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CBI-TIME-CHANGED LEVY PROCESSES
CLAUDIO FONTANA, ALESSANDRO GNOATTO, AND GUILLAUME SZULDA

ABSTRACT. We introduce and study the class of CBI-time-changed Lévy processes (CBITCL),
obtained by time-changing a Lévy process with respect to an integrated continuous-state branching
process with immigration (CBI). We characterize CBITCL processes as solutions to a certain
stochastic integral equation and relate them to affine stochastic volatility processes. We provide a
complete analysis of the time of explosion of exponential moments of CBITCL processes and study
their asymptotic behavior. In addition, we show that CBITCL processes are stable with respect
to a suitable class of equivalent changes of measure. As illustrated by some examples, CBITCL

processes are flexible and tractable processes with a significant potential for applications in finance.

1. INTRODUCTION

Since their introduction in [KW71], continuous-state branching processes with immigration (CBI
processes) have represented a major topic of research in the theory of stochastic processes (we refer
to [Li20] for a recent overview of some of the main developments in the field). CBI processes belong
to the class of affine processes (see [DFS03]) and, due to their analytical tractability, have found
important applications in mathematical finance, especially in interest rate modelling (see [Fil01]).
In recent years, CBI processes have attracted a renewed interest in financial modelling, due to their
capability of reproducing empirical features of financial time series such as volatility clustering and
self-exciting jumps. In particular, self-exciting CBI processes have been exploited for the construc-
tion of single-curve and multi-curve interest rate models in [JMS17, FGS21], for the modelling of
energy prices in [JMSS19, CMS22] and for stochastic volatility modelling in [JMSZ21].

In this paper, we introduce and study the class of CBI-time-changed Lévy processes (CBITCL),
obtained by time-changing a Lévy process with respect to the time integral of a CBI process. This
construction combines the distributional flexibility of Lévy processes with the self-exciting behavior
of CBI processes, while retaining full analytical tractability. CBITCL processes have a significant
potential for applications in finance, notably in markets with stochastic volatility, as illustrated
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in the companion paper [FGS22]. In this work, we lay the theoretical foundations of CBITCL
processes and derive some results that are especially motivated by financial applications.
The main contributions of the present paper can be outlined as follows:

e We characterize CBITCL processes as solutions to a stochastic integral equation which
generalizes the well-known Dawson-Li representation of a CBI process (see [DL06]) and
we provide an additional characterization in terms of their semimartingale characteristics.
Moreover, we study the relation with affine stochastic volatility processes, adopting an
extension of the original definition of [KR11], and derive necessary and sufficient conditions
for a general affine stochastic volatility process to be a CBITCL process.

e By combining techniques of affine processes and specific properties of CBITCL processes,
we analyse the time of explosion of exponential moments of CBITCL processes, under a
suitable assumption on their dependence structure. This has important consequences in
finance, where a CBITCL process can be used to represent the log-price of an asset. We also
study the asymptotic behavior of CBITCL processes. While the existence of a stationary
distribution of a CBI process is well understood (see, e.g., [Li20, Section 10]), we provide
an asymptotic result analogous to [KR11, Theorem 3.4] for the distribution of a CBITCL
process, making use of our characterization of the lifetime of exponential moments.

e In view of financial applications, we derive a class of equivalent changes of probability
that leave invariant the class of CBITCL processes, up to a change in their parameters.
Moreover, we illustrate how our results can be applied to some specifications of CBITCL
processes that have been recently considered in mathematical finance.

We emphasize that, while some of our results can be derived from the general theory of affine
processes, we obtain more refined statements under minimal technical assumptions by exploiting
the specific structure of CBITCL processes.

Our work is naturally related to the use of stochastic changes of time in finance. Starting from the
seminal work [Cla73], time-changed processes have been widely adopted as models for asset prices
and we refer to [BNS15, Swil6] for detailed accounts on the topic. In particular, our work builds on
the contributions of [CGMY03, CWO04], where stochastic volatility models have been constructed
by relying on time-changed Lévy processes. An empirical analysis of several specifications of such
models has been conducted in [HW04]. While their analysis only considers changes of time driven
by square-root diffusions, [HW04] point out that a promising direction of research is the study of
models where the activity rate of the time change process exhibits high-frequency jumps. This has
been confirmed by the empirical analysis conducted in [FHM21]. Our work contributes to this line
of research by developing a general theoretical framework for the use of CBI processes as changes
of time for Lévy processes, also allowing for the presence of self-exciting jumps in the activity rate
of the time change and for dependence between the Lévy process and the activity rate.

Structure of the paper. In Section 2, we state the definition of CBITCL processes, character-
ize them as solutions to a stochastic integral equation and study their relation to affine stochastic
volatility processes. In Section 3, under a suitable assumption on the dependence structure of a
CBITCL process, we derive an explicit characterization of the lifetime of exponential moments and
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of the asymptotic behavior of CBITCL processes. In Section 4, we present a class of equivalent
changes of probability that leave invariant the class of CBITCL processes. Finally, in Section 5 we
present two examples of CBITCL processes that are relevant for financial applications and discuss
the applications of CBITCL processes to option pricing.

Notation. In the following, we denote by R, (R_, resp.) the set of non-negative (non-positive,
resp.) real numbers. We denote by C, (C_, resp.) the set of complex numbers with non-negative
(non-positive, resp.) real part. The set iR is the set of complex numbers with null real part.

2. DEFINITION AND CHARACTERIZATION
In this section, we state the definition of a CBITCL process and prove some foundational results
for this class of processes. We let (2, F,P) be a probability space supporting the following objects:

(i) a one-dimensional Lévy process K = (Ky)i=0 with triplet (8,0,v), where 5> 0 and v is a
Lévy measure! on R, such that Sé xv(dx) < +00. The exponent ¥ : C_ — C is given by

(2.1) W(u) = Bu+ f (" — )u(dz), forallueC._;
Ry
(ii) a two-dimensional Lévy process (M, N) = ((M, Nt))i=0, independent of K, with triplet
(b,0%,1I), where II(dz,dz) is a Lévy measure on R, x R and

_ 2
(2.2) b= bx , o? = 7x 'OJ);JZ , j x1I(dz,dz) < 400,
bz pPOXOz oy [1,400) xR

with bx,bz € R, ox,07 € Ry and p € [—1,1]. The exponent A : C_ x iR — C is given by

1 1
A(ul,u2) = —bxuy + bzus + 50'3(?1% +poxozuiug + 50’%?1%

+ jR . (6“19”“2'2 —1—wz— UQZ]_{‘Z‘<1})H((1:E, dz),
+ X

for all (uj,ug) € C_ x iR. The process M is therefore a spectrally positive Lévy process
with finite first moment and exponent ® : C_ — C given by

1
(2.4) ®(u) = —bxu + —oku? + f ("’ — 1 — ux)lI(dx,dz), for all u e C_,
2 Ry xR
whereas N is a general Lévy process whose exponent Z : iR — C is given by

1
(2.5) Z(u) = byu + —oZu’ + f (e"" =1 —uzly,<y)Il(dz, d2), for all u € iR.
2 Ry xR

Definition 2.1. A process (X,Z) = ((Xt, Zt))i=0 taking values in the state space Ry x R is a
CBI-time-changed Lévy process (CBITCL) if it holds that

Xt:X()-l-Myt-l-Kt,
Zt:Nth

(2.6)

for all t = 0, with X > 0 and where Y = (¥})¢>0 denotes the process Y := So X, ds.

