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Abstract. We formulate and solve a quickest detection problem with false negatives. A
standard Brownian motion acquires a drift at an independent exponential random time which
is not directly observable. Based on the observation in continuous time of the sample path of
the process, an optimiser must detect the drift as quickly as possible after it has appeared.
The optimiser can inspect the system multiple times upon payment of a fixed cost per in-
spection. If a test is performed on the system before the drift has appeared then, naturally,
the test will return a negative outcome. However, if a test is performed after the drift has
appeared, then the test may fail to detect it and return a false negative with probability
ε ∈ (0, 1). The optimisation ends when the drift is eventually detected. The problem is
formulated mathematically as an optimal multiple stopping problem and it is shown to be
equivalent to a recursive optimal stopping problem. Exploiting such connection and free
boundary methods we find explicit formulae for the expected cost and the optimal strategy.
We also show that when ε = 0 our expected cost coincides with the one in Shiryaev’s classical
optimal detection problem.

1. Introduction

The classical quickest detection problem can be stated as follows. Let B be a Brownian
motion and θ be an independent exponentially distributed random variable. An optimiser
observes the sample path of a stochastic process X whose evolution is described by

dXt =

{
dBt, t ∈ [0, θ),
µdt+ dBt, t ∈ [θ,∞).

Here µ ∈ R is known to the observer but θ and B are not directly observable. Mathematically,
the observer has access to the filtration (FXt )t≥0 generated by the process X, i.e., FXt =
σ(Xs, s ≤ t). The aim is to detect the appearance of the drift µ as quickly as possible. In
the classical setting, the observer chooses one FXt -stopping time τ in order to minimise a cost
function

P(τ < θ) + cE[(τ − θ)+],

where P is a suitable probability measure on a suitable sample space (Ω,F) and c > 0 measures
the cost of a delayed detection. The literature on this class of problems is very vast and it dates
back to Shiryaev’s work in 1960’s (e.g., [18], [19]), where the problem above was formulated
and solved for the first time. The finite-horizon version of the problem was studied by Gapeev
and Peskir [11], general one dimensional diffusions were considered by Gapeev and Shiryaev
[12] and, in particular, quickest detection for Bessel and Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes was
studied by Peskir with Johnson [14] and with Glover [13], respectively. Recently, Peskir and
Ernst [10] studied the detection of a drift in a coordinate of a 2-dimensional Brownian motion.
Further references on this subject and the related “disorder problem” can be found in [17,
Chapter VI] and in Shiryaev’s survey paper [21].
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Now we illustrate our contribution to the theory. In quickest detection the optimiser can
take a single action and perform a direct inspection of the system to detect whether the
drift has appeared or not. Such inspection is without error and it concludes the optimisation
problem. Those model assumptions were motivated by the original applications of the theory
in the operation of radar systems. However, a natural question is: What happens if the direct
inspection of the system is not “perfect” and false negatives (or false positives) may occur?
Problems of this kind naturally arise in the healthcare context if one thinks, for example,
about the extensive use of COVID-19 tests that we witnessed in recent years. An individual
monitors in continuous time how she feels and, if she starts feeling unwell, then she may decide
to see a doctor (or take a test, in the case of COVID-19). Further applications can be easily
envisaged in situations in which a system sends signals in continuous time but it can only
be inspected “remotely” to detect possible faults (e.g., in aerospace engineering context). It
turns out that the mathematical literature has not yet addressed this question.

In our paper we formulate a quickest detection problem in which an optimiser observes in
continuous time the sample path X of the system’s dynamics. The optimiser can perform
multiple (costly) tests on the system, in order to detect the appearance of a drift as quickly
as possible. If a test is performed before the drift has appeared then the test will return a
negative outcome (we rule out false positives for simplicity). Instead, if a test is performed
after the drift has appeared, then the test may fail to detect it and return a false negative
with probability ε ∈ (0, 1). The optimisation ends when the drift is eventually detected. The
optimiser knows ε and they are aware of the possibility of false negatives. Therefore, upon
a negative test outcome, they suitably adjust their posterior belief of the presence of a drift,
before resuming the observation of the system. Such mechanism introduces jumps in the
posterior’s dynamics at the (stopping) times when the system’s inspection returns a negative
outcome.

At the mathematical level the problem is formulated as an optimal multiple stopping prob-
lem (in the spirit of Kobylanski et al. [16]) with a progressive enlargement of filtration. It is
shown that such problem is equivalent to a recursive optimal stopping problem (somewhat
in the spirit of Colaneri and De Angelis [7]). The recursive problem has a natural link to a
free boundary problem with recursive boundary conditions at the (unkown) optimal stopping
boundary. We are able to solve explicitly the free boundary problem and fully identify both
the optimal sequence of stopping times and the optimal cost in the quickest detection problem.
Our results are summarised in Theorem 5.2.

The structure of the mathematical problem is completely different from the one in the
classical quickest detection framework. As a result, we obtain optimal strategies that cannot
be derived simply by iterating the ones from Shiryaev’s original work. We do however obtain
that when ε = 0 our expected cost coincides with the one in Shiryaev’s classical optimal
detection problem, up to a scaling parameter. Finally, we would like to emphasise that the
explicit solution of a recursive optimal stopping problem is a significantly more challenging
task than the solution of its non-recursive counterpart and we believe it has never been
accomplished in the literature. In particular, Colaneri and De Angelis [7] and Carmona and
Touzi [6] (see [6, Section 4]) deal, for different reasons, with optimal stopping problems with
recursive structure but neither of them obtains an explicit formula for the optimal strategy
or for the value function.

Recent work by Bayraktar et al. [3] considers a closely related quickest detection problem
with costly observations. Differently from our setting, the optmiser in [3] does not observe
the sample path of X in continuous time but only at discrete (stopping) times, upon paying
a fixed cost per observation (in Bayraktar and Kravitz [4] the optimiser can make n discrete
observations at no cost). Based on such discrete observations of the sample path, the optimiser
must choose when to declare the appearance of the drift and, at that point, the optimisation
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terminates and it is revealed whether θ has occurred or not. The key conceptual difference
is that in our setup the “observation” of the system is for free but the “inspection” of the
presence of a drift is costly, with limited accuracy and it can be repeated multiple times.
In the setup of [3] the observation of the system is costly and its close inspection can be
performed only once but with perfect accuracy. The methodology in [3] relies on an iterative
construction of a fixed point for the cost function. A characterisation of an optimal sequence
of observation times is given in terms of a continuation region that cannot be found explicitly
and whose geometry is investigated only numerically. For completeness we also mention that
quickest detection problems with costly observations of the increments of X were considered
by Antelman and Savage [1], Balmer [2] and Dalang and Shiryaev [8]. The cost depends
on the length of the observation and the problems take the form of stochastic control with
discretionary stopping. That leads to a framework completely different from ours.

Our paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the mathematical model in
its optimal multiple stopping formulation, with a progressively enlarging filtration, and we
describe the dynamics of the posterior process (which includes jumps). In Section 3, we
define a suitable recursive optimal stopping problem and we show the equivalence between
the original optimal multiple stopping problem and the recursive one. In Section 4 we obtain
the explicit solution of the recursive problem via the solution of a free boundary problem with
recursive boundary conditions at the free boundary. In Section 5 we obtain the solution of
the quickest detection problem with false negatives from the one for the recursive problem.
We discuss properties of the optimal strategy and illustrate its dependence on various model
parameters also with the support of a detailed numerical study. The paper is completed by a
short technical Appendix.

2. Setting

We consider a probability space (Ω,F ,Pπ) sufficiently rich to host a Brownian motion
(Bt)t≥0, a random variable θ ∈ [0,∞) and an infinite sequence of i.i.d. random variables
(Uk)

∞
k=1 with U1 ∼ U(0, 1), the uniform distribution on [0, 1]. The process (Bt)t≥0 and the

random variables θ and (Uk)
∞
k=1 are mutually independent. The law of θ is parametrised by

π ∈ [0, 1] and we have Pπ(θ = 0) = π and Pπ(θ > t|θ > 0) = e−λt for λ > 0. In keeping with
the standard approach to quickest detection problems, for any A ∈ F

Pπ(A) = πP0(A) + (1− π)

∫ ∞
0

λe−λsPs(A)ds,

where Pt(A) := Pπ(A|θ = t).
On this space we consider the stochastic dynamics

Xt = x+ µ(t− θ)+ + σBt, t ≥ 0,

where x ∈ R, µ ∈ R, σ > 0 and ( · )+ denotes the positive part. The filtration generated by
the sample paths of the process is denoted by FXt = σ(Xs, s ≤ t) and it is augmented with
Pπ-null sets. Given a sub-σ-algebra G ⊂ F and two events A,B ∈ F , we will use the notation

Pπ(A|G, B) =
Pπ(A ∩B|G)

Pπ(B|G)
.

Let N be the set of natural numbers excluding zero. We say that a sequence (τn)∞n=0 of
random times is increasing if:

(i) τ0 = 0 and τn is Pπ-a.s. finite for all n ∈ N,
(ii) τn ≤ τn+1 for all n ∈ N and

lim
n→∞

τn =∞, Pπ-a.s.(2.1)
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Given an increasing sequence (τn)∞n=0 we introduce random variables (Zn)∞n=0 which will be
used to model the output of the tests that the optimiser runs on the system for the detection
of θ. More precisely, we set Z0 = 0 and, for k ∈ N and ε ∈ [0, 1), we define

Zk =

{
1, if θ ≤ τk and Uk ∈ [0, 1− ε],
0, otherwise.

(2.2)

It is important to notice that the sequence (Zn)∞n=0 depends on the increasing sequence
(τn)∞n=0, so we should actually use the notation Zn = Z(τn). However, we prefer to keep
a simpler notation as no confusion shall arise. Letting G0

t = FXt , we define recursively a pro-

gressive enlargement of the initial filtration by setting Gkt := Gk−1
t ∨ σ(Zk1{t≥τk}), for k ∈ N.

We say that an increasing sequence (τn)∞n=0 of random times is admissible if:

(iii) τk is a (Gk−1
t )t≥0-stopping time for each k ∈ N.

We denote by T∗ the class of admissible sequences of random times. It is sometimes useful to
also use T (Gkt ) to indicate a.s. finite stopping times with respect to the filtration (Gkt )t≥0.

It is worth giving a clear intuition for the construction above. Notice that

{Zk = 0, θ ≤ τk} = {Uk > 1− ε, θ ≤ τk}.(2.3)

Since Uk is independent of (Gk−1
t )t≥0 and θ, then we have

(2.4) Pπ(Zk = 0 | Gk−1
τk

, θ ≤ τk) = Pπ(Uk > 1− ε) = ε.

That is, ε ∈ [0, 1) is precisely the probability that when the optimiser tries to detect the drift
at the (stopping) time τk, the test returns a false negative.

Equipped with this understanding we define the family of posteriors {Π0
τ , τ ∈ T (G0

t )},
where Π0

τ := Pπ(θ ≤ τ |G0
τ ). This family forms a so-called T -sub-martingale system [9, Ch.

2.11] and it is easy to check that t 7→ Eπ[Π0
t ] is right-continuous. Therefore the family

can be aggregated in a càdlàg sub-martingale process [9, Prop. 2.14], which we still denote
by (Π0

t )t≥0 with a slight abuse of notation. It is actually well-known that Π0
t satisfies the

stochastic differential equation SDE [17, Sec. 22]

Π0
t = π +

∫ t

0
λ(1−Π0

s)ds+
µ

σ

∫ t

0
Π0
s(1−Π0

s)dWs,

where

Wt =
1

σ

(
Xt − µ

∫ t

0
Π0
sds
)

is a standard Brownian motion with respect to (FXt ,Pπ).
Analogously, we are going to define the posteriors after each test performed on the system

gives a negative result (i.e., no drift is detected). Given an admissible sequence (τk)
∞
k=0 and

the associated sequence (Zk)
∞
k=0, we define the process

Yt :=

∞∑
i=0

Zi1{t≥τi}.

