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Abstract

In practice, one must recognize the inevitable incompleteness of information
while making decisions. In this paper, we consider the optimal redeeming problem
of stock loans under a state of incomplete information presented by the uncertainty
in the (bull or bear) trends of the underlying stock. This is called drift uncertainty.
Due to the unavoidable need for the estimation of trends while making decisions,
the related Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equation is of a degenerate parabolic
type. Hence, it is very hard to obtain its regularity using the standard approach,
making the problem different from the existing optimal redeeming problems without
drift uncertainty. We present a thorough and delicate probabilistic and functional
analysis to obtain the regularity of the value function and the optimal redeeming
strategies. The optimal redeeming strategies of stock loans appear significantly
different in the bull and bear trends.
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1 Introduction

The classical way to resolve optimal stopping problems (based on the dynamic program-
ming principle) assumes that there is a unique known subjective prior distribution driving
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the underlying process. In the context of the classical Black-Scholes framework, in which
the underlying asset process follows the geometric Brownian motion with known drift,
the theory of financial optimal stopping problems has been well established (see, e.g., [5],
[11], [6], [9], [16], [25], [27], [42], [47], [52], [51], and [55]).

In practice, on the other hand, while designing and controlling physical or organi-
zational systems, one must recognize the inevitable incompleteness of information. For
a wide range of applications in areas such as engineering, economics, and finance, the
classical stochastic control theory, which is typically based on a single complete nomi-
nal model of the system, fails to provide strategies that yield satisfactory performance.
Today, people are becoming increasingly aware of the importance of taking information
incompleteness into account while dealing with stochastic control problems. In financial
applications, as pointed out by Ekstr and Vaicenavicius [14], it is usually too strong to
assume that the drift of the underlying asset is known. To obtain a reasonable and pre-
cise estimation of the drift, one needs a very long time series, which is rarely available,
especially for an initial public offering stock for which the price history simply does not
exist. To address this issue, various models have been proposed in the literature (see,
e.g., [17], [22], [50], [39], [41], [40], [37], [58], [43], and [59]).

Surprisingly, there have been only a few attempts to investigate financial optimal
stopping problems under a state of incomplete information ([12], [14], and [45]). In this
paper, we study the optimal redeeming problem of stock loans under a state of incomplete
information. A stock loan is a loan between a client (borrower) and a bank (lender),
secured by a stock, which gives the borrower the right to redeem the stock at any time, on
or before maturity, by repaying the lender the principal and a predetermined loan interest,
or by surrendering the stock. Xia and Zhou [47] initiated the theoretical study of stock
loan redemption (or equivalently, pricing) problem under the Black-Scholes framework.
Through a probabilistic argument, they obtained a closed-form pricing formula for the
standard stock loan for which the dividends are gained by the lender before redemption.
Dai and Xu [6] extended Xia and Zhou’s work to general stock loans with different ways
of dividend distributions through a PDE argument. Cai and Sun [3] and Liang, Nie, and
Zhao [24] considered models with jumps. Zhang and Zhou [57] and Prager and Zhang
[37] studied models under regime-switching.

In regime-switching models, the current trend and volatility of the underlying stock
are known to the borrower, although the trends may change anytime in the future. In
contrast, in this paper, we assume that the borrower does not know the current trend
of the stock and so she/he has to make decisions based on incomplete information. We
choose to model the inherent uncertainty in the trends in the stock, called drift uncer-
tainty, using a two-state random variable representing the bull and bear trends. The
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corresponding Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equation turns out to be a degenerate
parabolic one, which makes our problem far more challenging than the existing ones
without drift uncertainty. The degeneracy is essentially due to the presence of the drift
uncertainty in the model, and thus it cannot be removed by changing variables or using
other standard ways in PDE. This unique feature leads to a failure in applying the PDE
argument used in [6] to tackle the present problem. In fact, the regularity of the value
function is not good enough to let the HJB equation hold almost everywhere. Instead, it
holds only in weak sense or in viscosity sense. In this paper, we present a thorough and
delicate probabilistic and functional analysis to obtain the regularity of the value function
and the optimal redeeming strategies. The optimal redeeming strategies of stock loans
appear significantly different in the bull and bear trends.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. We formulate the optimal redeeming
problem of stock loans under drift uncertainty in Section 2. Some preliminary results on
continuities of the value function are given in Section 3. We study the boundary cases in
Section 4 and the general case in Section 5. A short conclusion is presented in Section 6.

2 Problem formulation

2.1 The market and the underlying stock

We fix a filtered probability space (Ω,F ,F,P), which represents the financial market.
As usual, the filtration F = {Ft}t>0 satisfies the usual conditions, and P denotes the
probability measure. In this probability space, there exists a standard one-dimensional
Brownian motion W . The price process of the underlying stock is denoted as S = (St)t>0

which evolves according to the stochastic differential equation (SDE):

dSt = (µ− δ)St dt+ σSt dWt,

where the dividend δ > 0 and the volatility σ > 0 are two known constants, while the
return rate µ is unknown. By the self-similarity property of the Brownian motion, without
loss of generality, we assume σ = 1 throughout the paper.

To model drift uncertainty, we assume µ is independent of the Brownian motion W ,
and µ− δ may only take two possible values a and b that satisfy

∆ := a− b > 0.

The stock is said to be in its bull trend when µ − δ = a, and in its bear trend when
µ− δ = b.

Remark 2.1. If ∆ = 0, then the drift uncertainty disappears and our financial market
reduces to the classical Black-Scholes one.
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2.2 The stock loan and its optimal redeeming problem

A stock loan is a loan secured by a stock, which gives the borrower the right to redeem
the stock at any time before or upon maturity. In this paper, we will study only the
standard stock loan in which dividends are gained by the lender before redemption. For
such a stock loan, when the borrower redeems the stock at time t, she/he has to repay the
amount of Keγt to the lender and get back the stock (but the stock dividend gained up to
time t will be left with the lender). Here K > 0 represents the loan principle (also called
loan to value), and γ represents the loan rate. Such a stock loan has been considered
under different frameworks ([6], [47], and [57]). In practice, the loan rate γ should be
higher than the risk-free interest rate r:

γ > r,

which is henceforth assumed for the rest of this paper.
This paper studies the borrower’s optimal redeeming problem: that is, determining

the optimal stopping time to achieve

sup
τ∈T[t,T ]

E
[
e−r(τ−t) (Sτ −Keγτ )+

∣∣∣ FSt ] , (2.1)

where T[t,T ] denotes the set of all FS-stopping times valued in [t, T ]. Here, FS = {FSt }t>0

is the natural filtration generated by the stock price process, which is observable for the
borrower. If γ = 0, the problem (2.1) reduces to the optimal redeeming problem of the
vanilla American call option under drift uncertainty (see more discussions in [47]). In
our model, the trend of the underlying stock is unknown; hence, this is not a standard
optimal stopping problem.

To determine the optimal redeeming strategy, the borrower has to estimate the current
trend of the stock first. For this, introduce the a posteriori probability process π = (πt)t>0

defined as
πt := P

(
µ− δ = a

∣∣∣ FSt ) .
Roughly speaking, it estimates the probability that the stock is in its bull trend at time
t. We assume 0 < π0 < 1, otherwise the drift uncertainty disappears.

Sometimes, it is more convenient to consider the log-price process L := (logSt)t>0

which by Itô’s lemma follows

dLt = (µ− δ − 1
2) dt+ dWt.