1We recall that a measure v on R" is a Lévy measure if v({0}) = 0 and §en (|27 A 1)y(dz) < +00.
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The above definition is well-posed due to the existence of a unique strong solution (X, Z2) to
the stochastic time change equation (2.6), which follows as a special case of [CPGUB17, Theorem
1]. In addition, by [CPGUB13, Theorem 2|, the first component X of a CBITCL process (X, Z)
is a conservative stochastically continuous continuous-state branching process with immigration
(CBI) in the sense of [KWT71], with initial value Xy, immigration mechanism ¥ and branching
mechanism ®. Note that, since X has cadlag paths, the integral Y := SO Xsds is always well
defined as a non-decreasing process and can therefore be used as a change of time.

In the following, we write that a process (X, Z) is CBITCL(Xj, ¥, A) as a shorthand notation
to denote the fact that (X, Z) is a CBI-time-changed Lévy process in the sense of Definition 2.1,
with Xy > 0 and where the exponents ¥ and A are given in (2.1) and (2.3), respectively.

Remark 2.2. Definition 2.1 can be extended to processes taking values on the state space R" x R",
for m,n € N. As shown in [CPGUB17], this would generate processes that belong to the affine class.
However, it seems difficult to derive explicit results such as a characterization of the finiteness of
exponential moments in the multi-dimensional case. For this reason and for ease of exposition, in
the present work we restrict our attention to two-dimensional CBITCL processes.

2.1. CBITCL processes as solutions to stochastic integral equations. It is well known
that a CBI process can be characterized in two equivalent ways: as the solution to the stochastic
integral equation of Dawson and Li (see [DLO06]) and as the solution to a stochastic time change
equation of Lamperti-type (see [CPGUBI13]). It can be shown that these two representations of a
CBI process are equivalent in a weak sense (see [Szu21l, Theorem 2.12]). In the present context of
CBITCL processes, Definition 2.1 builds upon the Lamperti-type representation of a CBI process.
In this section, we show that the Dawson-Li representation can be extended to CBITCL processes.
To this effect, let us introduce the following objects, assumed to be mutually independent:

e a two-dimensional Brownian motion B = (B;);>¢ with independent components;
e a Poisson random measure Ny(dt, dz,dz) on (0, +00) xRy xR of compensator dt v(dx) do(dz);
e a Poisson random measure Nq(dt, du, dz,dz) on (0, +0)? xR, xR of compensator dt du I1(dz, dz).

In the following, we shall always use the tilde notation to denote compensated random measures.
Let o € R%2*? be a matrix with non-negative diagonal elements such that oo T = ¢2 and, for Xy > 0,
consider the following two-dimensional stochastic integral equation:

Xt B XO t ,8 t t T
(Zt> = ( 0 ) +L <<0> —l—Xsb) ds+af0 \/XsdBs + L f]R+><]R (()) No(ds,dz,dz)
t X - 0
(2.7) ~|—f0 L fRerR <z1{221}> Ny (ds,du,dz,dz)

t X57 €T ~
~|—J j J Ni(ds,du,dz,dz).
0Jo  Jryxr \ 21y <1}

If (Q,F,F = (F)i=0,P) is a filtered probability space supporting B, Ny and N7 with the above
properties, then equation (2.7) admits a unique strong solution (X, Z) defined on (2, F,F,P).
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Indeed, by [FL10, Corollary 5.2], there exists a unique strong solution X to the first component of
the stochastic integral equation (2.7), which corresponds to the Dawson-Li representation of the
CBI process X, see [DL06]. In turn, noting that the right-hand side of (2.7) depends only on the
process X, this implies the uniqueness of the process Z defined by the second component of (2.7).

The next theorem asserts that defining CBITCL processes as solutions to the stochastic integral
equation (2.7) is equivalent to Definition 2.1. In the following, we say that a process (X, Z) defined
on the probability space (€2, F,P) is a weak solution to (2.7) if there exists an enlargement of the
probability space supporting a two-dimensional Brownian motion B and Poisson random measures
Ny and Nj as above such that (X, Z) satisfies (2.7). In a similar manner, we say that a process
(X, Z) defined on a probability space (2, F,P) is equivalent to a CBITCL(Xy, ¥, A) if there exists
an enlargement of the probability space supporting independent Lévy processes K and (M, N)
with exponents ¥ and A, respectively, such that (X, Z) satisfies (2.6).

Theorem 2.3. If the process (X,Z) is a CBITCL(Xy, ¥, A), then it is a weak solution to (2.7).
Conwversely, if the process (X, Z) is solution to (2.7) on some filtered probability space (2, F,F,P),
then it is equivalent to a CBITCL(Xq, ¥, A), with ¥ and A given by (2.1) and (2.3), respectively.

Proof. Let (X, Z) be a CBITCL(Xy, ¥, A) and denote by F(MN) the natural filtration of (M, N).
Making use of the Lévy-1td6 decomposition of (M, N), we have that

My, b 0 b x
"l =bYi+o WYt+J J ,u(ds,dx,dz)+f J f(ds,dz,dz),
Ny, 0 Jryxr \21{z>1) 0 Jryxr \ZLy]<1

for all t > 0, where (W;)i=o is two-dimensional Brownian motion in FMN) and p(dt,dz,dz) is
a Poisson random measure with compensator d¢II(dz,dz) in FALN) - independent of . Let the
filtration GM-N):K he defined as the initial enlargement of F(M-N) with respect to o(Kg;s = 0),
ie., gt(M’N)’K = ]:t(M’N) v o(Kg;s = 0), for all t > 0. By part (2) of [CPGUB13, Lemma 5],
it holds that Y; is a GM-N)-E _gtopping time, for each ¢ = 0. Therefore, the process (Y2)i=0 is a
change of time in GM-N):K in the sense of [JacT9, Definition 10.1]. By continuity of Y, the random
measure u(dt,dx, dz) is adapted to Y (see [Jac79, Definition 10.25]) and, due to the independence of
(M, N) and K, it has the same compensator d¢ II(dz, dz) in both filtrations G(M-N)-K and FOMN),
Applying [Jac79, Theorems 10.27 and 10.28], we can perform a change of time and obtain

Vi 0 ¢ 0
J J wu(ds,dx,dz) = J j w(Xsds,dz,dz),
0 Jryxr \ 21z 0 Jry xR \ Z1{z)>1)

Yy T t x
J J ia(ds,dz,dz) = J j (X ds,dz,dz),
0 Jryxr \Z1yz<1) 0 JrRy xR \ 21{z1<1}

for all t = 0. By [IW89, Theorem II.7.4], on a suitable extension of the probability space there
exists a Poisson random measure Nj(dt, du,dz,dz) with compensator d¢ duIl(dz,dz) such that

t 0 t X - 0
f f w(Xsds,dz,dz) =f f f Ny (ds,du,dx,dz),
0 Jry xR \ 2121} 0Jo  Jryxr \ 21z
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t " t X, - " N
f f a(Xsds,dz,dz) —f f f Ny (ds,du,dz,dz),
0 Jry xR \ 21l{2|<1} 0Jo  Jryxr \ 21y <1}

for all ¢ > 0. Proceeding in a similar way and making use of [[W89, Theorem 7.1’], on a suitable
extension of the probability space there exists a two-dimensional Brownian motion B = (B})=0
such that Wy, = SS v XsdBg, for all t = 0. We have therefore obtained that

My t ¢ t X, - 0
k :J Xsde—l-Uj \/Xsst~|—j J J Ny (ds, du,dz,dz)
Ny, 0 0 0Jo Jrixr \2l{zn

t X-57 x ~
+j j J Ni(ds,du,dz,dz).
0Jo  Jr,xr \2l{:<1)

The Lévy-Itd6 decomposition of the process K can be written as K; = St + Sé SR+ «r T No(ds,dz,dz),

(2.8)

for all ¢ > 0, where Ny(dt,dxz,dz) is a Poisson random measure with compensator d¢ v(dx) dp(dz).
Adding the Lévy-It6 decomposition of K to (2.8) and comparing with (2.6), we have proved that
(X, Z) solves equation (2.7), on a suitable extension of the original probability space.

