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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 VIX2 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.

Keywords: VIX options, Volatility with self-exciting jumps, Hawkes process, Option pric-
ing, Semi-analytical pricing formula.

AMS classification MSC2020: 60G55, 60H10, 91G15, 91G20.

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

E

[
max{

√
X −K, 0}

]
=

1

2
√
π

∫ ∞

0

Re

[
1− erf

(
K
√
φ
)

φ3/2
E
[
eφX

]
]
dφI , (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 VIX2 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
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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
European 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 (Ω,A,P), we
consider a two-dimensional standard Brownian motion (B,W ) = {(Bt,Wt) , t ∈ [0, T ]} and its

minimally augmented filtration F (B,W ) = {F (B,W )
t , t ∈ [0, T ]}. On (Ω,A,P), we also consider a

Hawkes process N = {Nt, t ∈ [0, T ]} with stochastic intensity given by

λt = λ0 + α

∫ t

0

e−β(t−s)dNs,

or, equivalently,

dλt = −β(λt − λ0)dt+ αdNt, (2.1)

where λ0 > 0 is the initial intensity, β > 0 is the speed of mean reversion and α ∈ (0, β) is
the self-exciting factor. Note that the stability condition α < β 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 {Ji}i>1 and the compound Hawkes process
L = {Lt, t ∈ [0, T ]} given by

Lt =

Nt∑

i=1

Ji.

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

Assumption 1. There exists ǫJ > 0 such that the moment generating function MJ(t) = E[etJ1 ]
of J1 is well defined in (−∞, ǫJ). Moreover, (−∞, ǫJ) is the maximal domain in the sense that

lim
t→ǫ−

J

MJ(t) = ∞.

Since ǫJ > 0, all positive moments of J1 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 {Ji}i>1 are independent of each other. We write FL ={
FL
t , t ∈ [0, T ]

}
for the minimally augmented filtration generated by L and

F = {Ft = F (B,W )
t ∨ FL

t , t ∈ [0, T ]},

for the joint filtration. We assume that A = FT 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 =
{St, t ∈ [0, T ]} and its variance v = {vt, t ∈ [0, T ]} are given by

dSt
St

= µtdt+
√
vt

(√
1− ρ2dBt + ρdWt

)
, (2.2)
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dvt = −κ (vt − v̄) dt+ σ
√
vtdWt + ηdLt, (2.3)

where S0 > 0 is the initial price of the stock, µ : [0, T ] → R is a measurable and bounded function,
ρ ∈ (−1, 1) is the correlation factor, v0 > 0 is the initial value of the variance, κ > 0 is the
variance’s mean reversion speed, v̄ > 0 is the long-term variance, σ > 0 is the volatility of the
variance and η > 0 is a scaling factor. We assume that the Feller condition 2κv̄ > σ2 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 CQ(t, T,K) at time t ∈ [0, T ] of an European VIX call option with
maturity time T and strike K is given by

CQ(t, T,K) = e−r(T−t)EQ
[
max{VIXQ

T −K, 0}|Ft
]
, (3.1)

where the VIX index can be defined (with mathematical simplification) in the following way

(
VIXQ

t

)2
= − 2

∆
EQ

[
log

(
e−r∆

St+∆

St

) ∣∣∣Ft
]
· 1002,

where ∆ = 30
365 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{

√
X −K, 0}

]
=

1

2
√
π

∫ ∞

0

Re

[
erfc

(
K
√
φ
)

φ3/2
E
[
eφX

]
]
dφI , (3.2)

where φ = φR + iφI ∈ C with φR > 0, X is a positive random variable such that E
[
eφRX

]
< ∞

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 VIX2 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 VIX2 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 φ = φR+ iφI ∈ C with φR > 0 such that E
[
eφRX

]
<∞ to use the formula

in (3.2). In our setting, this condition is reduced to the existence of φ, ψ ∈ C with Re(φ) > 0
and Re(ψ) > 0 such that EQ

[
eφvT+ψλT

]
<∞ where Q is a risk neutral probability measure.

This study is conducted in Section 5.

4. A closed expression of the characteristic function E
[
eφX

]
is needed to obtain a tractable

pricing formula. In Section 5 we derive an (almost) explicit expression of the conditional
characteristic function EQ

[
eφvT+ψλT |Ft

]
for t ∈ [0, T ] using the exponential affine structure

of the model [17, 36].
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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 ODEs 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].

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

E

[
exp

(
c

∫ T

0

vudu

)]
<∞.

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

Proposition 4.2. For c 6 κ2

2σ2 , define D(c) :=
√
κ2 − 2σ2c, Λ(c) :=

2ηc(eD(c)T −1)
D(c)−κ+(D(c)+κ)eD(c)T and

cl := sup

{
c 6

κ2

2σ2
: Λ(c) < ǫJ and MJ (Λ(c)) 6

β

α
exp

(
α

β
− 1

)}
.

Then, cl > 0 and for c < cl

E

[
exp

(
c

∫ T

0

vudu

)]
<∞.

Proof. See [7, Lemma 3.1] and [7, Proposition 3.5].
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Theorem 4.3. Let a ∈ R and define θ
(a)
t := 1√

1−ρ2

(
µt−r√
vt

− aρ
√
vt

)
,

Y
(a)
t := exp

(
−
∫ t

0

θ(a)u dBu −
1

2

∫ t

0

(θ(a)u )2du

)
,

Z
(a)
t := exp

(
−a
∫ t

0

√
vudWu −

1

2
a2
∫ t

0

vudu

)

and X
(a)
t := Y

(a)
t Z

(a)
t . Recall the definition of cl in Proposition 4.2.

1. X(a) is a (F ,P)-martingale for |a| <
√
2cl.

2. The set

E :=

{
Q(a) given by

dQ(a)

dP
= X

(a)
T with |a| <

√
2cl

}

is a set of equivalent local martingale measures.

3. Let Q(a) ∈ E, the process (BQ(a),WQ(a)) defined by

dB
Q(a)
t := dBt + θ

(a)
t dt,

dW
Q(a)
t := dWt + a

√
vtdt

is a a two-dimensional standard (F ,Q(a))-Brownian motion.

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

dSt
St

= rdt+
√
vt

(√
1− ρ2dB

Q(a)
t + ρdW

Q(a)
t

)
,

dvt = −κ(a)(vt − v̄(a))dt+ σ
√
vtdW

Q(a)
t + ηdLt. (4.1)

where κ(a) = κ+ aσ > 0 and v̄(a) = kv̄
k+aσ > 0.

5. If ρ2 < cl, E
Q(a)

[
exp

(
ρ2

2

∫ T
0 vudu

)]
<∞ and the set

Em :=

{
Q(a) ∈ E : |a| < min

{√
2cl
2

,
√
cl − ρ2

}}

is a set of equivalent martingale measures.

Proof. See [7, Theorem 3.6], [7, Observation 3.8] and [7, Theorem 3.9]. Note that κ(a) = κ+aσ > 0

because |a| < √
2cl 6

κ
σ since cl 6

κ2

2σ2 .

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 := supt∈[0,T ] (µt − r)2 <∞ and fix ε1, ε2 > 0. We assume that

1. ρ2 < cl.

2. 1−ρ2
D[(2+ε1)2−(2+ε1)]

(
2κv̄−σ2

2σ

)2
> 1.

3. 2κv̄ > (1 + ε2)σ
2.
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Definition 4.4. Let q, s > 1, we define a subset of Em by

Em(q, s) :=

{
Q(a) ∈ Em : |a| < min

{
1

qs

√
cl
2
,

√
(1 − ρ2)cl

qs [2qs(1− ρ2) + ρ2s− 1]

}}
.

From now on, we fix Q2 such that 1 < Q2 <
1−ρ2

D[(2+ε1)2−(2+ε1)]

(
2κv̄−σ2

2σ

)2
and Q1 :=

Q2

Q2−1 > 1.

The subset Em(Q1, 2+ ε1) of equivalent martingale measures is of special interest and will be used
throughout the paper thanks to the properties stated in the next proposition.

Proposition 4.5. Let Q(a) ∈ Em(Q1, 2 + ε1). Then,

1. E[(X
(a)
t )2+ε1 ] <∞, E

[(
1
vt

)1+ε2]
<∞ for all t ∈ [0, T ] and

∫ T
0 E

[(
1
vt

)1+ε2]
dt <∞.

2. N − ΛN is a (F ,Q(a))-martingale.

3. L− ΛL is a (F ,Q(a))-martingale.

Proof. See [6, Lemma 3.7] and [6, Propositon 3.12].