We notice that FS is the same as FL, the filtration generated by L. According to the
innovation representation (see, e.g., Proposition 2.30 in [1]), the process

W t = Lt −
∫ t

0
E
[
µ− δ − 1

2

∣∣∣ FLν ] dν = Lt −
∫ t

0

(
∆πν + b− 1

2

)
dν

4



is a Brownian motion under the (observable) filtration FL. It then follows

dLt =
(
∆πt + b− 1

2

)
dt+ dW t, (2.2)

and applying Itô’s lemma yields

dSt = (∆πt + b)St dt+ St dW t. (2.3)

We notice that b 6 ∆πt + b 6 a, and this will be used frequently in the subsequent
analysis without claim. An application of the general Bayes’ formula (see, e.g., Chapter
7.9 in [30]) and Itô’s lemma give

dπt = ∆πt(1− πt) dW t. (2.4)

Therefore, solving the problem (2.1), regarded as an optimal stopping problem of the
Markovian processes (2.3) and (2.4), reduces to determining

V (s, π, t) := sup
τ∈T[t,T ]

E
[
e−r(τ−t) (Sτ −Keγτ )+

∣∣∣St = s, πt = π
]

(2.5)

for (s, π, t) in the domain

A := (0,+∞)× (0, 1)× [0, T ).

This problem is an optimal stopping problem of an observable Markov process (St, πt)t>0,
hence the dynamic programming principle may be applied and one would expect to use the
variational inequality techniques in PDE to tackle the corresponding HJB equation. Dai
and Xu [6] used this method to study the optimal redeeming problem of stock loans in case
without drift uncertainty. Without drift uncertainty, the HJB equation in [6] is uniformly
parabolic. In contrast, in our problem, it is degenerate parabolic, for which it is difficult
to obtain regularity from the PDE perspective,1 making our problem more challenging
than before. In this paper, we present a thorough and delicate probabilistic and functional
analysis to the value function to obtain its regularity and optimal redeeming strategies.

Since the obstacle in the problem (2.5) is time variant, it is convenient to introduce
the discounted stock process Xt = e−γtSt, which by Itô’s lemma follows

dXt =
(
∆πt + b− γ

)
Xt dt+Xt dW t. (2.6)

If we define

u(x, π, t) := sup
τ∈T[t,T ]

E
[
e(γ−r)(τ−t) (Xτ −K)+

∣∣∣Xt = x, πt = π
]
. (2.7)

1See [4] for an example of the study of a degenerate parabolic equation.
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Then, one can easily see that

V (s, π, t) = eγtu(e−γts, π, t), (s, π, t) ∈ A. (2.8)

Thus, solving the problem (2.5) reduces to solving (2.7). From now on, we call u(x, π, t)
defined in (2.7) the value function, and pay attention to it rather than to V (s, π, t).

Define the continuation region

C := {(x, π, t) ∈ A | u(x, π, t) > (x−K)+}, (2.9)

and the redeeming region

R := {(x, π, t) ∈ A | u(x, π, t) = (x−K)+}. (2.10)

By the general theory of optimal stopping, the optimal redeeming strategy for the problem
(2.7) as well as (2.5) is given by the hitting time of the redeeming region R: that is,

τ ∗ = inf{t ∈ [0, T ) | (Xt, πt, t) ∈ R} ∧ T

= inf{t ∈ [0, T ) | (e−γtSt, πt, t) ∈ R} ∧ T.

It is not optimal to redeem the stock in the continuation region C.
The main purpose of this paper is then reduced to studying the value function u(x, π, t)

and determining the redeeming region R and the continuation region C.
In the problem (2.7), it is easily seen by choosing τ = T that u > 0 on A. Conse-

quently,

C ⊇ {(x, π, t) ∈ A | x 6 K}, R ⊆ {(x, π, t) ∈ A | x > K}. (2.11)

Therefore, the continuation region C is always non-empty. In contrast, the redeeming
region R, depending on the parameters as shown below, can be either empty or non-
empty.

3 Preliminaries and continuities

In this section, we study the continuities of the value function defined in (2.7), mainly
using probabilistic analysis.

3.1 Preliminaries

We will use the following elementary inequalities frequently in the subsequent analysis.

Lemma 3.1. For any real-valued functions f , g, and real numbers x, y, we have
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1. | sup f − sup g| 6 sup |f − g|;

2. |x+ − y+| 6 |x− y|; in particular, |(x−K)+ − (y −K)+| 6 |x− y|;

3. |ex − ey| 6 (ex + ey)|x− y|.

Proof. The last inequality follows from the mean value theorem. The others are easy to
check.

The following result gives an upper bound for the value function. As a consequence,
the problem (2.7) is meaningful.

Lemma 3.2. We have

u(x, π, t) 6 xe(a−r)+(T−t), (x, π, t) ∈ A.

Proof. For any τ ∈ T[t,T ], applying Itô’s lemma to (2.6) gives

Xτ = Xte
∫ τ
t

(∆πν+b−γ− 1
2 ) dν+W τ−W t 6 Xte

(a−γ− 1
2 )(τ−t)+W τ−W t ,

and thus

u(x, π, t) = sup
τ∈T[t,T ]

E
[
e(γ−r)(τ−t) (Xτ −K)+

∣∣∣Xt = x, πt = π
]

6 sup
τ∈T[t,T ]

E
[
e(γ−r)(τ−t)Xτ

∣∣∣Xt = x, πt = π
]

6 sup
τ∈T[t,T ]

E
[
Xte

(a−r− 1
2 )(τ−t)+W τ−W t

∣∣∣Xt = x, πt = π
]

= sup
τ∈T[t,T ]

E
[
xe(a−r)(τ−t)e−

1
2 (τ−t)+W τ−W t

∣∣∣πt = π
]

6 sup
τ∈T[t,T ]

E
[
xe(a−r)+(T−t)e−

1
2 (τ−t)+W τ−W t

∣∣∣πt = π
]

= xe(a−r)+(T−t).

The next result states the monotonicity of the value function.

Lemma 3.3. The value function u(x, π, t) on A is non-decreasing in π, non-increasing
in t, and non-decreasing and convex in x.

Proof. Both Xt and πt are stationary processes; so we have

u(x, π, t) = sup
τ∈T[t,T ]

E
[
e(γ−r)(τ−t) (Xτ −K)+

∣∣∣Xt = x, πt = π
]

= sup
τ∈T[t,T ]

E
[
e(γ−r)(τ−t)

(
Xte

∫ τ
t

(∆πν+b−γ− 1
2 ) dν+W τ−W t −K

)+
∣∣∣∣∣Xt = x, πt = π

]

= sup
τ∈T[t,T ]

E
[
e(γ−r)(τ−t)

(
xe
∫ τ
t

(∆πν+b−γ− 1
2 ) dν+W τ−W t −K

)+
∣∣∣∣∣πt = π

]

= sup
τ∈T[0,T−t]

E
[
e(γ−r)τ

(
xe
∫ τ

0 (∆πν+b−γ− 1
2 ) dν+W τ −K

)+
∣∣∣∣∣π0 = π

]
. (3.1)
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It follows that u(x, π, t) is convex and non-decreasing in x, and non-increasing in t.
Now, let us show that u is non-decreasing in π. Without loss of generality, we may

assume t = 0. Itô’s lemma yields

d log
(

πt
1− πt

)
= d log πt − d log(1− πt)

= ∆(1− πt) dW t − 1
2∆2(1− πt)2 dt+ ∆πt dW t + 1

2∆2π2
t dt

= ∆2
(
πt − 1

2

)
dt+ ∆ dW t,

so that

log
(

πt
1− πt

)
= log

(
π0

1− π0

)
+ ∆2

∫ t

0

(
πν − 1

2

)
dν + ∆W t.