Conversely, suppose that (X, Z) solves (2.7) on some filtered probability space (2, F,F,P). We
first observe that the process K = (K;);>¢ defined by Ky := gt + SS S]R+><]R x Ny(ds,dz,dz), for all
t = 0, is a Lévy process with triplet (53,0,r) and exponent ¥ given by (2.1). Consider then the
two-dimensional process V := (X — K, Z). In order to show that V is a time-changed Lévy process,
we follow the proof of [Kal06, Theorem 3.2]. We first note that the process V' is constant on each
interval [r,s] € Ry such that Y, = Y a.s. Indeed, for any such interval, it necessarily holds that
X =0 as. on [r,s] (Lebesgue-a.e.), and, therefore, (2.7) implies that V' is a.s. constant on [r,s].
Let Yy := limy ., o Yz, which is well-defined since the process Y is non-decreasing, and define the
inverse time change 7(t) := inf{s > 0:Y; > t}, for all t > 0. Define the process L' = (L});<y,, by>

L% = Vi), for all t < Y.
By [Jac79, Lemma 10.14], V is adapted to (7(£))i>0 and it holds that V; = L{,, for all £ > 0. Since
(X, Z) solves (2.7), the semimartingale V = (X — K, Z) has characteristics (Yb, Yo?,dY; II(dx, dz))
in the filtration F with respect to the truncation function h given by h(z) := (21, 721{j3,<1}), for
r = (z1,72) € R2. By [Jac79, Theorem 10.16], L! is a semimartingale in the time-changed filtration
(Fr(#))t=0 on the stochastic interval [0,Yy[. Similarly as in the proof of [Kal06, Theorem 3.2],

[Jac79, Theorems 10.17 and 10.27] together with the fact that Y, = t, for all £ < Y, imply that
the semimartingale characteristics (B, C, F) of L! in (Fr())e=0 are given by

(29) By =Y,b=1tb, Cp=Y,yo>=to? F(dt dx,dz) = dY,y (dz,dz) = dtII(dz,dz2),

for all t < Y. Let L? = (L?);=0 be a two-dimensional Lévy process with triplet (b, 02, 1I) and ex-
ponent (2.3), independent of V and K, possibly defined on a suitable enlargement of the probability
space. Define the process L = (Lt)¢=0 by

Ly = L%l{t<Yoo} + (L%/Oo + L?*Yoo)l{t>yoo}’ for all ¢ >0,

2We point out that it may happen that Yo, < +00, since zero is an absorbing state for X when ¥ = 0.
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where L%/OO = lmy, 150 Vi =: Vo on {Y, < +o0}, which is well-defined since V' is a semimartingale
up to infinity on {Yy, < 400}, see [CS05]. Note that Yy, is a stopping time in the time-changed
filtration (Fr())i=0 and, therefore, L is a semimartingale in (F())i=0. Moreover, by the results
of [Jac79, Section 10.2b], it can be shown that the semimartingale characteristics of L are given
by (2.9), which by [JS03, Corollary 11.4.19] implies that L is a Lévy process with triplet (b, o2, II).
Since V; = Ly;, for all t > 0, to complete the proof it remains to show that L is independent of K.
To this effect, in view of [HWY92, Theorem 11.43], it suffices to prove that |AL; AK;| = 0 a.s. for
all t = 0. Using the definition of L and [Jac79, Theorem 10.27], we can compute

E[|AL; AKy|| = 153[1{1t<Y00}|AL;§l AKy|]
(2.10) = E[1r(t)<to0} [ AV () AK|]
S E[1rm) <ty AV o) AK] + E[Ljpar(—y< ooy [AVr o) AKY ],

where we have used the fact that E[1(;_y—y|AV;q—) AK|] = 0 since the random measures No
and N7 in (2.7) are assumed to be independent. Moreover, using the fact that 7(¢t—) is a predictable
time in the filtration F together with [JS03, Proposition I1.1.17], it holds that

E[1g<r(t—) <400} AV o) AK|] = E[Lgcr(t—)<too} AKE[JAV, ¢y [| Frey-1] = 0.
In an analogous way, since K is quasi-left-continuous, we have that
E[Lir(-) <t |AVr) AKl| = E[Lroy <y [AVr [EIAKG ]| Fe-]] = 0.
In view of (2.10), this implies that |AL; AK;| = 0 a.s. for all t > 0, thus completing the proof. O

From now on, if a CBITCL process (X, Z) is directly defined as the unique strong solution
to (2.7) on some filtered probability space (2, F,F,P), we will say that (X,Z) is given by its
extended Dawson-Li representation. Representation (2.7) can be especially useful for the numerical
simulation of CBITCL processes (compare with [FGS21, Appendix B] in the case CBI processes).

Remark 2.4. One of the characteristic features of CBI processes is their self-exciting behavior. As
can be deduced from equation (2.7), this behavior is inherited by the class of CBITCL processes.
In particular, we can observe the following:

e The local martingale terms of the process X depend on the current level of the process
itself. This generates self-excitation since large values of the process increase its volatility.
In particular, a large jump of X increases the likelihood of further jumps of X.

e The volatility of Z is determined by X. Therefore, large values of X are associated to an
increased volatility of both processes, thus generating volatility clustering effects in (X,Y).

As mentioned in the introduction, self-exciting and volatility clustering phenomena are often
present in financial time series. Together with the remarkable analytical tractability, this makes
CBITCL processes especially appropriate for financial modeling, as illustrated in [FGS22] in the
context of foreign currency markets with stochastic volatility (see also the examples in Section 5).

The next proposition characterizes CBITCL processes in terms of their semimartingale differen-
tial characteristics (see [Kal06] for additional information on this notion of characteristics).
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Proposition 2.5. Let (X,Z) be a CBITCL(Xy,¥,A). Then, (X,Z) is a semimartingale with
differential characteristics (B, C, F') relative to the truncation function h(x) = x1y,<1y given by

B, = (5 y 55‘”””(‘1‘””)) X (b— (5[1#@@““(“"12))), Cr =X, o
(2.11) 0 0

Fi(dz,dz) = v(dx)dp(dz) + X;-T(dz,dz), for all t = 0.