5 Joint characteristic function

The objective of this section is the computation of the conditional characteristic function of
(vT , λT ). 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(J1)] = EQ(a)[f(J1)] where f is a deterministic function
such that E[|f(J1)|] < ∞. 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) ∈ Em(Q1, 2 + ε1), then PJ1 = Q(a)J1 , that is, the law of J1 is the same
under P and under Q(a).

Proof. See Lemma A.1 in the appendix.

Definition 5.2. Define the constant LJ := 1
ηM

−1
J

(
β
α exp

(
α
β − 1

))
. Note that LJ > 0 because

β
α exp

(
α
β − 1

)
> 1 using α < β.

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 (vT , λT ). 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) ∈ Em(Q1, 2 + ε1) and φ, ψ ∈ C such that

0 < Re(φ) < min

{
2κ(a)

σ2
(
2eκ(a)T − 1

) , LJ

}
and Re(ψ) <

β − α

αβ
.

Then,

(i) The ODE

d

dt
G(a)(t;φ) − κ(a)G(a)(t;φ) +

1

2
σ2G(a)(t;φ)2 = 0, G(a)(T ;φ) = φ,

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

G(a)(t;φ) =
2κ(a)

σ2 + eκ(a)(T−t)
(

2κ(a)

φ − σ2
) .

7



(ii) supt∈[0,T ] Re(G
(a)(t;φ)) = Re(φ).

(iii) supt∈[0,T ] E

[
eηRe(G(a)(t;φ))J1

]
< β

α exp
(
α
β − 1

)
. In particular,

∣∣∣E
[
eηG

(a)(t;φ)J1

] ∣∣∣ <∞ for all

t ∈ [0, T ].

(iv) The ODE

d

dt
H(a)(t;φ, ψ)− βH(a)(t;φ, ψ) + eαH

(a)(t;φ,ψ)E

[
eηG

(a)(t;φ)J1

]
− 1 = 0, H(a)(T ;φ, ψ) = ψ

has a unique solution in [0, T ].

(v) The ODE

d

dt
F (a)(t;φ, ψ) + κ(a)v̄(a)G(a)(t;φ) + βλ0H

(a)(t;φ, ψ) = 0, F (a)(T ;φ, ψ) = 0.

has a unique solution in [0, T ].

Proof. See Lemma A.2 in the appendix.

To conclude this section, we give an (almost) closed expression of the joint characteristic
function of (vT , λT ) 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) ∈ Em(Q1, 2 + ε1) and φ, ψ ∈ C such that

0 < Re(φ) < min

{
2κ(a)

σ2
(
2eκ(a)T − 1

) , LJ

}
and Re(ψ) <

β − α

αβ
.

Then,

1.
∣∣∣EQ(a)

[
eφvT+ψλT

] ∣∣∣ <∞.

2. The joint conditional characteristic function of (vT , λT ) is given by

EQ(a)
[
eφvT+ψλT |Ft

]
= eF

(a)(t;φ,ψ)+G(a)(t;φ)vt+H
(a)(t;φ,ψ)λt

where t ∈ [0, T ], and F (a), G(a) and H(a) are solutions to the following ODEs

d

dt
G(a)(t;φ)− κ(a)G(a)(t;φ) +

1

2
σ2G(a)(t;φ)2 = 0, G(a)(T ;φ) = φ,

d

dt
H(a)(t;φ, ψ) − βH(a)(t;φ, ψ) + eαH

(a)(t;φ,ψ)E

[
eηG

(a)(t;φ)J1

]
− 1 = 0, H(a)(T ;φ, ψ) = ψ,

d

dt
F (a)(t;φ, ψ) + κ(a)v̄(a)G(a)(t;φ) + βλ0H

(a)(t;φ, ψ) = 0, F (a)(T ;φ, ψ) = 0.

(5.1)

Proof. (i) First, we consider the case Im(φ) = Im(ψ) = 0. For t ∈ [0, T ] define the process

M (a)(t) := g(a)(t, vt, λt) where g(a)(t, x, y) := eF
(a)(t;φ,ψ)+G(a)(t;φ)x+H(a)(t;φ,ψ)y and F (a), G(a) and

H(a) are the solutions of the ODEs given in Lemma 5.3, namely,

d

dt
G(a)(t;φ) − κ(a)G(a)(t;φ) +

1

2
σ2G(a)(t;φ)2 = 0, G(a)(T ;φ) = φ,

d

dt
H(a)(t;φ, ψ)− βH(a)(t;φ, ψ) + eαH

(a)(t;φ,ψ)E

[
eηG

(a)(t;φ)J1

]
− 1 = 0, H(a)(T ;φ, ψ) = ψ,

8



d

dt
F (a)(t;φ, ψ) + κ(a)v̄(a)G(a)(t;φ) + βλ0H

(a)(t;φ, ψ) = 0, F (a)(T ;φ, ψ) = 0.

(5.2)

which are well defined for all t ∈ [0, T ]. To lighten the notation we omit the dependence of
g(a) on φ and ψ. Note that F (a), G(a), H(a) take values in R because we have assumed that
Im(φ) = Im(ψ) = 0. By convenience we define Yt = (t, vt, λt) and we apply Itô formula to the
process M (a)

M (a)(t) = M (a)(0) +

∫ t

0

∂tg
(a)(Ys)ds+

∫ t

0

∂xg
(a)(Ys−)dvs +

∫ t

0

∂yg
(a)(Ys−)dλs

+
1

2

∫ t

0

∂2xxg
(a)(Ys−)d[v]

c

s +
1

2

∫ t

0

∂2yyg
(a)(Ys−)d[λ]

c

s +

∫ t

0

∂2xyg
(a)(Ys−)d[v, λ]

c

s

+
∑

0<s6t

[
g(a)(Ys)− g(a)(Ys−)− ∂xg

(a)(Ys−)∆vs − ∂yg
(a)(Ys−)∆λs

]

= M (a)(0) +

∫ t

0

[
∂tg

(a)(Ys)− κ(a)
(
vs − v̄(a)

)
∂xg

(a)(Ys)− β (λs − λ0) ∂yg
(a)(Ys)

+
σ2

2
vs∂

2
xxg

(a)(Ys)
]
ds+ σ

∫ t

0

√
vs∂xg

(a)(Ys−)dW
Q(a)
s

+ η

∫ t

0

∂xg
(a)(Ys−)dLs + α

∫ t

0

∂yg
(a)(Ys−)dNs

+
∑

0<s6t

[
g(a)(Ys)− g(a)(Ys−)− ∂xg

(a)(Ys−)∆vs − ∂yg
(a)(Ys−)∆λs

]

= M (a)(0) +

∫ t

0

[
∂tg

(a)(Ys)− κ(a)
(
vs − v̄(a)

)
∂xg

(a)(Ys)− β (λs − λ0) ∂yg
(a)(Ys)

+
σ2

2
vs∂

2
xxg

(a)(Ys)
]
ds+ σ

∫ t

0

√
vs∂xg

(a)(Ys−)dW
Q(a)
s +

∑

0<s6t

[
g(a)(Ys)− g(a)(Ys−)

]
.

(5.3)

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

[v]t = σ2

∫ t

0

vsds+ η2[L]t =⇒ [v]ct = σ2

∫ t

0

vsds,

[λ]t = α2[N ]t = α2Nt =⇒ [λ]ct = 0,

[v, λ]t = αη[L,N ]t = αηLt =⇒ [v, λ]ct = 0,

η

∫ t

0

∂xg
(a)(Ys−)dLs = η

∑

0<s6t

∂xg
(a)(Ys−)∆Ls =

∑

0<s6t

∂xg
(a)(Ys−)∆vs,

α

∫ t

0

∂yg
(a)(Ys−)dNs = α

∑

0<s6t

∂yg
(a)(Ys−)∆Ns =

∑

0<s6t

∂yg
(a)(Ys−)∆λs.

Next, we can write

∑

0<s6t

[
g(a)(Ys)− g(a)(Ys−)

]
=
∑

0<s6t

[
g(a)(s, vs− + η∆Ls, λs− + α∆Ns)− g(a)(s, vs−, λs−)

]

=
∑

0<s6t

h(a)(s,∆Ls,∆Ns),

where

h(a)(s, u1, u2) := g(a)(s, vs− + ηu1, λs− + αu2)− g(a)(s, vs−, λs−).
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We now define Rs = (Ls, Ns) and for t ∈ [0, T ], B ∈ B
(
R2 \ {0, 0}

)
,

NR(t, A) = #{0 < s 6 t : ∆Rs ∈ A}.

