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Abstract

We study the (weak) equilibrium problem arising from the problem of optimally
stopping a one-dimensional diffusion subject to an expectation constraint on the time
until stopping. The weak equilibrium problem is realized with a set of randomized but
purely state dependent stopping times as admissible strategies. We derive a verification
theorem and necessary conditions for equilibria, which together basically characterize
all equilibria. Furthermore, additional structural properties of equilibria are obtained
to feed a possible guess-and-verify approach, which is then illustrated by an example.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we consider the stopping problem of maximizing the reward functional
Ex[e™""g(X)]subjecttoEx[t] < T,where X = (X;);e[0,00) is aregular It6 diffusion
on an interval I C R, x is the starting value of X, g is a payoff function, »r > 0 is a
discount factor and 7 > 0 is a time constraint.
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This problem generalizes optimal stopping with fixed time horizon to include
situations where, e.g. due to uncertainty in planning, such a time constraint seems
unreasonable although a tractable notion of a time limitation should be imposed. Par-
ticularly if such problems occur repeatedly and independently it appears to be a natural
choice to bound the average time spend. Optimal stopping problems with expectation
constraints were first studied by Kennedy [24] in 1982 and later on were analyzed in
e.g. [1-4, 26].

Most recently, the question of time-(in)consistency of optimal stopping and more
general stochastic control problems has increasingly become the focus of mathemat-
ical discussion, cf. [7]. The main idea is that in practical optimal stopping an agent
observes a single path r — X, (w) of the state process and makes a stopping decision
at each point in time based on her past observations. This gives the agent the ability
to reconsider her initial strategy (consisting of a stopping time) for maximizing her
utility, if her preferences change in the future. This idea traces back to the concept of
consistent planning pioneered by Strotz [35].

In the following, we elaborate the (rather far-reaching) implications of this com-
paratively simple observation for the problem with expectation constraint, but first we
take a closer look at how the expectation constraint turns the classical, time-consistent
problem of maximizing E, [e™"" g(X)] (without the constraint and infinite time hori-
zon) into a time-inconsistent one.

An agent facing this problem by observing the state process and acting upon it
would, during her time of observing, i.e. for all 7 up to the time she stops, try to solve
the problem of maximizing e ""Ex, ) [e "™ g(X<,)] over all stopping times 7, > 0.
By the Markovian nature of the state process X, these problems are all structurally
the same. This leads to the well known fact that for the unconstrained problem it is
optimal to make the stopping decision solely based on the current state of the process,
i.e. the optimal stopping time is a first exit time.

The situation changes if we introduce the expectation constraint. Even though the
optimization target at time ¢ is still given by e ""Ex, )[e " g(X<,)] we can now
only choose stopping times 7; such that the expectation constraint is met. Thus, to
implement an optimal stopping strategy in practice, an agent who makes her stopping
decision at each point in time based on her single observation of the state process and
the stopping strategy up to that point faces the problem that she must still satisfy her
initial constraint of E,[7] < T even though some time has passed.

It is common to assume that the agent displays exactly this type of precommitment
behavior in the mathematical literature (see discussion below), while in practice this
seems to be the exception rather than the rule. In fact this problem setting seems
particularly prone to such irrationalities. In terms of the constraint, actions on the
realized path that the agent observes can be compensated by the intended actions on
paths that correspond to other scenarios the agent could have encountered. This allows
to stop early in some instances, in order to save up time to wait for a maximal gain on
other occasions and still meet the expectation constraint.

Moreover, the stopping decision must not even be solely based on the state process
but could also rely on some external randomization device. Even if such a strategy is
deemed optimal at first, in practice it seems very likely that at the time such a strategy
calls for stopping an agent will fail to commit to it. In the agent’s mind, it now seems
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preferable to keep the process alive for some potential future benefit and sacrifice
another future run rather than satisfy the constraint.

Due to the Markovian nature of the state process, especially when the time horizon
T is rather large compared to the elapsed time, it seems even more likely that from
the agent’s point of view the problems at time O and at time ¢ are largely the same,
up to the current state of X, and should be treated as such. This means at time ¢ the
constraint is perceived as

Ex,(wlu]l =T

and not as Ey[1 {75 (t; +1)] < T — Ex[1{;<;7]. Embedding that into the space time
frame and accounting for all possible states of X; we end up with the constraint

Ey[t] =T

forall y € I and all ¢ € [0, 00). To address the issues of partially rational behavior,
such as procrastination the problem is now treated as a game-theoretic (weak) equi-
librium problem. We realize the (weak) equilibrium problem with a set of purely state
dependent stopping times, see Sect. 2. This allows us to reformulate the problem as
the (weak) equilibrium problem corresponding to the maximization of Ey[e ™7 g(X¢)]
subject to Ey[r] < T forall y € I.

1.1 Structure of the Paper

The exact problem setting as well as the concept of a (weak) equilibrium is formally
introduced in Sect. 2. In Sect. 3 we first derive necessary conditions for equilibria.
Then we show a verification theorem, see Theorem 3.5, which completes the necessary
conditions to basically characterize all equilibria. In Sect. 4 we propose a scheme to
construct equilibria with an example provided in Sect. 5.

1.2 Literature

Different formulations of equilibrium problems to various problems in optimal stop-
ping/control have been treated by now. In [7] the authors discuss some general types of
reward functionals and payoff functions that induce time inconsistent stopping/control
problems. Some of the special cases that received the most attention are so called non-
exponential discounting, treated in [6, 9, 17-22, 36], Mean—Variance problems, see
e.g. [5, 13] or reward functionals based on payoff functions with explicit dependence
on the initial state, see [11]. [14] considers optimal dividend problems where, similar
to the problem we consider in the present work, the time-inconsistency stems from a
moment constraint.

Especially for continuous time problems with non-discrete state space X C R”,
there are multiple equilibrium concepts to model the previously mentioned aspect of
consistent planing in optimal stopping. A notable aspect of such equilibrium problems
is the choice of the set of admissible stopping times. Usually, to achieve compatibility
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with the common equilibrium concepts, some Markovian structure must be imposed
for stopping times to be admissible strategies. For 1t6 diffusions the monograph [7]
introduces a version of the most common notion of an equilibrium in continuous time
optimal stopping that is, like the one we consider, based on a first order condition,
but with first exit times of the space-time process as admissible stopping times. Other
works that feature closely related equilibrium concepts based on a first order condition
are [9, 12, 17, 36]. The first two even allow for mixed/randomized Markovian stopping
strategies. Mixed stopping strategies in discrete time frameworks are treated in [S5,
13]. [6] introduces and compares the concepts of mild, weak, strong and optimal mild
equilibria in a diffusion setting with only pure first entry times being admissible, while
the weak equilibrium corresponds to the concept in [7].

The introduction of randomized stopping times follows the well-known principle
from game theory: In general, there are no equilibria in pure strategies. This is also the
case for our problem class, see Example 5.2. This changes if the players are allowed
to randomize. Since the randomization here must be of Markov type by the problem
formulation (see (2.3) below), this leads to the class formally introduced in Definition
2.1 below. For a detailed discussion and motivation we refer to [9, 12].

For the formulation of the equilibrium problem with expectation constraint we
drew inspiration from corresponding (precommitment) optimal stopping problems.
Such optimal stopping problems were first examined by Kennedy [24] for discrete
time processes. Using Lagrangian techniques he reduces the constrained problem to
a classical unconstrained one and obtains optimal stopping times in the constrained
problem. The Lagrangian approach has often been successfully employed to fully solve
optimal stopping problems even in continuous time with expectation constraints, e.g.
in [25, 28, 30].

In [26] and [2] the optimal stopping problem with expectation constraint is turned
into an unconstrained optimal control problem with extended state space. The first arti-
cle [26] exploits the optimal stopping problem with expectation constraint for solving
a time-inconsistent, but unconstrained stopping problem. The article [2] formulates a
dynamic programming principle (DPP), characterizes the value function in terms of
a Hamilton—Jacobi-Bellman equation and proves a verification theorem. Bayraktar
and Yao [4] provide a proof of the DPP in a general non-Markovian framework with
a series of inequality-type and equality-type expectation constraints. Moreover, [3]
extends [4] to the case where in the constrained optimal stopping problem also the
diffusion is controlled.