Conversely, if (X, Z) is a semimartingale with differential characteristics given as in (2.11), with
B=0,band o as in (2.2), v and II Lévy measures on Ry and Ry x R, respectively, such that
S(l]xu(dx) < +00 and S[17+m)xR:pH(dx,dz) < 40, then it is equivalent to a CBITCL(Xy, V¥, A),
where W and A are determined by (8,b,0%,v,11) as in (2.1) and (2.3), respectively.

Proof. Let (X, Z) be a CBITCL(X(, ¥,A) on (2, F,P). By Theorem 2.3, the process (X, Z) is solu-
tion to equation (2.7) on an extended filtered probability space (', F',F',P") (see [[W89, Definition
I1.7.1]). This implies that (X, Z) is a quasi-left-continuous semimartingale on (€', 7/, F',P’) and its
differential characteristics as stated in (2.11) can be directly deduced from (2.7). In view of [Jac79,
Remark 10.40], (X, Z) is also a semimartingale on (Q, F,F(%) P), where F(2) = (ft(X’Z))t>0
denotes the natural filtration of (X, Z), with the same differential characteristics given in (2.11).
Conversely, suppose that (X, Z) is a semimartingale with differential characteristics given as
in (2.11). Writing the canonical representation of (X, Z) (which is determined by the differential
characteristics, see [JS03, Theorem I1.2.34]) and arguing as in the first part of the proof of Theorem
2.3, it can be easily shown that (X, Z) satisfies (2.7) on a suitable extension of the probability space.

Therefore, it follows from Theorem 2.3 that (X, Z) is equivalent to a CBITCL(Xj, ¥, A). O

2.2. CBITCL processes as affine processes. In this section, we regard CBITCL processes as
affine processes in the sense of [DFS03]. More specifically, we connect CBITCL processes to affine
stochastic volatility processes as considered in [KR11]. We first state the following proposition,
which provides the Fourier-Laplace transform of the joint process (X,Y, Z), where Y := So X, ds.
When restricted to the pair (X, Z), this result follows as a consequence of [CPGUB17, Theorem 1].
Without loss of generality (see Theorem 2.3), we suppose that the CBITCL process (X, Z) is given
by its extended Dawson-Li representation on a filtered probability space (€2, F,F,P) supporting
the processes introduced at the beginning of Section 2.1.

Proposition 2.6. Let (X, Z) be a CBITCL(X, ¥, A) and consider the process (X,Y,Z), where
Y = So Xsds. Then, (X,Z) and (X,Y,Z) are affine procesess on the state spaces Ry x R and
]R%r x R, respectively, and it holds that

(2.12) E[emXrtu¥rtusr| Bl — exp(U(T — t,ur, us, ug) + V(T — t,ur, us, uz) Xy + usYy +usZy),

for all (uy,uz,u3) € C2 x iR and 0 <t < T < 40, where the functions U(-,uy, ug,uz) : Ry — C
and V(-,ui,ug,u3) : Ry — C_ are solutions to

t

(2.13) U(t,ug,ug,uz) = J \I’(V(s,ul,uQ,u;g)) ds,
0
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oV
(2.14) E(t,ul,UQ,’L@) = A(V(t,ul,’LLg,’LL3),U3) + uo, V(O,ul,’LLg,’LL3) = uq,

where ¥ : C_ — C and A : C_ xiR — C denote the functions given by (2.1) and (2.3), respectively.

Proof. Since (X, Z) is the unique strong solution to (2.7) on (92, F,F,P), it is a strong Markov
process and a semimartingale with characteristics given by (2.11) (see Proposition 2.5). By [DFS03,
Theorem 2.12], it follows that (X, Z) is an affine process on R} x R with functional characteristics
(F, R) given by

F(’Ul,vg) = \I’(’Ul), R(’Ul,’l)g) = A(’Ul,’l)g),

for all (v1,v2) € C_ x iR. By applying [KR09, Theorem 4.10], we obtain that the process (X,Y, Z)
is an affine process on RZ x R with functional characteristics (}~7 , E) given by

Fuy, ug,u3) = F(uy, ug) = U(uy), R(uy,ug,u3) = R(u1,us) + us = A(u, uz) + ug,
for all (uy,uz,u3) € C2 x iR. The affine transform formula (2.12) and the Riccati equations
(2.13)-(2.14) are then a consequence of [DFS03, Theorem 2.7]. O

The availability of the explicit characterization of the conditional Fourier-Laplace transform
stated in Proposition 2.6 is of great usefulness for the application of CBITCL processes in finance
(see also Section 5.3). More specifically, many pricing applications require the computation of
conditional expectations of the form (2.12), with Y typically playing the role of a discount factor.

In line with [KR11], we say that a process (X, Z) taking values in Ry x R is an affine stochastic
volatility process if it is an affine process and its Fourier-Laplace transform has the structure
(2.12) (with ug = 0), for some functions & and V. This terminology is explained by the fact
that, in financial applications, the process Z usually plays the role of the log-price process of
a risky asset, while X represents its instantaneous variance.® Proposition 2.6 directly implies
that CBITCL processes belong to the class of affine stochastic volatility processes. In the next
proposition, we provide conditions for the validity of the converse implication. We recall that, if
(X,Z) is an affine process on Ry x R, then the compensator of its jump measure is of the form
v&2)(dt,dx,dz) = (mo(dz,dz) + Xy my(dz,dz))dt, where mg and m; are Lévy measures on
R, x R satisfying SR+XR(1 A (2 + 22))mo(de,dz) < +0 (see, e.g., [KR11, Section 2.1]).

Proposition 2.7. Let (X, Z) be an affine stochastic volatility process. Then, (X, Z) is equivalent
to a CBITCL process if the following three conditions hold:

(i) S[17+w)xRa:m1(dx,dz) < +o0;
(ii) mo(dz,dz) = mg (dz) do(dz) + So(dz) mé (d2);
(iii) Z is a.s. constant on every interval [r,s] € Ry such that Sf Xy—du =0 a.s.

3We point out that the notion of affine stochastic volatility process that we adopt in this paper is more general
than [KR11, Definition 2.8]. Indeed, we do not require that exp(Z) is a martingale nor impose a non-degeneracy
condition on = (corresponding to conditions (A3)-(A4) in [KR11]). An explicit characterization of the martingale

property of exp(Z) will be given below in Corollary 4.3.
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Proof. It (X, Z) is an affine stochastic volatility process, then by [DFS03, Theorem 2.12] it is a
semimartingale with differential characteristics (B, C, F') given by

B, — b1 L X, by ’ C, = 0 0 L X, ail a2 ’
62 b2 0 (6] az1 a922

Fy(dz,dz) = mo(dz,dz) + X;—my(dz, dz),

where (81, 82) € Ry x R, (by,b2) € R?, ag € Ry and (gl! G12) is a symmetric positive semi-definite
matrix. By condition (iii), the process Z is constant on all intervals [r, s] € R, such that X, =0
a.s. for a.e. u € [r,s], which implies that S = 0 and as = 0. Moreover, conditions (ii) and (iii)
together imply that mg§ = 0. Using condition (i) and recalling that S(l]xmé( (dx) < 400, since
(X, Z) is assumed to be an affine stochastic volatility process, we have thus shown that (B, C, F)
can be written in the form (2.11), where the Lévy measures v(dz) and II(dz,dz) correspond to
m{ (dx) and m;(dx,dz), respectively. The claim then follows by Proposition 2.5. O

In the remaining sections of the paper, we shall restrict our attention to CBITCL processes
satisfying the following assumption on the dependence structure of the Lévy process (M, N).