For future reference we note that Yτj ∈ G
j
τj for each j ∈ {0} ∪ N and we denote FYt the

filtration generated by (Yt)t≥0. Then, by an analogous aggregation argument as for Π0, we
define a process

Πk
t = Pπ

(
θ ≤ t|Gkt

)
, for all t ∈ [τk,∞).

Clearly (Πk
t∨τk)t≥0 is a (Gkt∨τk)t≥0-adapted process and 1{Yτk>0}Π

k
t = 1{Yτk>0} for t ∈ [τk,∞).

We also notice that by definition of Gkt and of the process (Yt)t≥0 it follows that Gkt = FXt ∨
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FYt∧τk for t ∈ [0,∞), for every k ∈ N ∪ {0}. Since t 7→ FYt is constant for t ∈ [τk, τk+1), then,
defining

Πt = Pπ
(
θ ≤ t|FXt ∨ FYt

)
, for t ∈ [0,∞),(2.5)

we have Πt = Πk
t for t ∈ [τk, τk+1).

A useful relationship follows from the definition of Πk:

Pπ(Yτk = 0|Gk−1
τk

) =1{Yτk−1
=0}Pπ(Zk = 0|Gk−1

τk
)

=1{Yτk−1
=0}

(
Pπ(Zk = 0, θ ≤ τk|Gk−1

τk
) + Pπ(Zk = 0, θ > τk|Gk−1

τk
)
)

(2.6)

=1{Yτk−1
=0}

(
Pπ(Uk > 1− ε, θ ≤ τk|Gk−1

τk
) + Pπ(θ > τk|Gk−1

τk
)
)

=1{Yτk−1
=0}

(
εΠk−1

τk
+ 1−Πk−1

τk

)
= 1{Yτk−1

=0}

(
1− (1− ε)Πk−1

τk

)
,

where the third equality uses that {θ > τk} ⊂ {Zk = 0} and (2.3). Using (2.4) and (2.6) (see
also Section A.1 in Appendix), on the event {Yτk = 0}, it holds Pπ-a.s.,

Πk
τk

=
Pπ(θ ≤ τk, Zk = 0|Gk−1

τk
)

Pπ(Zk = 0|Gk−1
τk )

(2.7)

=
Pπ(Zk = 0|Gk−1

τk
, θ ≤ τk)Pπ(θ ≤ τk|Gk−1

τk
)

Pπ(Yτk = 0|Gk−1
τk )

= g(Πk−1
τk

),

where the function

g(π) :=
επ

1− (1− ε)π
(2.8)

will appear often in our calculations. It is sometimes convenient to write g = gε in order to
emphasise the dependence on ε.

Mimicking arguments from [17, Sec. 22], we obtain the dynamics of the posterior Πk. The
result is not entirely trivial due to the adjustment of the posterior process following each
attempt to detect the drift.

Proposition 2.1. Let (τk)
∞
k=0 be an admissible sequence of stopping times. Then, for k ∈ N

and t ≥ 0,

Πk
τk+t = Πk

τk
+

∫ τk+t

τk

λ(1−Πk
s)ds+

µ

σ

∫ τk+t

τk

Πk
s(1−Πk

s)dW
k
s ,(2.9)

with
Πk
τk

= g(Πk−1
τk

)1{Yτk=0} + 1{Yτk>0},

and where, for s ≥ 0

W k
τk+s −W k

τk
=

1

σ

∫ τk+s

τk

(
dXu − µΠk

udu
)

is a ((Gkτk+s)s≥0,Pπ)-Brownian motion.

Proof. See Section A.1 in Appendix. �

Remark 2.2. We could equivalently say that for k ∈ N and t ≥ 0, Πk
τk+t ≡ 1 on the event

{Yτk > 0} whereas, on the event {Yτk = 0}, we have

Πk
τk+t = g(Πk−1

τk
) +

∫ τk+t

τk

λ(1−Πk
s)ds+

µ

σ

∫ τk+t

τk

Πk
s(1−Πk

s)dW
k
s .

Using the dynamics in (2.9), in Figure 1 we give a numerical example for the process (Πt)t≥0

defined in (2.5) when the optimiser implements the optimal strategy described in Section 5.
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Figure 1. A numerical example of the optimally stopped posterior probability
process for parameters set to λ = 2, β = 1.5, µ = 1, σ = 1, ε = 0.4, π = 0.1.
The optimiser performs a test on the system whenever the posterior probability
hits a∗ = 0.792. If the test returns a negative outcome the new posterior
becomes g(a∗) = 0.603. For this simulated example, θ = 1.92 (indicated by
the straight vertical line), and in total the observer performs 7 tests (indicated
by the vertical dotted lines). In particular, the drift is detected after one false
negative. It may be worth noticing that the realisation of θ is about 3 standard
deviations away from the mean. That is why several inspections happen before
the drift has actually appeared.

Now we are ready to state the quickest detection problem we are interested in. Given an
admissible sequence (τn)∞n=0 ∈ T∗, the associated sequence (Zn)∞n=0 and the process (Yt)t≥0,
we set

NY

(
(τn)

)
= NY := inf{n ∈ N : Yτn = 1}.(2.10)

Here, NY is the number of system inspections until the drift is detected and

τNY := inf{t ≥ 0 : Yt = 1}

is the time at which the drift is detected. It is clear that on {NY = j} we have τNY = τj .
The cost function in our problem reads

Eπ
[
NY + β(τNY − θ)

+
]
,

where β > 0 is a given constant. The interpretation is as follows: the optimiser pays one unit
of capital each time she inspects the system; moreover, she also pays a penalty proportional
to the delay with which the drift is detected. The problem ends upon drift detection.

The value function of the optimisation problem reads

V̂ (π) := inf
(τn)∞n=0∈T∗

Eπ
[
NY + β(τNY − θ)

+
]
.
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Notice that

Eπ
[
NY + β(τNY − θ)

+
]

(2.11)

= Eπ
[ NY∑
j=1

(
1 + β

∫ τj

τj−1

1{θ≤s}ds
)]

= Eπ
[ ∞∑
j=0

1{Yτj=0}

(
1 + β

∫ τj+1

τj

1{θ≤s}ds
)]
.

Recall that {τj ≤ s ≤ τj+1} ∈ Gjs and Yτj ∈ G
j
τj by definition of an admissible sequence

(τj)
∞
j=0. Then, by tower property we have

Eπ
[
1{Yτj=0}

∫ τj+1

τj

1{θ≤s}ds
]

= Eπ
[ ∫ τj+1

τj

Pπ
(
θ ≤ s, Yτj = 0

∣∣Gjs)ds] = Eπ
[
1{Yτj=0}

∫ τj+1

τj

Πj
sds
]
.

Using this trick in (2.11) we arrive at our Bayesian formulation of the problem

V̂ (π) = inf
(τn)∞n=0∈T∗

Eπ
[ ∞∑
j=0

1{Yτj=0}

(
1 + β

∫ τj+1

τj

Πj
sds
)]
.(2.12)

The problem in (2.12) can be read as an optimal multiple stopping problem of a kind which
formally fits within the framework of [16]. We will find an explicit solution of this problem by
showing its equivalence to a recursive optimal stopping problem and subsequently solving the
latter. Finally, some notation: given a set I ⊆ R, we use Cm(I) to denote the set of functions
that are m-times continuously differentiable on I.

3. A recursive problem and its equivalence with the quickest detection

In this section we introduce a recursive problem and we prove its equivalence to the original
Bayesian formulation of the quickest detection problem. The recursive problem is stated here:

Problem [R]. Let (Ω̄, F̄ , P̄) be a probability space equipped with a Brownian motion (W̄t)t≥0

and let Π̄0 be a random variable independent of W̄ . Let (Π̄t)t≥0 be the solution of

Π̄t = Π̄0 +

∫ t

0
λ(1− Π̄s)ds+

µ

σ

∫ t

0
Π̄s(1− Π̄s)dW̄s,(3.1)

and denote its natural filtration by (F̄t)t≥0 (augmented with the P̄-null sets). Find a bounded
measurable function V : [0, 1]→ (0,∞) which satisfies the recursive formula

(3.2) V (π) = inf
τ∈T (F̄t)

Ē
[
1 + β

∫ τ

0
Π̄tdt+ (1− Π̄τ + εΠ̄τ )V

(
gε(Π̄τ )

)∣∣∣Π̄0 = π
]
.

�
It is convenient to introduce the notations P̄π( · ) = P̄( · |Π̄0 = π) and

(Av)(π) := 1 + [1− (1− ε)π]v(g(π))

for bounded measurable v : [0, 1]→ (0,∞). If V is solution of Problem [R], then

V (π) = inf
τ∈T (F̄t)

Ēπ
[
β

∫ τ

0
Π̄tdt+ (AV )(Π̄τ )

]
.

Assuming that V is well-defined (i.e., Problem [R] admits a solution) we connect the value
function V with an auxiliary optimal stopping problem with Πk as underlying process. Letting

Π̃k
t := Πk

τk+t, W̃
k
t := W k

τk+t −W k
τk

and G̃kt := Gkτk+t, the process ((Π̃k
t , G̃kt )t≥0,Pπ) is a strong

Markov process. In particular, when Π̃k
0 = π for some π ∈ [0, 1] we have Π̃k

t = f(t, π, W̃ k
· )
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for some measurable non-anticipative mapping f : R+ × [0, 1]× C(R+)→ [0, 1], because (2.9)
admits a unique strong solution.

By such strong Markovianity there is a Borel measurable function Ṽ k : [0, 1] → [0,∞) for
which

1{Yτk=0} ess inf
τ∈T (Gkt )
τ≥τk

Eπ
[
1 + β

∫ τ

τk

Πk
t dt+ (1−Πk

τ + εΠk
τ )V

(
g(Πk

τ )
)∣∣∣Gkτk](3.3)

= 1{Yτk=0}Ṽ
k(Πk

τk
) = 1{Yτk=0}Ṽ

k
(
g(Πk−1

τk
)
)
.

In particular, Ṽ k is constructed in [20, Ch. 3, Secs. 2 and 3] (see Lemma 3 and Theorem 1
therein) as the largest measurable function Γ(π) ≤ (AV )(π) for which

Γ(Π̃k
τ ) ≤ Eπ

[
Γ(Π̃k

σ) + β

∫ σ

τ
Π̃k
sds
∣∣∣G̃kτ ]

for any 0 ≤ τ ≤ σ, τ, σ ∈ T (G̃kt ). For any π, π′ ∈ [0, 1], by (2.9) we get

LawPπ
(

(Π̃k
t )t≥0

∣∣Π̃k
0 = π′

)
= LawP̄

(
(Π̄t)t≥0

∣∣Π̄0 = π′
)
.

Since standard optimal stopping theory guarantees that an optimal stopping time must be
sought in the class of entry times to Borel sets [20, Ch. 3, Sec. 3, Thm. 3], then the law of the
underlying process completely determines the value function and

Ṽ k(π) = V (π), π ∈ [0, 1],(3.4)

for V as in (3.2). Moreover, the stopping time

τ̃∗k+1 := inf{t ≥ τk : Ṽ k(Πk
t ) = (AV )(Πk

t )},(3.5)

is optimal in (3.3) (on the event {Yτk = 0}) whenever Pπ(τ̃∗k+1 <∞|Yτk = 0) = 1.

For future use, set γ = µ2/(2σ2) and let L denote the infinitesimal generator of the process
Π̄. That is,

(Lf)(π) := λ(1− π)f ′(π) + γπ2(1− π)2f ′′(π), for f ∈ C2([0, 1]).

