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Abstract

We derive a semi-analytical pricing formula for European VIX call options under the
Heston-Hawkes stochastic volatility model introduced in [7]. This arbitrage-free model incor-
porates the volatility clustering feature by adding an independent compound Hawkes process
to the Heston volatility. Using the Markov property of the exponential Hawkes an explicit
expression of VIX? is derived as a linear combination of the variance and the Hawkes intensity.
We apply qualitative ODE theory to study the existence of some generalized Riccati ODEs.
Thereafter, we compute the joint characteristic function of the variance and the Hawkes in-
tensity exploiting the exponential affine structure of the model. Finally, the pricing formula
is obtained by applying standard Fourier techniques.
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1 Introduction

Volatility trading has become remarkably important in finance in recent years and plays a crucial
role in risk management, portfolio diversification, asset pricing and econometrics. The Chicago
Board Options Exchange (CBOE) established the first volatility index, the VXO, in January 1993.
According to [35], the VXO index represents the implied volatility of a hypothetical at-the-money
option on the S&P 100 (OEX) expiring in 30 days. The CBOE introduced in September 2003 a
new volatility index, the VIX, in a model-free procedure. The VIX is computed as a weighted sum
of out-of-the money S&P 500 (SPX) calls and puts expiring in 30 days across all available strikes.
A convenient property of the VIX index is that its square approximates the 30-day conditional
risk neutral expectation of the return variance, that is, the 30-day variance swap, see [12]. Many
further volatility indices have been introduced like the VXN, the VXD, the VCAC and others [29].

[9] and [10] described in 1989 and 1993, respectively, the need of volatility derivatives to allow
traders to better manage their portfolio and hedge against volatility risk. In that regard, the
CBOE Futures Exchange (CFE) introduced VIX futures contracts in March 2004 followed by
the launch of VIX options in February 2006. Thereafter, many new trading opportunities became
available for traders giving them more control on volatility risk. The trading popularity of volatility
derivatives has consistently increased through the years. This increase is, to some extent, because
VIX movements are negatively correlated with movements in SPX returns.

Due to the importance of volatility trading in finance, a considerable amount of research has
been conducted to develop and expand stochastic volatility models for pricing VIX derivatives.
In particular, including jumps in the stock and/or the volatility is a common practice. For in-
stance, [29] shows that a mean reverting logarithmic diffusion with Poisson jumps approximates
the behaviour of the VIX index and an analytical pricing formula for European VIX options is
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derived. [31] uses a Heston model with Poisson jumps in the volatility to derive a pricing formula
for volatility derivatives and [32] for the Heston model with Poisson jumps both in returns and
volatility. Also, [24, 39| obtain an exact solution for the pricing of VIX futures in the Heston
model with simultaneous Poisson jumps in the asset price and the volatility.

An important reason to go beyond the Poisson jump diffusion models is that the volatility
clustering feature and the high-volatility effect [3, 5] are not included due to the constant intensity
of the Poisson process. In that regard, [13, 25, 29, 36] obtain pricing formulas for VIX derivatives
under a stochastic volatility model with jumps in the asset and/or volatility with state-dependent
intensity. Additionally, [20] proposes a Heston model with Hawkes jumps in the stock price and
[36] a Heston model with Hawkes jumps both in the asset and the volatility, respectively. The main
purpose of these models is to include the jump clustering effect in the stock and/or the volatility,
that is, the occurrence of a jump increases the probability of future jumps. Other fundamental
works about the VIX and volatility derivatives are [11, 14, 21, 27, 37, 38].

The objective of our work is to obtain a semi-analytical pricing formula for European VIX
call options under the Heston-Hawkes stochastic volatility model introduced in [7]. Essentially,
the Heston-Hawkes model is a Heston model with a compound Hawkes process in the volatility.
In reference to that, the SVCIJ-H model in [36] and their approach present some similarities
but also some important differences with our paper that are thoroughly described in Section 3.
Fundamentally, the SVCIJ-H model in [36] has simultaneous and independent Hawkes jumps in
the stock and volatility and the size of the jumps is exponentially distributed. In contrast, the
self-exciting jumps are only present in the volatility of the Heston-Hawkes model but their size has
a general distribution, being the exponential distribution a particular case. This leads to technical
challenges in qualitative ODE theory which are properly tackled in Section 5.

First and foremost, the existence of risk neutral probability measures is crucial to make sense
of the pricing problem. To the best of our knowledge, the usual procedure in the aforementioned
literature is to present the model directly under Q after assuming that the model is already
arbitrage-free. Nevertheless, [8, 30] present some stochastic volatility models where no equivalent
local martingale measure exist. Moreover, in terms of risk management practices, [33, 34] show
that exposures computed under the risk neutral measure are essentially arbitrary and the passage
from P to Q is required. Therefore, a proper study about the existence of risk neutral probability
measures is fundamental for the pricing of VIX derivatives. In that respect, [7] proves that the
Heston-Hawkes stochastic volatility model is arbitrage-free and an explicit family of equivalent
martingale measures is given.

Our approach to derive a semi-analytical pricing formula is based on the use of the following
equality

1 —erf (K/9)

1 oo
E max{\/)_(—K,O}} - m/o Re o

E [e?*] ]| d¢r, (1.1)

where erf is the error function and some technical conditions described in Section 3 must hold. In
order to use the previous formula, an explicit expression of VIX? is required. Using the Markov
property of the exponential Hawkes, it is possible to derive such an explicit expression as a linear
combination of the variance and the Hawkes intensity. Another requirement for using the equality
is a closed expression of the joint characteristic function of the variance and the Hawkes inten-
sity. Thanks to the exponential affine structure of the model, the characteristic function can be
computed after solving some generalized Riccati ODEs. In addition, to apply (1.1) it is crucial to
check that the domain of the characteristic function intersects the complex numbers with strictly
positive real part.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we outline the Heston-Hakwes stochastic
volatility model introduced in [7]. In Section 3 we present the problem of pricing European VIX
call options and the technical results that are required to derive a semi-analytical pricing formula.
In Section 4 we summarize the arbitrage-free property of the stochastic volatility model proven in
[7] and some results on the compensators of the Hawkes process under the risk neutral probability
measures given in [6]. In Section 5 we compute the joint characteristic function of the variance



and the Hawkes intensity using the exponential affine structure of the model. Before, we study
the solution of some generalized Riccati ODEs that appear in the expression of the characteristic
function. In Section 6 we derive an explicit expression of the VIX index using the Markov property
of the exponential Hawkes. Finally, in Section 7 we present the semi-analytical pricing formula for
FEuropean VIX call options under the Heston-Hawkes stochastic volatility model. In the appendix
we give all the technical proofs.

2 Heston-Hawkes stochastic volatility model

We outline the Heston-Hawkes stochastic volatility model introduced in [7]. Essentially, this model
is an extension of the well-known Heston model that incorporates the volatility clustering effect
by adding an independent compound Hawkes process to the variance.

Let T € R, T > 0 be a fixed time horizon. On a complete probability space (2, .4,P), we
consider a two-dimensional standard Brownian motion (B,W) = {(B;, W;),t € [0,T]} and its
minimally augmented filtration F(ZW) = {f,f(B’W),t € [0,7]}. On (2, A,P), we also consider a
Hawkes process N = {N;,t € [0,T]} with stochastic intensity given by

t
At = Xo + a/ e PE=9)gN,,
0

or, equivalently,
d)\t = —6()\,5 — Ao)dt + deNt, (21)

where Ag > 0 is the initial intensity, S > 0 is the speed of mean reversion and a € (0,0) is
the self-exciting factor. Note that the stability condition o« < S holds. See [4, Section 2| and
[19, Section 3.1.1] for further details on Hawkes processes. Then, we consider a sequence of
i.i.d., strictly positive and integrable random variables {J;},>1 and the compound Hawkes process
L ={L:,t€[0,T]} given by

Ny
Ly = Z J;.
=1

We make the following assumption on the distribution of the jumps size.

Assumption 1. There exists €; > 0 such that the moment generating function M;(t) = E[e!/1]
of Jy is well defined in (—o0, €5). Moreover, (—o0, ;) is the maximal domain in the sense that
lim M;(t) = oo.
t—re;

Since €5 > 0, all positive moments of J; are finite. Note that it is a rather mild assumption, and
that the exponential distribution belongs to the class of distributions satisfying the condition.