We add and subtract the compensator of the counting measure NR 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) ∈ Em(Q1, 2 + ε1) are ΛNt =
∫ t
0
λudu and ΛLt =

E[J1]
∫ t
0
λudu respectively. Thus,

∑

0<s6t

[
g(a)(Ys)− g(a)(Ys−)

]
=

∫ t

0

∫

(0,∞)2
h(a)(s, u1, u2)N

R(ds, du)

=

∫ t

0

∫

(0,∞)2
h(a)(s, u1, u2)

(
NR(ds, du)− λsPJ1(du1)δ1(du2)ds

)

+

∫ t

0

λs

∫

(0,∞)

h(a)(s, u1, 1)PJ1(du1)ds.

Replacing everything in (5.3) we get

M (a)(t) = M (a)(0) +

∫ t

0

[
∂tg

(a)(Ys)− κ(a)
(
vs − v̄(a)

)
∂xg

(a)(Ys)− β (λs − λ0) ∂yg
(a)(Ys)

+
σ2

2
vs∂

2
xxg

(a)(Ys) + λs

∫

(0,∞)

h(a)(s, u1, 1)PJ1(du1)
]
ds+ σ

∫ t

0

√
vs∂xg

(a)(Ys−)dW
Q(a)
s

+

∫ t

0

∫

(0,∞)2
h(a)(s, u1, u2)

(
NR(ds, du)− λsPJ1(du1)δ1(du2)ds

)
, (5.4)

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

∂tg
(a)(Ys) = g(a)(Ys)

(
d

dt
F (a)(s;φ, ψ) +

d

dt
G(a)(s;φ)vs +

d

dt
H(a)(s;φ, ψ)λs

)
,

∂xg
(a)(Ys) = g(a)(Ys)G(s),

∂2xxg
(a)(Ys) = g(a)(Ys)G(s)

2,

∂yg
(a)(Ys) = g(a)(Ys)H(s),

∫

(0,∞)

h(a)(s, u1, 1)PJ1(du1) = g(a)(Ys−)

∫

(0,∞)

[
eηu1G(s)+αH(s) − 1

]
PJ1(du1)

= g(a)(Ys−)
(
eαH(s)E

[
eηG(s)J1

]
− 1
)
.

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

d

dt
F (a)(t;φ, ψ) +

d

dt
G(a)(t;φ)vt +

d

dt
H(a)(t;φ, ψ)λt

−κ(a)
(
vt − v̄(a)

)
G(a)(t)− β (λt − λ0)H

(a)(t) +
σ2

2
vtG(t)

2 + λt

(
eαH(t)E

[
eηG(t)J1

]
− 1
)
= 0,

We conclude that M (a) is a (F ,Q(a))-local martingale. Moreover, using the final conditions of
the ODEs in (5.2), we see that M (a)(T ) = eφvT+ψλT . Since M (a) is bounded from below it is a
supermartingale and the following holds

EQ(a)
[
eφvT+ψλT

]
= EQ(a)

[
M (a)(T )

]
6M (a)(0) = exp

(
F (a)(0) +G(a)(0)v0 +H(a)(0)λ0

)
<∞.
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For the general case of arbitrary Im(φ) and Im(ψ) note that

∣∣∣EQ(a)
[
eφvT+ψλT

] ∣∣∣ 6 EQ(a)
[∣∣∣eφvT+ψλT

∣∣∣
]
= EQ(a)

[
eRe(φ)vT+Re(ψ)λT

]
,

and we can apply the same argument as before to conclude that the previous expectation is finite.
(ii) Since (N, λ) is a Markov process, see [26, Remark 1.22], the process (v, λ) is also a Markov

and we see that there exists a function f (a)(·, ·, ·;φ, ψ) : [0, T ]× (0,∞)× [λ0,∞) → R such that

EQ(a)
[
eφvT+ψλT |Ft

]
= f (a)(t, vt, λt;φ, ψ).

Using that t → f (a)(t, vt, λt;φ, ψ) is a (F ,Q(a))-local martingale and by applying Itô formula
similarly as in the previous step we see that it must satisfy the following partial integro-differential
equation (PIDE)

∂tf
(a)(t, x, y;φ, ψ)− κ(a)(x− v̄(a))∂xf

(a)(t, x, y;φ, ψ)− β(y − λ0)∂yf
(a)(t, x, y;φ, ψ)

+
σ2

2
x∂2xxf

(a)(t, x, y;φ, ψ) + y

∫

(0,∞)

[
f (a)(t, x+ ηu, y + α;φ, ψ) − f (a)(t, x, y;φ, ψ)

]
PJ1(du) = 0

and final condition f (a)(T, x, y;φ, ψ) = eφx+ψy. 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 (a)(T, x, y;φ, ψ) =

eF
(a)(t;φ,ψ)+G(a)(t;φ)x+H(a)(t;φ,ψ)y. Substituting that expression in the PIDE we obtain the ODEs

given in (5.1) and this finishes the proof.

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 λ using the Markov property of the exponential Hawkes. First,
a preliminary result is required.

Lemma 6.1. Let Q(a) ∈ Em(Q1, 2 + ε1), the following holds

1. The process t→
∫ t
0
λudX

(a)
u is a square integrable (F ,P)-martingale.

2. Let 0 6 s 6 t 6 T , then

E[λtX
(a)
t |Fs] =

(
λs −

βλ0
β − α

)
X(a)
s e−(β−α)(t−s) +

βλ0X
(a)
s

β − α
.

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 6= β−α−κ
σ . This is equivalent to κ(a) 6= β − α because

κ(a) = κ+ aσ and ensures that some constants appearing in the next result are well defined.

Proposition 6.2. Let Q(a) ∈ Em(Q1, 2 + ε1) and define the forward variance by ξ
(a)
s (t) :=

EQ(a)[vt|Fs], 0 6 s 6 t 6 T . Then,
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1. The explicit expression is given by

ξ(a)s (t) = D
(a)
1 (t− s)vs +D

(a)
2 (t− s)λs +D

(a)
3 (t− s), (6.1)

where

D
(a)
1 (h) := e−κ

(a)h, D
(a)
2 (h) = C

(a)
1

(
e−(β−α)h − e−κ

(a)h
)
,

D
(a)
3 (h) :=

(
C

(a)
2

κ(a)
− v̄(a)

)
e−κ

(a)h − C
(a)
2

β − α
e−(β−α)h + C

(a)
3 ,

C
(a)
1 :=

ηE[J1]

κ(a) − (β − α)
, C

(a)
2 :=

ηE[J1]βλ0
κ(a) − (β − α)

, C
(a)
3 :=

ηE[J1]βλ0
κ(a)(β − α)

+ v̄(a).

(6.2)

2. The dynamics of the process t→ ξ
(a)
s (t) is given by

dξ(a)s (t) =

[
−κ(a)

(
ξ(a)s (t)− v̄(a)

)
+ ηE[J1]

((
λs −

βλ0
β − α

)
e−(β−α)(t−s) +

βλ0
β − α

)]
dt.

3. The dynamics of the process s→ ξs(t) is given by

dξ(a)s (t) = σD
(a)
1 (t− s)

√
vsdW

Q(a)
s + ηD

(a)
1 (t− s) (dLs − E[J1]λsds)

+ αD
(a)
2 (t− s) (dNs − λsds) .

Proof. See Proposition A.4 in the appendix.

Observation 6.3. Note that all the constants in (6.2) are well defined. By Assumption 3, κ(a) −
(β − α) 6= 0, β − α > 0 due to the stability condition of the Hawkes process and κ(a) > 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.

Definition 6.4. For k, h > 0, we define Ak(h) :=
1
h

∫ h
0
e−kudu = 1

kh (1− e−kh).

Let 0 6 s 6 t 6 T and Q(a) ∈ Em(Q1, 2 + ε1), we define the variance swap as

V (a)
s (t) :=

1

t− s

∫ t

s

ξ(a)s (u)du.

Proposition 6.5. Let 0 6 s 6 t 6 T and Q(a) ∈ Em(Q1, 2+ ε1). Then, the explicit expression of

V
(a)
s (t) is given by

V (a)
s (t) = K

(a)
1 (t− s)vs +K

(a)
2 (t− s)λs +K

(a)
3 (t− s),

where

K
(a)
1 (h) := Aκ(a)(h), K

(a)
2 (h) = C

(a)
1 (Aβ−α(h)−Aκ(a)(h)) ,

K
(a)
3 (h) :=

(
C

(a)
2

κ(a)
− v̄(a)

)
Aκ(a)(h)− C

(a)
2

β − α
Aβ−α(h) + C

(a)
3 (6.3)

where C
(a)
1 , C

(a)
2 and C

(a)
3 are given in (6.2) and Ak defined in Definition 6.4.