If πt and π′t are the solutions of (2.4) with initial values π0 > π′0 (both in (0, 1)), then
τ = inf{t > 0 | πt 6 π′t} > 0. If τ(ω) is finite, then, by continuity, we have πτ (ω) =
π′τ (ω) ∈ (0, 1) and thus on this sample path ω

0 = log
(

πτ
1− πτ

)
− log

(
π′τ

1− π′τ

)

= log
(

π0

1− π0

)
− log

(
π′0

1− π′0

)
+ ∆2

∫ τ

0
(πν − π′ν) dν > 0,

a contradiction. Thus, τ(ω) = +∞ almost surely, and consequently πt(ω) > π′t(ω) for all
t almost surely. Therefore, πt is non-decreasing ω-wisely with respect to the initial value
π0, and thus, from the last expression in (3.1) we see that u is non-decreasing in π.

Lemma 3.4. We have, uniformly, for all 0 6 y 6 x <∞, π ∈ [0, 1], and t ∈ [0, T ], that

0 6 u(x, π, t)− u(y, π, t) 6 (x− y)e(a−r)+(T−t). (3.2)

Especially, if r > a, then

0 6 u(x, π, t)− u(y, π, t) 6 x− y. (3.3)

Proof. Applying Lemma 3.1 to the last expression in (3.1), we have

|u(x, π, t)− u(y, π, t)| 6 |x− y| sup
τ∈T[0,T−t]

E
[
e(γ−r)τe

∫ τ
0 (∆πν+b−γ− 1

2 ) dν+W τ

∣∣∣∣∣π0 = π

]

6 |x− y| sup
τ∈T[0,T−t]

E
[
e(a−r)τe−

1
2 τ+W τ

∣∣∣∣∣π0 = π

]

6 |x− y|e(a−r)+(T−t).
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Lemma 3.5. We have, uniformly for all x ∈ (0,∞), 0 6 $ 6 π 6 1 and t ∈ [0, T ], that

0 6 u(x, π, t)− u(x,$, t) 6 C∆x(T − t)(π −$), (3.4)

for some constant C > 0.

Proof. Let πt and π′t be the solutions of (2.4) with initial values π > $, respectively.
Denote

Yt =
∫ t

0
(∆πν + b− γ − 1

2) dν +W t 6 (a− γ + 1
2)+t+W t − t,

and

Y ′t =
∫ t

0
(∆π′ν + b− γ − 1

2) dν +W t 6 (a− γ + 1
2)+t+W t − t.

Then

sup
s6T
|Ys − Y ′s | 6 ∆T sup

s6T
|πs − π′s|.

Similar to what was seen before, applying Lemma 3.1 to the last expression in (3.1) and
using Cauthy’s inequality, we have

|u(x, π, t)− u(x,$, t)| 6 x sup
τ∈T[0,T−t]

E
[
e(γ−r)τ

∣∣∣eYτ − eY ′τ ∣∣∣ ∣∣∣∣∣π0 = π, π′0 = $

]

6 xe(γ−r)(T−t) sup
τ∈T[0,T−t]

E
[∣∣∣eYτ − eY ′τ ∣∣∣ ∣∣∣∣∣π0 = π, π′0 = $

]

6 xe(γ−r)(T−t) sup
τ∈T[0,T−t]

E
[(
eYτ + eY

′
τ

)
|Yτ − Y ′τ |

∣∣∣π0 = π, π′0 = $
]

6 xe(γ−r)(T−t) sup
τ∈T[0,T−t]

E
[
2e(a−γ+ 1

2 )+(T−t)+W τ−τ |Yτ − Y ′τ |
∣∣∣π0 = π, π′0 = $

]

6 2xe(γ−r+(a−γ+ 1
2 )+)(T−t) sup

τ∈T[0,T−t]

(
E
[
e2W τ−2τ

∣∣∣π0 = π, π′0 = $
])1/2

× sup
τ∈T[0,T−t]

(
E
[
(Yτ − Y ′τ )2

∣∣∣π0 = π, π′0 = $
])1/2

6 Cx

(
∆2(T − t)2E

[
sup
s6T−t

(πs − π′s)2
∣∣∣π0 = π, π′0 = $

])1/2

6 Cx∆(T − t)(π −$).

where the last inequality is due to (1.19), p.25, in [36]. Here, and hereafter, the implied
constant C may vary in each appearance.

Lemma 3.6. We have, uniformly for x ∈ (0,∞), π ∈ [0, 1] and 0 6 s 6 t 6 T , that

0 6 u(x, π, s)− u(x, π, t) 6 Cx(t− s) 1
2 , (3.5)

for some constant C > 0.
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Proof. Denote

Yt =
∫ t

0
(∆πν + b− r − 1

2) dν +W t 6 (a− r − 1
2)t+W t.

For any τ ∈ T[0,T−s], set τ ′ = τ ∧ (T − t) ∈ T[0,T−t]. Then 0 6 τ − τ ′ 6 t− s and

e(γ−r)τ (Xτ −K)+ = (e(γ−r)τXτ −Ke(γ−r)τ )+ 6 (X0e
Yτ −Ke(γ−r)τ ′)+.

Using Lemma 3.1, we have

0 6 u(x, π, s)− u(x, π, t)

6 sup
τ∈T[0,T−s]

E
[
e(γ−r)τ (Xτ −K)+ − e(γ−r)τ ′(Xτ ′ −K)+

∣∣∣X0 = x, π0 = π
]

6 sup
τ∈T[0,T−s]

E
[
(xeYτ −Ke(γ−r)τ ′)+ − (xeYτ ′ −Ke(γ−r)τ ′)+

∣∣∣π0 = π
]

6 x sup
τ∈T[0,T−s]

E
[∣∣∣eYτ − eYτ ′ ∣∣∣∣∣∣∣π0 = π

]

6 x sup
τ∈T[0,T−s]

E
[(
eYτ + eYτ ′

)∣∣∣Yτ − Yτ ′ ∣∣∣∣∣∣∣π0 = π
]

6 x sup
τ∈T[0,T−s]

(
E
[(
eYτ + eYτ ′

)2
∣∣∣∣π0 = π

])1/2
sup

τ∈T[0,T−s]

(
E
[(
Yτ − Yτ ′

)2
∣∣∣∣π0 = π

])1/2

6 Cx

 sup
τ∈T[0,T−s]

E
[(∫ τ

τ ′
(∆πν + b− r − 1

2) dν +W τ −W τ ′

)2 ∣∣∣∣π0 = π

]1/2

6 Cx

 sup
τ∈T[0,T−s]

E
[(
C(t− s) + |W τ −W τ ′ |

)2
]1/2

6 Cx

(t− s)2 + sup
τ∈T[0,T−s]

E
[(
W τ −W τ ′

)2
− (τ − τ ′)

]
+ sup

τ∈T[0,T−s]

E[τ − τ ′]
1/2

6 Cx(t− s)1/2.

Since the monotonic function is differentiable almost everywhere, the above lemmas lead
to

Corollary 3.7. The value function u(x, π, t) is continuous in A := [0,∞)× [0, 1]× [0, T ].
The partial derivatives ux, uπ and ut exist almost everywhere in A; and uniformly in A,
we have

0 6 ux 6 C,

0 6 uπ 6 Cx,

ut 6 0,

for some constant C > 0. Moreover, |ut| is integrable in any bounded domain of A.
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4 Variational inequality, and the boundary cases

4.1 Degenerate variational inequality

Applying the dynamic programming principle, we see that the value function satisfies the
variational inequality

min
{
−Lu, u− (x−K)+

}
= 0, (x, π, t) ∈ A;

u(x, π, T ) = (x−K)+,
(4.1)

where

Lu := ut + 1
2x

2uxx + 1
2∆2π2(1− π)2uππ + ∆π(1− π)xuxπ

+ (∆π + b− γ)xux + (γ − r)u.