In [10] a DPP for an optimal control problem with intermediate expectation con-
straints at each point in time in a general non-Markovian framework is derived.

For optimal stopping problems of one-dimensional processes with stopping times
satisfying an expectation constraint [1] shows that the set of stopping times can be
restricted to those stopping times such that the law of the process at the stopping time
is a weighted sum of three Dirac measures.
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2 Model and Problem Formulation

In this paper we consider a 1-dimensional 1td diffusion X = (X;);¢[0,00) taking values
in an interval (o, ) with —oo < o < B < oo and defined on a filtered probability
space (2, F, IF, P) with filtration ' := (F;)s¢[0,00) satisfying the usual hypotheses.
Generally we assume that X is the strong solution to the stochastic differential equation

dX; = w(Xpdt + o (X)dW;, Xo=x

with an F-adapted, real valued, standard Brownian motion W = (W;);¢[0,00) and Lip-
schitz continuous coefficients u: (o, ) — R,0: («, ,3) — (0, 00). The infinitesimal
generator A of X is givenby A f (x) = u(x) 3f (x0)+5= 2 92 f(x) with f : (@, B) — R
twice continuously differentiable.

Other general notations used in the following are D for the closure of a set D C
(o, B), D° for its interior, d D for its boundary and D€ for its complement («, 8) \ D.
Given D| C D, C (¢, B) and a function f: D, — R we denote the restriction of f
to D1 by f|p,. Forx € (a, B) and f: (a, B) — R we set f(x—) := limy ~ f(y)
and f(x+) :=limy\» f(y) whenever the corresponding limit exists.

Furthermore, let F¥ := (FX);c[0.00) be the canonical filtration of X, i.e. X =
(X5 i s <1). We also set FX := o (|J,~¢ FX). For every Borel measurable D C
(o, B) and h > 0 we define FX-stopping times

P2 :=inf{t >0: X, ¢ D} and
7y = inf{t > 0: |X; — Xo| = h}.

Moreover, we assume that there is an F-adapted Poisson process N = (N;):¢[0,00)
on (2, F, F, P) with intensity 1, that is independent of X and W. The process N acts
as an external source of randomness in the model that is going to be introduced in the
following.

For fixed D C («, B) the set of cadlag functions v : («, 8) — [0, 0o) with finitely
many discontinuities that vanish on («, ) \ D shall be denoted by Up. For ¢ € Up
we set

t
V= (Wief0,00), Wi 1=/0 v (Xs)ds 2.1

and denote the set of such processes W by 2p. For each D C («, B) and ¥ €
Wp let FXNv = (F5N), 0,00 given by XN = o ((X,, Ny,) : s < 1) for
all ¢ € [0, co) denote the canonical filtration of the 2-dimensional Markov process
((X:, Ny,))tel0.00)- Moreover, let FENe . o(U;=0 ]—',X’N“’). With this we define
¥ as the first jump time of the process Ny, i.e. -

¥ =inf{t > 0: Ny, > 1}.
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Moreover, we set

D,v D v (2.2)

where A denotes the minimum.

As usual we denote the conditional distribution of P given (X, Ny,) = (x, n) by
P, » and the expectation with respect to P, , by Ey ,. For short we write P, and E,
instead of Py o and Ey o, respectively.

Definition 2.1 (Randomized Markovian time) 1f D is open, we call stopping times
of type (2.2) randomized Markovian time. The set of randomized Markovian times is
denoted by

S = {ID"I’: D C («, B) open, ¥ € QUD}

and define the set of randomized Markovian times with expectation up to 7 € [0, c0)
as

S(T) ={teS:Eft]<T Vxe(a,p)}.

Remark 2.2 (i) Therequirement of right continuity and existence of real left limits in
the definition of U p could also be replaced by left continuity and the existence of
real right limits with all the following statements and proofs remaining analogous.
As W defined by (2.1), and thus also any randomized Markovian time DY,
depends on ¥ only up to null sets, the set S remains unchanged by this assumption
anyway.

(ii) The fact that the definition of S only involves open D C («, B) instead of
general Borel measurable D C (a, ) is not a loss of generality, since for every
Borel measurable D C («, 8) and ¥ € 2Jp the randomized Markovian time
7P%¥ ¢ S has the same distribution as 72-¥. To show this note first that 20p C
W po. The Lipschitz continuity of i and o and the assumption ¢ > 0 ensure
P, (t? = inf{t > 0: X, € D} = P°) = I foreachx € (e, B),cf.[32, Chapter
V, Lemma (46.1)]. This yields Py (t2¥ = 1P A ¥ = 27 A ¥ = 07Y) =

1 for each x € («a, B).

(iii) The function v can be regarded as the rate of randomized stopping of the stopping
times ¥ and 72-¥ respectively.

(iv) For each randomized Markovian time 7% there is an associated partition of
(o, B) into

e the stopping region D€,
e the continuation region D N {x € (a0, B): ¥(x) = 0} as well as
e the set of randomized stopping or randomization region D \ {x € (a, B):

¥ (x) = 0}.

(v) If we define U := inf{r > 0: N; > 1} as the first jump time of N, we have
V= inf{r > 0: W, > U}. Moreover, U ~ Exp(1) is independent of X.
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(vi) Keep in mind that all T € S share the same external source of randomization N
that also defines U'.

(vii) The structure of the stopping times T~ enables a simple calculation of the
corresponding expectation functionals: Let x € («, 8). Given any random
variable Y on (€2, F, P,) with values in a measure space (E, ) we denote
the image measure of ¥ on (E, ) by PY. Let m;: (o, )1 — (qa, B),
X > x(t) denote the projection on the 7-coordinate. We regard X as a ran-
dom variable with values in ((cr, 8)1%°, B((a, 8)[%-°)), where B((a, 8)[%-°)
is the Borel sigma algebra generated by the product topology on (e, 8)[%:°°).
Let A == {7, ') N...n = "T} t.t1,.... 1, € [0,00), n € N and
I'r,..., T, C (o, B) be Borel measurable. By the independence of X, U using
U ~ Exp(1)

v

Ex []l{XEA}]l{r‘l-’Sz)] = EX[H(XEA}IL{% \//(X.r)dSZU]]

U X
:/( 41059 Liyea) /[0 oo)ﬂijéw(ns(y))dszmp (dw)Py (dy)
o, M 0

= / Tiyeay (1 —e o ‘//(”s(y))ds> Pf(dy)
(o, B)10:2)

ot t s
=E, [l(XeA} (1 —e b l/f(m-(X))d.v):I =E, |:/ H(XEA}l/f(Xs)ei'[O W(X,)drdsj| )
0

Since (B((a, §)1%°)) ® B([0, 00)) = o ({z;; (T N...N 7, (T N[0, 1] :
tt,....ty €0,00),n € N, Ty,...,T, € B((, B))}) with ® denoting the
product sigma algebra, this extends to

Ei[f (X, t%)] = E, [ /
[

0,00)

F(X, )Y (Xs)e Jo ¢(Xr)drdsi|

for all integrable f: (a, B)[0°°) x [0, 0c0) — R. In particular

ELf (X, 7)1 F5] = / FX )Y (Xg)e fo vXndr g,

[0,00)

(viii) T2V is the first entry time of the right continuous process (X;, Ny, ):e[0,00) intO
the closed set (D€ x [0, 00)) U ((r, B) x [1, 00)) and thus an FX-M¥ _stopping

time.

From Remark 2.2 (v) we infer that inf{r > 0: W, > U} with U ~ Exp(1) inde-
pendent of X has the same distribution as 7" . This raises the question why we use an
entire process N as the external source of randomness for the randomized Markovian
times instead of a single random variable U. The reason is that in the subsequent
analysis we need the randomized Markovian times 7 to have a Markov property of the
form

]l{TZO}T = ]1{1:20}(90 ot +o0) (2.3)
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in distribution for all FX -stopping times o and some shift operator #. Choosing 6 as a
natural shift operator of a strong Markov process has the advantage of circumventing
to debate well-definedness.

The problem is that it is not clear how to reasonably regard inf{r > 0 : ¥, > U} as
a stopping time with respect to a strong Markov process. Technically it would work
to add information about U to FX at all times but this busts the interpretation of the
problem as it provides the agent with the information on which path randomization
leads to earlier or later stopping. Thus instead of a canonical shift of a Markov process
we would need to artificially extend the shift of X to non-FX-measurable functions
like inf{r > 0 : ¥, > U).