Assumption 2.8. The Lévy measure II is of the form
(2.15) II(dz,dz) = w(dz) dp(dz) + dp(dx) y(d2),

where 7 is a Lévy measure on R, such that SIFOO zm(dx) < 400 and v is a Lévy measure on R.

Assumption 2.8 amounts to excluding common jumps in the processes X and Z, while allowing
for non-zero correlation in their continuous local martingale parts. This assumption enables us
to derive explicit results in the following sections, in particular an explicit characterization of the
lifetime of exponential moments. Such explicit results would be impossible to obtain under a
general Lévy measure, similarly to the case of general affine stochastic volatility processes (see
[KR11]).

Under Assumption 2.8, the Lévy exponent A given in (2.3) takes the following simpler form:

A(ug,ug) = ®(uy) + poxoz urug + Z(uz), for all (uy,uz) € C_ x iR,

where ® and = are given by

1
(2.16) O(uy) = —bxuy + éaiu% + J (e"* — 1 —uyx)w(dx), for all u; € C_,
Ry
1
(2.17) E(ug) = bzus + ia%u% + f (e"* — 1 —ugzly, <1y)y(d2), for all ugy € iR.
R

In the following, we shall write that a CBITCL process (X, Z) is a CBITCL(Xy, ¥, ®,E, p) if
Assumption 2.8 holds, with ¥, ®, = respectively given by (2.1), (2.16), (2.17) and p € [—1,1].
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For later use, we note that under Assumption 2.8 the stochastic integral equation (2.7) takes
the following form:

X, = X0+Jt(ﬁ—bXX)ds+an VX dBX + jJ+OO:UN0(dS dz)
(2.18) j JXSFOO;ENI ds, du, dz),

t X
Zt:sz Xsds~|—azj \/XsdBSZ+J j j z No(ds, du,dz)
0 0 0 Jo |2|>1

t X N
(2.19) ~|—f f f z No(ds, du, dz),
0Jo Jpz<1

where BX = (B{X)i=0 and B? = (Bf ;>0 are one-dimensional Brownian motions with correlation p,
No(dt,dz) is a Poisson random measure on (0, +00) x R} with compensator d¢ v(dz), Ny (dt, du, dx)
is a Poisson random measure on (0, +00) x R% with compensator dtdu(dz) and Na(dt,dz,dz?)
is a Poisson random measure on (0,4o0) x Ry x R with compensator dt du~y(dz). Moreover, the
random measures Ng, N1 and Ny are mutually independent and also independent of the Brownian
motions BX and BZ.

3. FINITENESS OF EXPONENTIAL MOMENTS AND ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR

In this section, assuming the validity of Assumption 2.8, we study the existence of (discounted)
exponential moments of CBITCL processes and we characterize their asymptotic behavior. These
properties are intimately connected to the maximal lifetime of the solutions to the Riccati equations,
explicitly characterized in Theorem 3.4 below. We let (X, Z) be a CBITCL(X,, ¥, ®,Z, p) given
by its extended Dawson-Li representation on a given filtered probability space (€2, F,F,P).

3.1. Finiteness of exponential moments. In financial applications, the finiteness of (discounted)
exponential moments often represents an indispensable requirement (see, e.g., [FGS21, FGS22)).
In order to make use of some results of [KRM15] for general affine processes, let us define

(3.1) Dy i {u eR: foo ¢ (1 + 1)(dz) < +oo}.

The convex set Dx is non-empty and represents the effective domain of the functions ¥ and ®,
which can be extended to finite-valued convex functions on Dy . Similarly, let us define

(3.2) Dy i {u R f' ) < —i—oo},

which represents the effective domain of the Lévy exponent = when restricted to real arguments.
By standard results on exponential moments of Lévy measures (see, e.g., [Sat99, Theorem 25.17]),
the Lévy exponent = can be extended as a finite-valued convex function on Dy.

Adapting [KRM15, Definition 2.10] to the present setup, we introduce the following definition.
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Definition 3.1. For every (uj,ug,us) € Dx x R x Dy, we say that (U(-,u1,uz,us), V(-,u1,usz, us))
is a solution to the extended Riccati system if it solves the following system:

¢
(3.3) U(t,uy,ug,uz) = f U (V(s, u1,uz,uz))ds,
0
oy —
(3.4) g(t,ﬂl,@@,ug) = @(V(t,ul,w,u?))) +ug + pox oz usz V(t,uy,uz, us) + =(us),

V(0,u1,u2,u3) = u1,

up to a time T(u1u2us) ¢ [0, 4+00], with T(u1u2,u8) denoting the joint lifetime of the functions
U(- w1, ug,ug) @ [0, T@LU2U)) 5 R and V(- ug,ug,u3) : [0, T®142:43)) Dy,

Definition 3.1 extends the Riccati system (2.13)-(2.14) by allowing for the possibility of explosion
in finite time. In some situations, which will be precisely characterized in Theorem 3.4 below, the
lifetime T(“1:%2:43) turns out to be infinite, in which case (3.3)-(3.4) admit a global solution.

It is well known that the branching mechanism ® is a locally Lipschitz continuous function
on the interior DS of the set Dx, but it may fail to be so at the boundary 0Dx. Therefore, a
solution V(-,u1,ug,u3) to the ODE (3.4) may not be unique when it starts at 0Dx or reaches it
at a later time. This observation motivates the introduction of the concept of minimal solution
in [KRM15]. In our setup, for the sake of tractability, we prefer to impose an additional mild
technical assumption which guarantees uniqueness of the (local) solution to the ODE (3.4) for
every (u1,us,u3) € Dx x R x Dz. To this effect, we define

(3.5) Y :=sup{z >0:¥(z) < +ow0} and ¢ :=sup{z > 0: ®(z) < +00}.

Since Dy is a convex set containing R_, it can be written as Dx = (—0,% A @), or (—0,% A @]
when ¥(¢ A @) v @(¢p A ¢) < +00 (which is equivalent to SIFOO eWrr(y 4 m)(dz) < +0). The
function @ is a finite-valued convex function on Dx and, hence, differentiable a.e. on D%, with

+00
(3.6) (1) = —by + o%u + f 2@ — Dr(dz),  forall ue Dy
0

If ) A ¢ = +00, then Dx = R, in which case ® € C!(R,R) obviously holds. If ¥) A ¢ < +c0, the
following assumption ensures that ®(¢) A ¢) < 400, which in turn implies that ® € C'(Dx, R).

Assumption 3.2. If ¢ A ¢ < 0, then Sfooznew“b)xﬂ(dzn) < +o00.

The validity of Assumption 3.2 can be easily verified for specific types of CBITCL process.
Moreover, as illustrated in Section 5, it is satisfied by a large class of models. Under Assumption
3.2, there exists a unique solution (U(-,u,u2,us), V(-,u1,us,ug)) to the extended Riccati system
(3.3)-(3.4) up to time T®1:¥248) for all (u1,us,u3) € Dx x R x Dz. This enables us to state the
following result, which extends Proposition 2.6 and follows directly from [KRM15, Theorem 2.14].