We will thoroughly study the free boundary of this variational inequality in the subsequent
sections.

The operator L in (4.1) is a parabolic operator, which is degenerate in the entire
domain A. The regularity of u(x, π, t) is not good enough to let (4.1) hold almost every-
where. It holds only in weak sense, or in viscosity sense. The definition of weak solution
can be found in [15] and [4], and the definition of viscosity solution can be found in [54].

The usual way to get a weak solution for (4.1) is regularization: that is, to add a term
εuππ to Lu for ε > 0. One can first show there is a “good” uε that solves

min
{
−(L+ ε∂ππ)uε, uε − (x−K)+

}
= 0, (x, π, t) ∈ A;

uε(x, π, T ) = (x−K)+,
(4.2)

where suitable boundary conditions should be put on the boundaries π = 0, 1. Then, to
show the limit limε→0+ uε solves (4.1) in the weak sense. In doing so, the difficulty is to
get estimates, just like in lemmas 3.2-3.6 above, for uε uniformly with respect to ε. This
is a long way (see [4], where the regularity of the value function is the same as in the
lemmas 3.2-3.6 in this paper).

Remark 4.1 (On boundary conditions). Since the operator L in (4.1) is degenerate,
according to the Fichera Theorem [34], boundary conditions for (4.1) must not be put on
x = 0, π = 0, or π = 1. These boundary cases would not happen if they are initially not
so. A discussion can be found in [8]. On the other hand, we can determine the boundary
values on a priority basis.
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• Let x = 0 in (4.1), then u(0, π, t) is the solution of the system
min

{
−ut(0, π, t)− 1

2∆2π2(1− π)2uππ(0, π, t) + ru(0, π, t), u(0, π, t)
}

= 0,

(π, t) ∈ (0, 1)× [0, T );

u(0, π, T ) = 0.

Obviously, u(0, π, t) ≡ 0 is the unique solution for this problem.

• Let π = 0 in (4.1), then u(x, 0, t) is the solution for the system
min

{
−ut(x, 0, t)− 1

2x
2uxx(x, 0, t)− (b− γ)xux(x, 0, t) + ru(x, 0, t),

u(x, 0, t)− (x−K)+
}

= 0, (x, t) ∈ (0,+∞)× [0, T );

u(x, 0, T ) = (x−K)+.

(4.3)

• Let π = 1 in (4.1), then u(x, 1, t) is the solution for the system
min

{
−ut(x, 1, t)− 1

2x
2uxx(x, 1, t)− (a− γ)xux(x, 1, t) + ru(x, 1, t),

u(x, 1, t)− (x−K)+
}

= 0, (x, t) ∈ (0,+∞)× [0, T );

u(x, 1, T ) = (x−K)+.

(4.4)

The problems (4.3) and (4.4) are free of drift uncertainty, and they have been thoroughly
studied by Dai and Xu [6] under the assumptions of b 6 r and a 6 r, respectively.

4.2 The boundary cases: π = 0, 1

Before studying (4.1), it is necessary to know the situation on the boundaries π = 0, 1.
These two cases are similar: one only needs to interchange a and b in any subsequent
analysis in this section. Thus, we assume π = 0 for the rest of this section. As a
consequence, there is no drift uncertainty and the model reduces to the classical Black-
Scholes one.

Let π = 0 in (4.1), then u0(x, t) := u(x, 0, t) is the solution of
min

{
−L0u0, u0 − (x−K)+

}
= 0, (x, t) ∈ A0;

u0(x, T ) = (x−K)+,
(4.5)

where

L0u := ut + 1
2x

2uxx + (b− γ)xux + (γ − r)u,

A0 := (0,+∞)× [0, T ).

12



Remark 4.2. According to the calculation in (5.9) below, there is no free boundary if
b > γ.

As γ > r, we only need to consider the following two cases: γ > r > b, and γ > b > r.
In [6], the problem (4.5) was thoroughly studied in the case of r > b. They have

especially shown that there exists a non-increasing redeeming boundary X0(t) with the
terminal value

X0(T ) := lim
t→T

X0(t) = max
{
K,

r − γ
r − b

K
}
.

Now, we deal with the case of γ > b > r. Define two free boundaries for t ∈ [0, T ),

X1(t) := inf{x > 0 | u0(x, t) = (x−K)+},

X2(t) := sup{x > 0 | u0(x, t) = (x−K)+},

with the convention that X1(T ) := limt→T X1(t), X2(T ) := limt→T X2(t), and sup ∅ =
+∞. We say that X1(t) disappears if the set {x > 0 | u0(x, t) = (x − K)+} is empty;
X2(t) disappears if it is +∞. Clearly, we have

{(x, t) ∈ A0 | u0 = (x−K)+} = {(x, t) ∈ A0 | X1(t) 6 x 6 X2(t)},

by the continuity of the value function.

Lemma 4.1. If γ > b > r, then X1(t) is strictly decreasing and X2(t) is strictly increas-
ing with the terminal values X1(T ) = K and X2(T ) = γ−r

b−rK.

-

6

x

t

T
K
•

X1(t)
��

X2(t)
@I

γ−r
b−rK•

C CR

Figure 1: π = 0 and γ > b > r.

Proof. If

−L0(x−K) = (r − b)x+ (γ − r)K > 0,
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then x 6 γ−r
b−rK, so we have

{(x, t) ∈ A0 | u0 = (x−K)+} ⊆ {(x, t) ∈ A0 | K 6 x 6 γ−r
b−rK}.

Since u0 is non-increasing in t, we see that X1(t) is non-increasing and X2(t) is non-
decreasing. Moreover, we can prove that, by the Hopf lemma in PDE, any one of them,
if they exist, is strictly monotonic.

Now, let us prove X1(T ) = K. First, we have X1(T ) > K. If X1(T ) > K, then for
sufficient small ε > 0 and (x, t) ∈ (K,X1(T ))× (T − ε, T ),

−L0u0 = 0, u0(x, T ) = x−K,

hence

∂tu0(x, t) = −(b− r)x+ (γ − r)K,

which is positive at (x, t) = (K,T ), contradicting ∂tu0 6 0. Thus, X1(T ) = K. In the
same way, X2(T ) = γ−r

b−rK can be proved.

Proposition 4.2. In the case of γ > b > r, we have

• If γ > b + 1
2 +
√

2b− 2r, then the two redeeming boundaries X1(t) and X2(t) exist
and

X1(t) <
(
1 + 1√

2b−2r

)
K < X2(t) (4.6)

for all 0 6 t 6 T .