We assume that (B,W), N and {J;};>1 are independent of each other. We write FL =
{FF,t €10,T]} for the minimally augmented filtration generated by L and

F={F=F""vF e},

for the joint filtration. We assume that A = Fp and we will work with F. Since (B,W) and L
are independent processes, (B, W) is also a two-dimensional (F,P)-Brownian motion.

Finally, with all these ingredients, we introduce the Heston-Hawkes stochastic volatility model.
We assume that the interest rate is deterministic and constant equal to r. The stock price S =
{S;,t € [0, T)} and its variance v = {vy,t € [0,T]} are given by

ds
T =t + o (\/1 — p2dB, + det) , (2.2)
t



dvy = —k (v — D) dt + o/v,dWy + nd Ly, (2.3)

where Sy > 0 is the initial price of the stock, p : [0,7] — R is a measurable and bounded function,
p € (—1,1) is the correlation factor, vg > 0 is the initial value of the variance, x > 0 is the
variance’s mean reversion speed, v > 0 is the long-term variance, o > 0 is the volatility of the
variance and 1 > 0 is a scaling factor. We assume that the Feller condition 2xk7 > o2 is satisfied,
see [1, Proposition 1.2.15]. For more details and further results on the model see [7].

3 Pricing VIX options

The objective of this paper is to derive a semi-analytical pricing formula for European VIX call
options under the Heston-Hawkes stochastic volatility model. Namely, let Q be a risk neutral
probability measure, the price C2(¢, T, K) at time ¢ € [0, 7] of an European VIX call option with
maturity time T and strike K is given by

CQ@,TFKj::e’“T*”EQ{nmx{VIng—K;OH]ﬁ}, (3.1)

where the VIX index can be defined (with mathematical simplification) in the following way
2 2 S,
Q)" _ _2Rge 4&&3‘ 1002
(VIXt ) E |:log (e S, ) ft] 1007,

where A = 2% and S follows the dynamics in (2.2). See [16, 23, 25, 39] for further details on
the definition of the VIX index. Our approach to obtain the pricing formula involves the use of
Fourier transform techniques. Precisely, we will employ the following convenient equality

E [max{\/f— K,O}} = ﬁ /OOO Re [WB [@X}] débr, (3.2)

where ¢ = ¢p +i¢; € C with ¢r > 0, X is a positive random variable such that E [6¢RX] < 00
and erfc is the complementary error function defined by erfc(z) = 1 — erf(z). For a reference of
this formula see [22, 28, 36]. The usefulness of this formula relies on the fact that we can derive
an explicit expression of VIX? and its characteristic function. Several technical issues arise if the
formula given in (3.2) is going to be applied to derive a pricing formula for (3.1):

1. The existence of risk neutral probability measures is required to make sense of (3.1). To
the best of our knowledge, the common procedure in the literature regarding pricing of VIX
options under stochastic volatility models with jumps is to give the model directly under Q
after assuming that the model is arbitrage-free. It is discussed in [8, 30] that this property
is not obvious in general and a proper study is required. [7] proves that the Heston-Hawkes
stochastic volatility is arbitrage-free and an explicit family of equivalent martingale measures
is given. This is crucial to make sense of this problem and we summarize the results of [7] in
Section 4. Moreover, [33, 34] show that exposures computed under the risk neutral measure
are essentially arbitrary and the passage from P to Q is crucial for risk management practices.

2. An explicit expression of VIX? is necessary in order to use (3.2). In Section 6 we obtain such
expression by exploiting the Markov property of the exponential Hawkes [26, Remark 1.22].

3. There must exist ¢ = ¢pr +i¢; € C with ¢ > 0 such that E [6¢RX] < o0 to use the formula
in (3.2). In our setting, this condition is reduced to the existence of ¢, € C with Re(¢) > 0
and Re(¢) > 0 such that E? [e?vTT¥AT] < 00 where Q is a risk neutral probability measure.
This study is conducted in Section 5.

4. A closed expression of the characteristic function E [ed’X } is needed to obtain a tractable
pricing formula. In Section 5 we derive an (almost) explicit expression of the conditional
characteristic function E@ [e?*TT¥A7| 7] for t € [0, T] using the exponential affine structure
of the model [17, 36].



After presenting the model, the problem and the approach, it is pertinent to thoroughly explain
the connection of our paper with [36].

Remark 3.1. It is important to mention the connection of our paper with [36]. While the objec-
tive is the same and the stochastic volatility models are similar, there is a significant amount of
differences that are worth to highlight.

The model SVCIJ-H presented in [36] has simultaneous and independent self-exciting jumps in
the stock and the variance and their size is exponentially distributed. In our model, the self-exciting
Jumps occur only in the variance and their size has a general distribution, being the exponential
distribution a particular case.

The stochastic volatility models presented in [36] are given directly under Q while we justify
the existence of a family of equivalent martingale measures for our model. As commented before,
the assumption that the model is arbitrage-free may not be obvious [8, 30] and the passage from P
to Q is necessary for risk management procedures like computing exposures [33, 34].

Since the jumps in our setting can have an arbitrary distribution, the ODFEs that appear when
computing the characteristic function take a more general form than the ones in [36, Proposition
2]. In addition, in Section 5 we prove that the domain of the characteristic function intersects
the complex numbers with strictly positive real part, which is crucial to use the formula in (3.2).

However, we miss this study in [36, Proposition 2] for the SVCIJ-H model.

4 Arbitrage-free property of the model and compensators

We summarize the results proven in [7] regarding the existence and positivity of the variance
process and the change of measure. In addition, we outline the results in [6] about the compensator
of the Hawkes process under the risk neutral probability measures.

The existence and positivity results of the variance are given in Proposition 4.1 and the change
of measure is compacted in Theorem 4.3. The results about the compensator of the Hawkes process
under the risk neutral measure are given in Proposition 4.5.

Proposition 4.1. Equation (2.3) has a pathwise unique strong solution and the solution is strictly
positive.

Proof. See [7, Proposition 2.1] and [7, Proposition 2.2]. O

In the next result we define the constant ¢;, which depends on the model parameters. Essen-
tially, it is a strictly positive constant such that for ¢ < ¢; the following holds

T
exp (c/ vudu>] < 00.
0

This constant appears in Theorem 4.3, which is the main result regarding the change of measure.

E

QWC(eD(C)T _ 1)
D(c)—r+(D(c)+r)eD@T and

Proposition 4.2. For ¢ < %, define D(c) := VK% — 202¢, A(c) :=

a :sup{c<%:/\(c)<e] and MJ(A(C))ggexp<%1>}.

Then, ¢; > 0 and for ¢ < ¢

E

T
exp <c/ vudu>] < 00.
0

Proof. See [7, Lemma 3.1] and [7, Proposition 3.5]. O



Theorem 4.3. Let a € R and define 9§a) = —L (’% — ap\/v_t),

1—p2

t 1 t
Yt(a) = exp (/ 0{)dB, — —/ (Gu"))Qdu> ,
0 2 Jo
t 1 t
Zt(a) = exp (a/ VU dW,, — 5(12/ vudu)
0 0

and Xt(a) = Yt(a)Zt(a). Recall the definition of ¢; in Proposition 4.2.
1. X@ js a (F,P)-martingale for |a| < v/2¢;.
2. The set

dQ(a)
dP

&= {(@(a) given by
is a set of equivalent local martingale measures.
3. Let Q(a) € &, the process (BYUY W) defined by
dBY .= dB, + 6\ dt,
AW = AW, + av/vydt
is a a two-dimensional standard (F,Q(a))-Brownian motion.

4. Let Q(a) € &, the dynamics of S and v are given by

ds “ a
=t + o (\/1 ~p2dBYY ¢ paw >) :
t

dvy = =k (v — 0)dt + /o d W + ndLy.

where k@ = g+ ac > 0 and (¥ = kfig > 0.

5. If p? < ¢, EQ@) {exp (’72—2 fOT vudu)] < oo and the set

E = {Q(a) c&:ldl <min{\/?7 clp2}}

is a set of equivalent martingale measures.