It is convenient to also introduce the functions

h(π) = ρ

{
log

π

1− π
− 1

π

}
, with ρ =

λ

γ
,

and

(3.6) ψ(π) = −β
γ

e−h(π)

∫ π

0

eh(x)

x(1− x)2
dx,

which will later arise in the solution of certain ODEs involving the operator L.
Now we prove existence of a solution of Problem [R]. For any ε ∈ (0, 1), the inverse

g−1 = g−1
ε exists and it is given by

g−1
ε (q) =

q

ε+ q(1− ε)
, for q ∈ [0, 1].

When ε = 0, we define g−1
0 (q) = limε↓0 g

−1
ε (q); that is g−1

0 (q) = 0 if q = 0 and g−1
0 (q) = 1

otherwise. Let g−k(q) = (g−1 ◦ . . . ◦ g−1)(q) denote the k-fold composition of g−1. Clearly,
g(π) < π for π ∈ (0, 1) whereas g−1(q) > q for q ∈ (0, 1). We adopt the convention g0(q) := q
for q ∈ (0, 1). It is shown in Remark 4.6 that g−k(q) ↑ 1 as k →∞ for any q ∈ (0, 1).

Proposition 3.1. There exists a solution of Problem [R].
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Proof. Let us start by assuming that we can construct a sequence (wn)n∈N for functions
[0, 1]→ [0,∞) such that w1 is bounded, wn ≥ wn+1 ≥ 0 for all n ∈ N and

wn+1(π) := inf
σ∈T (F̄t)

Ēπ
[
1 + β

∫ σ

0
Π̄tdt+

(
1−(1−ε)Π̄σ

)
wn
(
g(Π̄σ)

)]
,(3.7)

for π ∈ [0, 1]. Then we can define the limit

w∞(π) := lim
n→∞

wn(π), π ∈ [0, 1].

Since wn ≥ w∞ for n ∈ N, then

wn+1(π) ≥ inf
σ∈T (F̄t)

Ēπ
[
1 + β

∫ σ

0
Π̄tdt+

(
1−(1−ε)Π̄σ

)
w∞
(
g(Π̄σ)

)]
.

Letting n→∞, the latter yields

w∞(π) ≥ inf
σ∈T (F̄t)

Ēπ
[
1 + β

∫ σ

0
Π̄tdt+

(
1−(1−ε)Π̄σ

)
w∞
(
g(Π̄σ)

)]
.

For the reverse inequality we notice that, for any δ > 0 there is σδ ∈ T (F̄t) such that

inf
σ∈T (F̄t)

Ēπ
[
1 + β

∫ σ

0
Π̄tdt+

(
1−(1−ε)Π̄σ

)
w∞
(
g(Π̄σ)

)]
≥Ēπ

[
1 + β

∫ σδ

0
Π̄tdt+

(
1−(1−ε)Π̄σδ

)
w∞
(
g(Π̄σδ)

)]
− δ

=Ēπ
[
1 + β

∫ σδ

0
Π̄tdt+

(
1−(1−ε)Π̄σδ

)
lim
n→∞

wn−1

(
g(Π̄σδ)

)]
− δ

= lim
n→∞

Ēπ
[
1 + β

∫ σδ

0
Π̄tdt+

(
1−(1−ε)Π̄σδ

)
wn−1

(
g(Π̄σδ)

)]
− δ

≥ lim
n→∞

wn(π)− δ = w∞(π)− δ,

where the second equality is by monotone convergence. Now, by arbitrariness of δ we conclude
that w∞ is a solution of Problem [R].

It remains to construct the sequence (wn)n∈N with the properties above. First of all, we
notice that if V is a solution to Problem [R], then it must be V (1) = 1 + εV (1), hence
V (1) = (1− ε)−1. With this insight we set

wn(1) = (1− ε)−1, for all n ∈ N.

It suffices that w2 ≤ w1, for then w3 ≤ w2 by (3.7) and we conclude by induction that
wn+1 ≤ wn for all n ∈ N. In order to construct a suitable w1 let us fix an arbitrary a ∈ (0, 1)
and define

ϕa(π) = ϕ(π) := Ēπ
[
β

∫ τa

0
Π̄tdt

]
,

with τa = inf{t ≥ 0 : Π̄t ≥ a}. Then, ϕ(π) = 0 for π ∈ [a, 1] and it solves the boundary value
problem

(Lϕ)(π) = −βπ, for all π ∈ (0, a),

ϕ(a) = 0 and lim
π↓0
|ϕ′(π)| <∞.

By solving explicitly the ODE we obtain (see also further details in Section 4.2)

ϕ(π) =

{
−
∫ a
π ψ(x)dx, π ∈ [0, a),

0, π ∈ [a, 1].
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Next, let us set

c(a) :=
1 + ϕ

(
g(a)

)
(1− ε)a

,

and let us define w1 piecewise as follows. For π ∈ [0, a] we let

w1(π) = 1 + ϕ(π) +
(
1− (1− ε)a

)
c(a).

Notice that w1(g(a)) = c(a). For π ∈ (a, g−1(a)] we let

w1(π) = 1 +
(
1− (1− ε)π

)
w1

(
g(π)

)
.

Then w1 is continuous at a. We continue recursively and define

w1(π) = 1 +
(
1− (1− ε)π

)
w1

(
g(π)

)
on each interval (g−k(a), g−(k+1)(a)], for k ∈ N. By this construction we have that w1 is
continuous at all points g−k(a), k ∈ N. That can be proven by induction. Indeed, since w1 is
continuous at a = g0(a) then, assuming that w1 is continuous at g−k(a), we have

lim
π↑g−(k+1)(a)

w1(π) =1 +
(
1− (1− ε)g−(k+1)(a)

)
lim

π↑g−(k+1)(a)
w1

(
g(π)

)
=1 +

(
1− (1− ε)g−(k+1)(a)

)
lim

π↑g−k(a)
w1

(
π
)

=1 +
(
1− (1− ε)g−(k+1)(a)

)
lim

π↓g−k(a)
w1

(
π
)

= lim
π↓g−(k+1)(a)

w1(π).

In conclusion, we have

w1(π) =

 1 + ϕ(π) +
(
1− (1− ε)a

)
c(a), for π ∈ [0, a],

1 +
(
1− (1− ε)π

)
w1

(
g(π)

)
, for π ∈ (a, 1),

(1− ε)−1, for π = 1.

We will later show that w1 is indeed bounded on [0, 1]. Now, for π ∈ [0, a], choosing σ = τa
we obtain

w2(π) = inf
σ∈T (F̄t)

Ēπ
[
1 + β

∫ σ

0
Π̄tdt+

(
1−(1−ε)Π̄σ

)
w1

(
g(Π̄σ)

)]
≤ 1 + ϕ(π) +

(
1−(1−ε)a

)
w1

(
g(a)

)
= 1 + ϕ(π) +

(
1−(1−ε)a

)
c(a) = w1(π).

Instead, for π ∈ [a, 1), choosing σ = 0 we obtain

w2(π) ≤ 1 +
(
1−(1−ε)π

)
w1

(
g(π)

)
= w1(π).

Hence w2(π) ≤ w1(π) for π ∈ [0, 1) and w1(1) = w2(1) = (1− ε)−1, as required.
It remains to verify that w∞ is indeed bounded on [0, 1]. For that, it suffices that w1 be

bounded on [0, 1]. Clearly

ξ := sup
π∈[0,a]

∣∣w1(π)
∣∣ <∞.

We split [0, 1) into disjoint intervals by defining

J0 = [0, a) and Jk = [g−(k−1)(a), g−k(a)) for k ∈ N,
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where we recall g0(a) = a. Recall also that ∪∞k=0Jk = [0, 1) (see Remark 4.6). On J1 we have

sup
π∈J1

∣∣w1(π)
∣∣ ≤1 +

(
1− (1− ε)a

)
sup
π∈J1

∣∣w1(g(π))
∣∣

≤1 +
(
1− (1− ε)a

)
sup
π∈J0

∣∣w1(π)
∣∣

≤1 +
(
1− (1− ε)a

)
ξ.

Arguing by induction, let us assume that for arbitrary k ∈ N

sup
π∈Jk

∣∣w1(π)
∣∣ ≤ k−1∑

j=0

(
1− (1− ε)a

)j
+
(
1− (1− ε)a

)k
ξ.

Then, it holds

sup
π∈Jk+1

∣∣w1(π)
∣∣ ≤1 +

(
1− (1− ε)a

)
sup
π∈Jk

∣∣w1(π)
∣∣

≤
k∑
j=0

(
1− (1− ε)a

)j
+
(
1− (1− ε)a

)k+1
ξ.

Combining the bounds above yields

sup
π∈[0,1]

∣∣w1(π)
∣∣ ≤ w1(1) + sup

π∈[0,1)

∣∣w1(π)
∣∣

≤ (1− ε)−1 + ξ +
∞∑
j=0

(
1− (1− ε)a

)j
,

hence concluding the proof. �

Next we establish the equivalence between the recursive problem and the Bayesian quickest
detection problem.

Proposition 3.2. Assume V is a solution to Problem [R]. Then V (π) ≤ V̂ (π) for any

π ∈ [0, 1] with V̂ as in (2.12).
Assume in addition that

τ∗V = inf{t ≥ 0 : V (Π̄t) = (AV )(Π̄t)}(3.8)

is optimal in Problem [R] and the sequence of stopping times (τ∗n)n∈N defined below is
admissible: set τ∗0 = 0 and, for n ∈ N,

τ∗n = τ̄n1{Yτ∗n−1
=0} + (τ∗n−1 + 1)1{Yτ∗n−1

>0} ,(3.9)

where

τ̄n = inf{t ≥ τ∗n−1 : V (Πn−1
t ) = (AV )(Πn−1

t )}.(3.10)

Then V (π) = V̂ (π) for any π ∈ [0, 1] and (τ∗n)∞n=0 is optimal in (2.12).

Proof. Fix π ∈ [0, 1]. It is clear that if Π̄0 = π then

Law
(
(Π̄t)t≥0

∣∣P̄) = Law
(
(Π0

t )t≥0

∣∣Pπ).(3.11)

Since optimal stopping times for Problem [R] need only be sought in the class of entry times
to Borel subsets of [0, 1], then by (3.11)

V (π) = inf
τ∈T (G0

t )
Eπ
[
β

∫ τ

0
Π0
tdt+ (AV )(Π0

τ )
]
.(3.12)
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Take τ1 from an admissible sequence (τn)∞n=0 ∈ T∗. It follows from (3.12) that

V (π) ≤ Eπ
[
1 + β

∫ τ1

0
Π0
tdt+ (1−Π0

τ1 + εΠ0
τ1)V

(
g(Π0

τ1)
)]
.(3.13)

For Z1 defined as in (2.2) we have

Eπ
[
1{Z1=0}V

(
g(Π0

τ1)
)∣∣G0

τ1

]
= V

(
g(Π0

τ1)
)
Pπ
(
Z1 = 0

∣∣G0
τ1

)
= V

(
g(Π0

τ1)
)(

1− (1− ε)Π0
τ1

)
,

where the final expression is by (2.6) with k = 1 (recall that G0
t = FXt ). Then, using tower

property we can write

Eπ
[
(1−Π0

τ1 + εΠ0
τ1)V

(
g(Π0

τ1)
)]

(3.14)

= Eπ
[
1{Z1=0}V

(
g(Π0

τ1)
)]

= Eπ
[
1{Yτ1=0}V

(
Π1
τ1

)]
= Eπ

[
1{Yτ1=0}Ṽ

1
(
Π1
τ1

)]
where we recall (3.3) and (3.4), and we use that Π1

τ1 = g(Π0
τ1) on {Z1 = 0} = {Yτ1 = 0}.

From (3.3) we also have, Pπ-a.s.