Lemma 3.3. Let (X, Z) be a CBITCL(Xy, ¥, ®,Z, p) and Y := ) X, ds. Suppose that Assumption
3.2 holds. Then, for all (uj,ug,u3) € Dx x Rx Dy and 0 <t < T < T(uru2.u3) it holds that

(3.7) E[e“lXT+“2YT+“3ZT’]-}] = exp(Z/[(T —tyuy, ug,uz) + V(T — t,ug, ug, uz) Xy + ugYy + u;),Zt),
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where (U(-, u1,uz,u3), V(- u1,uz,us)) is the unique solution to the extended Riccati system (3.3)-
(3.4) defined up to time T(W1u2:u3),

The lifetime T(“1:42:u3) ig closely connected to the finiteness of exponential moments of the
process (X,Y, Z). Indeed, in view of [KRM15, Proposition 3.3], it holds that

(3.8) T(wuzus) — sup{t > 0 : E[e"1XtHueYetusZe] < oo},

The next theorem is the main result of this section and provides an explicit formula for T(41:42:u3)
for every (uy,uz2,u3) € Dx x R x Dyz. The proof is based on techniques similar to [KR11, Theorem
4.1], which covers the case of affine stochastic volatility processes. However, our theorem is specific
to CBITCL processes and avoids the additional assumptions of [KR11, Theorem 4.1]. In particular,
it allows for CBI processes X with an arbitrary (not necessarily strictly subcritical, i.e. bx > 0)
branching mechanism ®. For (ugz,us3) € R x Dz, we introduce the following notation:

S(uz’u3) = {a: € Dx : CIJ(a:) +ug + poxozusr + E(U3) < O},
x20) o= sup St € [—00,9) A 4],
with the convention x(#2:%3) = —o0 if the set S(¥2:43) is empty.

Theorem 3.4. Let (X,Z) be a CBITCL(X, ¥, ®,Z, p) and suppose that Assumption 3.2 holds.
Then, for every (u1,us,us) € Dx x R x Dy, the lifetime T“1:42:43) s given as follows:

(i) if uy < x(#2%3), then T(1:u2:u8) — 4o
(i) if uy > x(213), then

(3.9) T(uru2,us) fww dz .
<I>(x) +ug +poxozusx + E(U3)

ui

Proof. For simplicity of notation, for fixed (u1,us,u3) € Dx x R x Dz, we denote by T and TV
the lifetimes of the functions U (-, u1, u2,us) and V(-, u1, us, ug) solutions to (3.3)-(3.4), respectively.
Making use of this notation, the lifetime T(uu2,u3) can he decomposed as T@1-u2us) = TU TV,
Always for simplicity of notation, we omit to write the superscript (ug, u3) in x(42:u3) and Su2us),
Let us first consider the case u; < x. If ®(u1) + ug + poxozuius + Z(ug) = 0, then the
constant function V(-,uy,us,u3) = uy is the unique solution to (3.4), so that TY = +o0. Since
uy € Dy, we also have TY = 400, which implies that T(®1:42:43) = 4o, Suppose now that
D(uy)+ug+pox oz uyug+=(ug) < 0. Let us define £ := inf S, with £ = +00 if the set S is empty.
Note that, in the present case, £ < uj and, if £ > —oo, then ®(&) + us + pox oz uzé + Z(uz) = 0.
By convexity of @, it holds that ®(z) +us+ pox oz usx + =Z(ug) < 0, for all x € (£, uq]. Therefore,
equation (3.3) implies that the function V(-,u1,us,ug) is strictly decreasing and we can write

" dz
t:—f — , for all ¢ = 0.
V(t,u1,uz,us) (IJ(a:) +us +poxozuzx + :(U3)

Letting t — 400 on both sides of this identity, we obtain that V(t,u1, ue, ug) — £ as t — +o0, while
£ < V(t,ui,us,uz) < uy for all t > 0. This shows that TV = +o00. Moreover, making use of the
structure of ¥, we obtain —oo < U(t,uy,us,u3) < tW(up) for all t > 0, implying that TY = +oo.
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We have thus shown that T®1:u2u8) — 4 oo If 4y < y and D(uy) +ug + pox ozuyug+ E(uz) > 0,
then we necessarily have u; < £ € Dy and ®(z) +u2 + pox ozusx + =Z(ug) > 0, for all z € [u,&).
Arguing similarly as above, this implies that u; < V(t,u1,uz,u3) < & for all t = 0, which in turn
leads to T(u1:u2:u3) — 4 o0,

Let us now consider the case u; > x (which includes the case y = —o0). By using the convexity
of @, we have ®(uy) + ug + pox oz uj us + Z(uz) > 0, implying that the function V(-, uy, ug, us) is
strictly increasing with values in [u1, ¢]. The function V(-, u1, u2,ug) can be extended to a maximal
interval of existence [0, T*) such that one of the following two cases occurs:

(i) T* = +oo;

(ii) T* < 400 and limy_,+ V(t, uy, ug, ug) = ¢.
In case (i), since V(-, uy, uz,us) is strictly increasing, the limit [ := lim;, o V(t, uy, uz, ug) is well-
defined with values in (u1,¢] U {+0}. Suppose that [ < +00, i.e., the line y = [ is a horizontal
asymptote for V(-, uy, ug,u3) as t — +00. This implies that %(t,ul,ug,ug) —0ast— +00. Let-
ting t — 400 on both sides of (3.3), this yields ®(I) + ug + pox oz ugl + E(uz) = 0, contradicting
the fact that ®(z) + ug + pox oz usx+ =(us) > 0 for all x > x. Therefore, the limit  must neces-
sarily be infinite, which can only happen if ¢ = 400 and, in this case, limy_, ;o V(¢, u1,u2,u3) = ¢,
analogously to case (ii). In case (ii), let (T, )neny be an increasing sequence such that T,, — T* as
n — +o0. Similarly as above, making use of equation (3.3), we can write

(3.10) for all n € N.

T 7 JV(Tn7u17u27u3) dﬂ)
S O(z) +ug + pox oz uzx + Z(uz)’

Letting n — 400 on both sides of (3.10) yields

T*f¢ dz
u @($)+UQ+pO')(O'Zu3$+E(U3)7

which represents the lifetime TV of the function V(-,uy,us,us3). To complete the proof, it suffices
to observe that, if ¢ < %, then Sé U (V(s,uy,us,us))ds is always finite whenever V(t, uy, ug, us) is
finite, so that T®1u2:43) — TV If ¢ > 1), then T®1¥2u8) — inf{t € Ry : V(t,u1,ug,u3) = ¥}
Without loss of generality, we can assume that there exists n € N such that T,, = T®1:42:u3) and
V(Tp,u1,us,us) = 1. Inserting this into equation (3.10) and combining the two cases ¢ < ¢ and
1) < ¢ we obtain formula (3.9). O

Remark 3.5. (1) The result of Theorem 3.4 is useful for financial applications (see Section 5.3).
Indeed, many derivatives can be efficiently priced by resorting to Fourier representations of their
payoffs and exploiting the knowledge of the conditional characteristic function of (X,Y, Z) (see,
e.g., [Fil09, Section 10.3]). This requires an extension of (3.7) to the complex domain. As shown in
[KRM15], the feasibility of this extension crucially depends on the fact that the lifetime T(#1:42:u3)
is greater than the maturity of the payoff to be priced, for suitable (u1,us,u3) € Dx x R x Dy.
(2) In asset pricing models, the finiteness of the lifetime T(®1:42:43) for (uy, ug,u3) € Dx xRx Dy,
is intimately related to the shape of the implied volatility smile at extreme strikes, see [Lee04b] and
[KR11, Section 5.1]. Therefore, the availability of an explicit description of T(u1u2,u3) iy Theorem
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3.4 permits to characterize the tail behavior of the implied volatility smile in financial models
driven by CBITCL processes, as will be illustrated in the examples considered in Section 5.