= X;a) with |a| < \/2cl}

(4.1)

Proof. See |7, Theorem 3.6], [7, Observation 3.8] and [7, Theorem 3.9]. Note that x(*) = k+ac > 0
2

because |a| < 1/2¢; < £ since ¢; <

K
202"

O

In order to work with the compensators of N and L under the risk neutral measures we make
some assumptions and define a (non-empty) subset of equivalent martingale measures. For further

details see [6].

Assumption 2. Define D := sup,¢(o 1 (e — r)2 < oo and fix €1,e9 > 0. We assume that

1. p? <aq.

2 _ 9\ 2
1—p 2KV—0
2. DT —Fa)] ( %0 ) > L.

3. 260 > (1 +e9)0?.



Definition 4.4. Let q,s > 1, we define a subset of E,, by

= al < min ph)e
Sm(q,s).{ (a) € Hal < {qs\/7 \/qs [2¢s(1 )—l—ps—l]}}

From now on, we fix Q5 such that 1 < Q5 < D[(2+€1)2 (2+€1)] (2m; o ) and Q; := Q2 > 1.

20
The subset &,,,(Q1,2+€1) of equivalent martingale measures is of special interest and W111 be used
throughout the paper thanks to the properties stated in the next proposition.

Proposition 4.5. Let Q(a) € £,,(Q1,2 +€1). Then,

1+4e2

E[(X{")2+51] < o0, E [(v—lt)lﬁz} < oo for allt € [0,T] and fOTIE {(v—lt) ] dt < 0.

2. N — AN is a (F,Q(a))-martingale.
3. L — AL is a (F,Q(a))-martingale.
Proof. See [6, Lemma 3.7] and [6, Propositon 3.12]. O

5 Joint characteristic function

The objective of this section is the computation of the conditional characteristic function of
(vr, Ar). Furthermore, we check that its domain intersects the complex numbers with strictly
positive real part, which is required to use the formula in (3.2). The subsequent results are based
on qualitative ODE theory and the exponential affine structure of the model [17, 36].

The following result implies that E[f(J;)] = EX@[f(J})] where f is a deterministic function
such that E[|f(J1)|] < co. Therefore, whenever there is an expectation under Q(a) of a random
variable of the type f(J1), it can be equivalently computed under P.

Lemma 5.1. Let Q(a) € En(Q1,2 + €1), then Py, = Q(a)y,, that is, the law of Jy is the same
under P and under Q(a).

Proof. See Lemma A.1 in the appendix. O

Definition 5.2. Define the constant Ly := %M;l (g exp (% - 1)) Note that Ly > 0 because

Bexp<—71)>1u5ingoz<ﬂ.

In the following result we apply qualitative ODE theory to study the existence of some gener-
alized Riccati ODEs. The solutions of such equations appear in the joint characteristic function
of (vp, Ar). A crucial conclusion of the next lemma is that the ODEs admit as initial conditions
complex numbers with strictly positive real part. This is a requirement to use the formula in (3.2).

Lemma 5.3. Let Q(a) € £,(Q1,2+€1) and ¢,9 € C such that

8-«

) 2k(a@)
0 < Re(¢) < min a(— L and Re(y) < of

2 (2enT 1)
Then,
(i) The ODE
d 1
—GO(0) — kWG (50) + 50°C I (16)? =0, GN(Ti9) =9,

has a unique solution in the interval [0,T] given by
2@

0.2 + eﬁ(a)(T_t) (21@(;'1) _ 0,2) ’

G (t;9) =



(i) supsefo,1y Re(G“)(t;¢)) = Re(¢).

(i1i) supyepo, ) E |€” RE(G(G)(t*d’))Jl] < gexp (% - 1). In particular,
tel0,T].

E [e"G(a)(t@)-h} ’ < oo for all

(iv) The ODE

d a . a .
G 6,0) = BHO(9,9) + MV OVE [ €V | 1 =0, HOT 9,9) =y

has a unique solution in [0,T].
(v) The ODE

%F@ (t:6,9) + £V GO (E:9) + BAH W (:6,0) =0, FO(T;,4) =0.

has a unique solution in [0,T].
Proof. See Lemma A.2 in the appendix. O

To conclude this section, we give an (almost) closed expression of the joint characteristic
function of (vr, Ar) in terms of the ODEs studied in the previous result. In addition, a subset
of the domain of the characteristic function is given which intersects the complex numbers with
strictly positive real part.

Proposition 5.4. Let Q(a) € £,(Q1,2 +¢1) and ¢, € C such that

b —«
a8’

25(4)
0 < Re(¢) < min {ﬁ, LJ} and Re(y) <

0-2 26;%(@) T _

Then,

1. ‘EQ(“) [e‘z’”T"’w’\T] < 00.

2. The joint conditional characteristic function of (vr, A1) is given by

= F @ (t:0:9)+G W (t8)vi+ H (:6,0) M

EQ(a) [6¢UT+1Z)/\T |}—t]

where t € [0, T, and F(*) G@ and H® are solutions to the following ODEs

d 1
GV (0) =K UGCO(10) + 50 G (19)? =0, G(T;9) =9,
%H t:0,0) ~ BH (6;0,0) + ¢! WOVE 1OV EDR] 1 =0, HOT;6,4) =,

%FW’ (t:6,0) + 5 DVDCD (E:9) + BAH D (8 6,0) =0, FO(T;6,0) = 0.
(5.1)

Proof. (i) First, we consider the case Im(¢) = Im(¢) = 0. For ¢t € [0,7] define the process

M(a) (t) = g(a) (t, Vg, >\t) Where g(a) (t7x7y> = eF(a) (t;¢vw)+G(a)(t§¢)x+H(a) (t;d)ﬂﬁ)y and F’(a‘)7 G(G‘) and
H(® are the solutions of the ODEs given in Lemma 5.3, namely,

LGO(56) ~ KOG (150) + 502G (10 =0, GW(T50) = 0,

d a . a .
ZH O (1:6,9) = BH (1:6,9) + H" G00E [ GO0 1 =0, HO(T36,9) = v,



LFO(:6,4) + KBGO (156) + BAHO(16,4) =0, FO(T36,4) =0,

(5.2)

which are well defined for all ¢ € [0,7]. To lighten the notation we omit the dependence of
g on ¢ and 1. Note that F(@) G(@ H( take values in R because we have assumed that

Im(¢) = Im(¢) = 0. By convenience we define Y; = (¢,v¢, A¢) and we apply Itd formula to the
process M (@)

t
M(“)( M(“) / Gtg() ds+/ 19) g(“) _)dvs-i-/ ayg(“)(Y;_)d)\s

w3 [0t + g [ g+ [ 92,0 e N

£ 00— ) - g (V) Aw, - 0,9 (Y, m}

0<s<t
= M©(0) + / (09 (V2) = K (v, = 59) 0,9 (%) = B (A, = M) 9y (V)
0
2
+ 002,00 (v,) ds+a/ 309 (Y, )@
—|—77/ 929\ (Ys_)dL, +a/ 9,9 (Y, )dN,

£ [<a> — g (Yon) = a9 (Yen ) Avy — 0,9 (Vo) AN,

0<s<t

t
= M(a)(o) + / [atg(a) (}/s) - ’i(a) (Us - 1_)((1)) amg(a)(ys) - ﬂ (>\s - /\0) ayg(a) (}/s)
0

2
+%U532 4D (vy) ds+a/ V0,6 (Yo )W e + 3 [(a) — g @, )]

0<s<t

(5.3)

We have used the dynamics of v given in (4.1), the dynamics of A given in (2.1) and that

t t
[v]¢ = 2/ vsds +n°[L]; = [v]§:02/ vsds,
0 0

i = @?[N]; = o*N; = )¢ =0,
[v, N = an[L,N]; = anL; = [v,A\]{ =0,

/amg<a> )dLe=n Y 09 (Ve )ALy = Y 029" (Yio)Au,,

0<s<t 0<s<t
/ 9,9 (Ve )AN, = a > 8,9 (Ve )AN, = Y 9,9 (Vi )AN..
0<s<t 0<s<t

Next, we can write

S [0 000 g @] = 3 [0 v+ aAL A+ aAN,) g (s 00 Ao )