1{Yτ1=0}Ṽ
1
(
Π1
τ1

)
≤ 1{Yτ1=0}Eπ

[
β

∫ τ2

τ1

Π1
tdt+ (AV )(Π1

τ2)
∣∣∣G1
τ1

]
,(3.15)

where τ2 is also taken from the same admissible sequence as τ1. Combining (3.14) and (3.15)
we obtain

Eπ
[
(1−Π0

τ1 + εΠ0
τ1)V

(
g(Π0

τ1)
)]
≤ Eπ

[
1{Yτ1=0}

(
β

∫ τ2

τ1

Π1
tdt+ (AV )(Π1

τ2)
)]
.

Plugging the final expression into (3.13) gives

V (π) ≤ Eπ
[
1 + β

∫ τ1

0
Π0
tdt+ 1{Yτ1=0}

(
β

∫ τ2

τ1

Π1
tdt+ (AV )(Π1

τ2)
)]
.

Let us now argue by induction and assume that for some n ∈ N

V (π) ≤ Eπ
[ n−1∑
j=0

1{Yτj=0}

(
1 + β

∫ τj+1

τj

Πj
tdt
)

+ 1{Yτn−1=0}

(
(AV )(Πn−1

τn )− 1
)]
.(3.16)

Similarly to (3.14), by (2.6), (3.3) and (3.4)

1{Yτn−1=0}
(
1− (1− ε)Πn−1

τn

)
V
(
g(Πn−1

τn )
)

= Eπ
[
1{Yτn=0}V

(
g(Πn−1

τn )
)∣∣∣Gn−1

τn

]
= Eπ

[
1{Yτn=0}Ṽ

n
(
Πn
τn

)∣∣∣Gn−1
τn

]
,

where in the final equality we used that g(Πn−1
τn ) = Πn

τn on {Yτn = 0} and (3.4). Again, from
(3.3) we have

1{Yτn=0}Ṽ
n
(
Πn
τn

)
≤ 1{Yτn=0}Eπ

[
β

∫ τn+1

τn

Πn
t dt+ (AV )(Πn

τn+1
)
∣∣∣Gnτn],

where τn+1 is also taken from the same admissible sequence as τ1 ≤ τ2 ≤ . . . ≤ τn. Substituting
into (3.16) we complete the induction step by tower property

V (π) ≤ Eπ
[ n∑
j=0

1{Yτj=0}

(
1 + β

∫ τj+1

τj

Πj
tdt
)

+ 1{Yτn=0}

(
(AV )(Πn

τn+1
)− 1

)]
.(3.17)

Next we want to let n→∞. By monotone convergence

lim
n→∞

Eπ
[ n∑
j=0

1{Yτj=0}

(
1+β

∫ τj+1

τj

Πj
tdt
)]

= Eπ
[ ∞∑
j=0

1{Yτj=0}

(
1+β

∫ τj+1

τj

Πj
tdt
)]
.(3.18)
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For the remaining term, letting ‖·‖∞ be the L∞(0, 1)-norm, boundedness of V allows to write

lim
n→∞

Eπ
[
1{Yτn=0}

(
(AV )(Πn

τn+1
)− 1

)]
≤ ‖V ‖∞ lim

n→∞
Pπ
(
Yτn = 0

)
.(3.19)

For any δ > 0 there is tδ > 0 such that Pπ(θ > tδ) < δ. Moreover, since any admissible
sequence (τn)∞n=0 converges to infinity in the sense of (2.1), there must also exist nδ ∈ N such
that Pπ(τm ≤ tδ) < δ for all m ≥ nδ. Now, for any n ≥ m ≥ nδ

Pπ
(
Yτn = 0

)
=Pπ

(
Yτn = 0, θ ≤ tδ

)
+ Pπ

(
Yτn = 0, θ > tδ

)
≤Pπ

(
Yτn = 0, θ ≤ tδ, τm ≤ tδ

)
+ Pπ

(
Yτn = 0, θ ≤ tδ, τm > tδ

)
+ δ

≤Pπ
(
Yτn = 0, θ ≤ tδ, τm > tδ

)
+ 2δ

=Pπ
(
Yτn = 0, θ ≤ tδ, τm > tδ,∩np=m{Zp = 0, θ ≤ τp}

)
+ 2δ

≤Pπ
(
∩np=m {Up > 1− ε, θ ≤ τp}

)
+ 2δ ≤ εn−m + 2δ,

where in the penultimate inequality we use (2.3) and for the final one independence of Uk’s.
Then,

lim
n→∞

Pπ(Yτn = 0) ≤ 2δ.

By arbitrariness of δ and combining (3.18) and (3.19) we arrive at

V (π) ≤ Eπ
[ ∞∑
j=0

1{Yτj=0}

(
1 + β

∫ τj+1

τj

Πj
tdt
)]
.

Since the admissible sequence (τj)
∞
j=0 was also arbitrary we conclude V (π) ≤ V̂ (π).

The remaining claim in the proposition is easily verified upon observing that for the se-
quence (τ∗j )∞j=0 defined by (3.9) all the inequalities above become equalities. Indeed, τ̄n coin-

cides with the optimal time τ̃∗k defined in (3.5), and (3.17) becomes

V (π) = Eπ
[ n∑
j=0

1{Yτ∗
j

=0}

(
1 + β

∫ τ∗j+1

τ∗j

Πj
tdt
)

+ 1{Yτ∗n=0}

(
(AV )(Πn

τ∗n+1
)− 1

)]
.

Then, by letting n→∞ and using the same argument as above we conclude. �

We say that the solution to Problem [R] is a relevant solution if τ∗V defined in (3.8) is
optimal and the sequence of stopping times defined by (3.9) is admissible. Then, any relevant

solution to Problem [R] coincides with V̂ and we have a simple corollary of Proposition 3.2.

Corollary 3.3. There can be at most one relevant solution V to Problem [R] and it must

be V = V̂ .

4. Explicit solution of the recursive problem

In this section we construct an explicit solution of Problem [R]. To be precise we construct
exactly the unique relevant solution mentioned in Corollary 3.3. Our method relies on solving
an associated free boundary problem with recursive boundary condition.

4.1. Free boundary problem: formulation and verification theorem. The structure
of the recursive problem on its own does not provide much intuition for the structure of
the optimal stopping rule. However, the connection with the quickest detection problem in
Proposition 3.2 suggests that it should be optimal to stop when there is a sufficiently high
belief of the presence of a drift. That is, we should expect that τ∗V be the first time Π̄ exceeds
a threshold a∗ ∈ (0, 1). That heuristics motivates the next verification result.
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Given any a ∈ (0, 1), let us consider the increasing sequence {g−k(a), k ∈ N ∪ {0}} with
g0(a) := a. Then we introduce the set

Da = {a, g−1(a), g−2(a), . . . } ∩ [0, 1).(4.1)

Note that if ε = 0, Da = {a}, and if ε ∈ (0, 1), Da is countably infinite.

Proposition 4.1. Assume there is a pair (v, b), where b ∈ (0, 1) and v is a concave function
with

v ∈ C
(
[0, 1]

)
∩ C1

(
(0, 1)

)
∩ C2

(
(0, 1) \ Db

)
that satisfies

(Lv)(π) = −βπ, for all π ∈ (0, b),(4.2)

v(π) = (Av)(π), for all π ∈ [b, 1),(4.3)

v′(b) = (Av)′(b),(4.4)

lim
π↓0
|v′(π)| <∞,(4.5)

(Lv)(π) ≥ −βπ, for all π ∈ (0, 1) \ Db,(4.6)

v(π) ≤ (Av)(π), for all π ∈ [0, 1).(4.7)

Then v is a solution of Problem [R] and the stopping time τb = inf{t ≥ 0 : Π̄t ≥ b} is P̄-a.s.
finite and optimal.

Remark 4.2. Notice that {0} is an entrance boundary for Π̄ [5, Ch. 2]. Therefore we expect
that a solution V to Problem [R] should satisfy the boundary condition V ′(0+) = 0. For the
proof of Proposition 4.1, we only need (4.5). Note that limπ↓0 v

′(π) always exists because v is
concave by assumption.

Proof. Consider Problem [R] with π = 1 first. Then Π̄t = 1 for every t ≥ 0 and the value
function in (3.2) can be computed as

V (1) = inf
τ∈T (F̄t)

Eπ [1 + βτ + εV (1)] = 1 + εV (1) + inf
τ∈T (F̄t)

Eπ[βτ ].

Clearly, τ = 0 is the optimal stopping time, from which we get V (1) = 1/(1−ε). So it remains
to verify that v(1) = 1/(1− ε). By (4.3) and the continuity of v,

v(1) = lim
π↑1

v(π) = lim
π↑1

(Av)(π) = 1 + lim
π↑1

[1− (1− ε)π]v(g(π)) = 1 + ε lim
π↑1

v(g(π)).(4.8)

If ε = 0, then v(1) = 1. If ε ∈ (0, 1], then limπ↑1 g(π) = 1, and thus v(1) = 1 + εv(1). This
proves that v(1) = 1/(1− ε) = V (1).

Now consider Problem [R] with π ∈ [0, 1). By (4.5) and the assumption v ∈ C1((0, 1)), v′

is bounded on (0, 1 − n−1] for any n ∈ N, n ≥ 2. Thus, v′ is extended continuously to [0, 1)
thanks to concavity of v. We will simply say that v ∈ C1([0, 1)) to denote this extension. We
further notice that P̄π(Π̄t ∈ (0, 1)) = 1 for any t ∈ (0,∞) and all π ∈ [0, 1). Finally, we set
σn = inf{s ≥ 0 : Π̄s ≥ 1− n−1}, so that σn ↑ ∞ as n→∞, P̄π-a.s.

By applying Itô-Tanaka’s formula [15, Theorem 3.7.1] to v(Π̄t∧σn) and using v ∈ C1([0, 1)),
we get

v(Π̄t∧σn) = v(π) +

∫ t∧σn

0
(Lv)(Π̄s)1{Π̄s 6∈Db}ds+

µ

σ

∫ t∧σn

0
Π̄s(1− Π̄s)v

′(Π̄s)dW̄s.(4.9)

Notice that in the first integral on the right-hand side above we used that
∫ t

0 1{Π̄s∈Db}ds = 0

a.s. and that Db ∩ [0, 1− n−1] is a finite set. By (4.6), (Lv)(π) ≥ −βπ for π ∈ (0, 1) \ Db. It
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follows from (4.7) and (4.9) that, a.s.,

(Av)(Π̄t∧σn) ≥ v(Π̄t∧σn) ≥ v(π)− β
∫ t∧σn

0
Π̄sds+Mt∧σn ,(4.10)

where

Mt :=
µ

σ

∫ t

0
Π̄s(1− Π̄s)v

′(Π̄s)dW̄s

is a local martingale and a true martingale up to σn.
Let τ ∈ T (F̄t) be an arbitrary stopping time (recall that τ <∞ a.s.). Hence, Eπ[Mτ∧σn ] = 0

for each n ∈ N. Replacing t with τ in (4.10) and taking Ēπ on both sides, we obtain

Ēπ

[
β

∫ τ∧σn

0
Π̄sds

]
+ Ēπ[(Av)(Π̄τ∧σn)] ≥ v(π).(4.11)

Since Π̄ ≥ 0, then limn→∞ Ēπ[β
∫ τ∧σn

0 Π̄sds] = Ēπ[β
∫ τ

0 Π̄sds] by the monotone convergence
theorem. Since v is bounded and continuous on [0, 1] then Av is such too. The dominated
convergence theorem then implies that limn→∞ Ēπ[(Av)(Π̄τ∧σn)] = Ēπ[(Av)(Π̄τ )]. Taking
n→∞ in (4.11), we get

Ēπ

[
β

∫ τ

0
Π̄sds+ (Av)(Π̄τ )

]
≥ v(π),(4.12)

for all τ ∈ T (F̄t). Now take n such that b < 1−n−1, so that τb ≤ σn. Then, using (4.2), (4.3)
and substituting t with τb in (4.9) yields

(Av)(Π̄τb) = v(Π̄τb) = v(π)− β
∫ τb

0
Π̄sds+Mτb .