-

6

x(
1+

1√
2b−2r

)
K

AK

•

t

T
K
•

X1(t)
��

X2(t)
@I

γ−r
b−rK•

C CR

Figure 2: π = 0, γ > b+ 1
2 +
√

2b− 2r and b > r.

• If γ < b + 1
2 +
√

2b− 2r, then there exists ` < T such that the two redeeming
boundaries X1(t) and X2(t) exist for T − ` 6 t 6 T , intersect at T − `; and both of
them disappear for t < T − `.2

2Here, ` does not depend on T . Further, an upper bound for ` can be explicitly given as shown in
the proof.
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6

x

t

T

T − `

K
•

X1(t)
��

X2(t)
@I

γ−r
b−rK•

C CR

Figure 3: π = 0 and r < b < γ < b+ 1
2 +
√

2b− 2r.

We would like to present a financial interpretation of this result before presenting its
proof.

In the first case, the loan rate is relatively high. The borrower should redeem the
stock when its price increases to the redeeming boundary X1(t) because the loan rate is
too high to wait. If the stock price is higher than X2(t), it seems that one should wait
for its price to come down to X2(t) to redeem the stock. However, no client shall sign
such a stock loan with the bank at the very beginning, because the principal is too little
(or the loan rate is too high) when compared to the value of the collateral (namely, the
stock).

In the second case, the loan rate is too low, such that the stock loan can be almost
regarded as an American call option (which shall not be exercised before maturity, in
keeping with Merton’s theorem). Hence, the borrower of the stock loan should wait if
maturity is very far.

Proof. Set γ0 = b+ 1
2 +
√

2b− 2r.

• Suppose γ > γ0. Set λ0 = 1 +
√

2b− 2r, x0 = λ0
λ0−1K and define

v(x) =
(
x
λ0

)λ0 (λ0−1
K

)λ0−1
, x > 0.

From v(x0) = 1
λ0−1K = x0−K, v′(x0) = 1, and the fact that v is strictly convex as

λ0 > 1, we conclude

v(x) = (x−K)+, if x = x0;

v(x) > (x−K)+, if x 6= x0.
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Moreover,

−L0v = −vt − 1
2x

2vxx − (b− γ)xvx − (γ − r)v

= (−1
2λ0(λ0 − 1)− (b− γ)λ0 − (γ − r))v

= (−1
2λ0(λ0 − 1)− bλ0 + γ(λ0 − 1) + r)v

> (−1
2λ0(λ0 − 1)− bλ0 + γ0(λ0 − 1) + r)v

= (−1
2λ0(λ0 − 1)− bλ0 + (λ0 + b− 1

2)(λ0 − 1) + r)v

= (1
2(λ0 − 1)2 − b+ r)v

= 0.

Therefore, v is a super solution of (4.5), and hence

(x−K)+ 6 u0(x, t) 6 v(x), (x, t) ∈ A,

from which we get u0(x0, t) = (x0 −K)+ for 0 6 t 6 T . Notice

x0 = λ0
λ0−1K =

(
1 + 1√

2b−2r

)
K,

so (4.6) follows from the fact that X1(t) and X2(t) are both strictly monotonic.

• Now, suppose γ < γ0. We note that by (3.1)

u0(x, t) = sup
τ∈T[0,T−t]

E
[
e(γ−r)τ

(
xe
∫ τ

0 (∆πν+b−γ− 1
2 ) dν+W τ −K

)+
∣∣∣∣∣π0 = 0

]

= sup
τ∈T[0,T−t]

E
[
e(γ−r)τ

(
xe(b−γ− 1

2 )τ+W τ −K
)+]

> E
[
e(γ−r)(T−t)

(
xe(b−γ− 1

2 )(T−t)+WT−t −K
)+]

= xe(b−r)(T−t)N
(

log x−logK−(γ−b− 1
2 )(T−t)√

T−t

)
−Ke(γ−r)(T−t)N

(
log x−logK−(γ−b+ 1

2 )(T−t)√
T−t

)
=: g(x, t),

where N stands for the standard normal distribution. We note that for x > K,

∂xg(x, t) = e(b−r)(T−t)N
(

log x−logK−(γ−b− 1
2 )(T−t)√

T−t

)
> e(b−r)(T−t)N

(
−(γ − b− 1

2)
√
T − t

)
.

If we can prove that the right hand side in the above equation is > 1 for sufficiently
large T − t, then g(x, t) > g(x, t)− g(K, t) > x−K for all x > K as g(K, t) > 0 by
definition. Consequently, we deduce u0(x, t) > (x−K)+ for sufficiently large T − t
and the claim follows.

– If γ 6 b+ 1
2 , then, ∂xg(x, t) > e(b−r)(T−t)N(0) > 1 for sufficiently large T − t.
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– If b+ 1
2 < γ < γ0, using the well-known inequality

N(−x) > 1√
2π

x

(x2 + 1)e
− 1

2x
2
, x > 0,

we have for sufficiently large T − t,

∂xg(x, t) > e(b−r)(T−t)N
(
−(γ − b− 1

2)
√
T − t

)
>

1√
2π

(γ − b− 1
2)
√
T − t

(γ − b− 1
2)2(T − t) + 1e

(
b−r−1

2 (γ−b−1
2 )2
)

(T−t)
> 1,

in view of b− r − 1
2(γ − b− 1

2)2 > b− r − 1
2(γ0 − b− 1

2)2 = 0.

Proposition 4.3. In the case of γ > b = r, there is only one non-increasing redeeming
boundary X1(t) with the terminal value X1(T ) = K. Moreover, the redeeming boundary
satisfies the following properties.

• If γ > r + 1
2 , then X1(t) exists and X1(t) 6 2(γ−r)

2(γ−r)−1K for 0 6 t 6 T .3

-

6

x

t

T
K
• •

2(γ−r)
2(γ−r)−1K

X1(t)
��

C R

Figure 4: π = 0, b = r and γ > r + 1
2 .

• If γ 6 r + 1
2 , then lim

T−t→+∞
X1(T − t) = +∞.4

3In this case, one can prove lim
T−t→+∞

X1(T − t) = 2(γ−r)
2(γ−r)−1 K. Due to the space limitation, we leave

the proof to the interested readers.
4We suspect that X1 disappears for some finite time t in this case, but cannot prove it.
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6

x

t

T
K
•

X1(t)
��

C R

Figure 5: π = 0 and b = r < γ 6 r + 1
2 .

Proof. Assume γ > b = r. By Lemma 3.4, we have

0 6 u0(x, t)− u0(y, t) 6 x− y, x > y > 0,

that is
−K 6 u0(x, t)− x 6 u0(y, t)− y.

Therefore, if u0(y, t) = y −K for some y, then u0(x, t) = x −K for any x > y. Hence,
the free boundary X2(t) disappears.

• Suppose γ > r + 1
2 . Let λ1 = 2(γ − r) > 1, x1 = λ1

λ1−1K and

w(x) =


(
x
λ1

)λ1 (λ1−1
K

)λ1−1
, 0 < x < x1;

(x−K)+, x > x1.

It can be seen that w(x) is a super solution of (4.5), hence

u0(x, t) 6 w(x) = (x−K)+, x > x1 = 2(γ−r)
2(γ−r)−1K.

The claim follows immediately.