0<s<t 0<s<t
= Y h¥(s,AL,,AN,),
0<s<t
where

h(a)(saulau2) = g(a)(s,’us_ + 77“1,)\5— + au?) - g(a)(savs—a)\s—)'



We now define Ry = (Ls, N,) and for t € [0,T], B € B (R?\ {0,0}),

NEt,A)=#{0<s<t: AR, € A}.
We add and subtract the compensator of the counting measure N % to split the expression in (5.3)
into a (F,Q(a))-local martingale plus a predictable process of finite variation. By Proposition

4.5, the compensators of N and L under Q(a) € £,(Q1,2 + ¢1) are AN = fot Audu and AL =
E[J4] fot Audu respectively. Thus,

> [ — g / [ s )N s, )
(0,00)2

0<s<t

:/ / A (s, u1, uz) (NR(ds, du) — As Py, (dus)61 (duz)ds)
0,00)2

t
—|—/ )\S/ R (s,uy,1) Py, (duy)ds.
0 (0,00)

Replacing everything in (5.3) we get
t
ME(t) = M(0) + / (009 (¥) = £ (v, = 52) 0,9 (V3) = B (A = X0) 8y (¥)
0

o 2
+ 7'Usamxg “ (Y;) + )‘5/

B (s, us, ﬂﬁxmu)d&+o/‘¢a&ng )dwo@
(O,(XJ)

t
+ / / WD (s,u1,uz) (NF(ds, du) — Ay Py, (duq )81 (dus)ds) (5.4)
0,00)2

where the last two terms are (F,Q(a))-local martingales. Now, using the definition of g(* and
h(@) we get

015 (1) = ) (02) (G s50,0) + FCO s+ FHO 50,00,

}/Si)/ [enulG(s)JraH(s) o 1} Ph (dul)
(0,00)
= ¢ (y,_) (eams)E {enmsm} _ 1) _

Using that F(® G(®) and H(® satisfy the ODEs given in (5.2) we see that the drift in (5.4) is
equal to 0 because

4 p) (a) d
S FOt0,9) + — G @@m+dH )t ¢, )\

—k@ (vt —qgle )) GO(t) — B (A — Ao) H D (t) + ?th(t)2 + At (eO‘H(t)E [e”G(t)Jl} — 1) =0,
We conclude that M@ is a (F,Q(a))-local martingale. Moreover, using the final conditions of

the ODEs in (5.2), we see that M(®)(T) = e?v7+¥A7 Since M(®) is bounded from below it is a
supermartingale and the following holds

EQ@) [¢#vr+vAr] = EQla) [ M(“)(T)} < M@ (0) = exp ( F@(0) + G@(0)vy + H®(0) Ao) < oo,

10



For the general case of arbitrary Im(¢) and Im(¢)) note that

‘]EQ(@ [e#vr+var] ’ < EQ@) [ VT HUAT

} — EQ@ [eRew)uTmew»T

)

and we can apply the same argument as before to conclude that the previous expectation is finite.
(ii) Since (N, ) is a Markov process, see [26, Remark 1.22], the process (v, \) is also a Markov
and we see that there exists a function f(@(-,- - $,4): [0,T] x (0,00) x [Ag, 00) — R such that

B [efvrtidr| F] = £ (¢ 0, A3 6,3)).

Using that ¢ — f@(t, v, M3 ¢, 9) is a (F,Q(a))-local martingale and by applying Ité formula
similarly as in the previous step we see that it must satisfy the following partial integro-differential
equation (PIDE)

atf(a) (tv Z,Y; ¢a 1/}) - K’(a) (:C - 1_)(a))amf(a) (ta Z,Y; ¢7 ’l/)) - /B(y - AO)ayf(a) (ta Z,Y; ¢7 ’l/))

2
+ 5202, £ (s 64) +y /( oy [T+ 03 0,8) = £ t,2,39,9)| Py () =0

and final condition f(*) (T, z,y; ¢,v) = e®*+¥¥. Note that the left-hand side of the previous PIDE
is just the drift given in (5.4). By the affine structure property of the model, see [17, 36], the
solution of the previous PIDE can be written in exponential affine form, that is f(®) (T, z,y; 9, 0) =

P (L) +G W (0)a+H ) (64)y | Qubstituting that expression in the PIDE we obtain the ODEs
given in (5.1) and this finishes the proof. O

6 Explicit expression of the VIX index

In this section we derive an explicit expression of the VIX index under the Heston-Hawkes model
as a linear combination of v and A using the Markov property of the exponential Hawkes. First,
a preliminary result is required.

Lemma 6.1. Let Q(a) € £,(Q1,2 + €1), the following holds
1. The process t — fg )\udXi(La) is a square integrable (F,P)-martingale.

2. Let 0 < s <t<T, then

ﬁ)\oXs(a)

b —«

E[)\tXt(a)|]:s] = (A, — B X(@e=(B=a)(t=s) |
88—«
Proof. See Lemma A.3 in the appendix. -

6.1 Forward variance

As a starting point, we compute the forward variance under the Heston-Hawkes stochastic volatility
model. Since the computations are rather tedious and long the proof is postponed to the appendix.
In order to avoid a singular case in the expression of the forward variance we make the following
mild assumption on the family of equivalent martingale measures.

Assumption 3. We assume that a # w This is equivalent to k(®) # B — a because
k() = k + ao and ensures that some constants appearing in the next result are well defined.

Proposition 6.2. Let Q(a) € &,(Q1,2 + 1) and define the forward variance by §§“>(t) =
EQ@ [0 F], 0< s <t < T. Then,

11



1. The explicit expression is given by

€D (t) = DI (t — s)v, + DSV (£ — $)As + DS (t — s), (6.1)
where
a _K('l) a a — —« _K('l)
Dg)(h) =e h, Dg)(h):Cf )(e (B-a)h _ ¢ h),
a C(a) (s @ C(a) (B—a o
Dg)(h) ;<H(2a) — >>e h*ﬁi—ae 8 >h+C§),
a E[/1] (a) nE[J1]8Mo (@ ._ NE[AL]BN |
c@ .- " ol . NP0 ole) . (a)
O 2T (5 a) ST RO )
(6.2)

2. The dynamics of the process t — §§“>(t) s given by
de@) (1) = {Hm (66(6) — 6 + nEL <<A _ ;A) - (B-a)(t=3) &)] it

-« 8-«
3. The dynamics of the process s — &(t) is given by
el (t) = oD (t — 5)/0sdW 2@ 4 nD\W (¢ — ) (dL, — E[Jy]Asds)
+aD{ (t — 5) (AN, — Aods) .
Proof. See Proposition A.4 in the appendix. O

Observation 6.3. Note that all the constants in (6.2) are well defined. By Assumption 3, k() —
(B—a) #0, B—a > 0 due to the stability condition of the Hawkes process and * > 0 by
Theorem 4.3.

6.2 Variance Swap

We now compute an explicit expression of the variance swap using the previous result on the
forward variance. The usefulness of this result relies on the fact that the VIX index can be written
as a particular variance swap.
sis —1rh —k _ 1 —kh
Definition 6.4. For k,h > 0, we define Ay(h) ==+ [, e *du = (1 —e™").
Let 0 < s <t < T and Q(a) € &£,(Q1,2 + ¢1), we define the variance swap as

1 t
V) = [ e
~/

Proposition 6.5. Let 0 < s <t < T and Q(a) € £,(Q1,2+¢€1). Then, the explicit expression of
AR (t) is given by

V() = Kt — s)vg + K (- 5)As + K (E — 5),

where
K{7(h) = Ay (), K37 (h) = O (Ag—a(h) = Ay (),
C(a) C(a)
KM(h) = | 22 =5 | A 0 (h) — =2—Ap_o(h) + C 6.3
3 (h) (n(“) v w@ (h) 3—a’? (h) +Cq (6.3)
where Cfa), Céa) and Cg(,a) are given in (6.2) and Ay, defined in Definition 6./.
Proof. See Proposition A.5 in the appendix. O

Observation 6.6. Note that all the constants in (6.3) are well defined by the same argument as
in Observation 6.3, k(@ — (B—a)#0,8—a>0 and w(@ > 0.
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6.3 VIX index

To finish this section, we introduce the mathematical definition of the VIX index and obtain its
explicit expression as a linear combination of the variance and the Hawkes intensity.