Proof. See Proposition A.5 in the appendix.

Observation 6.6. Note that all the constants in (6.3) are well defined by the same argument as
in Observation 6.3, κ(a) − (β − α) 6= 0, β − α > 0 and κ(a) > 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) ∈ Em(Q1, 2 + ε1), t ∈ [0, T ] and ∆ = 30
365 . The VIX(a) introduced

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

(
VIX

(a)
t

)2
= − 2

∆
EQ(a)

[
log

(
e−r∆

St+∆

St

) ∣∣∣Ft
]
· 1002.

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 k1, k2, h > 0 with k1 6= k2. Then,

Ak2(h)−Ak1(h)

k1 − k2
> 0.

Proof. See Lemma A.6 in the appendix.

Proposition 6.9. Let t ∈ [0, T ] and Q(a) ∈ Em(Q1, 2 + ε1). Then,

(
VIX

(a)
t

)2
= V

(a)
t (t+∆) · 1002 = (A(a)vt +B(a)λt + C(a)) · 1002.

where the constants A(a), B(a) and C(a) are independent of t and are given by

A(a) = K
(a)
1 (∆) = Aκ(a)(∆) > 0

B(a) = K
(a)
2 (∆) = C

(a)
1 (Aβ−α(∆)−Aκ(a)(∆)) > 0,

C(a) = K
(a)
3 (∆) =

(
C

(a)
2

κ(a)
− v̄(a)

)
Aκ(a)(∆)− C

(a)
2

β − α
Aβ−α(∆) + C

(a)
3

where K
(a)
1 , K

(a)
2 and K

(a)
3 are given in Proposition 6.5, C

(a)
1 , C

(a)
2 and C

(a)
3 are given in (6.2)

and Ak defined in Definition 6.4.

Proof. Using that

St+∆

St
= exp

(
r∆− 1

2

∫ t+∆

t

vsds+
√
1− ρ2

∫ t+∆

t

√
vsdB

Q(a)
s + ρ

∫ t+∆

t

√
vsdW

Q(a)
s

)

and the fact that both t →
∫ t
0

√
vudB

Q(a)
u and t →

∫ t
0

√
vudW

Q(a)
u are (F ,Q(a))-martingales by

Theorem 4.3, one can see that the following holds

(
VIX

(a)
t

)2
= V

(a)
t (t+∆).

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

from Aκ(a)(∆) = 1
∆

∫∆

0 e−κ
(a)udu and the fact that B(a) > 0 follows from the definition of C

(a)
1 in

(6.2) and Lemma 6.8.
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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 VIX2 and the joint characteristic function
of (vT , λT ). By convenience, we define for Q(a) ∈ Em(Q1, 2 + ε1) and t ∈ [0, T ]

C(a)(t, T, k) := EQ(a)
[
max{VIX

(a)
T /100− k, 0}|Ft

]
.

Then, the price at time t ∈ [0, T ] of an European VIX call option with maturity time T and strike
K = 100K ′ can be written as

e−r(T−t)EQ(a)
[
max{VIX

(a)
T −K, 0}|Ft

]
= 100e−r(T−t)C(a) (t, T,K ′) .

Theorem 7.1. Let Q(a) ∈ Em(Q1, 2 + ε1), 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−r(T−t)EQ(a)
[
max{VIX

(a)
T −K, 0}|Ft

]
= 100e−r(T−t)C(a) (t, T,K ′)

where

C(a)(t, T, k) =
1

2
√
π

∫ ∞

0

Re

[
erfc(k

√
φ)

φ3/2
eφC

(a)

f (a)(t, vt, λt;A
(a)φ,B(a)φ)

]
dφI , (7.1)

erfc is the complementary error function defined by erfc(z) = 1−erf(z), φ = φR+ iφI ∈ C satisfies

0 < φR < min

{
2κ(a)

σ2A(a)
(
2eκ(a)T − 1

) , LJ
A(a)

,
β − α

B(a)αβ

}
, (7.2)

A(a), B(a), C(a) are given in Proposition 6.9, LJ is given in Definition 5.2 and f (a) is the condi-
tional characteristic function of (v, λ) under Q(a) given in Proposition 5.4, that is,

f (a)(t, vt, λt;φ, ψ) = EQ(a)
[
eφvT+ψλT |Ft

]
= eF

(a)(t;φ,ψ)+G(a)(t;φ)vt+H
(a)(t;φ,ψ)λt ,

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

d

dt
G(a)(t;φ) − κ(a)G(a)(t;φ) +

1

2
σ2G(a)(t;φ)2 = 0, G(a)(T ;φ) = φ,

d

dt
H(a)(t;φ, ψ)− βH(a)(t;φ, ψ) + eαH

(a)(t;φ,ψ)E

[
eηG

(a)(t;φ)J1

]
− 1 = 0, H(a)(T ;φ, ψ) = ψ,

d

dt
F (a)(t;φ, ψ) + κ(a)v̄(a)G(a)(t;φ) + βλ0H

(a)(t;φ, ψ) = 0, F (a)(T ;φ, ψ) = 0.

Proof. To obtain the pricing formula in (7.1) we use the expression of VIX2 given in Proposition
6.9, the formula in (3.2) and the joint conditional characteristic function of (vT , λT ) given in
Proposition 5.4:

C(a)(t, T, k) = EQ(a)
[
max{VIX

(a)
T /100− k, 0}|Ft

]

= EQ(a)
[
max{

√
A(a)vT +B(a)λT + C(a) − k, 0}|Ft

]

=
1

2
√
π

∫ ∞

0

Re

[
erfc

(
k
√
φ
)

φ3/2
EQ(a)

[
eφ(A

(a)vT+B(a)λT+C(a))∣∣Ft
]]
dφI

=
1

2
√
π

∫ ∞

0

Re

[
erfc(k

√
φ)

φ3/2
eφC

(a)

f (a)(t, vt, λt;A
(a)φ,B(a)φ)

]
dφI .

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(a), B(a) > 0 which is proved in Proposition 6.9 and the
fact that φR > 0 guarantees that we can use the formula in (3.2).
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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) ∈ Em(Q1, 2 + ε1), then PJ1 = Q(a)J1 , that is, the law of J1 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(a)[f(J1)] =
E[f(J1)] which will imply that the law of J1 is the same under P and Q(a). By Theorem 4.3,
dQ(a)
dP = X

(a)
T = Y

(a)
T Z

(a)
T . Now, using that Z

(a)
T is FW

T ∨ FL
T -measurable, that

Y
(a)
T |FW

T ∨ FL
T ∨ FJ1 ∼ Lognormal

(
−1

2

∫ T

0

(
θ(a)s

)2
ds,

∫ T

0

(
θ(a)s

)2
ds

)

because θ(a) is {FW
t ∨FL

t ∨FJ1}t∈[0,T ]-adapted and the fact that Z(a) is a {FW
t ∨FL

T ∨FJ1}t∈[0,T ]-
martingale we have

EQ(a)[f(J1)] = E[f(J1)X
(a)
T ] = E[f(J1)Y

(a)
T Z

(a)
T ] = E[E[f(J1)Y

(a)
T Z

(a)
T |FW

T ∨ FL
T ∨ FJ1 ]]

= E[f(J1)Z
(a)
T E[Y

(a)
T |FW

T ∨ FL
T ∨ FJ1 ]] = E[f(J1)Z

(a)
T ]

= E[E[f(J1)Z
(a)
T |FW

0 ∨ FL
T ∨ FJ1 ]] = E[f(J1)E[Z

(a)
T |FW

0 ∨ FL
T ∨ FJ1 ]] = E[f(J1)].

Lemma A.2. Let Q(a) ∈ Em(Q1, 2 + ε1) and φ, ψ ∈ C such that

0 < Re(φ) < min

{
2κ(a)

σ2
(
2eκ(a)T − 1

) , LJ

}
and Re(ψ) <

β − α

αβ
.

Then,

(i) The ODE

d

dt
G(a)(t;φ) − κ(a)G(a)(t;φ) +

1

2
σ2G(a)(t;φ)2 = 0, G(a)(T ;φ) = φ,

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

G(a)(t;φ) =
2κ(a)

σ2 + eκ(a)(T−t)
(

2κ(a)

φ − σ2
) .