(3) In the case of classical CBI processes, a characterization of the lifetime of exponential mo-
ments has been obtained in [FGS21, Theorem 2.7], which can be recovered as a special case of

Theorem 3.4 by taking ue € R_ and uz = 0.

The following corollary provides a necessary and sufficient condition for the finiteness of expo-
nential moments for all u; € Dy, for fixed but arbitrary (ug,u3) € R x Dyz. Whenever 1) A ¢ = +00,
we denote (¢ A @) 1= limy_, 14 P(u), which is well-defined with values in {—o0, +00}.

Corollary 3.6. Let (X,Z) be a CBITCL(X, ¥, ®, =, p) and suppose that Assumption 3.2 holds.
Assume that, if ¢ < +00 and Y < ¢, then SIFOO e¥?y(dr) < +oo. Let (ug,u3) € R x Dy. Then,
TW1u2,43) — 4 o5 holds for all uy € Dy if and only if ®(1h A @) +ug+pox oz uz(h A d)+ZE(us) <O0.

Proof. Note first that, under the present assumptions, Dy = (—00,% A ¢] whenever ) A ¢ < +00.
Suppose first that ®(¢Y A @) +us + pox oz us( A ¢) + E(us) < 0. In this case, Y (12:3) = 4h A &
(in both cases ¥ A ¢ < +o0 and ¥ A ¢ = +0). By Theorem 3.4, it follows that Tuu2us) — 4 oo
for all u; € Dx. Conversely, suppose that T(®1:u2:43) — 4oo for all u; € Dy. If ¥ A ¢ < +00,
then ¥ A ¢ € Dx and, therefore, T(¥ ®u2:u3) — oo Arguing by contradiction, suppose that
(Y AP)+us+pox ozus(t Ad)+E(ug) > 0. In that case, by the properties of the function ®, we
would have x(#2:43) < 4) A ¢. But then formula (3.9) would imply that TWArdu2u3) — () thus leading
to a contradiction. On the other hand, if 1) A ¢ = +00, then T(®1:42:43) — Lo for all u; € Dx = R.
Arguing again by contradiction, suppose that ®(¢) A @) + ug + pox oz us(¥ A @) + E(usg) > 0. In
this case, there exists M > 0 such that ®(z)+us+pox oz usxr+=Z(ug) > 0 for all z = M. In turn,
this yields x(#28) < M, which by Theorem 3.4 would imply that T(M:u2:43) < 400 thus leading
to a contradiction. O

3.2. Asymptotic behavior of CBITCL processes. In this section, we study the long-term
behavior of a CBITCL process (X, Z) satisfying Assumption 2.8. Let us first recall that, if the CBI
process X is strictly subcritical (i.e., bx > 0 in the branching mechanism (2.16)), then it converges

in law to a unique stationary distribution 7 as ¢ — +00, with Laplace transform

0w
Ly(X\) = exp (j (:E)da:) , for all A <0,

x ®(2)

see [Li20, Theorem 10.4]. In general, the time-changed Lévy process Z does not admit an ergodic
distribution. However, similarly as in [KR11, Section 3.2] but under weaker technical requirements,

we can prove that the rescaled cumulant generating function % log E[e%%t]

converges as t — 400 to
a limit corresponding to the cumulant generating function of an infinitely divisible random variable.
Let (X, Z) be a CBITCL(Xy, ¥, ®, E, p) and suppose that Assumption 3.2 is satisfied. We recall

from Lemma 3.3 that

E[e"?t] = exp(U(t,0,0,u) + V(t,0,0,u)Xo), for all u e Dy,
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where (U(-,0,0,u),V(-,0,0,u)) is the unique solution to the following extended Riccati system:

(3.11) U(t,0,0,u) = jt \P(V(S,0,0,u))ds,
0

(3.12) %(t, 0,0,u) = ®(V(£,0,0,u)) + pox oz uV(t,0,0,u) + Z(u),  V(0,0,0,u) =0,

for all 0 < t < T(u), where T(u) := T(©%% denotes the maximal lifetime of (¢4(-,0,0,u), V(-,0,0,u)).
The next corollary follows directly from Theorem 3.4 and provides an explicit description of T(u).
For simplicity of notation, we denote x(u) := x(%.

Corollary 3.7. Let (X,Z) be a CBITCL(Xy, ¥, ®,=, p) and suppose that Assumption 3.2 holds.
Then, for every u € Dy, the lifetime T(u) is given as follows:

(1) if x(u) =0, then T(u) = +00;

(ii) of x(u) <0, then

Yo dr
(3.13) T(u) _L O(x)+pogozur+E(u)

By Corollary 3.7, T(u) = +oo for all u € Dy such that y(u) > 0, meaning that the functions
U(t,0,0,u) and V(t,0,0,u) are finite for all # > 0. The study of the asymptotic behavior of E[e%%t]
therefore requires analysing the asymptotic properties of the functions (+,0,0,u) and V(-,0,0,u)
for all w e X := {u e Dz : x(u) = 0}. This is the content of the next proposition, which specializes
[KR11, Theorem 3.4] to the case of CBITCL processes. More precisely, by relying on Corollary 3.7
and exploiting the specific structure of a CBITCL process, we obtain an asymptotic result which
only requires the CBI process X to be strictly subcritical, besides the technical requirement of
Assumption 3.2, thereby weakening some of the assumptions of [KR11].

Proposition 3.8. Let (X, Z) be a CBITCL(X,,V,®, =, p) with bx > 0 and suppose that Assump-
tion 3.2 holds. For every u € X, define £(u) := inf{z € Dx : ®(z) + pozozuz + E(u) < 0} if
E(u) # 0 and &(u) := 0 otherwise. Then, for every u € X, it holds that
. . 1
tEIJ}lOOV(t,O,O,u) = &(u) and lim ZU(t,O,O,u) = U (&(u)).

t—+00

Proof. The branching mechanism ® satisfies ®(0) = 0 and is continuous and convex. Moreover, if
bx > 0, then lim,, o (®P(x)+pox ozuz) = 00, for every u € X. Making use of these properties,
the fact that {x € Dx : ®(z) + poxozuz + E(u) < 0} # J, for every u € X, implies that the
quantity &(u) is always finite and belongs to Dx. In addition, by continuity of @, it holds that

(3.14) P(&(uw) + pox ozué(u) + E(u) =0, for all u e X.