Definition 6.7. Let Q(a) € £,(Q1,2 +¢€1), t € [0,T] and A = 2%. The VIX'Y introduced

in the CBOE (Chicago Board Options Exchange) white paper can be defined, with mathematical
simplification, in the following way

9)? _ _ 2o —raStra ‘ 1002
(VIst ) =~ REY Jlog (742 ) |7 100

See [16, 23, 25, 39] for further details on the definition of the VIX index.

The next lemma will be used to deduce that some constants appearing in the explicit expression
of the VIX index are strictly positive.

Lemma 6.8. Let 1{31, kQ, h > 0 with kq 75 ko. Then,

Akz (h) - Akl (h)

0.
— ke

Proof. See Lemma A.6 in the appendix. O
Proposition 6.9. Let ¢t € [0,T] and Q(a) € £,(Q1,2+¢€1). Then,
2
(VIX§“>) =Vt + A)-100% = (ADy, + B@ ), + C@) . 1002

where the constants A B@ and C@ are independent of t and are given by

A@ = K{Y(A) = Ay (8) > 0
B@ = K{(A) = C” (Ap—a(A) — Ay (D)) > 0,

() =
a C H\@ ¢
@ = £ (A) = <L -t ’) Ay (8) = g2

Ap_o(A) + C

H(a)

where Kfa), Kg(a) and Kg(a) are given in Proposition 6.5, C’fa), C’éa) and Cg(a) are given in (6.2)
and Ay defined in Definition 6.4.
Proof. Using that
St A 1 t+A t+A t+A
SL =exp | rA - 5/ vsds + /1 — p2/ V0sdBY@ 4 p/ V0sdW 2@
t t t

t

and the fact that both ¢ — fot VOudBYY and t — fot VOadW2 are (F,Q(a))-martingales by
Theorem 4.3, one can see that the following holds

(VIX§“>)2 = V9t +A).

Then, the result follows from Proposition 6.5. Moreover, the fact that A > 0 follows directly

from A, (A) = % fOA e=*"udy and the fact that B® > 0 follows from the definition of C’fa) in
(6.2) and Lemma 6.8. O
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7 Pricing formula for VIX options

Finally, we have all the results needed to derive a semi-analytical pricing formula for European VIX
call options under the Heston-Hawkes stochastic volatility model. Essentially, the pricing formula
is based on the formula in (3.2), the explicit expression of VIX? and the joint characteristic function
of (vp, Ar). By convenience, we define for Q(a) € &£,,(Q1,2 +¢1) and ¢ € [0, T

CO(t, T, k) := EQ@ [max{wxg?) /100 — k, 0}|ft} .
Then, the price at time ¢t € [0, T] of an European VIX call option with maturity time 7" and strike
K = 100K’ can be written as
e~ "(T-HEQ@) [max{VIX;’) - K,0}|]-'t} = 100e~"T=D¢(@ (¢, T, K'Y .

Theorem 7.1. Let Q(a) € £,(Q1,2 + 1), the price at time t € [0,T] of an European VIX call
option with maturity time T and strike K = 100K’ is given by

e~ (TR [max{ VIx{ — K,O}|]-‘t} = 100e~"T=D¢(@ (¢, T, K')

where

[erfc (kv/3)

e s, t,At;A<a>¢,B<a>¢>} dgr,  (7.1)

CO(t, T k)= 2f/

erfe is the complementary error function defined by erfc(z) = 1—erf(z), ¢ = pr+idr € C satisfies

2,€(a) LJ B—CY }

7.2
ZA@) (27T — 1)’ A@’ B 72

O<¢R<min{

Al B@) (@) gre given in Proposition 6.9, Ly is given in Definition 5.2 and £ is the condi-
tional characteristic function of (v, A) under Q(a) given in Proposition 5.4, that is,

FO (8,05, \i; ¢, 1) = B [fortde| 7] — oF @ (169) 4G ()uet HO (56 900

where F(®) G and H® satisfy the ODEs given in (5.1), that is,

d 1
=G (t0) — kDG (10) + 507G (t9)? =0, G(T59) =9,
GO 650.0) = BH (19,0) + e 00 [0 O] 1~ 0. 5O (Ti6.0) =,

%F“) (t:6.9) + K DTICO (t:9) + BAH W (t:6,0) =0, FO(T;0,4) =0.

Proof. To obtain the pricing formula in (7.1) we use the expression of VIX? given in Proposition
6.9, the formula in (3.2) and the joint conditional characteristic function of (vr, Ar) given in
Proposition 5.4:

C@(t,T, k) = EQ@ [max{wxgl) /100 — k, 0}|ft}

= %) [max{V/A@ur + B@r + C@ — k, 0}|F]

erfc (kv/@) Q@) [Lo(A@ vp+B@ rptC@
5l l g = 7] aer

erfc(kv/@) " . .
2\/_/ { 72 e9C )f( )(t,vt,/\t;A( )¢7B( )¢)] dor.

Note that the inequality in (7.2) ensures that the characteristic function is well defined, see Propo-
sition 5.4. Moreover, we have used that A(®) B(®) > (0 which is proved in Proposition 6.9 and the
fact that ¢r > 0 guarantees that we can use the formula in (3.2). O
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A Appendix: Technical results

We give the proofs that were postponed.

A.1 Joint characteristic function

Lemma A.1. Let Q(a) € £,(Q1,2 + ¢1), then Py, = Q(a),, that is, the law of Jy is the same
under P and under Q(a).

Proof. Let f be a measurable and bounded function, we are going to prove that EQ®)[f(.J;)] =
E[f(J1)] which will imply that the law of J; is the same under P and Q(a). By Theorem 4.3,

—d%)a) = X;a) = YT(a)Zéa). Now, using that Zéa) is 73V V FE-measurable, that

(a) 1 T 2 T 2
v |FyY v FE v F' ~ Lognormal ——/ (an)) ds,/ (oga)) ds
2 Jo o

because 04 is {FV v FE v F71} 0, m-adapted and the fact that Z(@) is a {FV VFEEVF 1 }ici0.7)-
martingale we have

E[f(J1)X5"] = E[f(J1)Y2" Z5) = BE[f ()Y, 23| FY v Fk v F]
E[f () ZS BV | FY v FEv F = B[ (1) 25)]
EE[f (1) ZSFY v FEv F7) = E[f (J)E[ZSFY v FE v F) = E[f ().

EUDLf ()]

O
Lemma A.2. Let Q(a) € £,(Q1,2+ 1) and ¢, € C such that

8-«
a8’

(a)
0 < Re(¢) < min {QH— LJ} and Re(y) <

o2 (2€K(a)T _ 1) ’
Then,
(i) The ODE
L6 (1:6) KOG (1:6) + LG (1) =0, CO(Ti9) = o,
dt 2
has a unique solution in the interval [0,T] given by

21 (a)
0.2 + eﬁ(a)(T_t) (21@(;'1) _ 0,2) ’

G (t;9) =

(ii) supsepo,r) Re(G(t; ¢)) = Re(4).

(i1i) supsejo,r E (€7 Re(G(a)(t?‘z’))Jl} < geXp (% - 1). In particular,
tel0,T].

E [e"G(a)(t;@Jl} ‘ < o0 for all

15



(iv) The ODE

L HO(t:6,9) ~ BH (1:6,) + 7 WOVE [ 16V O] L1 Z0, HO(Ti6,4) =

dt
(A1)
has a unique solution in [0,T].
(v) The ODE

%F@ (t:6,9) + £V GO (E:0) + BAH W (1:6,0) =0, FO(T;,4) = 0.

has a unique solution in [0, T].

Proof. (i) One can check that the solution of the ODE is

25(®)
o2 + e;{(a)(Tft) (25(;@ _ 0-2) .