For fixed open D C («, B) and ¢ € Up defining ¥ € Wp via (2.1) the strong
Markov process (X, Ny ) induces a natural shift operator that can either be defined on
the space H = Hp, v of foxo’N“’ -measurable functions, cf. [27, p. 115] or directly on
the underlying probability space, cf. [8, Chapter I, Sects. 3, 7]. In any case 6, o T is
well-defined as o is an FX-M¥ _stopping time. Going with the shift from [27, p. 115]
the stopping time t regarded as an element of 7 is not in the dense subset of H where
the shift is initially defined, so technically there is the need to calculate how 6, extends
to . With the procedure outlined in [27, p. 115] we then obtain

05 0 X = X140,
0y 0 t? =inf{r = 0: 65 0 X; ¢ D} = inf{r > 0: X,» ¢ D},

0, ot¥ =inf{t > 0: Ny, ,, > 1},

QOOTD’WZQUOTD/\GJOT\D.

This yields the desired property (2.3).
Next we introduce a certain way of concatenating randomized Markovian times
that will be crucial for the definition of the (weak) equilibrium that is going to follow.

Definition 2.3 (Local perturbation operator) For h > 0 and randomized Markovian
times (1, 1 € S we define the local perturbation operator ¢ of (") with 7 on a
radius of & by

AR ‘L'(Z)(h) = ]l{r(z)éfh}f(z) + ]1{1(2)>Th} (91,1 ot 4 ‘L’h> .

Weset S® :={tM o t@ ) : 1M 1@ e S, h >0}

The name local perturbation operator comes from the fact that 71 o 7 (k) equals
@ up to time 7, where X; exits [Xo — &, Xo + &] for the first time and then instead
goes by the rule of 71,

Remark2.4 Let D, D C (o, B) be open, ¥ € Wp, U e Q5 and h > 0.
(i) For 2%, W € 20p and all & > 0 by (2.3) we infer

(DY — (DY DYy
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Thus in particular S C S°.
(ii) Generally 2% o t2¥ (h) is neither an FX-Mv - nor an FX+ Vi -stopping time, since
it draws information from Ny and Ng. Due to the path dependence induced by

the indicators 1 54 __ . 1 , the local perturbation 2% o tP¥(h) is not

in § and thus S C S§°.

{(tP¥>1,

Definition 2.5 (Reward functional) For all almost surely finite 7 € S we define the
reward functional

Je(x) :=Ex [e7"g(XD)], x € (. B)

with some fixed discount factor » > 0 and a measurable payoff function g: (¢, 8) —
[0, 00).

Definition 2.6 (Equilibrium) Let T € [0, 0co) be a fixed constant. We call a stopping
time t* € S(T) equilibrium randomized Markovian time for the optimal stopping
problem associated to the functional J with expectation constraint 7', or just equilib-
rium for brevity, if we have

lim inf Joe(x) — Jr*or(h) (x) >
h™\O0 Ex[fh]

0 (2.4)

forallx € («, B) and any 7 € S such that there exists some /2 > 0 and a neighborhood
U of x withE,[t* o t(h)] < T forall i’ € [0,h) and all y € U.

Note that the additional condition on the expectation(s) of t* o1 (k') excludes deviating
strategies from consideration that locally violate the constraint.

In order to investigate the fulfillment of the constraint for a given randomized
Markovian time and shorten the notation the following definition will be useful.

D,v

Definition 2.7 (Expected time function) Let t € S be a randomized Markovian

time. We call the function
epw(x) = E[r?Y]

expected time function.

3 Equilibrium Randomized Markovian Times
The aim of this section is to derive some necessary conditions for equilibrium strategies

in the sense of Definition 2.6. Moreover, these conditions will help us to identify natural
parts of the Verification Theorem 3.5 in Sect. 3.2.

3.1 Properties of Equilibria

We now provide necessary conditions for an equilibrium.
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Proposition 3.1 Let t2'¥ € S(T) be a randomized Markovian time and i € Up the
function defining WV via (2.1). Assume that g is right continuous and has real left limits.
Moreover, let J pw|p be continuous and let 2% be an equilibrium in the sense of
Definition 2.6. We have

(i) (A—r)gx) <0forall x € (D°)° whenever g|(pcy € C2((D)°),
(i) g(x) < Jopw(x) forall x € (a, B),
(iii) if x € D such that there exists some h > O with J pw|(x—h x| € C2((x — h, x])
aswell as J .p.v|(x x+n) € C2([x, x + h)), then 0y J pw(x+) < 0y Jpw(x—),
@iv) (spt(¥))° C {x € (o, B): gx) = Jpw(x)orepw(x) = T}, where spt(yr)
denotes the support of .

Remark 3.2 The parts (i) and (ii) in Proposition 3.1 are standard conditions for optimal
stopping times. (i) means that the drift of the stopped process needs to be non-positive
in the stopping region and (ii) says that any equilibrium payoff needs to be at least as
high as the payoff for stopping immediately.

(iii) can be regarded as a generalized smooth fit condition as in [6, Formula (24)] and
[9, Condition (IV) in Theorem 8]. Observe that in [9] the smooth fit condition holds at
the boundary between continuation and randomization region, whereas our generalized
smooth fit condition has to be satisfied at the boundary between continuation and
stopping region.

(iv) is the most interesting part of this proposition. In other words it reads in an
equilibrium randomization can only be used if we are indifferent between stopping
and continuing or to fully exploit the expected time constraint before stopping.

In Lemma A.3 in the appendix we derive a simple sufficient condition for the
required continuity of J.p.w|p.

Proof of Proposition 3.1 We start with (i). Let x € (D¢)° and T € S such that the
requirements from Definition 2.6 are met. The definition of the perturbation operator
yields

PV T(h) = Lir<g T + Lizsgy (th otP¥ 4 ‘L'h>

= Lir<g) T+ Lirsg)th = T A Th,y 3.1

Py-a.s. for all # > 0 such that [x — &, x + h] C D¢. Here we took into account that
Py (67, o TP¥ = 0) = 1 for such 4. With (3.1) we get

Jepw (x) — JTD’q‘or(h)(x) _ Jopw (x) — Jr/\rh (x)

0 <liminf = liminf
N0 E.[t] AN\O Exlza]
=lim inf (8x) —=Ex[e"™" ™ g(Xrnr,)])

N0 Ey[Th]
=1lim inf Ealr Al ! ( — ]Ex[/ ' (A - r)e”‘g(Xs)dsD
0

N0 Ex[ry]  Ex[r Al
= — Agk), (3.2)
Exl[tAty]

where we use that limj, Tl = 1, cf. [9, Lemma 26] in the last line.
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The proof of (ii) is rather obvious. If (ii) would not hold at some point x € («, 8),
choosing 7 := 0, which corresponds to 7% in our notion of randomized Markovian
times, we would end up with a contradiction as follows:

JID’W(X) - JID"I’or(h)(x) . JrD"l‘(x) —g(x)
=liminf ————————— =
Ey[74] hN\O Ex[7]

0 <liminf
AN]
In order to prove (iv) we show that if

x € (a, B)\ {x €(a, B):glx)=Jpw(x)orepw(x)= T} ,

then x € (a, B) \ (spt(y))°. First observe that g = J.p,w on D¢, hence x € D. ¥
being an equilibrium implies ep w < T which yields ep w(x) < T. Moreover, from
(ii) we read off g(x) < J pw(x). For R > Osuchthat D = (x — R, x + R) C («, B)
and W := 0 set ¥ := ¥ By Definition 2.3, the Markov property and Lemma A.1
it holds that

B, [Tu,w o TR(h)] =E, [ﬂ{rkfrh}rR] + By [Lprer, o0 (Xe)] + Ey [L ks, ]

< Byln] + By [L kg, 0,0 (Xy,)]

hN\0 y—>Xx
= L1z(Mepw(y) — epwx) <T.

Thus for R, h sufficiently small we obtain Ey[rD"y otR(h)) < Tforally € (o, B).
Hence by Definition 2.6 we have

J.pw(x) — J.[D,\IJO.[R(h)(X) - 0.

lim inf
h\0 IE}c [Th ]

For h < R it holds that
PV, rR(h) = ]I(TRSU!]TR + ]l{zR>rh; (‘9!;1 otV 4 rh) =0y, 0 PV g, Pi-as.