(ii) supt∈[0,T ] Re(G
(a)(t;φ)) = Re(φ).

(iii) supt∈[0,T ] E

[
eηRe(G(a)(t;φ))J1

]
< β

α exp
(
α
β − 1

)
. In particular,

∣∣∣E
[
eηG

(a)(t;φ)J1

] ∣∣∣ <∞ for all

t ∈ [0, T ].
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(iv) The ODE

d

dt
H(a)(t;φ, ψ)− βH(a)(t;φ, ψ) + eαH

(a)(t;φ,ψ)E

[
eηG

(a)(t;φ)J1

]
− 1 = 0, H(a)(T ;φ, ψ) = ψ

(A.1)

has a unique solution in [0, T ].

(v) The ODE

d

dt
F (a)(t;φ, ψ) + κ(a)v̄(a)G(a)(t;φ) + βλ0H

(a)(t;φ, ψ) = 0, F (a)(T ;φ, ψ) = 0.

has a unique solution in [0, T ].

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

G(a)(t;φ) =
2κ(a)

σ2 + eκ(a)(T−t)
(

2κ(a)

φ − σ2
) .

Note that the denominator of G(a)(t;φ) is 0 for t ∈ [0, T ) if and only if

φ =
2κ(a)

σ2

eκ
(a)(T−t)

eκ(a)(T−t) − 1
.

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

inf
t∈[0,T ]

2κ(a)

σ2

eκ
(a)(T−t)

eκ(a)(T−t) − 1
=

2κ(a)

σ2

eκ
(a)T

eκ(a)T − 1
,

and since Re(φ) < 2κ(a)

σ2
(

2eκ
(a)T−1

) < 2κ(a)

σ2
eκ

(a)T

eκ
(a)T−1

6
2κ(a)

σ2
eκ

(a)(T−t)

eκ
(a)(T−t)−1

for all t ∈ [0, T ), G(a) is well

defined in the whole interval [0, T ].

(ii) First, we compute the real part of G(a). Writing DG(a)(t;φ) = σ2+eκ
(a)(T−t)

(
2κ(a)

φ − σ2
)

we have

Re(G(a)(t;φ)) =
2κ(a)Re(DG(a)(t;φ))

|DG(a)(t;φ)|2 .

Then,

Re(DG(a)(t;φ)) = σ2 + eκ
(a)(T−t)

(
2κ(a)Re(φ)

|φ|2 − σ2

)

= σ2
(
1− eκ

(a)(T−t)
)
+

2κ(a)Re(φ)

|φ|2 eκ
(a)(T−t),

Im(DG(a)(t;φ)) = −2κ(a) Im(φ)

|φ|2 eκ
(a)(T−t).

Note that

|DG(a)(t;φ)|2 = σ4
(
1− eκ

(a)(T−t)
)2

+
4
(
κ(a)

)2
Re(φ)2

|φ|4 e2κ
(a)(T−t)

+
4κ(a)σ2

(
1− eκ

(a)(T−t)
)
eκ

(a)(T−t) Re(φ)

|φ|2 +
4
(
κ(a)

)2
Im(φ)2

|φ|4 e2κ
(a)(T−t)

16



= σ4
(
1− eκ

(a)(T−t)
)2

+
4
(
κ(a)

)2

|φ|2 e2κ
(a)(T−t) +

4κ(a)σ2
(
1− eκ

(a)(T−t)
)
eκ

(a)(T−t) Re(φ)

|φ|2 .

Thus,

Re(G(a)(t;φ)) =
2κ(a)σ2

(
1− eκ

(a)(T−t)
)
|φ|2 + 4

(
κ(a)

)2
eκ

(a)(T−t) Re(φ)

σ4
(
1− eκ(a)(T−t)

)2 |φ|2 + 4
(
κ(a)

)2
e2κ(a)(T−t) + 4κ(a)σ2

(
1− eκ(a)(T−t)

)
eκ(a)(T−t) Re(φ)

.

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

σ4
(
1− eκ

(a)(T−t)
)2

|φ|2 + 4
(
κ(a)

)2
e2κ

(a)(T−t) + 4κ(a)σ2
(
1− eκ

(a)(T−t)
)
eκ

(a)(T−t) Re(φ)

> σ4
(
1− eκ

(a)(T−t)
)2

Re(φ)2 + 4
(
κ(a)

)2
e2κ

(a)(T−t) + 4κ(a)σ2
(
1− eκ

(a)(T−t)
)
eκ

(a)(T−t) Re(φ)

= ft(Re(φ)),

where ft is defined by

ft(x) := σ4
(
1− eκ

(a)(T−t)
)2
x2 + 4

(
κ(a)

)2
e2κ

(a)(T−t) + 4κ(a)σ2
(
1− eκ

(a)(T−t)
)
eκ

(a)(T−t)x.

Using that ft is a quadratic function in x, one can check that the minimum of ft is 0 and it is

achieved at xt =
2κ(a)

σ2
eκ

(a)(T−t)

eκ
(a)(T−t)−1

> 0 and for other values of x, ft(x) is strictly positive. Using

again that

inf
t∈[0,T )

2κ(a)

σ2

eκ
(a)(T−t)

eκ(a)(T−t) − 1
=

2κ(a)

σ2

eκ
(a)T

eκ(a)T − 1
,

and that Re(φ) < 2κ(a)

σ2(2eκ
(a)T−1)

< 2κ(a)

σ2
eκ

(a)T

eκ
(a)T−1

6
2κ(a)

σ2
eκ

(a)(T−t)

eκ
(a)(T−t)−1

for all t ∈ [0, T ), we conclude

that the denominator of Re(G(a)(t;φ)) is strictly positive for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Finally, we prove that 0 < Re(φ) < 2κ(a)

σ2(2eκ
(a)T−1)

implies that supt∈[0,T ]Re(G
(a)(t;φ)) = Re(φ).

Recall that Re(G(a)(T ;φ)) = Re(φ) and we need to prove that Re(G(a)(t;φ)) 6 Re(φ) for t ∈
[0, T ). Using that the denominator is always positive one can check that Re(G(a)(t;φ)) 6 Re(φ)
is equivalent to

L1(t)Re(φ)
3 + L2(t)Re(φ)

2 + L3(t)Re(φ) + L4(t) Im(φ)2 + L5(t) Im(φ)2 Re(φ) 6 0, (A.2)

where

L1(t) = −σ4
(
1− eκ

(a)(T−t)
)2
,

L2(t) = 2κ(a)σ2
(
1− eκ

(a)(T−t)
)(

1− 2eκ
(a)(T−t)

)
,

L3(t) = 4
(
κ(a)

)2
eκ

(a)(T−t)
(
1− eκ

(a)(T−t)
)
,

L4(t) = 2κ(a)σ2
(
1− eκ

(a)(T−t)
)
,

L5(t) = −σ4
(
1− eκ

(a)(T−t)
)2
.

Using that L4(t) < 0 and L5(t) < 0 for all t ∈ [0, T ), we obtain the following

L1(t)Re(φ)
3 + L2(t)Re(φ)

2 + L3(t)Re(φ) + L4(t) Im(φ)2 + L5(t) Im(φ)2 Re(φ)
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6 L1(t)Re(φ)
3 + L2(t)Re(φ)

2 + L3(t)Re(φ) 6 0.

Using that Re(φ) > 0 and that
(
1− eκ

(a)(T−t)
)
< 0 for t ∈ [0, T ), the inequality in (A.2) is

equivalent to

L̃1(t)Re(φ)
2 + L̃2(t)Re(φ) + L̃3(t) 6 0,

where

L̃1(t) = σ4
(
1− eκ

(a)(T−t)
)
,

L̃2(t) = 2κ(a)σ2
(
2eκ

(a)(T−t) − 1
)
,

L̃3(t) = −4
(
κ(a)

)2
eκ

(a)(T−t).

Note that

L̃1(t)Re(φ)
2 + L̃2(t)Re(φ) + L̃3(t) 6 sup

t∈[0,T ]

L̃1(t)Re(φ)
2 + sup

t∈[0,T

L̃2(t)Re(φ) + sup
t∈[0,T ]

L̃3(t)

6 2κ(a)σ2
(
2eκ

(a)T − 1
)
Re(φ) − 4

(
κ(a)

)2
6 0

which holds because 0 < Re(φ) < 2κ(a)

σ2(2eκ
(a)T−1)

. This finishes the proof.