G\(t;9) =

Note that the denominator of G(® (t; ¢) is 0 for t € [0,T) if and only if

2,{(0‘) e'{(a) (Tit)

02 e (T—t) 1’

¢

A necessary condition for the previous equality to hold is that Im(¢) = 0. It can be checked that

2H(a) e;'»i(a)(T—t) 2H(a) en(”)T
inf =
te0,1] 02 e (T-1) 1 o2 erWT 1’
. 2 (@) op(@)  or(dT op(@)  oe((T-t) (a) ;
and since Re(¢) < @] T T S 0T @] for all t € [0,T), G'*) is well

defined in the whole interval [0, T').
(ii) First, we compute the real part of G(*). Writing DG(® (t; ¢) = o> + s (T-D) (2%;) - 02)
we have
(@ Re(DG (t; ¢))
DG (t; §)[?

Re(G(t; 6)) = 2

Then,
a k(@)
= 0—2 (1 _ en(@)(T*t)) + %em(a)(;rw7
2x(a) T .
Im(DG(a) (t;9)) = _“7?((75)6;{( (T—t).
|9|
Note that

2
2 + 4 (K,(a)) Re(¢)2 SQN(G) (T*t)
|o|*
a ~\(T— k() (T—
15002 (1 e T=0) T D Re() 4 (4(@)? [m(g)?

- EE TR

DGO (@) = o* (1 e T1)

(a)(p—
eQn (T—t)
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(@))2 45(®) 2 (1 - en“”@fw) e (T=1) Re(¢)
_ 4( _ n(a)(Tft))Q 4(“ ) 2k(D) (T—t)
=0 (l—ce¢ + e + .
2R o[>

Thus,
95 (@) 52 (1 _ eﬁ<a)(T_t)) 162 + 4 (K(a))Qen(ﬂ)(T—t) Re(¢)
ot (1 - en(a)(T—t))2 6|2 + 4 (H(a))2 25 (T=1) 4 4(@)g2 (1 — enl® (T=1)) gn(®) (T=1) Re(¢)'

Re(GW(t;:9)) =

We check that the denominator of Re(G(*(t;¢)) in the previous expression is always strictly
positive for t € [0,T"). If t € [0,T) we have the following

ol (1 _ en(“)(Tft))2 62 + 4 (H(a))2 o2K( D (T—t) 1 4p(@ g2 (1 _ en(“)(Tft)) o (T—1) Re(¢)
> ot (1 _ en(”)(T—t))QRe(¢)2 14 (K(a))Q 25 (T=1) | ypc(a) 52 (1 _ en(“)(T—t)) o (T—1) Re(¢))
= fi(Re(9)),

where f; is defined by

fula) == ot (1 _ en(”)(T—t))2x2 14 (H(a))Q 26 (T—1) 1 4k 2 (1 _ ew)(T_t)) R O(T—t)

Using that f; is a quadratic function in z, one can check that the minimum of f; is 0 and it is
k(@ D@1

achieved at z; = QTW > 0 and for other values of z, f;(z) is strictly positive. Using
@ (Tt _

again that
QH(U,) em(”)(T—t) QH(U,) eﬁ(a)T
in =
teo,7) 02 er(T—t) _ 1 g2 er T _ 7’
2k(®) 25 (2) e"(a)T 2k(®) e”(a)(Tff’)
and that Re(¢) < T < S oorg S o e for all ¢t € [0,T), we conclude

that the denominator of Re(G(® (t; ¢)) is strictly positive for all ¢ € [0, T).

Finally, we prove that 0 < Re(¢) < 2(225(71% implies that sup,¢/o, T} Re(G@(t;¢)) = Re

)
Recall that Re(G(*(T;¢)) = Re(4) and we need to prove that Re(G®(t;¢)) < Re(¢) fo t e
[0, 7). Using that the denominator is always positive one can check that Re(G(® (t; ¢)) <
is equivalent to

s

Li(t)Re(9)® + La(t) Re(¢)” + Ly(t) Re(¢) + La(t) Im(¢)* + Ls(t) Im($)* Re(¢) <0,  (A.2)

where
1 R @ (1-1)\?
Li(t) = —0o (l—e ) ,
Lo(t) = 94c() 2 (1 _ eﬁ<a)(T_t)) (1 B Qen(“)(T—t)) ’
Lg(t) =4 (H(a))2 e“(a)(T*t) (1 _ en(a)(T—t)) :
“ 2
Ls(t) = —o* (1 e )(T—t))
Using that Ly4(t) < 0 and Ls(t) < 0 for all ¢ € [0,T'), we obtain the following

Ly (t) Re(¢)® + La(t) Re(¢)® + La(t) Re(¢) + La(t) Im(¢)* + Ls(t) Im(¢)* Re(¢)
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< Li(t) Re(9)” + La(t) Re(¢)” + Ls(t) Re(¢) < 0.

Using that Re(¢) > 0 and that (1 - e"”"(a)(T*t)) < 0 for t € [0,T), the inequality in (A.2) is

equivalent to

Li(t)Re(¢)? + La(t) Re(¢) + L (t) <0,

where
Li(t) =t (1 - e"‘(a)(T_t)) ,
Lo(t) = 26 o> (Qen(a)(T_t) - 1) ,
Ls(t) = —4 (fi(“))Q s (T=t)
Note that

Ly(t)Re(¢)? + La(t) Re(¢) + Ls(t) < sup Li(t)Re(¢)® + sup Lo(t)Re(¢) + sup Ls(t)
te[0,T) tel0,T te[0,T)

< 260052 (26“(“)T - 1) Re(¢) — 4 (n<a>)2 <0

which holds because 0 < Re(¢) < —2)___ This finishes the proof.

0.2(26;1(G)T_1)

(iii) Using that L; = %M;l (g exp (% — )) and that Re(¢) < L; we have

sup E enRe(G“)(t@))Jl} <E e Re(G (1:6)) 71

=E [e" sup;e(o, Re(G(®) (t;¢>))J1]
t€[0,T]

sup
t€[0,T]

=E {e”Re(d’)Jl]} <E [e"LJJl] = éexp (% — 1) .
a

In particular,

’E [enG(a)(t;aﬁ)h} ’ <E HenG(a)(t;qﬁ)h

} ) {enRe(G(”)(t;aﬁ))Jl}

< sup E [enRe(G(”)(t@))Jl} < B exp (E _ 1) < o0,
t€[0,T) Q@ B

for all t € [0, 7.
(iv) We introduce the function h®(t; ¢, ) := H(®) (T — t; ¢,1)). Then, the ODE for h(®) is

%h(a’(t; 6, 9) = SOt b (t: 6,4))

= ot [T TN ] _ gp@ (1 6,) =1, B (0:0,8) = ¥,

where f(9)(t,2) = e [e”G(a)(T_t?d’)Jl} — Bz —1 € C. Since f(* is a continuously differentiable
function, it is Lipschitz continuous on bounded intervals and there exists a unique local solution
for every initial condition, see [18, Chapter II, Theorem 1.1]. First, we study the imaginary part

of h(®). Define U(® := SUPse(o,7] E [e”Re(G(a)(t@))'Il} < oo and note that

d

= (@) (¢
S (R (16,0)) <

< @ Re(r™ (o)) [enRe<G<“)(T—t;¢>>J1} — BIm(h @ (t; ¢, )

eoh W (o) R {enG(“)(T—t;dﬁJl} } — BIm(h( ) (t; ¢, 1))
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< e SUPtef0,T] Re(h(“)(t;¢,w))U(a) - 6 Im(h‘(a) (t; (b’ w))
— C’(a) — ﬂlm(h(a) (t, ¢5 1/}))5

where C(a) = e®SUWPrepo,r) Re(h (1) 7 (). Similarly, we can get the following lower bound for

& Im (R (t; 6, 9)):
d

—C@ = BIm(h ) (¢, 9))) < = Im(h (t: 6,9))).

Therefore,

0@ BIm(h (1 6, 9))) < L Im(h@ (15 6,1))) < C@ — BIm(h (t; 6, ))).

dt (
Define now the two following ODEs
d a a a a
Zhih (6, 0) = O = BRS (E:6,0),  hi3h(0:6,v) = Im(y),
d a a a
Zhin (t:6,0)) = —C = Bh{D (56,0)), A (0:6,1)) = Im(y).
Then, by the comparison theorem

C(a)
B

(1—e P + e Im(y) = B2 (t; 6,0)) < Im(h @ (t; 6, 9)))

and

(a)
(A (66, ))) < W 1:6,0)) = S (1 - ) + e Ty)

for all t € [0, T]. This proves that as long as C(*) < oo, the imaginary part of h(*) does not blow

up in [0, T]. Since C(®) = ¢®SUPrefo.7) Re(h®(®)7(a) and U@ < 00, it suffices to check that the real
part of h(®) does not explode in [0, 7] to ensure existence of (¥ over the whole interval [0, 7.