As x € D we can apply this together with Lemma A.2 and Remark 2.4 (i), which
leads to

Jopw(x) — JrD~‘[‘<>rR(h)(x) o JrD~‘I‘<>rD"I‘(h)(x) - JQThorD-‘I‘+rh ()
= lim inf

E.[t] N0 Ex[zn]

1 1
=¥ (glr=) = Jopw () + SY () (g (x) = Jrpw (X))

1
=5V @)@ M) = Jrpw(x)),

0 < liminf
hN\0

so ¥ (x) = 0 needs to hold because g(x) — J.p,w(x) < 0. This means x ¢ (spt(y))°,
which was the claim of (iv).

We finish by showing (iii) in a very similar way. Consider x € d D and once again
R > h > 0. First observe that ep g (x) = 0, so just as before Ey[rD"I’ otRm <T
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for all y € («, B) and sufficiently small # and R. By (A.2) and the local-space-time
formula, cf. [29], with L* denoting the local time of X at x, we obtain

Jopw(x) — JD‘PMR(h)(x) Jepw(x) —Ex[e™™J pw(Xg,)]

Ex[n] Ex[n]
Ex [fo" e (A= )T (X)ds + 5 [o" dc Jopw (x+) — ¢ Jppw (x—)d LY ]
- E [rh]
B [Jy Lx,pne (A=) Jppe (X,)ds]
B Ex[7al
— l(i)x.] pw(x+) — oy Jpw(x—)) ——— [Lx
2T g Exlta]

Due to the C? assumption on J.p,w the first summand is bounded for & N\, 0. Note

Ex[L
that by [12, Proposition 3.3] we have E[[;”]] — oo for & N\ 0. Thus, if we assume

Oy Jopw(x+) — 0 Jopw(x—) > 0 we get

o dep e (X) = Tk (X)
lim inf = —
hN\O Ex[7]

. . o T 0w =T Dowy kg ()
This contradicts the equilibrium condition lim inf~ o i ET[I;TO ™ > 0. o

3.2 Verification Theorem

In this subsection we derive a Verification Theorem that provides sufficient conditions
for a candidate randomized Markovian time t2-¥ € S to be an equilibrium. We start
by introducing a notion of regularity for the continuation region D of the candidate
2% and the payoff function g.

Definition 3.3 An open D C («, B) is called regular if for every x € 9D one of the
following conditions holds true:

e x is an isolated point in D€.
e There exists ¢ > 0 such thateither (x —e, x) C D, [x,x+¢&) C Dor(x—e¢, x] C
D¢, (x,x+¢)CD.

Moreover, we call the payoff function g: (o, ) — [0, co) regular with respect to D
if g is C? on (D)° and g(x+), g(x—) existin R for all x € D.

This notion of regularity of the stopping region can also be found in [6] and excludes
the case from consideration where D consists of infinitely many disjoint intervals that
cluster towards some points as this would pose technical difficulties.

Lemma3.4 Let 12V € S be a randomized Markovian time with regular D, ¥ € Up
the function defining V via (2.1) and x € D. Assume that  is continuous in Xx,
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g(x+), g(x—) € R exist and that there exists & > 0 such that J.p.v|(x—gx+e) €
C2((x — &, x + €)). Then we have

1
(A=r)Jepw(x) =Y(x) <J,D,ﬂ/(x) - E(g(x—) + g(x+))) .

Proof By Lemma A.2 together with PV = DY o DV (1) f. Remark 2.4 (i), for
all + > 0 as well as the continuity of ¥ in x we get

. JefhorD»‘P-;-fh (x) = Jpw(x)
lim

N0 Exltn]

1
=) (qu.w(x) —5 )+ g(x+))) :
(3.3)

Consider & € (0, ¢) such that (x — h, x + h) C D. Using (A.1) followed by Dynkin’s
formula, cf. [15, p. 133] one obtains

o
J9rhofD'“’+rh (x) = Jopw(x) + Ey |:/ e (A—=r)Jopw (Xs)ds] .
0

With this we are able to make the next estimate using e % — 1 > —z.

Je,h oDV g, (x) = Jpw(x)

—(A—-r)Jpw(x)

E,[t1]
C B e (A=) S (Xy) — e (A= )b () ds]
B E[th]
Eo [Jy" e (A= r)Jenw (0) = (A=) Jepw (x)] ds]
_I_
Ex[n]

- E:[fo" SUPye(x—h,x+h] [(A=r)Jpw(y) — (A=r)Jpw(x)|ds]
B E,[tr]

LB [Joh rs [(A = r)Jppw(x)| ds]

Ex [Th]

< sup [(A=r) T () — (A=r)Joow )|

ye[x—h,x+h]

E.[7}]
7 [(A—=r) e ()] o~

E[7?
Fi — 0 for h N\, 0 by [9,

for h \, 0 by the C? assumption on J.p,w together with T

Lemma 25]. This means

Jerh OTD'W‘F% ('x) - J‘L'D"‘p (x)

li =A-r)Jp .
0 E.[w1] A m D)
Recalling (3.3) this proves the claim. O
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Theorem 3.5 Let 12V e S be a randomized Markovian time with regular D and
Y € U p the function defining WV via (2.1). Suppose that the function g is regular with
respect to D. We also assume that J_ p,v|p is continuous. If e 2Y fulfills the following
conditions it is an equilibrium randomized Markovian time:

1) (A—r)gx) <0 forall x € (D)°.

(ii) ep,w(x) =T forall x € (spt(y))°.

(iii) Foreach x € 9D there exists some h > O such that J p,w|(x—p x| € Cz((x —h, x])
as well as J.p.w|[x x+h) € C2([x,x + h)). Also OxJopw(x+) < 0xJpw(x—)
holds.

(iv) g(x) < Jopw(x)and ep w(x) < T forall x € D.

Remark 3.6

e The Verification Theorem 3.5 provides sufficient conditions under which some
2% ¢ S is an equilibrium. Together with the necessary conditions from Propo-
sition 3.1 this allows to pinpoint a considerable amount of all possible equilibria.

e g < Jopy and epy < T actually hold globally on («, 8), because g(x) <
J.p,w(x) is trivially fulfilled for x € D¢ and ep w|pc = 0.

e A sufficient condition for the continuity of J_p,w|p is derived in Lemma A.3.

Proof of the Verification Theorem 3.5 We have to show (2.4) for all x € («, B). Let
x € (¢,B), T € S,V C (a,B) a neighborhood of x and r > 0 such that
E.[tPY ot(")] < T forallz € V and all ¥’ € [0, r).

For x € (D¢)° we can proceed in almost exactly the same way as

in the proof of Proposition 3.1 part (i). Instead of starting the calculation (3.2)

Jpw(x)—J x)
with the premise 0 < liminfy\o — o £ DW“(") we have the assumption

r—A g(x) > 0 to finish the calculation with and thus infer the claim.

Consider x € D. Assume t = 2% for some open D C (. B)
and ¥ € 2 defined via (2.1) with a function ¥ € V. If x ¢ D, we have
JrD‘q,orDj,(h)(x) = g(x), Py-a.s. Thus we can conclude (2.4) from (ii). Now we

are left with the case x € D. First we show
P(x) = ¥(x) (3.4)

forall x € D. If ¥ (x) = O this is clear because 1} is non-negative by assumption. If
¥ (x) > 0 we argue by contradiction, so assume ¥ (x) < ¥(x). By right continuity
and the fact that v, ¥ have finitely many jumps there is some y € (spt(y))° N DNV
and h € (0, r) such that ¢, 1// are continuous on [y — h, y + h] C (spt(i/))° N D and
Y < ¥ on[y—h,y+ h]. For U defined as in Remark 2.2 (v) this implies

~ o~ Th Th
P, (P <1, <PV = }Pg(/ V(X)ds <U < / III(Xx)dS) =0. (3.5
0 0
Similarly, additionally using 7, < 2 A TP , Py-a.s., we derive
tAT)
“’Mhzinf{tzo: / w(Xs)dszU}/\rh
0
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tAT) - ~ o~
< inf {t >0: / Y (X)ds > U} ANThL =T N ,, Py-as.
0
3.6)

Next we prove Ey[rD'q’ o rﬁ'q’ (h)] > Ey[rD*‘I’] = T which contradicts the assump-

tion on 72¥ = 7 we made in the beginning of this proof. Applying (3.5) in the

penultimate and (3.6) in the last step we obtain

= Ey[t”¥]+E, [ﬂ{rDv“’Srh}]l{rD’“_'sn,}(fD’qj - TD'W)]

+ By (109 2iy L pie ) O, 0 72 + 7 — 2]

{r
D,V DWW
+E, [1{,D.w>rh}]1{r,~),@§m(z 1 )]

> T+ ]Ey I:]I{TD'WST},}]]‘ (-L'D!“IJ _ .L,D,lll)]

{‘[[)~\i‘§'[/1}
+E, []I{TD'"I’SU,}IL
> T.