Taking expectation on both sides yields

v(π) = Eπ

[
β

∫ τb

0
Π̄sds+ (Av)(Π̄τb)

]
.(4.13)

It follows from (4.12) and (4.13) that τb is optimal and v is equal to the value function given
in (3.2). Notice that τb <∞ a.s. because limt→∞ Π̄t = 1 a.s. �

4.2. Solution of the free boundary problem. We present a series of technical lemmas
that will lead us to the construction of a solution of the free boundary problem stated in
Proposition 4.1. As shown in [17, Eq. (22.1.12)], any solution to the ODE (4.2) that satisfies
condition (4.5) can be expressed by

(4.14) Ψ(π) + C :=

∫ π

0
ψ(x)dx+ C.

where C is some constant and ψ was introduced in (3.6). We will determine C using the
boundary conditions at b. Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4 provide useful bounds on ψ and ψ′.

Lemma 4.3. For any π ∈ (0, 1), we have

− π

1− π

(
1− π

1 + ρ

)
<
λ

β
ψ(π) < − ρ

1 + ρ

π

1− π
.

Consequently, limπ↑1(1− π)ψ(π) = −β/(λ+ γ).

Proof. See Section A.2 in Appendix. �

Lemma 4.4. For any π ∈ (0, 1),

− 1

(1− π)2
<
λ

β
ψ′(π) < 0.
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Proof. See Section A.3 in Appendix. �

Our next and final lemma provides an estimate which is needed to obtain a solution pair to
the system (4.2)–(4.4) and to verify condition (4.6) in the free boundary problem. We recall
that we write g = gε to emphasize the dependence of g on ε.

Lemma 4.5. For any π ∈ (0, 1) and ε ∈ [0, 1),

(1− ε)βπ + λ(1− π)[ψ(π)− ψ(gε(π))] > 0 and ψ′(π) <
ε2

[1− (1− ε)π]3
ψ′(gε(π)).

Proof. See Section A.4 in Appendix. �

We are now ready to construct the solution of the free boundary problem defined by (4.2)–
(4.5), which we denote by (u, a∗). By (4.14), we have u = Ψ + C on [0, a∗), and the pair
(C, a∗) can be determined by imposing (4.3) and (4.4) at the boundary point π = a∗. That
is,

C + Ψ(a∗) = 1 + [1− (1− ε)a∗] [C + Ψ(g(a∗))] ,

ψ(a∗) = − (1− ε) [C + Ψ(g(a∗))] +
ε

1− (1− ε)a∗
ψ(g(a∗)).

(4.15)

Suppose that (C, a∗) can be uniquely determined by solving (4.15) and a∗ ∈ (0, 1) (which we
will show in Proposition 4.7). We then need to extend u to [a∗, 1) in a way consistent with
(4.3). We split [0, 1) into disjoint intervals with breakpoints Da∗ (see (4.1)) by defining

(4.16) I0 = [0, a∗) and Ik = [g−(k−1)(a∗), g−k(a∗)) for k ∈ N,

where we recall g0(a∗) = a∗. Observe that if π ∈ Ik for k ∈ N, then g(π) ∈ Ik−1. Since
u = Ψ + C on I0, the function (Au)(π) is well-defined for π ∈ I1, and we set u = A(Ψ + C)
so that u = Au on I1. Iterating this argument we obtain an extension of u to [a∗, 1) that
satisfies (4.3):

(4.17) u(π) =

{
Ψ(π) + C, π ∈ [0, a∗),[
Ak(Ψ + C)

]
(π), π ∈ Ik, k ∈ N,

where Akf = [A ◦ . . . ◦ A]f denotes the k-fold application of the operator A to a function f .
If ε = 0, (4.17) simplifies to u(π) = 1 + (1− π)C for π ∈ [a∗, 1).

Remark 4.6. For any ε ∈ [0, 1) and a∗ ∈ (0, 1), we claim that ∪k≥0Ik = [0, 1), and thus (4.17)
defines u on [0, 1). If ε = 0, the claim is trivial since I1 = [a∗, 1). If ε ∈ (0, 1), we need
to show that g−k(a∗) → 1 as k → ∞. Since g−1(q) ∈ (q, 1) for any q ∈ (0, 1), the sequence
(g−k(a∗))k∈N is increasing. Then, L := limk→∞ g

−k(a∗) exists and it must satisfy L = g−1(L).
Solving the equation we get L = 1.

In Proposition 4.7, we rigorously prove that the above construction of (u, a∗) provides the
unique solution to (4.2)–(4.5).

Proposition 4.7. There exists a unique pair (u, a∗) that solves the free boundary problem
(4.2)–(4.5) such that a∗ ∈ (0, 1) and u ∈ C([0, 1]) ∩ C1([0, 1)) ∩ C2([0, 1) \ D) where D = Da∗
as in (4.1).

Proof. As explained above, (4.2)–(4.5) imply that u is expressed by (4.17) with (C, a∗) solving
equations (4.15). It remains to verify that (C, a∗) exists and it is unique, and that u ∈
C([0, 1])∩ C1([0, 1))∩ C2((0, 1) \D). Notice that continuity of u at π = 1 follows from u = Au
on [a∗, 1) and the same limit as in (4.8).
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Expressing C as a function of a∗, we find from (4.15) that a∗ must be a solution to the
equation F (a) = 0, where

(4.18) F (a) = 1 + Ψ(g(a))− g(a)ψ(g(a))−Ψ(a) + aψ(a).

Differentiating with respect to a ∈ (0, 1), we find that

F ′(a) = aψ′(a)− g(a)g′(a)ψ′(g(a)) = a

{
ψ′(a)− ε2

[1− (1− ε)a]3
ψ′(g(a))

}
< 0,

where the final inequality is by Lemma 4.5. Since g(0) = 0 and ψ(0+) = 0, we have
lima↓0 F (a) = 1. Meanwhile, Lemma 4.4 implies that ψ is monotone decreasing, so

F (a) = 1−
∫ a

g(a)
ψ(x)dx+ aψ(a)− g(a)ψ(g(a))

≤ 1− ψ(a)(a− g(a)) + aψ(a)− g(a)ψ(g(a))

= 1 + g(a)[ψ(a)− ψ(g(a))].

Recalling that g(1) = 1,

lim
a↑1

F (a) ≤ 1 + lim
a↑1

[ψ(a)− ψ(g(a))].

Since g(a)/(1− g(a)) = εa/(1− a), we can apply Lemma 4.3 to get

lim
a↑1

1− a
a

[ψ(a)− ψ(g(a))] = lim
a↑1

1− a
a

ψ(a)− ε lim
a↑1

1− g(a)

g(a)
ψ(g(a)) = − β

λ+ γ
(1− ε),

which shows that ψ(a) − ψ(g(a)) → −∞ as a → 1. Since we have shown that F is strictly
monotone decreasing with lima↓0 F (a) = 1 and lima↑1 F (a) = −∞, then we conclude that
F (a) = 0 has a unique solution on (0, 1), proving the existence and uniqueness of a∗. Plugging
a∗ back into the system (4.15) uniquely determines the constant C.

Next, we show by induction that u ∈ C1([0, 1)) ∩ C2([0, 1) \ D). We assume ε ∈ (0, 1); the
argument for the case ε = 0 is trivial because u(π) = 1 +C(1− π) for π ∈ [a∗, 1]. Take k ∈ N
and denote I◦k = (g−(k−1)(a∗), g−k(a∗)). Set I◦0 = (0, a∗). The inductive hypothesis reads

(A) u : [0, 1)→ R is such that u ∈ C1
(
[0, g−k(a∗))

)
with u ∈ C2(∪k+1

j=0I
◦
j ).

First we argue that (A) holds for k = 1. Since u restricted to (0, a∗) is the solution to the
ODE (4.3), then u ∈ C2((0, a∗)). By Lemma 4.4, u′′ is bounded on (0, a∗) and it admits limits
at both points 0 and a∗. Thus u has an extension in C2([0, a∗]). Further, (4.15) guarantees
that u is continuously differentiable at a∗. Since u = Au on I◦1 , then u ∈ C2(I◦0 ∪ I◦1 ) by the
regularity of u on I◦0 . Hence, continuous differentiability at a∗ yields u ∈ C1([0, g−1(a∗))) as
needed.

Now suppose (A) holds for an arbitrary k ∈ N∪ {0}, and we show that (A) also holds for
k + 1. For any π ∈ Ik+2, g(π) ∈ Ik+1, and by (4.17),

(4.19) u(π) = 1 + [1− (1− ε)π]u(g(π)).

Hence, u ∈ C2(I◦k+2) by the assumption (A). Now we need to show that u is continuously

differentiable at g−k(a∗).
It follows from (4.19) that

(4.20)

lim
π↑g−k(a∗)

u(π) = lim
π↑g−k(a∗)

(
1 + [1− (1− ε)π]u(g(π))

)
= 1 + [1− (1− ε)g−k(a∗)] lim

π↑g−k(a∗)
u(g(π)).
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By the induction hypothesis, u is continuous at g−(k−1)(a∗), yielding the second equality below

lim
π↑g−k(a∗)

u(g(π)) = lim
π↑g−(k−1)(a∗)

u(π) = lim
π↓g−(k−1)(a∗)

u(π) = lim
π↓g−k(a∗)

u(g(π)).

Thus, combining with (4.20),

lim
π↑g−k(a∗)

u(π) = 1 + [1− (1− ε)g−k(a∗)] lim
π↓g−k(a∗)

u(g(π))

= lim
π↓g−k(a∗)

(
1 + [1− (1− ε)π]u(g(π))

)
= lim

π↓g−k(a∗)
u(π),

where the final equality is by (4.19) again. This shows continuity of u across g−k(a∗), hence

u ∈ C([0, g−(k+1)(a∗)). Differentiating both sides of (4.19) with respect to π, one can show by
an analogous argument that the left and right derivatives of u at g−k(a∗) coincide. Hence,
assumption (A) holds for k+1. By induction, we conclude that (A) holds for every k ∈ N∪{0},
i.e., u ∈ C1([0, 1)) ∩ C2([0, 1) \ D). �

We next prove that the solution u found in Proposition 4.7 is monotone decreasing and
concave.

Proposition 4.8. The pair (u, a∗) considered in Proposition 4.7 satisfies

− κ

1− π
< u′′(π) < 0, for π ∈ (0, 1) \ D,(4.21)

κ log(1− π) < u′(π) < 0, for π ∈ (0, 1),(4.22)

where κ = β/(λ(1− a∗)) and D = Da∗.

Proof. By (4.3) and (4.17), u(π) = (Au)(π) for any π ∈ [a∗, 1). Differentiating both sides
twice, thanks to Proposition 4.7 we obtain

(4.23) u′′(π) = (Au)′′(π) =
ε2

[1− (1− ε)π]3
u′′(g(π)), for π ∈ (a∗, 1) \ D.

From Lemma 4.4 we have u′′ = ψ′ < 0 on (0, a∗). By (4.23), this implies that u′′(π) < 0 for
π ∈ (a∗, g−1(a∗)). By induction, u′′(π) < 0 for every π ∈ [0, 1) \ D. Further, using

1− π
1− g(π)

= 1− (1− ε)π ≥ ε,

we get from (4.23) that

|u′′(π)| ≤ 1

1− (1− ε)π
|u′′(g(π))| = 1− g(π)

1− π
|u′′(g(π))|.

Define D(π) := |u′′(π)(1 − π)|. The above inequality implies that D(π) ≤ D(g(π)) for π ∈
(a∗, 1) \ D. For any k ∈ N and π ∈ Ik, we have gk(π) ∈ [g(a∗), a∗) and D(π) ≤ D(g(π)) ≤
· · · ≤ D(gk(π)). This shows that

sup
π∈(a∗,1)\D

D(π) ≤ sup
π∈[g(a∗),a∗)

D(π) ≤ β

λ(1− a∗)
,

thanks to Lemma 4.4. Lemma 4.4 also gives

sup
π∈[0,1)\D

D(π) = max
(

sup
π∈[0,a∗]

D(π), sup
π∈(a∗,1)\D

D(π)
)
≤ β

λ(1− a∗)
.