Similarly as done with the imaginary part we can get the following bounds on the derivative
of the real part of h(®):

e T GO — GR(h (150, 1)) ~ 1 < % Re(h®(5:6,)
and
= Re(h(®)(t; ¢, ) < e* RGN T@ _ gRe(R(8; ¢,1))) —

Define now the two following ODEs

D0 :6,) = 152 (181136, 0))

= U@ o) — gh (t0,0) — 1, Bl (0;6,4) = Re(y),
LR (056, 9) = S5 (hS0 (056, 9)

= —U@eMin 9 — B (16, 0) =1, Ky (0:6,9) = Re(y),

where f( )( ) = U@e — Bz — 1 and f(a)( ) = —U@e2 — B — 1. Then, by the comparison

(a )

theorem and as long as h( ) and hy, exist over the whole interval [0,7] we have

R (8 6, 0) < Re(h D (t; 6, ) < hlga, (6, ), (A.3)
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for all t € [0,T]. We study the existence of hgj)w in the interval [0,T]. One can check that f J(\Z)

has a unique absolute minimum at 2@ = élog (%) and it is equal to

min

](\;)(xmin) = g <1 —log (%)) —1.

Note that fM (Tmin) < 0 if and only if U(®) < £ eXp (— — 1) which holds by (iii). Moreover,

o0 =1 b F« A4
A a0g<aU(a)>> of > 0. (A4)

Since limg 40 fzv(; (z) = oo and there is no local minimum or maximum, there exist exactly two

(a) (a)

zeroes ;" and x(2 of f(a) that satisfy ac( 9 < Toin < ac( %) Note that x(a) is a stable equilibrium

point and for all initial conditions in the interval (—oo, xi;) hras exists for all ¢ € [0,00) and it

converges to z( “). Therefore, using (A.4) and Re(y) < Ba 5 we have

foa 1 B\ @ _
Re(y) < o <Elog U@ =T < Tyo

We conclude that &) J)w exists for all ¢ € [0,00) and it converges to 2 ).
We study now the ex1stence of hgzL in the interval [O T]. One can check that fp, (@) i decreasing

in R and that lim,_._ fm () = 400 and limg o fm (x) = —oo. This implies the existence of
a unique zero which is a stable equilibrium point, and for any initial condition the solution of the
ODE exists for all ¢ € [0, 00) and it converges to that zero of f,,. Therefore, there is no constraint

on Re(9) to guarantee the existence of h%ly)n over the interval [0, T7.

Finally, by (A.3) we conclude that Re(h(®)(t)) exists for all ¢ € [0,T] and Im(h(®)(t)) as well.
Hence, the ODE in (A.1) has a unique solution in [0, 7.

(v) Since G(*) and H(® exist for all t € [0,T], F(*) also does. O
A.2 Explicit expression of the VIX index
Lemma A.3. Let Q(a) € £,(Q1,2 + 1), the following holds

1. The process t — fot )\uqu(La) is a square integrable (F,P)-martingale.

2. Let 0 < s <t<T, then

a A a -~ by Xga)
E[/\tXt( )|fs] < s Bﬂ Oa>X(a) (B—a)(t S)+%'

Proof. (1) By Theorem 4.3 and Proposition 4.5(1) we know that X(®) is a square integrable

martingale. We check that
T
/ Aid[}da)]u] < o0
0

to prove that t — fot )\u_dXia) is a square integrable (F,P)-martingale. The quadratic variation
2 2

of X(@) is given by d[X (9], = [(9,5(1)) + aQUt} (Xt(a)) dt, where 0(®) is defined in Theorem 4.3.

Then,

T
E l/ A2 d[x @),
0

E

=E

/O ! A2 [(99)2 + a%u} (X;a))2 du]
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_ /OTE [Ag (95;1))2 (ngﬂ du + a2 /OTE [Aivu (Xfﬂ))Q] du.  (A.5)

We focus on the first term in (A.5). Recall that e; and 3 where fixed in Assumption 2 and
their connection with the results in Proposition 4.5. Applying Hoélder’s inequality with p; =

pngp—222—p3 >1,pp=1+e2>1,p3 =1+ > 1, and then Doob’s martingale inequality, see [2,

Section 2.1.2, Theorem 2.1.5], to the last expectation we get
2 2 1 2p2 i 2p3 %
E [Ag (60)" (x) } <E[PAE [(agp) } E [(;qw) ]
a1 a1
— E[/\ipl]%E |:(91(La))2+282:| P2 E [(Xga))2+€1:| P3

<( +€1)2E[Aipl]m ()] e ()™ Y

1+¢
By [15, Section 3.1], E[A2P1] < oo for all u € [0, 7] and it is continuous as a function of u. Moreover,

2+e
by Proposition 4.5(1) we have E {(X;a)) 1} < 0o. Applying Holder’s inequality for sums we

1 14e2
Uy

where D = sup,¢o, 7y (1t — 7)? is defined in Assumption 2. By Proposition 4.5(1) and [6, Lemma

3.5] we have that
T 2+2¢5
E [ f{e) ] du < co.
I (CY

Applying Holder’s inequality with ¢; = pfil > 1 and ps > 1 we get

1 1
T 2126, 75 T " a1 T 212 b2
/E[Aipl]éE{(eg@) } du < /E[Aipl]ﬁdu /E[(eg@) } du) <o
0 0 0

By (A.6) this implies that

get

242e5 914-2e2 1
a +e2
E {(95)) ] ST lD “E

+ (ap)2+282E [vi+82]‘|

T 2 2
/ E [Ai (eg@) (Xfﬂ)) } du < 0.

0
Similarly, using again [15, Section 3.1], [6, Lemma 3.5] and Proposition 4.5(1) we can show that
the second term in (A.5) is finite. We conclude that the process t — fot )\u_dXi(fl) is a square
integrable (F,P)-martingale.

(2) By [6, Lemma A.8] we know the process t — fot Xﬁa)d(N — AYN),, is a square integrable

(F,P)-martingale where dAY = \;dt. Thus,

t t
IE{ / X dN, fs} +]E{ / X @ dAN

t
]-'S] =E [/ X@d(N — AN,

_ /t E[X{\|F,] du.

Recall that d\; = —B(\¢ — \o)dt + adN;. Then,

t
E [ / X Yd\,

5]

t t
]-‘S] =8 / E[X D\, | Foldu 4 Bro(t — 8) X + oE [ / X9dN,

S

3
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——(8-a) / CELXOAFJdu + Brolt — )X,

Applying Ito formula, using that \ is of finite variation and X (%) is continuous we have
AX( D = 2\ X @ 4 / Ay_dX(® / X@DdN,.

Using that t — fot )\u_dXi(fl) is a square integrable (F,P)-martingale we obtain

t
fs} —HE[ / X YdA, ]

t
=\ X — (B-a) / E[X Y\, | Foldu + Bro(t — )X (V.

t
E\XY|F) = AX® +E [ / Au_dX (@

So, writing h$ () := E[\ X" | F,] we have h{” (t) = A X —(B—a) [T hi™ (w)du+BAo (t—s5) X1V
Taking the derivative

RO (t) = —(8 — a)hl™ () + BroX (.