(0D gy (T — TD’\I')]

This shows (3.4). Now we verify the equilibrium condition (2.4). If x € D we apply
Lemma A.2 and Remark 2.4 (i) followed by (3.4) together with condition (iv) from
this theorem and obtain

o Jopw(x) — JfD~Wot13“i’(h)(X)
lim inf
0 Ex[7h]
Jepw(x) — J@rh ot D g, (X) JGT,, orD Vg7, (X) — JrDv“’orD"i(h)(x)
Ey[tn] Fal]

1/ -
(@6 =y 60)) (o (6= = ga)

+ (T = ¥0) (Jepw (x-4) = gx-+))
> 0.

= liminf
N0

If x ¢ D we conclude that

e =T by ()
lim inf = limin
h\0 ]Ex [Th] h\0 IEx [Th]

Jeov(x) —8(®)

due to condition (iv).

Consider x € dD. Once again let T = D% for some open D C (a, B)
and U € Wp. Clearly ep y(x) = E,[t?¥] = 0. Thus by (ii) and the continuity
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of ep w (recall Lemma A.1) the support of ¥ has no interior points near x. By right
continuity of v there is some 6 > 0 such that ¥|(y_s x+s) = 0.

Using (A.2) in the first step, condition (iv) in the second one followed by a variation
of Itd’s formula (cf. [29]) in the third as well as condition (iii) and Lemma 3.4 (this
can be applied for & so small that J,.p,w |[x x+h), JrD.w|(x—h,x] € C?) in the fourth we
obtain

Jr[’»\l’ (x) — JTD.woré,xi(h)(x)

lim inf
hN\0 Ex [Th]
_ DV _

= liminf 80 —Ex[L 5 e 8 (X 50) + Lipio e " eow (Xy)]

N0 Ex[wa]

_ —rrﬁ'q'Ar, .

> lim inf g(x) — Ex[e "Jipw (XID’LDA'[/L)]

[N0) Ey[7h]

b
gx) — E, |:J1.IJ,L14 (x) + forl) AN A —F)e"s Jopw (Xx)ds]

= lim inf

N0 Ey[7h]

D,
IR, [fof g Jepw (x) — B J,,,,u,(x—)dL;f]
- Elt]
R s
Ev | fo Lix,eeyeye™ (r — A)g(Xs)ds]

> liminf

N0 Ex[t]

Té’qlATh —rs 1
E. | fo —Lix,epje” Y (Xs)(Jppw (Xy) — 5(8(Xs—) + g(Xs-‘r)))dS]
+ liminf
N0 Ey[th]

The first summand in the last line is non-negative by (i). Recall that there exists § > 0
such that ¥|(y_s,x4+s) = 0. This makes the integrand of the second summand in the
last line vanish for 4 close to 0. Together this gives the claim. O

Remark 3.7 From the first part of Case 3 in the proof of the Verification Theorem
3.5 we read off that any randomized Markovian time in S(7') that satisfies condition
(i1) of Theorem 3.5 has zero rate of randomized stopping in a neighborhood of the
stopping region because there is still enough time to continue until we actually reach
the stopping region.

4 Finding Equilibria

We derive further properties of (equilibrium) randomized Markovian times and provide
a guess-and-verify approach for finding equilibria.

Proposition 4.1 Let 0¥ € S(T) be a randomized Markovian time and v € Up the
function defining W via (2.1).
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(1) Forall open U C D such that |y = 0 we have ep w|y € C2(U) and

Aep w(x) = —1, xeU.

(ii) Suppose condition (ii) from the Verification Theorem 3.5 holds for tP-Y, i.e.

epw(x) =T forall x € (spt(y))°.

(a) Fb’ allx € (Ol, ﬁ) we have
c 0 f—
w(.x) { N T } .

(b) Let Uy, Uy, ... C (a, B) be the pairwise disjoint open, connected components
of D,ie. D = UneN U, (note that U,, = @ is allowed). For each n € N we

either have U, N {Y = %} =Jor
L U,N{Y ==} = (ap)ifinfU, =, supU, = B,
2. U, N{y = %} = («, by) for some b,, € (a, B) if inf U,, = o, supU,, €

(o, B),

3.0, N{y = %} = lay, B) for some a, € (a,B) if infU, € (a, p),
supU, = B,

4. U, N{yY = %} = lay, by) for some a,, < b,, € (a, B) if inf U, supU, €
(o, B).

(c) e’D’q,(an—) =0, e’D’\I,(bn—i—) = 0 in the cases 2, 3 and 4 from (D).

Proof By [16, Theorem 13.16] the function

folt) =Ey [/0

is the unique C2-solutionto A f — f = —1 on U that satisfies the boundary condition
limy_,., f(y) = ¢(z) forall z € U C (a, B) whenever |y is Holder-continuous.
Moreover, by [16, Theorem 13.11] and [16, Theorem 13.12], if ¥ |y is merely con-
tinuous, the function f, is a continuous solution to Af —¢f =—1onU, with A
denoting the characteristic operator in the sense of [15, Chapter 5, §3].

By the Markov property, Remark 2.2 (vii) and the fact that E, , [zD-¥] = 0 for all
n € N we get

v t IU
el Vs g | LR, |:e—f0 WX”‘%(X,U)]

ep,w(x) =Ey I:‘ED’W:I =E; [TU A ID‘W] + Ey [HTUMD,\II orD'\y]

U
= ]Ex |:]EX |:/0 :[I.{t<r\ll}dl
U
= ]E.X [

T
/0 E, [n{mw}ugg] dt | + By []EXTUMM Noy b [,D,w]]

fo}gi|:| + Ex [Ex,o [GTUMD.\V o TD’LI/|.7:.[U/\.[D,\IJ]:|
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.[U
= ]E)C |:/(‘) e\l”d[j| +Ex I:Il{TU<T\lI}EXTU [TD,\I’]:I

TV . U
=E, [/0 e o WX.v)‘“‘d;} + Ex [e* Jo 'p(X‘V)dseD)q,(XTU)] = fepy (¥).

Together with the fact that ep y is continuous by Lemma A.1 (i) this already implies
(1). Assume that there is an open neighborhood U C (spt(y))° of x such that ¢ |y is
continuous. Since f., ,|lv = ep wly =T on U we have

0=Afepy =Vfepy —1=¥T—1 onU. 4.1

Now let x € (spt(1))° be arbitrary. Since v € Up has only finitely may disconti-
nuities there is some open U C (spt(y))° such that x = inf U and v is continuous
on U. Now |y = % by (4.1). Right continuity of v yields ¥ (x) = % Lastly the
boundary points of spt(y) are either O or % by right continuity of ¥, which shows (a).

For the proof of (b) first note that U, N {{y = %} is connected. Indeed, if not, by
(a) and the right continuity of ¥ there is a non-empty interval [x, y) and some § > 0
such that (x — 8, y +8) C Uy, ¥lix.y) = 0and ¥|(x—s.x) = 7 or ¥|[y,y45) = 7. The
assumption of condition (ii) from the Verification Theorem and continuity of ep g
(cf. Lemma A.1) imply ep w(x) = T = ep, ¢ (y). With that we reach a contradiction
to 2V e S(T) via

ep,w <x—;—y> = E% [r“”] +Ex ) [tD’q’] = E@ [r(x’y)] +T>T.