Hence, (4.21) holds.
Since D is countable and u′(0) = 0, then we can write u′(π) =

∫ π
0 u′′(x)dx for any π ∈ (0, 1).

The bounds in (4.22) now follow from (4.21). �
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4.3. Solution of the recursive optimal stopping problem. We now state the main
result of this section, which verifies that the function u constructed in the previous subsection
satisfies also (4.6) and (4.7), thus solving the free boundary problem (4.2)–(4.7).

Theorem 4.9. The pair (u, a∗) constructed in Proposition 4.7 is the unique pair that solves
the free boundary problem (4.2)–(4.7). Moreover, a∗ ∈ (0, 1), u is concave and

u ∈ C([0, 1]) ∩ C1([0, 1)) ∩ C2([0, 1) \ D),

where D = Da∗ as in (4.1).

Proof of Theorem 4.9. Let (u, a∗) be as given in Proposition 4.7. By Proposition 4.7, a∗ ∈
(0, 1) and u ∈ C([0, 1]) ∩ C1([0, 1)) ∩ C2([0, 1) \ D). Since D is countable, then u is concave by
Proposition 4.8. It only remains to show that (u, a∗) also satisfies (4.6) and (4.7).

Consider (4.6) first. By construction the equality in (4.6) holds on I0 = [0, a∗), and we
need to show that (Lu)(π+) ≥ −βπ for π ∈ [a∗, 1) = ∪k≥1Ik. To simplify the notation, let

H(π) = (Lu)(π+) + βπ = λ(1− π)u′(π) + γπ2(1− π)2u′′(π+) + βπ.

Notice that H is well-defined for all π ∈ (0, 1) because u ∈ C1([0, 1)) ∩ C2([0, 1) \ D) and
u′′(π+) is defined at all points via (4.23). For any π ∈ [a∗, 1), we have

H(g(π)) =λ
(
1− g(π)

)
u′(g(π)) + γg(π)2(1− g(π))2u′′(g(π)+) + βg(π),

so that, by the definition of g

[1− (1− ε)π]H(g(π)) = λ(1− π)u′(g(π)) +
γε2π2(1− π)2

[1− (1− ε)π]3
u′′(g(π)+) + βεπ.

It then follows from (4.23) that

[1− (1− ε)π]H(g(π)) = λ(1− π)u′(g(π)) + γπ2(1− π)2u′′(π+) + βεπ

= H(π) + λ(1− π)[u′(g(π))− u′(π)]− (1− ε)βπ.

Dividing both sides by 1− π and using 1− g(π) = (1− π)/[1− (1− ε)π], we get

H(g(π))

1− g(π)
=
H(π)

1− π
−R(π),(4.24)

where

R(π) := λ[u′(π)− u′(g(π))] +
(1− ε)βπ

1− π
.

Since u ∈ C1([0, 1)), then R(π) is also continuous on [0, 1). Further, for any π ∈ [a∗, 1) \ D,
by (4.23),

∂[u′(π)− u′(g(π))]

∂π
= u′′(π)− ε

[1− (1− ε)π]2
u′′(g(π)) = −(1− π)(1− ε)

ε
u′′(π) > 0,

where the final inequality is due to Proposition 4.8. As π/(1−π) is clearly increasing in π, R
is continuous and monotone increasing on [a∗, 1), although R is not differentiable at points in
D. By the first equation in Lemma 4.5 and recalling that u′ = ψ in [0, a∗], we have R(π) > 0
for any π ∈ [0, a∗]. By monotonicity of R on [a∗, 1), we conclude that R(π) > 0 for every
π ∈ [0, 1). Since (4.2) implies that H(π) = 0 for π ∈ I0, then the left-hand side of (4.24) must
be zero for π ∈ I1. Thus, from the right-hand side of (4.24) we have H(π) = (1− π)R(π) > 0
for every π ∈ I1. Arguing by induction, assume H(π) > 0 for π ∈ Ik. Then, taking π ∈ Ik+1

in (4.24), the left-hand side of the equation must be strictly positive. Thus, using R > 0, we
find that H(π) > 0 for π ∈ Ik+1. Hence, H(π) > 0 for every π ∈ [a∗, 1).
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Finally we prove that u satisfies (4.7). The inequality is an equality on [a∗, 1] by (4.17), so
we only need to prove (4.7) on I0. Differentiating twice the expression for Au gives

(Au)′′(π) =
ε2

[1− (1− ε)π]3
u′′(g(π)),

for any π such that u′′(g(π)) exists. We claim that (Au)′′ ≥ u′′ on I0. Recall that u′ = ψ on
I0 and g(π) ≤ π, which implies u′′(g(π)) = ψ′(g(π)) for any π ∈ I0. By the second equation in
Lemma 4.5, (Au)′′ ≥ u′′ on I0. Since (Au)′(a∗) = u′(a∗) by (4.4), then (Au)′(π) ≤ u′(π) for
π ∈ [0, a∗]. The latter inequality, combined with the boundary condition (Au)(a∗) = u(a∗),
implies u(π)− (Au)(π) ≤ 0 for π ∈ [0, a∗), as needed. �

5. Solution of the quickest detection problem and further remarks

Building upon the results of the previous sections we finally obtain the solution of the
quickest detection problem. First, we state a uniqueness result that connects the free boundary
analysis to the solution of the quickest detection problem (recall the concept of relevant
solution stated before Corollary 3.3). Its proof uses Theorem 4.9, Proposition 4.1 and the
explicit construction of the admissible sequence (τ∗n)n∈N in (3.9).

Proposition 5.1. The pair (u, a∗) constructed in Proposition 4.7 is the unique relevant so-

lution to Problem [R]. Thus u = V̂ , where V̂ is given in (2.12).

Proof. By Theorem 4.9, (u, a∗) solves uniquely the free boundary problem (4.2)–(4.7). Then
u = V is a solution to Problem [R] and τ∗V = τ∗u = τa∗ = inf{t ≥ 0 : Π̄t ≥ a∗} is optimal
by Proposition 4.1. If we prove that the sequence (τ∗n)n∈N defined in (3.9) is admissible, then
uniqueness will follow from Proposition 3.2 and Corollary 3.3.

Measurability and monotonicity of (τ∗n)n∈N are obvious. It is also clear that Pπ(τ∗n <∞) = 1
because limt→∞Πn

t = 1, Pπ-a.s., for all n ∈ N. It only remains to check condition (2.1). Let
N̄Y = NY ((τ̄n)) as in (2.10) with τ̄n from (3.10), i.e., N̄Y is the number of tests along the
sequence (τ̄n)n∈N until the drift is detected. It is then clear that by construction limn→∞ τ

∗
n =

∞ on the event {N̄Y < ∞}. We now show that Pπ(N̄Y = ∞) = 0, which will conclude the
proof.

Consider Pπ(N̄Y ≥ k) for some arbitrary k ∈ N. Since {N̄Y ≥ k} = {Z1 = · · · = Zk = 0},
then

Pπ(N̄Y ≥ k) =
k∏
j=1

Pπ(Zj = 0|Z1 = · · · = Zj−1 = 0) =

k∏
j=1

Pπ(Zj = 0|Yτ̄j−1 = 0).

By the tower property of conditional expectations and (2.6), we get

Pπ(Zj = 0|Yτ̄j−1 = 0) =
Eπ[Pπ(Zj = 0

∣∣Gj−1
τ̄j )1{Yτ̄j−1=0}]

Pπ(Yτ̄j−1 = 0)

= Eπ[1− (1− ε)Πj−1
τ̄j

∣∣Yτ̄j−1 = 0].

If π ≤ a∗, then the definition of τ̄j implies that Πj−1
τ̄j = a∗, given Yτ̄j−1 = 0. If π > a∗, on

the event {Yτ̄j−1 = 0} there are two possibilities: either Πj−1
τ̄j−1
≤ a∗ and therefore Πj−1

τ̄j = a∗,

or Πj−1
τ̄j−1

> a∗ and therefore τ̄j = τ̄j−1 so that Πj−1
τ̄j = Πj−1

τ̄j−1
> a∗ (in this case Πj

τ̄j =

g(Πj−1
τ̄j ) < Πj−1

τ̄j if also Zj = 0; intuitively, tests are performed at time τ̄j−1 until either a

positive test outcome occurs or the posterior probability drops below a∗). Hence, in all cases
Pπ(Zj = 0|Yτ̄j−1 = 0) ≤ 1 − (1 − ε)a∗ for each j. In particular, the equality holds for each

j if π ≤ a∗. It follows that Pπ(N̄Y ≥ k) ≤ (1 − (1 − ε)a∗)k, which goes to zero as k tends
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to infinity. Indeed, this shows that if π ≤ a∗ then N̄Y follows a geometric distribution with
success probability (1− ε)a∗. �

The next theorem summarises the main theoretical results of the paper. We remark that
the value function V̂ is characterised explicitly up to determining a∗ as the unique root of an
algebraic equation. Recall the sets I0, I1, . . . defined in (4.16).

Theorem 5.2. Let (u, a∗) be the unique pair, constructed in Proposition 4.7, that solves

the free boundary problem (4.2)–(4.7). Then, the value function V̂ of the quickest detection
problem is equal to u and it is given by

V̂ (π) =

{
Ψ(π) + C, π ∈ [0, a∗),[
Ak(Ψ + C)

]
(π), π ∈ Ik, k ∈ N,

(5.1)

with Ψ defined in (4.14) and the constant

C = 1 +
ε

1− ε
ψ(g(a∗))− 1− (1− ε)a∗

1− ε
ψ(a∗)−Ψ(a∗).

The boundary a∗ is the unique solution in (0, 1) of

1 + Ψ(g(a))− g(a)ψ(g(a))−Ψ(a) + aψ(a) = 0,(5.2)

and the sequence (τ∗n)n∈N given by: τ∗0 = 0,

τ∗n = τ̄n1{Yτ∗n−1
=0} + (τ̄n + 1)1{Yτ∗n−1

>0},

with

τ̄n = inf{t ≥ τ∗n−1 : Πn−1
t ≥ a∗},

for n ∈ N, is admissible and optimal for V̂ .

Proof. The fact that u = V̂ and the optimality of the sequence of stopping times follow from
Proposition 5.1 (see also Proposition 3.2). The expression for C follows by rearranging the
two equations in the system (4.15). Finally, the fact that a∗ uniquely solves (5.2) is shown in
the second paragraph of the proof of Proposition 4.7. �

For a numerical example, we plot the value function V̂ with λ = 2, γ = 0.5 and β = 1 in
Figure 2. In line with Proposition 4.8, for each choice of ε, V : [0, 1] → R is a concave and
monotone decreasing function. As shown in the proof of Proposition 4.1, letting π ↑ 1 the
value converges to 1/(1− ε). We also observe that for each fixed π, the value increases with
ε. That tallies with the intuition that the larger ε the longer it takes to detect the drift.

5.1. Properties of the optimal stopping rule. We now fix parameters λ, β, γ and present
a series of results that characterize how ε affects the optimal stopping rule. First, in Lemma 5.3,
we show that the optimal stopping boundary a∗ increases with ε. We write a∗ = a∗(ε) to
indicate that a∗ is treated as a function of ε.

Lemma 5.3. The mapping ε 7→ a∗(ε) is strictly increasing for ε ∈ [0, 1).

Proof. Recall that a∗ is determined by solving F (a) = 0 with F given in (4.18). Now we write
Fε to emphasize its dependence on ε; that is,

Fε(a) = 1 + Ψ(gε(a))− gε(a)ψ(gε(a))−Ψ(a) + aψ(a).