(iii) Using that LJ = 1
ηM

−1
J

(
β
α exp

(
α
β − 1

))
and that Re(φ) < LJ we have

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E

[
eηRe(G(a)(t;φ))J1

]
6 E

[
sup
t∈[0,T ]

eηRe(G(a)(t;φ))J1

]
= E

[
eη supt∈[0,T ] Re(G(a)(t;φ))J1

]

= E

[
eηRe(φ)J1]

]
< E

[
eηLJJ1

]
=
β

α
exp

(
α

β
− 1

)
.

In particular,

∣∣∣E
[
eηG

(a)(t;φ)J1

] ∣∣∣ 6 E

[∣∣∣eηG
(a)(t;φ)J1

∣∣∣
]
= E

[
eηRe(G(a)(t;φ))J1

]

6 sup
t∈[0,T ]

E

[
eηRe(G(a)(t;φ))J1

]
<
β

α
exp

(
α

β
− 1

)
<∞,

for all t ∈ [0, T ].
(iv) We introduce the function h(a)(t;φ, ψ) := H(a)(T − t;φ, ψ). Then, the ODE for h(a) is

d

dt
h(a)(t;φ, ψ) = f (a)(t, h(a)(t;φ, ψ))

= eαh
(a)(t;φ,ψ)E

[
eηG

(a)(T−t;φ)J1

]
− βh(a)(t;φ, ψ)− 1, h(a)(0;φ, ψ) = ψ,

where f (a)(t, x) = eαxE
[
eηG

(a)(T−t;φ)J1

]
− βx− 1 ∈ C. Since f (a) 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(a). Define U (a) := supt∈[0,T ] E

[
eηRe(G(a)(t;φ))J1

]
<∞ and note that

d

dt
Im(h(a)(t;φ, ψ)) 6

∣∣∣eαh
(a)(t;φ,ψ)E

[
eηG

(a)(T−t;φ)J1

] ∣∣∣− β Im(h(a)(t;φ, ψ))

6 eαRe(h(a)(t;φ,ψ))E

[
eηRe(G(a)(T−t;φ))J1

]
− β Im(h(a)(t;φ, ψ))
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6 eα supt∈[0,T ] Re(h(a)(t;φ,ψ))U (a) − β Im(h(a)(t;φ, ψ))

= C(a) − β Im(h(a)(t;φ, ψ)),

where C(a) := eα supt∈[0,T ] Re(h(a)(t))U (a). Similarly, we can get the following lower bound for
d
dt Im(h(a)(t;φ, ψ)):

−C(a) − β Im(h(a)(t;φ, ψ))) 6
d

dt
Im(h(a)(t;φ, ψ))).

Therefore,

−C(a) − β Im(h(a)(t;φ, ψ))) 6
d

dt
Im(h(a)(t;φ, ψ))) 6 C(a) − β Im(h(a)(t;φ, ψ))).

Define now the two following ODEs

d

dt
h
(a)
IM (t;φ, ψ)) = C(a) − βh

(a)
IM (t;φ, ψ)), h

(a)
IM (0;φ, ψ)) = Im(ψ),

d

dt
h
(a)
Im(t;φ, ψ)) = −C(a) − βh

(a)
Im(t;φ, ψ)), h

(a)
Im(0;φ, ψ)) = Im(ψ).

Then, by the comparison theorem

−C
(a)

β

(
1− e−βt

)
+ e−βt Im(ψ) = h

(a)
Im(t;φ, ψ)) 6 Im(h(a)(t;φ, ψ)))

and

Im(h(a)(t;φ, ψ))) 6 h
(a)
IM (t;φ, ψ)) =

C(a)

β

(
1− e−βt

)
+ e−βt Im(ψ)

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

up in [0, T ]. Since C(a) = eα supt∈[0,T ] Re(h(a)(t))U (a) and U (a) <∞, it suffices to check that the real
part of h(a) does not explode in [0, T ] to ensure existence of h(a) over the whole interval [0, T ].

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

−eαRe(h(a)(t;φ,ψ))U (a) − β Re(h(a)(t;φ, ψ))− 1 6
d

dt
Re(h(a)(t;φ, ψ))

and

d

dt
Re(h(a)(t;φ, ψ)) 6 eαRe(h(a)(t;φ,ψ))U (a) − βRe(h(a)(t;φ, ψ)) − 1.

Define now the two following ODEs

d

dt
h
(a)
RM (t;φ, ψ) = f

(a)
M (h

(a)
RM (t;φ, ψ))

= U (a)eαh
(a)
RM

(t;φ,ψ) − βh
(a)
RM (t;φ, ψ)− 1, h

(a)
RM (0;φ, ψ) = Re(ψ),

d

dt
h
(a)
Rm(t;φ, ψ) = f (a)

m (h
(a)
Rm(t;φ, ψ))

= −U (a)eαh
(a)
Rm

(t;φ,ψ) − βh
(a)
Rm(t;φ, ψ)− 1, h

(a)
Rm(0;φ, ψ) = Re(ψ),

where f
(a)
M (x) = U (a)eαx − βx − 1 and f

(a)
m (x) = −U (a)eαx − βx − 1. Then, by the comparison

theorem and as long as h
(a)
RM and h

(a)
Rm exist over the whole interval [0, T ] we have

h
(a)
Rm(t;φ, ψ) 6 Re(h(a)(t;φ, ψ)) 6 h

(a)
RM (t;φ, ψ), (A.3)
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for all t ∈ [0, T ]. We study the existence of h
(a)
RM in the interval [0, T ]. One can check that f

(a)
M

has a unique absolute minimum at x
(a)
min

= 1
α log

(
β

αU(a)

)
and it is equal to

f
(a)
M (xmin) =

β

α

(
1− log

(
β

αU

))
− 1.

Note that f
(a)
M (xmin) < 0 if and only if U (a) < β

α exp
(
α
β − 1

)
, which holds by (iii). Moreover,

x
(a)
min

=
1

α
log

(
β

αU (a)

)
>
β − α

αβ
> 0. (A.4)

Since limx→±∞ f
(a)
M (x) = ∞ and there is no local minimum or maximum, there exist exactly two

zeroes x
(a)
z1 and x

(a)
z2 of f

(a)
M that satisfy x

(a)
z1 < x

(a)
min

< x
(a)
z2 . Note that x

(a)
z1 is a stable equilibrium

point and for all initial conditions in the interval (−∞, x
(a)
z2 ), hRM exists for all t ∈ [0,∞) and it

converges to x
(a)
z1 . Therefore, using (A.4) and Re(ψ) < β−α

αβ we have

Re(ψ) <
β − α

αβ
<

1

α
log

(
β

αU (a)

)
= x

(a)
min

< x
(a)
z2

We conclude that h
(a)
RM exists for all t ∈ [0,∞) and it converges to x

(a)
z1 .

We study now the existence of h
(a)
Rm in the interval [0, T ]. One can check that f

(a)
m is decreasing

in R and that limx→−∞ f
(a)
m (x) = +∞ and limx→∞ f

(a)
m (x) = −∞. 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 t ∈ [0,∞) and it converges to that zero of fm. Therefore, there is no constraint

on Re(ψ) to guarantee the existence of h
(a)
Rm over the interval [0, T ].

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

(v) Since G(a) and H(a) exist for all t ∈ [0, T ], F (a) also does.

A.2 Explicit expression of the VIX index

Lemma A.3. Let Q(a) ∈ Em(Q1, 2 + ε1), the following holds

1. The process t→
∫ t
0 λudX

(a)
u is a square integrable (F ,P)-martingale.

2. Let 0 6 s 6 t 6 T , then

E[λtX
(a)
t |Fs] =

(
λs −

βλ0
β − α

)
X(a)
s e−(β−α)(t−s) +

βλ0X
(a)
s

β − α
.

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

E

[∫ T

0

λ2u−d[X
(a)]u

]
<∞

to prove that t →
∫ t
0 λu−dX

(a)
u is a square integrable (F ,P)-martingale. The quadratic variation

of X(a) is given by d[X(a)]t =

[(
θ
(a)
t

)2
+ a2vt

] (
X

(a)
t

)2
dt, where θ(a) is defined in Theorem 4.3.