Hence, U, N {y = %} is connected. If o < inf U, < sup U, < B this suffices to
show (b) by right continuity of vr. On the other hand if inf U,, = o and ¥/ |(¢,45) = 0
or supU, = B and ¥|g—s,p) = 0 for some § > 0, respectively, then just as before
we getep w(o + %) >Torepw(f — %) > T respectively to reach a contradiction,
which proves (b).

Without loss of generality we show (c) only for a,,. We will argue by contradiction,
so set L := inf Uy, a := a, and suppose e’D’w(a—) # 0. We have already shown
epw(a)=T.1If e/D’\I, (a—) < 0,thenep g > T on the left of a which contradicts the
assumption - € S(T). Thus we are left to treat the case ¢}, y, (a—) > 0.Let§ > 0
such that a + & € (spt(¢))° and let f € C2([L, a + 8]) with Af = 1. Moreover, we
denote the scale function of X by s. With that, using Dynkin’s formula for y € [L, a]
we obtain

—s(L
epw () = Byt O] + By (X = )T = Byl f Xy — () + 22250
s(a) —s(L)
_ s@) —s) s(y) —s(L) _ s(y) —s(L)
o0’ P oo/ Y IO o So
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Note that the right-hand side of this equation is well defined and differentiable for
y € [L,a + 8] since f and s are. For (z,y) € [L,a + 8]% we define

_ 0 (s() =51 s(y) —s(L) _ s(y) —s(L)
hz, y) = ay (s(z) —s(L) A s(z) —s(L) F@=7;+ s(z) —s(L) T)
_ s | sSof@ ST
T s —=s(L)  s(z) —s(L) Fo+ s(z) —s(L)’
Now we introduce an auxiliary function H : [L, a 4+ §] — R by
y—>Ey [I(L””‘S)] +Py(X,watrsy =a+8)T
_ Sa+9d) —sy) s(y) —s(L) B
~ s(a+8) —s(L) A s(a+8) —s(L) fla+9 =1
s(y) —s(L)

s(a+36) —s(L)

By definition

epw(y) =E, I:T(L,aJr(S) A r‘l’] +E, |:]l{.[\11>T(L.a+5)}]l{Xr(Lya+5):a+5}] Eovs I:-L-D,kll:l
<E, [r(L"H"S)] + Py (Xptarsy = a + 8T = H(y) 42)

forall y € [L,a + 8]. H' is given by

LSO SO @ty S OT
s(a+6)—s(L) sa+36) —s(L) Y s(a+68)—s(L)
=h(a+36,y).

H'(y) =

Since s’ is continuous, / is continuous in (a, a) with h(a, a) = €, ,, (a—) > 0. Thus
for sufficiently small § > 0 we find that H'|(4 445 > 0. Using (4.2) this yields a
contradiction via T = H(a + §) > H(a) > ep,w(a) = T, which proves (c). O

Remark 4.2 Proposition 4.1 gives us a method to construct an equilibrium t2-¥ with
connected D. By (b) a candidate for i O that satisfies (ii) from the Verification
Theorem has the form %]l[a,b), %]l(a,b), %]l[a,/g) or %]l(a,,g) forsomea <a <b < B.
By (i), (b) and (c) we find that a and b depend on the boundaries of D via

Aepy = —1 on (inf D, a)
epw(nf D) =0, epy(a)=T, épyla)=0 (4.3)

ifinf D € («, B) and

Aepwy =—1 on (b,sup D)
epw(supD) =0, epy®b) =T, epyb)=0 4.4)
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if sup D € (a, B) respectively, whilea = e ifinf D = o and b = B if supD = .
Given D basic ODE theory does not provide existence nor uniqueness of solutions to
the boundary value problems (4.3) and (4.4). Nevertheless, we have three equations and
one free variable, namely a or b, it seems reasonable to believe that the systems (4.3)
and (4.4) have exactly one solution. In that case, similar to classical optimal stopping
we rely on the smooth fit principle from Theorem 3.5 (iii) in order to determine the
boundary of D of the equilibrium randomized Markovian time.

Remark 4.3 The scheme described in Remark 4.2 can even be employed in situations
where D is not an interval by applying it to the connected components of D, see
Example 5.5.

5 Examples

The aim of this section is to give some examples for the scheme proposed in Remark
4.2. We start with the most simple case.

Remark 5.1 If g continuous with at most polynomial growth and (e~""g(X 1)) 1€[0,00)
is a submartingale, then t* = ¥ with D = (a, B) and ¢ = % defining W via (2.1)
is an equilibrium in the sense of Definition 2.6.

Here in view of Remark 2.2 (v) condition (ii) from the Verification Theorem is easily
seen to hold via

E,[t*] = E, [t ?¥] = E,[tY] = E, [inf {z >0: %t > U}:| =E, (T -U]=T.

Since (a0, f) = spt(y) it only remains to show g(x) < Jy+(x) from condition (iv) in
Theorem 3.5. As (e’”g(X,)),E[o,oo) is a submartingale we apply the optional sampling
theorem to obtain

Jor(x) = By [e 7™ g(X )] > g(x).

Therefore the Verification Theorem 3.5 yields the claim.

The next example deals with a special case of Remark 5.1. It shows that consid-
ering randomized Markovian times instead of only first exit times of regular sets (cf.
Definition 3.3) leads to a truly more general concept of equilibrium.

Example5.2 Let oo :== —o0, B 1= 00, X = W = (W;)¢[0,00) @ standard Brownian
motion, g(x) := x? and » = 0. In the corresponding equilibrium problem there are
no equilibria t? = ¥ € S(T) with ¥ = 0 and regular D. Indeed, suppose 7
were such an equilibrium. Here (A — r)g = 1 > 0, so by Proposition 3.1 (i) it holds
that (D)° = @, in particular D # &. Now let x € D. Since Ey[TD] < T for all
y € R the sets D¢ N (—oo, x) and D¢ N (x, co) are non empty. Based on that we
set x; := sup(D N (=00, x)) and x, := inf(D N (x, 00)). As D is open we infer
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x; <x < xp.Now J.p(y) = xfﬁ +x12ﬁ for y € [x/, x;]. Using that J,p > g

by Proposition 3.1 (ii) and J,p (x,) = g(x,) we infer

g(x, +h) — g(x;)
h

OxJop(Xp—) = X1 +xp < 2x, = 0y g(x,+) = ]11{‘%

J By — T (x,
< tim TP A Z IO .

N0 h
which contradicts Proposition 3.1 (iii).

Example 5.3 We now consider a Brownian motion (W;);<[0,c0) and the payoff function
g(x) = |x|. Using the guess-and-verify approach from Remark 4.2 we derive an
equilibrium whose structure depends on the discount factor r and, if r > 0, also on
the size of rT'.

First we focus on . In this case the process g(W;) = |[W;|, t € [0, 00),
is a strict submartingale under every P,. By Remark 5.1 an equilibrium is given by
% =P where D =Rand y = % defining W via (2.1). The corresponding J;*

is given by
T 2
Joe(x) = B [[Wes[] =[x + () S exp | =/ 2l .

For a positive discount factor we first consider the unconstrained optimal
stopping problem

sup Ex[e ™" | W],
el

where 7 denotes the set of all almost surely finite stopping times. With the usual
methods (for more details we refer to [31]) one can show that the optimal stopping

time is given by 0 where D = (=x,X)withx = x(r) = \/% and Z is the unique
positive solution of

h
_ cosh@ (5.1)
sinh(z)
Note that 7 ~ 1.19967864. Moreover, we have
% cosh(v/2r x) .
- = . |X| <X,
sup Eo[e T |We |l ={ cosh(v/2r %) (5.2)
teT -~
lx1, x| > x.
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In particular, it holds that

i L _ 2 >
E[P]=]2 " P
0, x ¢ D.

Hence, E, [‘(D] < T forall x € Rif and only if rT > % ~ 0.7196144195.

Now we come back to the optimal stopping problem with expectation constraint.
72
2
admissible, i.e. E, [r[)] < T forall x € R. Let

If|\rT > then the optimal stopping time t” of the unconstrained problem is

D*=D=(-%%, ¢=0

and 7* = 727, The corresponding J;+ is given by (5.2). Then all conditions of Theo-
rem 3.5 are satisfied and t* is an equilibrium strategy.