Differentiating Ψ(a) − aψ(a) with respect to a gives −aψ′(a) > 0 for any a ∈ (0, 1) by
Lemma 4.4. Hence, a 7→ Ψ(a)− aψ(a) is increasing.

Fix an arbitrary a in (0, 1) and let 0 ≤ ε1 < ε2 < 1. Then gε1(a) < gε2(a) and it follows
that Fε1(a) < Fε2(a) for any a ∈ (0, 1). Since we have shown in the proof of Proposition 4.7
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Figure 2. Value function V̂ with λ = 2, γ = 0.5 and β = 1.

that a 7→ Fε(a) is continuous and decreasing on (0, 1), then we conclude that a∗(ε1) < a∗(ε2);
that is, a∗ is strictly increasing with ε for ε ∈ [0, 1). �

An important observation is that when ε = 0, the value function V and optimal boundary
a∗ coincide with the ones for the classical quickest detection problem up to suitable scaling
of the parameter β. This connection is formally established in the next proposition, which
requires some new notations. Given α > 0 we denote by

VC(π;α) = inf
τ∈T (F̄t)

Eπ

[
α

∫ τ

0
Π̄tdt+ 1− Π̄τ

]
,

the value function for the classical quickest detection problem [17, Ch. 22]. We then let
V0(π;β) denote the value function for the recursive quickest detection problem (3.2) with
ε = 0.

Proposition 5.4. Given β > 0, it holds V0(π;β) = 1 + V0(0;β)VC(π; β̃) with β̃ = β/V0(0;β)
and the two quickest detection problems have the same optimal stopping rule.

Proof. By the definition of V in (3.2), recalling g0(π) = 0 from (2.8) and using β̃ = β/V0(0;β),

V0(π;β) = inf
τ∈T (F̄t)

Eπ
[
1 + β

∫ τ

0
Πtdt+ (1−Πτ )V0(0;β)

]
= 1 + V0(0;β) inf

τ∈T (F̄t)
Eπ
[ β

V0(0;β)

∫ τ

0
Πtdt+ 1−Πτ

]
= 1 + V0(0;β)VC(π; β̃).

Equivalence of the optimal stopping rules is now clear because

V0(π;β) = 1 + (1− π)V0(0;β) ⇐⇒ VC(π; β̃) = 1− π

shows equivalence of the stopping sets. �

Remark 5.5. The result above shows that our set-up includes the classical quickest detection
problem as a special case. Indeed, if ε = 0, we have g(π) = 0 for any π ∈ [0, 1). By Theorem

5.2, a∗ must satisfy 1−Ψ(a∗) + a∗ψ(a∗) = 0 and, using the formula for V = V̂ in (5.1),

V0(0;β) = 1− (1− a∗)ψ(a∗)−Ψ(a∗) = −ψ(a∗).
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By [17, Sec. 22, Thm. 22.1], the optimal stopping boundary for the problem VC(π;α) with
α = β/V0(0;β) is the unique A ∈ (0, 1) that satisfies ψ(A) = −V0(0;β) (notice that in fact
our ψ differs from the one in [17] by the multiplicative constant 1/V0(0;β)).

Next, we study the average drift-detection time under the optimal strategy. In particular,
we look at how Eπ[τ∗NY ] depends on ε. We observed at the end of the proof of Proposition
5.1 that, for any initial value π ≤ a∗, NY is geometrically distributed with success probability
(1− ε)a∗. Thus Eπ[NY ] = ((1− ε)a∗)−1 for π ∈ [0, a∗]. With the notation from Theorem 5.2,
setting τ∗NY = inf{τ∗n : Yτ∗n = 1} and τ̄NY = inf{τ̄n : Yτ̄n = 1}, we have

Eπ[τ∗NY ] = Eπ[τ̄NY ] = Eπ
[NY −1∑

k=0

(τ̄k+1 − τ̄k)
]

= Eπ[τ̄1] + Eπ
[ ∞∑
k=1

1{NY ≥k+1}(τ̄k+1 − τ̄k)
]

= Eπ[τ̄1] + Eπ
[ ∞∑
k=1

1{NY ≥k+1}Eπ
[
τ̄k+1 − τ̄k|Gkτ̄k

]]
,

where we used that {NY ≥ k + 1} ∈ Gkτ̄k and monotone convergence theorem in the last step.

Thanks to the explicit dynamics (2.9) and (3.1), recalling τa∗ = inf{t ≥ 0 : Π̄t = a∗}, we know
that Eπ[τ̄1] = Ēπ[τa∗ ] and

1{NY ≥k+1}Eπ
[
τ̄k+1 − τ̄k|Gkτ̄k

]
= 1{NY ≥k+1}Ēg(a∗)

[
τa∗
]
.

Combining the above formulae we obtain

(5.3)

Eπ[τNY ] = Ēπ[τa∗ ] + (Eπ[NY ]− 1)Ēg(a∗)[τa∗ ]

= Ēπ[τa∗ ] +

(
1

(1− ε)a∗
− 1

)
Ēg(a∗)[τa∗ ].

Setting

χ(π) = −1

γ
e−h(π)

∫ π

0

eh(x)

x2(1− x)2
dx,

Lemma 5.6 gives the explicit expression for Ēπ[τa∗ ].

Lemma 5.6. It holds

Ēπ[τa∗ ] = −
∫ a∗

π
χ(π)dπ.

Proof. Set G(π) = Ēπ[τa∗ ] for π ∈ [0, a∗]. It is well-known that G satisfies LG = −1, with
G′(0+) < ∞ and G(a∗) = 0. Solving LG = −1 and imposing G′(0+) < ∞, we find that

G′ = χ. From the condition G(a∗) = 0, we get G(π) = −
∫ a∗
π χ(x)dx. �

We numerically investigate how (1− ε)a∗, Ēπ[τa∗ ] and Eπ[τNY ] change with ε. We fix λ = 2
and γ = 0.5 and let β = 0.1, 1, 10, 100. In Figure 3, we study how a∗(ε), gε(a

∗(ε)) and a∗(ε)−
gε(a

∗(ε)) change as functions of ε. As expected from Lemma 5.3, a∗ increases monotonically
with ε, which means that as ε increases it is optimal for the observer to wait longer before
performing the first test. This further implies that ε 7→ gε(a

∗(ε)) is also increasing, since gε(π)
is monotone increasing in both ε and π. However, a∗ − g(a∗) decreases with ε. Thus, under
the optimal stopping strategy, upon observing a negative outcome of a test, the change in the
belief of the observer is small when ε is large.

Figure 4 visualizes the properties of the optimal stopping times under the same parameter
setting as that of Figure 3. First, the left panel shows that E0[NY ] = ((1 − ε)a∗(ε))−1 (i.e.,
the average number of tests needed to detect the drift-change) increases with ε; that is,
ε 7→ ((1 − ε)a∗(ε)) is decreasing though ε 7→ a∗(ε) is increasing. In the middle panel, we
plot the expected waiting time between first and second tests, conditional upon a negative
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Figure 3. Optimal stopping rule a∗ for λ = 2, γ = 0.5 and ε ∈ [0, 0.99]. The
line type indicates the choice of β. Left: ε 7→ a∗(ε); middle: ε 7→ gε(a

∗(ε));
right: ε 7→ a∗(ε)− gε(a∗(ε)).

outcome of the first test, as a function of ε (i.e., Ēg(a∗)[τa∗ ], calculated by using Lemma 5.6).
Since in the right panel of Figure 3 we have already seen that a∗ − g(a∗) decreases with ε,
then it is not surprising to observe in Figure 4 that the expected waiting time between two
consecutive tests also decreases when ε increases. That is, the observer with lower accuracy
will test the system more often than the observer with higher accuracy. In the right panel of
Figure 4, we plot Eπ[τ∗NY ] with π = 0, which is the expected time needed to detect the change

in drift and can be calculated by (5.3). We see that E0[τ∗NY ] increases with ε, suggesting that
the observer with higher accuracy can detect and confirm the change faster than the observer
with lower accuracy. We have also tried other values for π and made the same observation.

Figure 4. Optimal stopping times for λ = 2, γ = 0.5 and ε ∈ [0, 0.99]. The
line type indicates the choice of β. Left: E0[NY ] = ((1− ε)a∗)−1, the expected
number of tests needed to detect the drift-change; middle: Ēg(a∗)[τa∗ ], the
expected waiting time between consecutive tests; right: E0[τ∗NY ], the expected
time of the drift-change detection, with π = 0.
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Appendix A.

A.1. Proof of Proposition 2.1. Fix k and let A ∈ Gkτk∨t. Then, using the definition of Πk

and of the measure Pπ

Eπ
[
1AΠk

τk∨t
]

= Eπ
[
1A1{θ≤τk∨t}

]
= πE0

[
1A
]

+ (1− π)

∫ ∞
0

λe−λsEs
[
1A1{θ≤τk∨t}

]
ds

= Eπ
[
1A

(
π

dP0

dPπ

∣∣∣
Gkτk∨t

+ (1− π)

∫ τk∨t

0
λe−λs

dPs

dPπ

∣∣∣
Gkτk∨t

ds
)]
.

Thus, Pπ-a.s.

Πk
τk∨t = π

dP0

dPπ

∣∣∣
Gkτk∨t

+ (1− π)

∫ τk∨t

0
λe−λs

dPs

dPπ

∣∣∣
Gkτk∨t

ds.

By analogous arguments, for t > 0

Eπ
[
1A(1−Πk

τk∨t)
]

= Eπ
[
1A1{θ>τk∨t}

]
= (1− π)

∫ ∞
0

λe−λsEs
[
1A1{θ>τk∨t}

]
ds

= Eπ
[
1A(1− π)

∫ ∞
τk∨t

λe−λs
dPs

dPπ

∣∣∣
Gkτk∨t

ds
]

= Eπ
[
1A(1− π)

dP∞

dPπ

∣∣∣
Gkτk∨t

∫ ∞
τk∨t

λe−λsds
]

= Eπ
[
1A(1− π)

dP∞

dPπ

∣∣∣
Gkτk∨t

e−λ(τk∨t)
]
,

where in the third equality we use that Pt|Gkt = Ps|Gkt = P∞|Gkt for any t ≤ s. Thus, Pπ-a.s.

1−Πk
τk∨t = (1− π)

dP∞

dPπ

∣∣∣
Gkτk∨t

e−λ(τk∨t).

In order to find the dynamics of Πk we start by determining Πk
τk

, separately on the two

events {Yτk = 0} and {Yτk > 0}. First we notice that for any A ∈ Gkτk

Eπ
[
1A1{Yτk>0}Π

k
τk

]
= Eπ

[
1A1{Yτk>0}1{θ≤τk}

]
= Eπ

[
1A1{Yτk>0}

]
,

so that Πk
τk

= 1, Pπ-a.s. on the event {Yτk > 0}. Next we want to calculate the expressions

Eπ
[
1A1{Yτk=0}Π

k
τk

]
. Notice that Gkτk is generated by sets of the form F ∩G with F ∈ Gk−1

τk
and

G ∈ σ(Zk). Then, in particular, it is sufficient to use such sets of the form A = F ∩G. Given
that σ(Zk) is finite and {Yτk = 0} ⊂ {Zk = 0} we only need to consider A = F ∩ {Zk = 0},
which yields

Eπ
[
1A1{Yτk=0}Π

k
τk

]
= Eπ

[
1F 1{Yτk=0}Π

k
τk

]
for F ∈ Gk−1

τk
. Then

Eπ
[
1F 1{Yτk=0}Π

k
τk

]
= Eπ

[
1F 1{Yτk=0}1{θ≤τk}

]
= Eπ

[
1FPπ

(
Yτk = 0, θ ≤ τk

∣∣Gk−1
τk

)]
= Eπ

[
1F 1{Yτk−1

=0}Pπ
(
Zk = 0, θ ≤ τk

∣∣Gk−1
τk

)]
= Eπ

[
1F 1{Yτk−1

=0}Pπ(Zk = 0
∣∣Gk−1
τk

)Pπ
(
θ ≤ τk

∣∣Gk−1
τk

, Zk = 0
)]
.
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As in (2.7), we have

Pπ
(
θ ≤ τk

∣∣Gk−1
τk

, Zk = 0
)

=
Pπ
(
θ ≤ τk, Zk = 0

∣∣Gk−1
τk

)
Pπ(Zk = 0

∣∣Gk−1
τk )

=
εΠk−1

τk

εΠk−1
τk + (1−Πk−1

τk )
= g
(
Πk−1
τk

)
.