Then,

E

[∫ T

0

λ2u−d[X
(a)]u

]
= E

[∫ T

0

λ2u

[(
θ(a)u

)2
+ a2vu

](
X(a)
u

)2
du

]
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=

∫ T

0

E

[
λ2u

(
θ(a)u

)2 (
X(a)
u

)2]
du+ a2

∫ T

0

E

[
λ2uvu

(
X(a)
u

)2]
du. (A.5)

We focus on the first term in (A.5). Recall that ε1 and ε2 where fixed in Assumption 2 and
their connection with the results in Proposition 4.5. Applying Hölder’s inequality with p1 =

p2p3
p2p3−p2−p3 > 1, p2 = 1 + ε2 > 1, p3 = 1 + ε1

2 > 1, and then Doob’s martingale inequality, see [2,

Section 2.1.2, Theorem 2.1.5], to the last expectation we get

E

[
λ2u

(
θ(a)u

)2 (
X(a)
u

)2]
6 E[λ2p1u ]

1
p1 E

[(
θ(a)u

)2p2] 1
p2

E

[(
X(a)
u

)2p3] 1
p3

= E[λ2p1u ]
1
p1 E

[(
θ(a)u

)2+2ε2
] 1

p2

E

[(
X(a)
u

)2+ε1] 1
p3

6

(
2 + ε1
1 + ε1

)2

E[λ2p1u ]
1
p1 E

[(
θ(a)u

)2+2ε2
] 1

p2

E

[(
X

(a)
T

)2+ε1] 1
p3

. (A.6)

By [15, Section 3.1], E[λ2p1u ] <∞ for all u ∈ [0, T ] and it is continuous as a function of u. Moreover,

by Proposition 4.5(1) we have E

[(
X

(a)
T

)2+ε1]
< ∞. Applying Hölder’s inequality for sums we

get

E

[(
θ(a)u

)2+2ε2
]
6

21+2ε2

(1− ρ2)1+ε2

[
D1+ε2E

[(
1

vu

)1+ε2
]
+ (aρ)2+2ε2E

[
v1+ε2u

]
]

where D = supt∈[0,T ](µt − r)2 is defined in Assumption 2. By Proposition 4.5(1) and [6, Lemma
3.5] we have that

∫ T

0

E

[(
θ(a)u

)2+2ε2
]
du <∞.

Applying Hölder’s inequality with q1 = p2
p2−1 > 1 and p2 > 1 we get

∫ T

0

E[λ2p1u ]
1
p1 E

[(
θ(a)u

)2+2ε2
] 1

p2

du 6

(∫ T

0

E[λ2p1u ]
q1
p1 du

) 1
q1
(∫ T

0

E

[(
θ(a)u

)2+2ε2
]
du

) 1
p2

<∞.

By (A.6) this implies that

∫ T

0

E

[
λ2u

(
θ(a)u

)2 (
X(a)
u

)2]
du <∞.

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 →
∫ t
0
λu−dX

(a)
u is a square

integrable (F ,P)-martingale.

(2) By [6, Lemma A.8] we know the process t →
∫ t
0
X

(a)
u d(N − ΛN)u is a square integrable

(F ,P)-martingale where dΛNt = λtdt. Thus,

E

[∫ t

s

X(a)
u dNu

∣∣∣Fs
]
= E

[∫ t

s

X(a)
u d(N − ΛN )u

∣∣∣Fs
]
+ E

[∫ t

s

X(a)
u dΛNu

∣∣∣Fs
]

=

∫ t

s

E

[
X(a)
u λu|Fs

]
du.

Recall that dλt = −β(λt − λ0)dt+ αdNt. Then,

E

[∫ t

s

X(a)
u dλu

∣∣∣Fs
]
= −β

∫ t

s

E[X(a)
u λu|Fs]du+ βλ0(t− s)X(a)

s + αE

[∫ t

s

X(a)
u dNu

∣∣∣Fs
]
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= −(β − α)

∫ t

s

E[X(a)
u λu|Fs]du + βλ0(t− s)X(a)

s .

Applying Itô formula, using that λ is of finite variation and X(a) is continuous we have

λtX
(a)
t = λsX

(a)
s +

∫ t

s

λu−dX
(a)
u +

∫ t

s

X(a)
u dλu.

Using that t→
∫ t
0 λu−dX

(a)
u is a square integrable (F ,P)-martingale we obtain

E[λtX
(a)
t |Fs] = λsX

(a)
s + E

[∫ t

s

λu−dX
(a)
u

∣∣∣Fs
]
+ E

[∫ t

s

X(a)
u dλu

∣∣∣Fs
]

= λsX
(a)
s − (β − α)

∫ t

s

E[X(a)
u λu|Fs]du+ βλ0(t− s)X(a)

s .

So, writing h
(a)
s (t) := E[λtX

(a)
t |Fs] we have h

(a)
s (t) = λsX

(a)
s −(β−α)

∫ t
s h

(a)
s (u)du+βλ0(t−s)X(a)

s .
Taking the derivative

h(a)s (t)′ = −(β − α)h(a)s (t) + βλ0X
(a)
s .

Solving the differential equation with the initial condition hs(s) = λsX
(a)
s we obtain

h(a)s (t) = E

[
X

(a)
t λt|Fs

]
= X(a)

s

(
λs −

βλ0
β − α

)
e−(β−α)(t−s) +

βλ0X
(a)
s

β − α
.

Proposition A.4. Let Q(a) ∈ Em(Q1, 2 + ε1) and define the forward variance by ξ
(a)
s (t) :=

EQ(a)[vt|Fs], 0 6 s 6 t 6 T . Then,

1. The explicit expression is given by

ξ(a)s (t) = D
(a)
1 (t− s)vs +D

(a)
2 (t− s)λs +D

(a)
3 (t− s),

where

D
(a)
1 (h) := e−κ

(a)h, D
(a)
2 (h) = C

(a)
1

(
e−(β−α)h − e−κ

(a)h
)
,

D
(a)
3 (h) :=

(
C

(a)
2

κ(a)
− v̄(a)

)
e−κ

(a)h − C
(a)
2

β − α
e−(β−α)h + C

(a)
3 ,

C
(a)
1 :=

ηE[J1]

κ(a) − (β − α)
, C

(a)
2 :=

ηE[J1]βλ0
κ(a) − (β − α)

, C
(a)
3 :=

ηE[J1]βλ0
κ(a)(β − α)

+ v̄(a).

2. The dynamics of the process t→ ξ
(a)
s (t) is given by

dξ(a)s (t) =

[
−κ(a)

(
ξ(a)s (t)− v̄(a)

)
+ ηE[J1]

((
λs −

βλ0
β − α

)
e−(β−α)(t−s) +

βλ0
β − α

)]
dt.

(A.7)

3. The dynamics of the process s→ ξs(t) is given by

dξ(a)s (t) = σD
(a)
1 (t− s)

√
vsdW

Q(a)
s + ηD

(a)
1 (t− s) (dLs − E[J1]λsds)

+ αD
(a)
2 (t− s) (dNs − λsds) .
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Proof. First we prove (2), then (1) and (3).
(2) We can write

vt = vs − κ(a)
∫ t

s

(vu − v̄(a))du + σ

∫ t

s

√
vudW

Q(a)
u + η(Lt − Ls),

where κ(a) = κ + aσ and v̄(a) = kv̄
k+aσ . By Theorem 4.3. EQ(a)

[
exp

(
ρ2

2

∫ T
0 vudu

)]
< ∞. In

particular, EQ(a)
[∫ T

0 vsds
]
< ∞ and the process t →

∫ t
0

√
vudW

Q(a)
u is a (F ,Q(a))-martingale.

Therefore,

ξ(a)s (t) = vs − κ(a)
∫ t

s

(
ξ(a)s (u)− v̄(a)

)
du + σ

∫ s

0

√
vudW

Q(a)
u + η(EQ(a)[Lt|Fs]− Ls). (A.8)

By Theorem 4.3, X(a) is a (F ,P)-martingale and using [6, Lemma A.8(2)]

EQ(a)[Lt|Fs] =
E[LtX

(a)
T |Fs]

E[X
(a)
T |Fs]

=
E[E[LtX

(a)
T |Ft]|Fs]
X

(a)
s

=
E[LtX

(a)
t |Fs]

X
(a)
s

= Ls + E[J1]

∫ t

s

E[λuX
(a)
u |Fs]

X
(a)
s

du.

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

dξ(a)s (t) =

[
−κ(a)

(
ξ(a)s (t)− v̄(a)

)
+ ηE[J1]

E[λtX
(a)
t |Fs]

X
(a)
s

]
dt

=

[
−κ(a)

(
ξ(a)s (t)− v̄(a)

)
+ ηE[J1]

((
λs −

βλ0
β − α

)
e−(β−α)(t−s) +

βλ0
β − α

)]
dt.