=2
If| r T < % then the optimal strategy of the unconstrained optimal stopping prob-

lem does not fulfill the expectation constraint for all x € R and, thus, is not admissible.

To find an equilibrium we follow Remark 4.2 and assume that the strategy 7 stops
immediately under P, if |x| is greater or equal to b, continues if |x| is sufficiently large
but not greater than b and stops with rate i (x) = % for small |x|. More precisely,
we consider 72"%* with D? = (—b, b) and ¥* = F1(_q,) defining W via (2.1)
for 0 < a < b. Here a and b have to be chosen in such a way that the expectation
constraint B, [t2"%“] < T holds true for all x € R. Observe that (4.3) and (4.4)
imply that

1

Eegb’\ljll = -1 on (_bv _a) U (as b)a

eDb’q;a (_b) = eDb’\I/a (b) = O,
eDb,\I/a (_a) = eD]’,\I/“ (Cl) = T,

/ /
eDb’\pa (—d) = eD,q;ll (a) =0,

which yields a = b — +/T. In particular, b > +/T. To simplify notation we set
b = rDb"I’b_ﬁ anda = b — /T.
Now we derive J.». For |x| > b we have J,»(x) = |x|. Moreover, the symmetry of

the Brownian motion W, of the payoff function g and of the randomized Markovian
time ¢ yield J.»(x) = J»(—x). By [15, Theorem 5.9] it holds that

o Jovl—aa) € C2((—a, a)),
o Juvl(—b.—a) € C2((—=b, —a)),
o Jovl@p € C2((a,b)).
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Lemma 3.4 implies that J_» satisfies

1 1 1
I (x) — (V+—> Jop(x) = —=Ix|, x € (—a,a),
2 T T
] (5.3)
EJT”,,(x) —rJp(x) =0, x¢€(—b,—a)Ula,b).

The differential equations (5.3) together with J_»(x) = J.»(—x) result in
fcoshih) + Ly <azb- VT

Jop(x) = rT+1  y@T+1) ’ ’

aeV2rirl o pe=Varinl x| € (a.b) = (b — T, b)

for some § = &(T,r,b), A = A(T,r,b),v =v(T,r,b) and with y = /2 (r + %)
Since the function J,» is continuous on [—b, b] by Lemma A.3 and even J s |(—p,p) €
C'((=b, b)) by [33], we obtain the boundary conditions

Jo(b—=)=Ju(b+)=Db
Jop(a—) = Jop(a+) 5.4)
Oy Jop(a—) = 0x Jpp(a+)

which constitute the linear system

0 oV2rb o—V2rb b

§
— cosh(ya) eV2ra e~Vra Al = rTlﬁ (a + %e‘ya>
—ysinh(ya) ~2reV¥e  —2re=VZra ] \v T (1=e779)
It holds that
0 oN2rb e—V2rb
det —cosh(ya) eV2ra e—V2ra

—ysinh(ya) +2rev?e —@e“/ﬂ“
=-2 (@ cosh(ya) cosh(v/2rT) + y sinh(ya) sinh(«/ZrT)) <0.

Hence, for fixed r, T and b there exists unique &, A and v, solving (5.4), which can be
computed explicitly. Here we omit the long formulas for &, A and v because later on
we choose a specific b which allows to simplify them.

We now derive b such that 0, J.» (b—) = 9y J,»(b+) = 1 which guarantees that the
second part of Condition (iii) in Theorem 3.5 is satisfied. Using the explicit formulas
for &, A and v, one obtains that

L= 0t (b=) = V2r (heV2? = vemV2P)
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holds if and only if b is a zero of the function £: [«/T ,00) — R with

_JT —y(b—vT)
£(b) = y sinh(y (b — V/T)) |:b cosh(v/2rT) — \/% sinh(v/2rT) — b L }
r

rT +1 y(rT +1)

1 — e~ v®=vT)
+ cosh(y (b — V/T)) | v/2rb sinh(v2rT) — cosh(v/2rT) + —
p

One can show that £ is strictly increasing with limj_, o £(b) = 0o and
¢(VT) = V2rT sinh(v/2rT) — cosh(v2rT) < 0,

where we use for the inequality that +/2rT < Z and y sinh(y) — cosh(y) < O for all
y € [0, 7). Hence, there exists a unique b* = b*(T,r) € (VT 00) with £(b*) = 0
which implies that 9, J = (b*—) = 1.

In addition, we have

|x| 1

eVl
rT+1 y@T+1)

E(T, r,b*) cosh (y|x|) +

x| < b* — VT,

J () =41 < o, | ) —Var —lx . L ( . ) V2 (*—Ix])
T b"+—= e + (b ——=e ,
p N3 p i3

x| € (b* — T, b%),

[x], x| = b*,
where
1 1
(T,r,b*) = (b* cosh(v2rT) — sinh(v/2rT)
: cosh(y (b* — V/T)) V2r
L (=T L))
rT +1 %

Now one can check that 72" is indeed an equilibrium using Theorem 3.5.
See Fig. 1 for the function J;+ for different T > 0 with r = 0 and Fig. 2 for J_,»
for r = 0.01 and different 7 > 0.

Remark 5.4 The most common formulation of the constrained optimal stopping prob-
lem for the Brownian motion W and the payoff function g(x) = |x]| is

maximize E [|W;|]  subjecttot € g(x, T), (5.5)

for given x € R, where S (x, T) denotes the set of all stopping times with respect to the
augmented natural filtration of the Brownian motion satisfying E,[t] < T. A major
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Fig.1 The function g(x) = |x|
in black and the function J;« for
different 7 > O and r =0

AN r=0.01 /

Fig. 2 The function J;* for the payoff function g(x) = |x| (black), discount factor r = 0.01 and T €

2
{5, 10, 20, 35,50} as well as T > %7 ~ 71.9615. Here we use b”T‘ for b* = b*(T, r)

difference to our equilibrium approach is that the constraint only applies for the fixed
starting value x but not uniformly on the entire state space.

An optimal stopping time in (5.5) for fixed x and T is given by t?®7T) with
D(x,T) = (—/T + x2, v/T + x2) and the value of (5.5) is v/T + x2, see [2, Exam-
ple 4.5]. In particular, for any y with |y| < |x| the stopping time 7?*T) does not
satisfy the expectation constraint I, [‘L’D x *T)] < T that would be required in the
equilibrium problem.

Observe that in (5.5) we do not allow for an external source of randomization.

The precommitment approach presented in [2, 26] does not cover the discounted
optimal stopping problem

maximize Ey[e "T|W,|]  subjecttot € S(x, T) (5.6)

for r > 0, which we treat in our equilibrium framework. Although [3] comprises
Problem (5.6), to the best of our knowledge there are no solution methods at hand to
derive an optimal stopping time or the value of (5.6).

Finally, we present an example where in an equilibrium 72-¥ the set D is not an
open interval but an open set.
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Fig.3 The payoff function in Example 5.5

Example 5.5 Consider the payoff function

lx — 2], ifx e (1, 3),
gx) = 1qIx+2|, ifx e(=3,-1),
1, else,

see Fig. 3. Example 5.3 implies that for a positive discount factor r such that X =
J% <landT > %, where 7 is the unique positive solution of (5.1), an equilibrium

is given by ¥ with D = (=2 =X, 24+ X) U2 —X,2+ %) and = 0.

A Appendix

LemmaA.1 (i) For every randomized Markovian time DY ¢ S(T) the expected
time function ep y is continuous.

(ii) For every x € («, B) there is some neighborhood [x — n, x + n] with n > 0 such
that

Eylm] >0

uniformly in'y € [x —n, x + ).

Proof Since ep w = 0 outside D it is sufficient to consider x € D.leta <b e D
such that x € [a, b]. Let x* = (X,Tw),e[o,oo) be given by

.[\ll X[, < Tq},
X, = v
Jd, t>71

with a coffin state . Additionally we set my := inf{r > 0 : X,TW =y} y € (a,B)
and my, = inf{t > 0 : Xfw = 0}. By [23, p. 119, p. 121] the functions x
Py(m, <myp) = Px(Xr(a-b)/\r\l‘ =a),x = Py(my >my) =P, (Xr(a,h)/\r‘l‘ =b) and
x = Ex[mg Amp Amg] = Ec [t A £¥] are continuous. The Markov property
yields

epw () =Ei [t A ¥ + ep w(@Pr (X i ppv = @) + €p.w (B)Py (X jair npw = b),
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which proves the first claim.
For the second claim let f : («, 8) — R solve Af = 1. By Dynkin’s formula

Th
E,[t] = E, [ fo Af(Xs)dS} _ B[S (Xo)] — f)
< s 1fGD—fOl.