• Suppose γ 6 r + 1
2 . Since x is a super solution of (4.5) with b = r, we have

u0(x, t) 6 x. Set
u∞0 (x) = lim

T−t→+∞
u0(x, t) 6 x.

Then, it solves the corresponding stationary problem of (4.5)

min
{
− 1

2x
2∂xxu

∞
0 (x) + (γ − r)(x∂xu∞0 (x)− u∞0 (x)), u∞0 (x)− (x−K)+

}
= 0, x > 0.

Let
x0 = lim

T−t→+∞
X1(T − t) ∈ [K,+∞].

18



Then u∞0 and x0 satisfy
−1

2x
2∂xxu

∞
0 (x) + (γ − r)(x∂xu∞0 (x)− u∞0 (x)) = 0, 0 < x < x0;

(x−K)+ 6 u∞0 (x) 6 x, x > 0.
(4.7)

Moreover,

if x0 < +∞, then u∞0 (x0) = x0 −K, and ∂xu
∞
0 (x0) = 1. (4.8)

The general solution of the equation (4.7) is

u∞0 (x) =


C1x ln x+ C2x, if γ = r + 1

2 ;

C1x
2(γ−r) + C2x, if γ < r + 1

2 ;
0 < x < x0.

Letting x go to 0 in the condition
(
1− K

x

)+
6 u∞0 (x)

x
6 1, we obtain C1 = 0. Hence,

u∞0 (x) = C2x for 0 < x < x0. Consequently, the condition (4.8) cannot be satisfied
for any x0 <∞. So x0 = +∞, and the claim follows.

The proof is complete.

5 General case: 0 < π < 1

Now, we go back to the general case 0 < π < 1.
We will discuss the behaviors of the redeeming boundaries. From Lemma 3.3 we see

that

∂t
(
u(x, π, t)− (x−K)+

)
6 0, (x, π, t) ∈ A; (5.1)

∂π
(
u(x, π, t)− (x−K)+

)
> 0, (x, π, t) ∈ A. (5.2)

Moreover, (3.3) reveals

∂x
(
u(x, π, t)− (x−K)+

)
6 0, if r > a, x > K, (x, π, t) ∈ A. (5.3)

Define, for each fixed (π, t) ∈ (0, 1)× [0, T ),

X1(π, t) := min{x | u(x, π, t) = (x−K)+, (x, π, t) ∈ A}, (5.4)

X2(π, t) := max{x | u(x, π, t) = (x−K)+, (x, π, t) ∈ A}. (5.5)

Then
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Lemma 5.1. We have

C = {(x, π, t) ∈ A | x < X1(π, t) or x > X2(π, t)}, (5.6)

R = {(x, π, t) ∈ A | X1(π, t) 6 x 6 X2(π, t)}. (5.7)

Moreover, X1(π, t) is non-increasing in t and non-decreasing in π, while X2(π, t) is non-
decreasing in t and non-increasing in π, if they exist; X1(π, t) > K.

Proof. For each fixed (π, t) ∈ (0, 1)× [0, T ), by Lemma 3.3, the function x 7→ u(x, π, t) is
convex; hence, u 6 x−K must be an interval of x, which clearly implies the expressions
C and R. The monotonicity of X1(π, t) and X2(π, t) is a simple consequence of (5.1) and
(5.2).

Similarly, for each fixed (x, t) ∈ (0,∞)× [0, T ), define

Π(x, t) := max{π | u(x, π, t) = (x−K)+, (x, π, t) ∈ A}, (5.8)

with Π(x, t) = 0 when the set on the right hand side is empty. Then, by (5.1) and (5.2),

Lemma 5.2. We have

C = {(x, π, t) ∈ A | π > Π(x, t)},

R = {(x, π, t) ∈ A | π 6 Π(x, t)}.

Moreover, Π(x, t) is non-decreasing in t.

The target of this paper is reduced to studying the properties of these redeeming
boundaries X1(π, t), X2(π, t), and Π(x, t).

Since γ > r, we only need to consider the following cases:

Case 0: b > γ > r

Case 1: r > a

Case 2: γ > b > r

Case 3: γ > r > b and a > r

Case 4: γ > r = b

We start with the simplest Case 0.
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5.1 Case 0: b > γ > r

If b > γ > r, a simple calculation shows for x > K

−L(x−K) = −Lx+ LK

= (r − (∆π + b))x+ (γ − r)K

< (r − b)x+ (γ − r)K

6 (r − b)K + (γ − r)K

= (γ − b)K

6 0, (5.9)

then we see that R = ∅ and C = A.

Theorem 5.3. Suppose b > γ > r, then the optimal redeeming time for the problem
(2.7) is

τ ∗ = T.

Economically speaking, it is never optimal to redeeming the stock early because the loan
rate is very low.

5.2 Case 1: r > a

Recalling our definition of the continuation region (2.9) and the redeeming region (2.10),
we see from (5.3) that the redeeming boundary X2 disappears if r > a.

Theorem 5.4. If r > a, then

C = {(x, π, t) ∈ A | x < X1(π, t)},

R = {(x, π, t) ∈ A | x > X1(π, t)}.

Economically speaking, one should redeem the stock if the stock price is high enough when
the discounting rate is too when high compared to the return rate of the stock.

Now, we can summarize the results of the problem (4.1).

Theorem 5.5. Suppose r > a, then the redeeming boundary can be expressed as x =
X1(π, t), where X1(π, t) is non-decreasing in π, non-increasing in t, and X1(π, T ) = K

for any 0 6 π 6 1. The optimal redeeming time for the problem (2.7) is given by

τ ∗ = min{ν ∈ [t, T ] | Xν > X1(πν , ν)}.
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5.3 Case 2: γ > b > r

In this case, the inequality in (5.3) may not hold.

Theorem 5.6. Suppose γ > b > r, then

X1(π, t) > K, X2(π, t) < γ−r
b−rK. (5.10)

-

6

K
•

γ−r
b−rK
•

x
0

1

π

R CC

Figure 6: In the plan t-section, γ > b > r.

Proof. Recall (5.9),

−L(x−K) = (r − (∆π + b))x+ (γ − r)K, (5.11)

and note r − (∆π + b) < r − b < 0, so if −L(x−K) > 0, then

x 6 γ−r
∆π+b−rK < γ−r

b−rK.

Thus, (5.10) follows from this and (2.11).

Remark 5.1. If a > γ > b, then 0 < γ−b
∆ < 1. Suppose π > γ−b

∆ , then ∆π + b > γ,
hence, by (5.11), for x > K,

−L(x−K) = (r − (∆π + b))x+ (γ − r)K 6 (r − γ)x+ (γ − r)K < 0.

Recalling (2.11), we see that
{

(x, π, t) ∈ A | γ−b∆ 6 π < 1
}
⊆ C (see Figure 7).
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Figure 7: In the plan t-section, a > γ > b > r.

5.4 Case 3: γ > r > b and a > r

We consider two sub-regions separately.

• γ−b
∆ 6 π < 1 : By Remark 5.1, if a > γ > r > b, then

{
(x, π, t) ∈ A | γ−b∆ 6 π < 1

}
⊆ C

and hence no redeeming boundary exists in this region. The above relationship
holds when γ > a > r > b as the left set becomes the empty set.