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

ξ(a)s (t) = e−κ
(a)(t−s)vs + e−κ

(a)t

∫ t

s

eκ
(a)u

(
κ(a)v̄(a) + fs(u)

)
du

where

fs(t) = ηE[J1]

((
λs −

βλ0
β − α

)
e−(β−α)(t−s) +

βλ0
β − α

)
.

Now
∫ t

s

eκ
(a)uκ(a)v̄(a)du = v̄(a)

(
eκ

(a)t − eκ
(a)s
)

and
∫ t

s

eκ
(a)ufs(u)du = ηE[J1]

(
λs −

βλ0
β − α

)∫ t

s

eκ
(a)u−(β−α)(u−s)du+

ηE[J1]βλ0
β − α

∫ t

s

eκ
(a)udu

= C
(a)
1

(
λs −

βλ0
β − α

)(
eκ

(a)t−(β−α)(t−s) − eκ
(a)s
)
+
(
C

(a)
3 − v̄(a)

)(
eκ

(a)t − eκ
(a)s
)
.
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We conclude that

ξ(a)s (t) = e−κ
(a)(t−s)vs + C

(a)
1

(
λs −

βλ0
β − α

)(
e−(β−α)(t−s) − e−κ

(a)(t−s)
)

(A.9)

+ C
(a)
3

(
1− e−κ

(a)(t−s)
)

= D
(a)
1 (t− s)vs +D

(a)
2 (t− s)λs +D

(a)
3 (t− s),

where one can check that

−C(a)
1

βλ0
β − α

(
e−(β−α)h − e−κ

(a)h
)
+ C

(a)
3

(
1− e−κ

(a)h
)
=

=

(
C

(a)
1 βλ0
β − α

− C
(a)
3

)
e−κ

(a)h − C
(a)
1 βλ0
β − α

e−(β−α)h + C
(a)
3

=

(
C

(a)
2

κ(a)
− v̄(a)

)
e−κ

(a)h − C
(a)
2

β − α
e−(β−α)h + C

(a)
3 = D

(a)
3 (h).

(3) For convenience we take the explicit expression of ξ
(a)
s (t) given in (A.9), that is

ξ(a)s (t) = e−κ
(a)(t−s)vs + C

(a)
1

(
λs −

βλ0
β − α

)(
e−(β−α)(t−s) − e−κ

(a)(t−s)
)

+ C
(a)
3

(
1− e−κ

(a)(t−s)
)
.

Then,

dξ(a)s (t) = κ(a)e−κ
(a)(t−s)vsds+ e−κ

(a)(t−s)dvs + C
(a)
1

(
e−(β−α)(t−s) − e−κ

(a)(t−s)
)
dλs

+ C
(a)
1

(
λs −

βλ0
β − α

)[
(β − α) e−(β−α)(t−s) − κ(a)e−κ

(a)(t−s)
]
ds

− C
(a)
3 κ(a)e−κ

(a)(t−s)ds

= κ(a)e−κ
(a)(t−s)vsds+ e−κ

(a)(t−s)
[
−κ(a)

(
vs − v̄(a)

)
ds+ σ

√
vsdW

Q(a)
s + ηdLs

]

+ C
(a)
1

(
e−(β−α)(t−s) − e−κ

(a)(t−s)
)
[−β(λs − λ0)ds+ αdNs]

+ C
(a)
1

(
λs −

βλ0
β − α

)[
(β − α) e−(β−α)(t−s) − κ(a)e−κ

(a)(t−s)
]
ds

− C
(a)
3 κ(a)e−κ

(a)(t−s)ds. (A.10)

Note that the ds coefficients are

κ(a)e−κ
(a)(t−s)vs − e−κ

(a)(t−s)κ(a)
(
vs − v̄(a)

)
+ C

(a)
1

(
e−(β−α)(t−s) − e−κ

(a)(t−s)
)
[−β(λs − λ0)]

+ C
(a)
1

(
λs −

βλ0
β − α

)[
(β − α) e−(β−α)(t−s) − κ(a)e−κ

(a)(t−s)
]
− C

(a)
3 κ(a)e−κ

(a)(t−s). (A.11)

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

−αC(a)
1

(
e−(β−α)(t−s) − e−κ

(a)(t−s)
)
λs − ηE[J1]e

−κ(a)(t−s)λs. (A.12)

Then, the dynamics of s→ ξs(t) in (A.10) can be written as

dξ(a)s (t) = σe−κ
(a)(t−s)√vsdWQ(a)

s ++ηe−κ
(a)(t−s) (dLs − E[J1]λsds)

+ αC
(a)
1

(
e−(β−α)(t−s) − e−κ

(a)(t−s)
)
(dNs − λsds)
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= σD
(a)
1 (t− s)

√
vsdW

Q(a)
s + ηD

(a)
1 (t− s) (dLs − E[J1]λsds)

+ αD
(a)
2 (t− s) (dNs − λsds) ,

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−(β−α)(t−s) in (A.11) are

C
(a)
1 [−β(λs − λ0)] + C

(a)
1

(
λs −

βλ0
β − α

)
(β − α) = −αC(a)

1 λs,

which is equal to the coefficients of e−(β−α)(t−s) in (A.12). The coefficients of e−κ
(a)(t−s) in (A.11)

are

κ(a)v̄(a) +
ηE[J1]

κ(a) − (β − α)
β(λs − λ0)−

ηE[J1]

κ(a) − (β − α)

(
λs −

βλ0
β − α

)
κ(a)

−
(
ηE[J1]βλ0
κ(a)(β − α)

+ v̄(a)
)
κ(a)

=
ηE[J1][

κ(a) − (β − α)
]
(β − α)

[
β(λs − λ0)(β − α)− λsκ

(a)(β − α) + βλ0κ
(a) − βλ0

(
κ(a) − (β − α)

)]

=
C

(a)
1

β − α

[
β(λs − λ0)(β − α)− λsκ

(a)(β − α) + βλ0(β − α)
]

= C
(a)
1

[
β(λs − λ0)− λsκ

(a) + βλ0

]

= C
(a)
1

[
αλs − αλs + β(λs − λ0)− λsκ

(a) + βλ0

]

= αC
(a)
1 λs −

ηE[J1]

κ(a) − (β − α)

(
κ(a) − (β − α)

)
λs

= αC
(a)
1 λs − ηE[J1]λs.

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

Proposition A.5. Let 0 6 s 6 t 6 T and Q(a) ∈ Em(Q1, 2 + ε1). Then, the explicit expression

of V
(a)
s (t) is given by

V (a)
s (t) = K

(a)
1 (t− s)vs +K

(a)
2 (t− s)λs +K

(a)
3 (t− s),

where

K
(a)
1 (h) := Aκ(a)(h), K

(a)
2 (h) = C

(a)
1 [Aβ−α(h)−Aκ(a)(h)] ,

K
(a)
3 (h) :=

[
C

(a)
2

κ(a)
− v̄(a)

]
Aκ(a)(h)− C

(a)
2

β − α
Aβ−α(h) + C

(a)
3

where C
(a)
1 , C

(a)
2 and C

(a)
3 are given in (6.2).

Proof. Using the explicit expression of ξ
(a)
s given in (6.1) and the Definition 6.4 we obtain

V (a)
s (t) =

1

t− s

∫ t

s

ξ(a)s (u)du

=
1

t− s

∫ t

s

D
(a)
1 (u− s)duvs +

1

t− s

∫ t

s

D
(a)
2 (u− s)duλs +

1

t− s

∫ t

s

D
(a)
3 (u− s)du

= Aκ(a)(t− s)vs + C
(a)
1 [Aβ−α(t− s)−Aκ(a)(t− s)]λs

+

[
C

(a)
2

κ(a)
− v̄(a)

]
Aκ(a)(t− s)− C

(a)
2

β − α
Aβ−α(t− s) + C

(a)
3
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= K
(a)
1 (t− s)vs +K

(a)
2 (t− s)λs +K

(a)
3 (t− s).

Lemma A.6. Let k1, k2, h > 0 with k1 6= k2. Then,

Ak2(h)−Ak1(h)

k1 − k2
> 0.

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

Ak2(h)−Ak1(h)

k1 − k2
=

1

h

∫ h

0

e−k2u − e−k1u

k1 − k2
du >

1

h

∫ h

0

e−k1u − e−k1u

k1 − k2
du = 0.

This finishes the proof.
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