21,22€ly—h,y+h]
Uniform continuity of f on any [x — 1, x + ] C («, B) provides the claim. O

LemmaA.2 Let 12V, tPY ¢ S be randomized Markovian times and v € Yp,
Ve p the functions defining ¥ and U via (2.1), respectively. Suppose that g has
real left and right limits for all x € D. Forall x € DN D such that J.pw is continuous
in x we have

. JO,horDv‘l’Jrrh ()C) - J.[D,lllorﬁ.\il(h)(x)
lim
h™\0 Exlzn]

= %&(x—)(an.wx) —g(x=))
+ %&(x)(J,m(x) —g(x+)).
Proof Note that by the Markov property
Jpyy ot ¥4, (1) = Exle " Jnw (X)) (A1)
and

_,yD¥ _
Jepworpigy®) = Ex[L 5a_, e 8(X pa) + 1 pa. e " Tnw(Xg,)].
(A2)

Leth > Osuchthat[x —h, x+h] C D. This leads to rf’"i’ = r‘i’ on {t[)*‘i’ < 1.
Now using (A.1), (A.2) and Remark 2.2 (vii) we obtain

JQThOTD'\P"‘Th ) — JrDv“’orf’~‘i’(h)(x)
— _..D¥
- Ex[ﬂ{fb"i’ﬁrh}(e T pw (Xg,) — e g(XT[).\P))]
_ ¥
= B [Be 10y (0w () =g )7
7 ) L
= E[ f (e ™ Jepw (Xz,) — e @(X)) ¥ (X)e™ o Wﬂdwt}
0
T ~ _
=E, |:/ Jopw (Xo)¥ (Xy) (e_f(; Y (Xs)ds—rt, _ 1) dt:|
0
Th "
+E, |:/0 J.pw (th)t/f(X,)dti|
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17 B . Th -
~E, [ [ sxaion (e fivor ) dr] ~E, [ | g(xt)w(xndr} .
0 0
(A3)

We now divide (A.3) by E,[7;,] and evaluate the limits of all the summands on the
new right-hand side in order to prove the claim. The first and third summand can be
estimated as follows using e — 1 > —z forall z > 0.

B [ deo (X)) (675 F0605=m 1) ]

Ex[n]
By [ 0" g(X)Y (X)) (e_fot'/;(xs)ds—rt _ 1) dt]
Elt]
[ "(8(X1) + Jew (X DU (X)) (fo" ¥ (Xs)ds +rfh)dt]
) ONEN
< y1,yz,yg,yilg[icfh,x+h](g(yl) + Tow ()T (33) (P (va) + 1) XE h} N,

E, [rh

For the proof of & 0 we refer to [9, Lemma 25]. With Lemma A.4 from the
appendix we can determme the limit of the fourth summand of the right-hand side of
(A.3) divided by E,[t;]:

Ey | [o" e(X)¥ (X,)dt 1 N
L5 ] 0 S Eo)g=) + F(xHg(x-+).

Ex[7n]

For the second summand of (A.3) over E,[t;] we have

Exlfy" Jopw (Xp) ¥ (X)dt] 1

E, 1] - EJTD’W(X)(IP(X—) + ¥ (x+)

_|Elfo" Jepw Xo) ¥ (XDdt]  Exlfg" Jopw ()P (Xn)d1]

E[t] Exltn]
™ 7.
e B VXL ey + B
oNE >

E, (X
= sup | Jepw (y) — Jpw OCNM
yelx—h,x+h] MEAN

+ [Jp,w (x)] Elo]

1 - ~
— ;W) Y a)).
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By Lemma A.4 and the continuity of J, p,v in x the right-hand side of this inequality
goes to 0 for 1 N\ 0. Invoking the left-hand side of (A.3) as well as the right continuity
of 1 this finishes the proof. O

LemmaA.3 Let t2Y € S(T) be a randomized Markovian time and v € Up the
Sunctiondefining W via (2.1). If I C D is an open interval such that J p.v |7 is bounded,
then J.p.v|7 is even continuous. In particular if D" is some connected component of
D such that gl is bounded, then J p.w |57 is continuous.

Proof Let E ~ Exp(r) be a random variable on (€2, F, IP) that is independent of X
and N and let X = (X;);¢[0,00) denote the process X killed with E, i.e.

X(w) ift < E(w),

@)= 0 > Eo).

We extend the function g to oo by setting g(co) := 0. Now forinf I <a <x <b <
sup I the Markov property gives
Jeow (x) = Ec[g(X,p.0)]
=Py (X i nov = DBalg(Xp0)] + By [1

Xga Ea[g(f(to,w)] = J.pw(a)

{?Afr(a_b)Mw #a}g(XTD'W)]

since P, ()A(T(a,mmw =a) — 1 for x — a by [23, p. 119] as in the proof of Lemma
A.1 and thus also
|E.[1 (Xep.0)]| < (1 = Po(X i pgu = @) sup Jyp.u (y) — 0.

{fff(a,wMW #a}8
yel

The case x ' b is analogous. O

LemmaA.4 Forevery x € (a, B) and each function f: (a, f) — R such that f(x+)
and f(x—) exist (in R), we have

Elfy" f(Xs)ds]
m —_—

1
Jimy E.lo] =5 (f@=)+ fG4). (A4)

Proof Without loss of generality we may assume that y, o are bounded and o is also
bounded away from 0 as well as « = —oo and 8 = 00, since (A.4) only depends on X
in a neighborhood of x. First we show that in order to prove (A.4) it suffices to verify

mEx[f()Th IL{Xs>x}ds] — Iim E, [forh H{X_;<x}ds] _ l

AN Ey[7] AN E[th] 2’

(A.5)
and

Th
E, U ]l{XS_x}dsi| =0 forall h > 0. (A.6)
0
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For this purpose observe
7 Th Th
E. [ | f(Xs)dS] _E, [ / n{xpx}f(Xs)ds} +E. [ | n{xﬁx}f(xs)ds]
0 0 0
7
+ E, |:/0 1{X.v=x}f(XS)dSi| .

For ¢ > 0 we choose & > O such that | f(y) — f(x—)| < eforall y € [x — h, x) and
|f(y) — f(x+)| < eforall y € (x, x 4+ h]. With this we get

Ex [fy" Lixo=n) f(Xp)ds] 1
E. ] B
E: [fy" Lixsx) f(Xo)ds]  Ex [[o" Lix,x) f (H)ds]

B Exlza] E.[z]

EX [f()fh ]l{XS>x}f()C+)dS] 1

" E. ] R TAE
B L=l F (X)) — fa)lds] E, [ L onds] 1
B Exlt] eI E,[1,] )
Ec [Jo" Lix=nds] 1

S N 1

An analogous estimate with 1yx -y} and f(x+) replaced by L{x, <y} and f(x—),
respectively, together with E, [ [ Lix,=v} f(X)ds] = fOE; [[y" Lix,=xds]
shows that (A.5) and (A.6) are in fact sufficient for (A.4).

The transition densities p;(x, y) := P, (X; € dy) can be estimated as follows:

K 2
pix, y) < ﬁ exp (—sz) , (A7)

cf. [34, Eq. (1.2)]. With this we immediately obtain (A.6) via

T [e%} [e%}
0<E, [/ 1yx, _x}ds:| <E, [/ Il{Xv_x}ds:I =/ Ex [Lix,=x}] ds
0 0
y—x)? —)c)2
/ / ]l{y_x} exp dyds = 0.
f (
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rh
Concerning (A.5) we only show limj\ o M = 2 as for the other term the

xlth]
argument is exactly the same. By [15, Theorem 5 5] and Fubini’s theorem

Edlfo' Lix=nds] _ . Eelfy Dpxmnds] _ L Jo P > 0)ds

AN] Ex[th] 1\0 t \O t

By [6, Lemma 5.5] limg\ o Py (X5 > x) = % and thus

. JoPe(Xy > x)ds 1

N0 t 2

which proves the claim. O
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