• 0 < π < γ−b
∆ : In this region if (γ−r)K

∆x + r−b
∆ < π < γ−b

∆ , we have (∆π + b − r)x >
(γ − r)K, so by (5.11),

−L(x−K) = (r − (∆π + b))x+ (γ − r)K < 0,

hence {
(x, π, t) ∈ A | (γ−r)K

∆x + r−b
∆ < π < γ−b

∆

}
⊆ C.

Recalling Lemma 5.2, we summarize the result obtained thus far in

Theorem 5.7. If γ > r > b and a > r, then

C = {(x, π, t) ∈ A | π > Π(x, t)},

R = {(x, π, t) ∈ A | π 6 Π(x, t)},

where the redeeming boundary Π(x, t) is first non-decreasing, and then decreasing in x.
The non-decreasing part is x = X1(π, t), and the non-increasing part is x = X2(π, t).
Moreover, it is universally upper-bounded by

Π(x, t) < γ−b
∆
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when a > γ.

γ−b
∆

K
• -

6

π = (γ−r)K
∆x + r−b

∆
�	

x0

1

π

π = Π(x, t)@I

R

C

Figure 8: In the plan t-section, a > γ > r > b.

Economically speaking, one should not redeem the stock if the excess return rate of the
stock is very likely to be a (which is higher than the loan rate).

5.5 Case 4: γ > r = b

In this case, we have

Theorem 5.8. If γ > r = b, then

C = {(x, π, t) ∈ A | π > Π(x, t)},

R = {(x, π, t) ∈ A | π 6 Π(x, t)},

where the redeeming boundary Π(x, t) is first non-decreasing and then non-increasing in
x with

lim
x→+∞

Π(x, t) = 0.

Further, Π(x, t) < γ−r
∆ when a > γ.

Proof. We first prove that Π(x, t) is positive for all sufficiently large x. Suppose this is
not so, because Π(x, t0) is non-increasing for large x; then there is a point (x0, 0, t0) such
that Π(x, t0) = 0 for all x > x0. From Proposition 4.3 and the definition of Π (5.8) we
see that

u(x, 0, t0) = x−K, x > x0;

u(x, π, t0) > x−K, x > x0, π > 0.
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By ut 6 0, we have

u(x, 0, t) = x−K, x > x0, t > t0; (5.12)

u(x, π, t) > x−K, x > x0, π > 0, t 6 t0. (5.13)

Hence by (4.1)

ut + 1
2x

2uxx + 1
2∆2π2(1− π)2uππ + ∆π(1− π)xuxπ

+ (∆π + b− γ)xux + (γ − r)u = 0, x > x0, π > 0, t 6 t0.

Letting π go to 0,

ut + 1
2x

2uxx + (b− γ)xux + (γ − r)u = 0, x > x0, π = 0, t 6 t0. (5.14)

By (5.12), we have for x > x0, π = 0, t = t0,

ut(x, 0, t0) 6 0, uxx(x, 0, t0) = 0, ux(x, 0, t0) = 1, u(x, 0, t0) = x−K.

Substituting them into the equation (5.14) with t = t0,

ut(x, 0, t0) + (b− γ)x+ (γ − r)(x−K) = 0.

Applying r = b, we obtain ut(x, 0, t0) = (γ − r)K > 0, which is a contradiction.
The non-decreasing part of π = Π(x, t) corresponds to x = X1(π, t) in (5.4), and the

non-increasing part corresponds to x = X2(π, t) in (5.5).
For π > (γ−r)K

∆x , we have by (5.11),

−L(x−K) = (r − (∆π + b))x+ (γ − r)K = −∆πx+ (γ − r)K < 0,

hence by (2.11) {
(x, π, t) ∈ A | π > (γ−r)K

∆x

}
⊆ C.

This clearly implies limx→+∞Π(x, t) = 0 and Π(x, t) < γ−r
∆ when a > γ as Π(x, t) > K.

See Figures 9, 10 for illustrations of our results when a 6 γ and a > γ.
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Figure 9: In the plan t-section, γ > a > r = b.
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Figure 10: In the plan t-section, a > γ > r = b.

6 Concluding remarks

Due to space limitations, this paper has studied only the optimal redeeming problem of
the standard stock loan. Clearly, one can use our method to study stock loans with other
ways of dividend distribution. Such problems, however, will involve higher dimensional
processes and thus, a more involved analysis is required. We hope to investigate these
areas in our future research endeavors.

Meanwhile, one can also consider the possible extensions of this study where the drift
dependents on a finite state Markov chain. A similar technique should work using the
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Wonham filter.

27



References

[1] Bain, A., Crisan, D. (2009). Fundamentals of stochastic filtering, Stochastic
Modelling and Applied Probability, 60. Springer, New York.

[2] Bielecki, T. R., Jin, H., Pliska, S. R., and Zhou, X. Y. (2005). Continuous–
time mean–variance portfolio selection with bankruptcy prohibition, Math. Finance,
15, 213–244.

[3] Cai, N., and Sun, L. (2014). Valuation of stock loans with jump risk, Journal of
Economic Dynamics & Control, 40, 213–241.

[4] Chen, X., Yi, F. and Wang, L. (2011). American lookback option with fixed
strike price — 2D parabolic variational inequality, Journal of Differential Equations,
251, 3063–3089.

[5] Dai, M., Jin, H, Zhong, Y. F., and Zhou, X. Y. (2009). Buy low and sell high,
Contemp. Quant. Financ., 317–333.

[6] Dai, M., and Xu, Z. Q. (2011). Optimal redeeming strategy of stock loans with
finite maturity, Math. Finance, 21, 775–793.

[7] Dai, M., Xu, Z. Q., and Zhou, X. Y. (2009). Continuous–time Markowitz’s
model with transaction costs, SIAM J. Finan. Math., 1, 96–125.

[8] Dai, M., Zhang, Q., and Zhu, Q. J. (2010). Trend Following Trading under a
Regime Switching Model SIAM J. Finan. Math., 1, 780–810.

[9] Dai, M., and Zhong, Y. F. (2012). Optimal stock selling/buying strategy with
reference to the ultimate average, Math. Finance, 22, 165–184.

[10] Dai, M., Zhou, Y., and Zhong, Y. F. (2012). Optimal stock selling based on
the global maximum, SIAM J. Control Optim., 50(4), 1804–1822.

[11] Detemple, J., Tian, W., and Xiong, J. (2012). Optimal stopping with reward
constraints, Finance Stochas., 16, 423–448.

[12] Décamps, J.-P., Mariotti, T., and Villeneuve, S (2005). Investment timing
under incomplete information, Mathematics of Operations Research, 30, 472–500.

[13] Duffie, D, and Richardson, H. (1991). Mean–variance hedging in continuous
time, Ann. Appl. Probab., 14, 1–15.

28



[14] Ekstr, E., and Vaicenavicius, J. (2015). Optimal liquidation of an asset under
drift uncertainty, SIAM Journal on Financial Mathematics,7, 357–381.

[15] Friedman, A. (1982). Variational principles and free boundary problems, John
Wiley Sons, New York.

[16] Guo, X. (2001). Inside information and option pricings, Quant. Financ., 1, 38–44.

[17] Guo, X. (2001). An explicit solution to an optimal stopping problem with regime
switching, J. App. Prob., 38, 464–481.

[18] Hou, D. and Xu, Z. Q. (2016). A robust Markowitz mean–variance portfolio
selection model with an intractable claim, SIAM J. Finan. Math., 7(1), 124–151.