Solving the differential equation with the initial condition hs(s) = As X s(a)

. A b BAXY
KO () =E {Xt( >)\t|}‘s} = X ()\s _ 55_0) e~ (B=a)(t=s) 4 BroXs”

we obtain

-« B—a
O
Proposition A.4. Let Q(a) € En(Q1,2 + €1) and define the forward variance by 3% (t) =
B [vy| Fo], 0 < s <t < T. Then,
1. The explicit expression is given by
£40(8) = D (t = s)os + D" (t — $)As + DV (¢ — 9),
where
D)= DY () = OfF) (O ),
(a) C5” )\ won _ O (aan (@),
D3 (h) = W —v & - ﬁ——a + C
a E[A] (a) nE[J1]BAo () _ NMEMBX
) L cl = C (a)
T @ (5 —a) 2T (5a) OISR
2. The dynamics of the process t — §§“>(t) s given by
@) = | @ (e () — @ _ Pl ey . Bro
de@ (1) { K (gs (t) — )+77E[J1]<<)\5 ﬁ_a>e | K
(A7)

3. The dynamics of the process s — &5(t) is given by

d¢\ (1) = oD\ (t — 5)\/0sdW D 4 nD'Y (¢ — 5) (AL, — E[J1]Asds)
+aDS (t — s) (AN, — Ayds) .
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Proof. First we prove (2), then (1) and (3).
(2) We can write

t t
Vp = Vg — K(a)/ (Vg — ﬁ(a))du + O'/ \/EdW;@(a) +n(Ly — Ls),

k+tao*
particular, EQ@) UOT vsds} < oo and the process t — f(f \/ﬁdWSM“) is a (F,Q(a))-martingale.

Therefore,

where k() = g 4 ao and 9% = £% By Theorem 4.3. E%®) [exp (’72—2 fOT vudu)} < oo. In

t s
E9(t) = v — s / (9w —0@) du+o / VUdW D +(EXD(L|F] ~ L), (A8)
s 0
By Theorem 4.3, X (@) is a (F,P)-martingale and using [6, Lemma A.8(2)]

E[L:X\)|F.]
E[X\”|F.]
E[E[L: X\ | F]|1F)
x{®
E[L,X{"|F]
x{

"EDXY|F
=L, +E[J1]/ EPuXu |75] (a)| ]
D ¢

EUD (L, | F,] =

du.

Inserting the last expression in (A.8) and using Lemma 6.1(2) we get

E)X V| F,
w0 = [0 10 ) i 2L

_ {H(a) (&g“) (t) — 1—)(11)) + nE[Ji] <</\S - ﬁﬂi> e~ (B=a)(t—s) L &)] dt.

-« 8—a

This proves (A.7).
(1) The solution of the previous ODE is given by

t
Ega) (t) = e*ka(“)(tfs)vs + efn(“)t/ en(“)u (H(a)@(a) + fs(u)) du

where
o) = et ( (3~ 220 Y oo P,
Now
/t e (@@ gy = 5(@ (eﬁ(“)t _ en“‘)s)
and

b A b @ E X [P
s ﬁ — s 6 -« s

— C{ ) <)\s o Bﬂ_oa) (en( Jt—(B—a)(t—s) _ eka( )s) + (ng ) ,U(a)) (eka( it eka( )s) )
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We conclude that
(1) = e*nm)(tfs)vs + C’fa) (z\s - %) (e*(ﬁ*”‘)(tﬂ) — e*“(a)(tfs)) (A.9)
+C§ (1 )
= DI (t — s)vs + DSV (t — s)As + DS (t — 5),
where one can check that

—c@ % (6—(ﬂ—a)h_e—n<”>h) Lo (1_6_4%) _

C8% @) —won O8N s L @
—<ﬁ‘03 S + G

(a) (a)
_ <O2 _ U(a)) e—m(”)h _ ﬂCQ e—(,(i’—a)h + C?()a) _ Dga)(h)

[Q(U«)

(3) For convenience we take the explicit expression of ¢l (t) given in (A.9), that is
a —r(D (t—s a 6)\0 —(B—a)(t—s —r(D (t—s
(90 = 69 (3, B0 (on i)
a k@ (t—s
+C§)(1—e (¢ )).
Then,
de\ (1) = k(@ e =)y ds 4 e =) gy 4 C’fa) (e*(ﬂ*”‘)(t*) - e*“(a)(tfs)) dAs
A W (s
+c (- Bro [(ﬂ —q) e~ (Bma)i=s) _ (@) g=r )(t—é)} ds
8-«
— O (@) = (=9 g
— H(a)e—n(a)(t—s)vsds + e_n(a)(t—s) |:—I€(a) (Us _ ,D(a)) ds _i_o_\/EdW;@(a) +77dLsi|
+cl (e—w—a)(t—s) - e—*’v(‘”“—s)) [—B(As — Ao)ds + adN,]
a A Y
+ Cf ) ()\s _ b ) [(6 —a) e Bra)t=s) ROR )(t_‘s)} ds

8 —a
- C’g(,a)fi(“)e_”(a)(t_s)ds. (A.10)

Note that the ds coefficients are

g(@ =D (t=s)y, o= (1=5) o (a) (vs _ @<a>) + @ (e—w—a)(t—s) _ e—»e(a)(t—s)) [—B(As — Ao)]

B —«

One can check that the expression in (A.11) is, indeed, equal to,

A a a
L@ (As _ h) (5= aye (== _ @@= 0-0] _ o) pl@)g== =0 (a11)

—aC{a) (ef(ﬁfa)(tfs) — eiﬁ(a)(tfs)) As — nE[Jl]ef'("(a)(t*S))\s. (A.12)
Then, the dynamics of s — &;(¢) in (A.10) can be written as

A€W (t) = ge =9 i dW D) 4 ppe== (=) (gL, — E[J}]\.ds)
T+ (emFme=s) =) (aN, — Ayds)
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= oD\ (t — §)\/usdW2® + nD\V (¢ — ) (dL, — E[J;]Ads)
+aD{ (t — ) (AN, — Ayds) |

which would finish the proof. We now check that the expressions in (A.11) and (A.12) are the

same. Note that the coefficients of e=(#=®)(!=%) in (A.11) are

B
8 —«

which is equal to the coefficients of e~(#=)(#=%) in (A.12). The coefficients of e=n V(=9 in (A.11)
are

C£a) [_6()\5 o )\O)] + Cfa) ()\5 ) (6 - CY) = _Oécfa))\sa

(@ . MELA] _M( _ m@) (a)
K\ +n(a)—(ﬂ—a)6()\s o) " — (3 —a) As 5 o K
nE[J1]BAo —(a)) (a)
<H<“>(ﬂa)+ "
_ WE[Jl] a a a
T ) P~ 0B =) = A8 = )+ Bhow = o (+) = (3 - )
ol

= (B0 = 20)(8 = @) = Ak @(8 = ) + Bro(8 — a)]
= O [B0% = 20) = Ak + B
= O [ahs = X £ B(h = Xo) = Aurl® + 8]

e Eél] o7 (<= (B -a) A

= aC' N, — gE[J1]As.

= aCfa))\s —

This proves that the expressions in (A.11) and (A.12) are the same. O

Proposition A.5. Let 0 < s <t < T and Q(a) € £,(Q1,2 +¢e1). Then, the explicit expression
of A (t) is given by

V(1) = K{(t = ) + K39 (t — s)As + K§ (t — 5),

where
K (h) := Ay (h), K3 (h) = Cf" [Ap_a(h) — Ay ()],
(a) (a)
@y | G2 ) Cy (a)
K P o A (h) — Ag_u
5 (h) @ Y w@ (h) B—aP (h) +C3

where C{a), C’éa) and C’g(,a) are given in (6.2).

Proof. Using the explicit expression of §§”> given in (6.1) and the Definition 6.4 we obtain

v = [ € )

t—s
1

¢ 1 ¢ 1 ¢
— D(a) o L D(a) _ L / D(a) _
P /é 17 (u— s)duvs + P /é 5 (u— s)duds + el (u— s)du

= Ay (t— 8)vs + O\ [Ag_o(t — 5) — Ao (t — 8)] As
(a) @

C. a
ﬁ—@(a) An(a)(t—s)—ﬂiaAﬂ_a(t—s)—i—C?(’)

+

25



= Kfa)(t — $)vs + Kéa)(t —$)As + Kéa) (t —s).

Lemma A.6. Let ky,ko,h > 0 with ky # ko. Then,

Akz (h) - Akl (h)

0.
Wk

Proof. We can assume without loss of generality that k1 > k2. Now,

du > —
ki —ky 0T

ki1 — ko h

Ml/hw 1/hekw
0 0 k1 —

This finishes the proof.
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