Thus

Eπ
[
1F 1{Yτk=0}Π

k
τk

]
= Eπ

[
1F 1{Yτk−1

=0}Pπ(Zk = 0
∣∣Gk−1
τk

)g
(
Πk−1
τk

)]
= Eπ

[
1F 1{Yτk=0}g

(
Πk−1
τk

)]
and we conclude that Πk

τk
= g(Πk−1

τk
), Pπ-a.s. on the event {Yτk = 0}.

Next, in order to obtain (2.9) we follow the usual route and introduce the likelihood ratio

Φk
t∨τk =

Πk
t∨τk

1−Πk
t∨τk

= eλ(τk∨t) dP0

dP∞

∣∣∣
Gkt∨τk

(
ϕ+

∫ t∨τk

0
λe−λs

dPs

dP0

∣∣∣
Gkt∨τk

ds
)
,

where ϕ = π(1− π)−1. By construction we have Φk
τk

=∞ on {Yτk > 0} and

1{Yτk=0}Φ
k
τk

= 1{Yτk=0}
g
(
Πk−1
τk

)
1− g

(
Πk−1
τk

) .
It is not difficult to show by Girsanov’s theorem that for any t ≥ 0 and any k ∈ N ∪ {0}

dP0

dP∞

∣∣∣
Gkt

= exp
( µ
σ2

(
Xt −X0

)
− µ2

2σ2
t
)

=: Mt.

Similarly, for s ∈ [0, t],

dP0

dPs

∣∣∣
Gkt

= exp
( µ
σ2

(
Xs −X0

)
− µ2

2σ2
s
)

= Ms.

Using these expressions in the formula for Φk we arrive at

Φk
t∨τk = eλ(t∨τk)Mt∨τk

(
ϕ+

∫ t∨τk

0
λe−λs

1

Ms
ds
)
.

By Itô’s formula

dMt =
µ

σ2
MtdXt

and therefore, on the event {Yτk = 0}

Φk
t∨τk =

g
(
Πk−1
τk

)
1− g

(
Πk−1
τk

) +

∫ t∨τk

τk

λ
(
1 + Φk

s

)
ds+

∫ t∨τk

τk

µ

σ2
Φk
sdXs

and

Πk
t∨τk = g

(
Πk−1
τk

)
+

∫ t∨τk

τk

λ
(
1−Πk

s

)
ds+

∫ t∨τk

τk

µ

σ2
Πk
s

(
1−Πk

s

)(
dXs − µΠk

sds
)
.

It remains to show that

W̃ k
t := W k

τk+t −W k
τk

=
1

σ

∫ τk+t

τk

(
dXs − µΠk

sds
)
,

is indeed a Brownian motion with respect to the filtration (Gkτk+t)t≥0 under Pπ. As usual this
will be accomplished via Lèvy’s theorem [15, Thm. 3.3.16].

It is clear that W̃ k
0 = 0 and that Eπ[|W̃ k

t |] <∞ for all t ≥ 0. Moreover,

〈W̃ k〉t = σ−2〈Xτk+· −Xτk〉t = t
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and it only remains to check the martingale property. Take s < t:

Eπ
[
W̃ k
t − W̃ k

s

∣∣Gkτk+s

]
=

1

σ
Eπ
[ ∫ τk+t

τk+s

(
dXr − µPπ

(
θ ≤ r

∣∣Gkr )dr)∣∣∣Gkτk+s

]
=

1

σ
Eπ
[ ∫ τk+t

τk+s

(
dXr − µ1{θ≤r}dr

)∣∣∣Gkτk+s

]
=Eπ

[
Bτk+t −Bτk+s

∣∣∣Gkτk+s

]
,

where the second equality is simply by tower property and observing that {τk + s ≤ r} and
{τk + t > r} are both Gkr -measurable. Increments of the Brownian motion B after time
τk + s are independent of the history of the processes X and Y , and independent of θ. Then
Eπ
[
Bτk+t −Bτk+s

∣∣Gkτk+s

]
= 0, concluding our proof. �.

A.2. Proof of Lemma 4.3.

Proof. Using h′(π) = ρπ−2(1− π)−1 and integration by parts, we find that

ρ

∫ π

0

eh(x)

x(1− x)2
dx =

πeh(π)

1− π
−
∫ π

0

eh(x)

(1− x)2
dx,(A.1) ∫ π

0

eh(x)

(1− x)2
dx =

π2eh(π)

ρ(1− π)
−
∫ π

0

eh(x)

ρ

[
1

(1− x)2
− 1

]
dx.(A.2)

Since π ∈ (0, 1), all integrals in the above equalities are positive. Hence, using ρ = λ/γ, we
get

(A.3) − π

1− π
<
λ

β
ψ(π) = −ρe−h(π)

∫ π

0

eh(x)

x(1− x)2
dx < − π

1− π
+

π2

ρ(1− π)
,

which are slightly looser than the bounds stated in the lemma. To sharpen the bounds,
observe that for any π ∈ (0, 1),∫ π

0

eh(x)

(1− x)2
<

∫ π

0

eh(x)

x(1− x)2
dx,(A.4) ∫ π

0

eh(x)

ρ

[
1

(1− x)2
− 1

]
dx < ρ−1

∫ π

0

eh(x)

(1− x)2
dx.(A.5)

Plugging (A.4) into (A.1) and (A.5) into (A.2), we obtain

ρ

∫ π

0

eh(x)

x(1− x)2
>

ρ

1 + ρ

πeh(π)

1− π
,(A.6) ∫ π

0

eh(x)

(1− x)2
dx >

1

1 + ρ

π2eh(π)

1− π
.(A.7)

Plugging (A.7) into (A.1), we get

(A.8) ρ

∫ π

0

eh(x)

x(1− x)2
dx =

πeh(π)

1− π
−
∫ π

0

eh(x)

(1− x)2
dx <

πeh(π)

1− π

(
1− π

1 + ρ

)
,

The upper bound stated in the lemma follows from (A.6) and the lower bound follows
from (A.8).

Letting π → 1, we find that

lim
π↑1

λ

β
(1− π)ψ(π) = − ρ

1 + ρ
= − λ

λ+ γ
,

from which the second claim follows. �
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A.3. Proof of Lemma 4.4.

Proof. Plugging Ψ(π) =
∫ π

0 ψ(x)dx into the ODE in (4.2) and solving for ψ′ we obtain

ψ′(π) = − βπ + λ(1− π)ψ(π)

γπ2(1− π)2
.(A.9)

Plugging the bounds in (A.3) into (A.9), we get the desired bounds for ψ′. �

A.4. Proof of Lemma 4.5.

Proof. Consider the first inequality. Fix an arbitrary π ∈ (0, 1) and set

f(ε) = (1− ε)βπ + λ(1− π)[ψ(π)− ψ(gε(π))].

Since gε(π) = π when ε = 1, we have f(1) = 0. Then it suffices to prove that f ′(ε) < 0 for
ε ∈ (0, 1). A direct calculation yields

f ′(ε) = − βπ − λ(1− π)ψ′(gε(π))
∂gε(π)

∂ε

= − βπ − λψ′(gε(π))
π(1− π)2

[1− (1− ε)π]2

< − βπ +
βπ(1− π)2

[1− (1− ε)π]2[1− gε(π)]2
= 0,

where the strict inequality follows from Lemma 4.4 and the final equality follows from the
definition of gε, which yields the equality 1− gε(π) = (1− π)/[1− (1− ε)π].

To prove the second asserted inequality, we use (A.9) to get

ψ(π) = − γπ2(1− π)2ψ′(π) + βπ

λ(1− π)
,(A.10)

ψ(g(π)) = − γg(π)2(1− g(π))2ψ′(g(π)) + βg(π)

λ(1− g(π))
= −

γε2π2(1−π)2ψ′(g(π))
[1−(1−ε)π]3

+ βεπ

λ(1− π)
.(A.11)

The proof is completed by plugging (A.10) and (A.11) into the inequality f(ε) > 0 (i.e., the
first part of the lemma). �
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Flour IX-1979, pages 73–238. Springer, 1981.

[10] P. A. Ernst and G. Peskir. Quickest real-time detection of a Brownian coordinate drift. Ann. Appl. Probab.,
32(4):2652–2670, 2022.



QUICKEST DETECTION WITH FALSE NEGATIVES 29

[11] P. V. Gapeev and G. Peskir. The Wiener disorder problem with finite horizon. Stochastic Process. Appl.,
116:1770–1791, 2006.

[12] P. V. Gapeev and A. N. Shiryaev. Bayesian quickest detection problems for some diffusion processes. Adv.
Appl. Probab., 45(1):164–185, 2013.

[13] K. Glover and G. Peskir. Quickest detection problems for Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes. Research Report
Probab. Statist. Group Manchester, 11, 2017.

[14] P. Johnson and G. Peskir. Quickest detection problems for Bessel processes. Ann. Appl. Probab.,
27(2):1003–1056, 2017.

[15] I. Karatzas and S. Shreve. Brownian motion and stochastic calculus, volume 113. Springer Science &
Business Media, 2012.

[16] M. Kobylanski, M.-C. Quenez, and E. Rouy-Mironescu. Optimal multiple stopping time problem. Ann.
Appl. Probab., 21(4):1365–1399, 2011.

[17] G. Peskir and A. Shiryaev. Optimal stopping and free-boundary problems. Springer, 2006.
[18] A. N. Shiryaev. The problem of the most rapid detection of a disturbance of a stationary regime. Soviet

Math. Dokl., 2:795–799, 1961.
[19] A. N. Shiryaev. On optimal methods in quickest detection problems. Theory Probab. Appl., 8:22–46, 1963.
[20] A. N. Shiryaev. Optimal stopping rules, volume 8. Springer Science & Business Media, 2007.
[21] A. N. Shiryaev. Quickest detection problems: Fifty years later. Sequential Anal., 29(4):345–385, 2010.

T. De Angelis: School of Management and Economics, Dept. ESOMAS, University of Torino,
Corso Unione Sovietica, 218 Bis, 10134, Torino, Italy; Collegio Carlo Alberto, Piazza Ar-
barello 8, 10122, Torino, Italy.

Email address: tiziano.deangelis@unito.it

J. Garg: Department of Statistics, Texas A&M University, 3143 TAMU, College Station, TX
77843.

Email address: gargjhanvi@stat.tamu.edu

Q. Zhou: Department of Statistics, Texas A&M University, 3143 TAMU, College Station, TX
77843.

Email address: quan@stat.tamu.edu

mailto:tiziano.deangelis@unito.it
mailto:gargjhanvi@stat.tamu.edu
mailto:quan@stat.tamu.edu

	1. Introduction
	2. Setting
	3. A recursive problem and its equivalence with the quickest detection
	4. Explicit solution of the recursive problem
	4.1. Free boundary problem: formulation and verification theorem
	4.2. Solution of the free boundary problem
	4.3. Solution of the recursive optimal stopping problem

	5. Solution of the quickest detection problem and further remarks
	5.1. Properties of the optimal stopping rule

	Appendix A. 
	A.1. Proof of Proposition 2.1
	A.2. Proof of Lemma 4.3
	A.3. Proof of Lemma 4.4
	A.4. Proof of Lemma 4.5

	References