[19] Hu, Y., and Zhou, X. Y. (2005). Constrained stochastic LQ control with random
coefficients, and application to mean–variance portfolio selection, SIAM J. Control
Optim., 44, 444–466.

[20] Jin, H., and Zhou, X. Y. (2015). Continuous–time portfolio selection under
ambiguity, Math. Control Relat. Fields, 5(3), 475–488.

[21] Kallianpur, G., and Xiong, J. (1994). Stochastic models of environmental
pollution, Adv. Appl. Probab., 26, 377–403.

[22] Kallianpur, G., and Xiong, J. (2001). Asset pricing with stochastic volatility,
Appl. Math. Optim., 43(1), 47–62.

[23] Karatzas, I., and Shreve, S. E. (1999). Methods of Mathematical Finance,
Springer–Verlag, New York.

[24] Liang, Z., Nie, Y., and Zhao, L. (2012). Valuation of infinite maturity stock
loans with geometric Levy model in a risk-neutral framework, working paper.

[25] Lamberton, D., and Zervos, M. (2013). On the optimal stopping of a one-
dimensional diffusion, Electron. J. Probab., 18, 34–49.

[26] Leung, T., Li, X., and Wang, Z. (2015). Optimal multiple trading times under
the exponential OU model with transaction costs, J. Stoch. Models, 31, 554–587.

[27] Li, X., Tan, H.H., Wilson, C., and Wu, Z. Y. (2013). When should venture
capitalists exit their investee companies? Int. J. Manag. Finance, 9, 351–364.

[28] Li, X., and Xu, Z. Q. (2016). Continuous–time Markowitz’s model with con-
straints on wealth and portfolio, Oper. Res. Lett., 44, 729–736.

29



[29] Li, X, Zhou, X. Y., and Lim, A. E. B. (2002). Dynamic mean–variance portfolio
selection with no–shorting constraints, SIAM J. Control Optim., 40, 1540–1555.

[30] Liptser, R., and Shiryaev, A. N. (2001). Statistics of Random Processes, I.
General Theory, Springer–Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg.

[31] Markowitz, H. (1952). Portfolio selection, J. Financ., 7, 77–91.

[32] Markowitz, H. (1959). Portfolio Selection: Efficient Diversification of Invest-
ments, New York: John Wiley & Sons.

[33] Meyer–Brandis, T., Øksendal, B., and Zhou, X. Y. (2012). A mean–field
stochastic maximum principle via Malliavin calculus, Stochastics, 84, 643–666.

[34] Oleinik, O. A., and Radkevie, E. V. (1973). Second order equations with
nonnegative characteristic form. American Mathematical Society, Rhode Island and
Plenum Press, New York.

[35] Petrosyan, A., and Shahgholian, H. (2007). Parabolic obstacle problems
applied to finance, Recent developments in nonlinear partial differential equations, pp.
117–133, Contemp. Math. 439 AMS Providence, RI, 2007.

[36] Pham, H. (2009). Continuous-time stochastic control and optimization with finan-
cial applications, Stochastic Modelling and Applied Probability, 61. Springer-Verlag,
Berlin Heidelberg.

[37] Prager, D., and Zhang, Q. (2010). Stock loan valuation under a regime-
switching model with mean-reverting and finite maturity, J. Syst. Sci. Complex, 23(3),
572–583.

[38] Schweizer, M. (1992). Mean–variance hedging for general claims, Ann. Appl.
Probab., 2, 171–179.

[39] Shiryaev, A. N. (2008). Optimal Stopping Rules, Springer-Verlag, Berlin.

[40] Shiryaev, A. N. (2009). On stochastic models and optimal methods in the quickest
detection problems, Theory Probab. Appl., 53, 385–401.

[41] Shiryaev, A. N., Novikov, A. A. (2008). On a stochastic version of the trading
rule “buy and hold”, Statist. Decisions, 26, 289–302.

[42] Shiryaev, A. N., Xu, Z. Q., and Zhou, X. Y. (2008). Thou shalt buy and
hold, Quant. Financ., 8, 765–776.

30



[43] Shiryaev, A. N., Zhitlukhin, and M. V., Ziemba, W. T. (2014). When to
sell Apple and the NASDAQ? Trading bubbles with a stochastic disorder model, J.
Portf. Manage., 40, 54–63.

[44] Song, Q. S., Yin, G., and Zhang, Q. (2009). Stochastic optimization methods
for buying-low-and-selling-high strategies, Stoch. Anal. Appl., 27, 523–542.

[45] Vannest̊al, M. (2017). Optimal timing decisions in financial markets, Doctoral
Thesis, Uppsala University, 2017.

[46] Wang, G. C., Wu, Z., and Xiong, J. (2013). A linear-quadratic optimal control
problem of forward-backward stochastic differential equations with partial information
IEEE T. Automat. Contr., 60(11), 2904–2916.

[47] Xia, J., and Zhou, X. Y. (2007). Stock loans, Math. Finance, 17(2), 307–317.

[48] Xiong, J. (2001). Particle approximations to the filtering problem in continuous
time, The Oxford Handbook of Nonlinear Filtering, Oxford University Press.

[49] Xiong, J. (2008). An Introduction to Stochastic Filtering Theory, Oxford Univer-
sity Press.

[50] Xiong, J., and Zhou, X. Y. (2007). Mean–variance portfolio selection under
partial information, SIAM J. Control Optim., 46, 156–175.

[51] Xu, Z. Q. (2016). A note on the quantile formulation, Math. Finance, 26(3), 589–
601.

[52] Xu, Z. Q., and Zhou, X. Y. (2013). Optimal stopping under probability distor-
tion, Ann. Appl. Probab., 23, 251–282.

[53] Yong, J. M. (2013). Linear–quadratic optimal control problems for mean–field
stochastic differential equations, SIAM J. Control Optim., 51, 2809–2838.

[54] Yong, J. M., and Zhou, X. Y. (1999). Stochastic controls Hamiltonian systems
and HJB equations, Springer-Verlag New York.

[55] Zervos, M., Johnson, T., and Alazemi, F. (2012). Buy-low and sell-high
investment strategies, Math. Finance, 23(3), 560–578.

[56] Zhang, Q. (2001). Stock trading: an optimal selling rule, SIAM J. Contr. Optim.,
40, 64–87.

31



[57] Zhang, Q., and Zhou, X. Y. (2009). Valuation of stock loans with regime switch-
ing, SIAM J. Control Optim., 48, 1229–1250.

[58] Zhitlukhin, M. V., and Shiryaev, A. N. (2013). Baeyes disorder problems on
filtered probability spaces, Theory Probab. Appl., 57, 497–511.

[59] Zhitlukhin, M. V., and Shiryaev, A. N. (2014). Optimal stopping problems
for a Brownian motion with disorder on a segment, Theory Probab. Appl., 58, 164–171.

[60] Zhou, X. Y., and Li, D. (2000). Continuous time mean–variance portfolio selec-
tion: a stochastic LQ framework, Appl. Math. Optim., 42, 19–33.

32


	Introduction
	Problem formulation
	The market and the underlying stock
	The stock loan and its optimal redeeming problem 

	Preliminaries and continuities
	Preliminaries

	Variational inequality, and the boundary cases
	Degenerate variational inequality
	The boundary cases: =0,1

	General case: 0<<1
	Case 0: b>r
	Case 1: ra
	Case 2: >b>r
	Case 3: >r>b and a>r
	Case 4: >r=b

	Concluding remarks