Let us now consider separately the three cases £(u) = 0, £(u) < 0 and &(u) > 0. If £(u) = 0, then
E(u) = 0 by (3.14) or by definition of £(u) and the function V(-,0,0,u) = 0 is the unique solution
to (3.12), so that V(¢,0,0,u) — &(u) as t — +oo trivially holds. If £(u) < 0, then the fact that
x(u) = 0 together with the convexity of ® implies that Z(u) < 0 necessarily holds. Therefore, by
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convexity of @, it holds that ®(x) + pox oz uz + E(u) < 0 for all z € (§(u),0]. Equation (3.12)
then implies that V(-,0,0,u) is strictly decreasing and satisfies {(u) < V(¢,0,0,u) < 0 and

0 —dzx
t= —_—, for all t = 0.
V(00 (@) +poxozuz + E(u)

Letting ¢t — 400 on both sides of this identity and recalling (3.14), we obtain V(¢,0,0,u) — &(u) as

t — +oo. If {(u) > 0, then we necessarily have ®(x) + pox ozux + E(u) > 0, for all z € [0,£(u)),
implying that V(-,0,0,u) is strictly increasing and satisfies 0 < V(¢,0,0,u) < &(u) and

0 —dzx
t= —_—, for all t = 0.
V(00 (@) +poxozuz + E(u)

Analogously to the preceding case, letting ¢ — 400 on both sides of the latter identity and making
use of (3.14), we obtain that V(¢,0,0,u) — £(u) as t — +oo. Finally, for all u € X, the convergence

of the function ¢ — (1/t)U(t,0,0,u) directly follows from equation (3.11):

1Z/{(t,O,O,u) = ! Jt \I’(V(S,0,0,u)) ds — \I’(ﬁ(u)) as t — +o0.

O
Proposition 3.8 yields the following long-term behavior of the time-changed Lévy process Z:
1 21 1 1
" log E[e"“t] = Zu(t,o, 0,u) + n V(t,0,0,u) X s U (&(u)), for all u e X.

Similarly as in [KR11, Theorem 3.4], it can be shown that £(-) and ¥(£(-)) are cumulant generating
functions of infinitely divisible random variables. We can therefore conclude that the marginal
distributions of Z are asymptotically equivalent to those of a Lévy process with characteristic
exponent W(£(-)). Notice that ¥(£(-)) corresponds to the exponent obtained by subordinating
a Lévy process with exponent & by an independent Lévy process with exponent U, see [Sat99,
Theorem 30.1]. In particular, this subordinator is equivalent to the Lévy process K = (K})i=0
appearing in the Lamperti-type representation of the CBI process X (recall the stochastic time
change equation (2.6), see also [CPGUBI13| and [Szu21, Section 2.5]).

4. CBITCL-PRESERVING CHANGES OF PROBABILITY

In this section, we describe a class of equivalent changes of probability that leave invariant the
class of CBITCL processes. More precisely, we consider Esscher-type changes of measure under
which a CBITCL process remains a CBITCL process, with modified branching and immigration
mechanisms and Lévy exponent. The results of this section are motivated by financial applications,
where one typically wants to ensure that a model preserves its structural characteristics under both
the statistical and the risk-neutral probability, as well as under risk-neutral probabilities associated
to different numeéraires (see [FGS22] for an application to a multi-currency market).

Similarly as in Section 3, we suppose that Assumption 2.8 holds. Let us fix two constants € R
and A\ € R and consider the process W = (W)= defined by

(4.1) Wy = C(X; — Xo) + AZ;,  forallt > 0.
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In view of [JS03, Proposition I1.8.26], the process W is an exponentially special semimartingale if
and only if ( € Dx and A € Dz. In such a case, VW admits a unique exponential compensator, i.e.,
a predictable finite variation process K = (K)o such that exp(W — K) is a local martingale. The
following lemma provides the explicit representation of the exponential compensator .

Lemma 4.1. Let (X,Z) be a CBITCL(X,,V,®,Z, p). Consider the process W defined by (4.1),
with ( € Dx and X\ € Dy. Then, the exponential compensator IC of W is given by

(4.2) Ke =tU()+ Y (®(C) +CApox oz +E(N), for all t > 0.

Proof. In view of [KS02, Theorems 2.18 and 2.19], taking into account that CBITCL processes are
quasi-left-continuous, the exponential compensator K coincides with the modified Laplace cumulant
process of (X, Z) computed at § = ({, ). The latter can be explicitly expressed as follows in terms
of the semimartingale differential characteristics (B, C, F) of (X, Z):

t 1
ICt _ J <9TB3 + §0T030 +J (EGT:B 11— 0T$1{|m|<1}) Fs(d$)>d8
0 R?

Making use of the explicit representation (2.11) of the characteristics (B, C, F'), we then obtain

+00 1 +o0
Ky = t<ﬁ( + j (5% — 1)1/(dx)> +Y; <—bX§ + 503&2 + L (e —1— (:E)W(d:n))

0
1
+Yi(Apoxoz + Yt<bz)\ + 50’%)\2 + f (e)‘z —-1- )\zl{|z|<1})’y(dz)>
R
=t0(¢) + Y ((0) + CApox oz +E(N)).
O

The process W introduced in (4.1) can be used to define an equivalent change of probability
that leaves invariant the class of CBITCL processes. To this effect, we consider a time horizon
T < 400 and assume that (X, Z) is directly given by its extended Dawson-Li representation (2.7)
on a filtered probability space (2, F,F,P). In view of Theorem 2.3, this entails no loss of generality.

Theorem 4.2. Let (X,Z) be a CBITCL(X, ¥, ®,Z, p) and suppose that Assumption 3.2 holds.
Consider the process VW defined in (4.1), with ( € Dx and \ € Dz, and its exponential compensator
K given by (4.2). Then, the process (exp(Wi — Kt))e[o,7] i a martingale. Moreover, under the
probability measure P’ ~ P defined on (2, F) by

dP’
43 Sk
( ) d]P) € )
the process (X, Z) is equivalent to a CBITCL process, with parameters ', V', by, o'y, @', p', U,
o'y, and ' reported in Table 1, and Assumption 2.8 remains satisfied under P'.

Proof. By Lemma 4.1, the process exp(W — K) is a local martingale and, by Fatou’s lemma, also
a supermartingale. Therefore, to prove the martingale property of (exp(W; — ICt))te[07T], it suffices
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to show that E[exp(W7 — KC7)] = 1. More specifically, making use of equations (4.1) and (4.2), we
will prove that

(4.4) e ¢Xo=T¥(() E[QCXT*(‘I)(C)JFCAPUXUZJFE()\))YTﬂL)‘ZT] -1,

Recalling the notation introduced in Section 3.1, we observe that ¢ < y (T2 —CApoxoz=E().A)
Theorem 3.4 therefore implies that T(¢—2()—¢Apoxoz=E(MN.A) — 4o thereby showing that the
expectation in (4.4) is finite. Moreover, under Assumption 3.2, there exists a unique solution to
the extended Riccati system (3.3)-(3.4) with (u1,u2,u3) = ((,—P(() —(Apox oz —Z(N), ). The
solution to (3.4) is given by the constant function V(-,{, —®({) —(Apox oz —Z(N),A) = ¢, which
in turn implies that U(¢,(, —®(() —(Apox oz —E(N), ) = t¥((), for all ¢ > 0. The validity of
(4.4) then follows directly from Lemma 3.3. We have thus shown that (4.3) defines a probability
measure P’ ~ P with density process (exp(W; — K¢))e[o,7]-

In order to show that (X, Z) is a CBITCL process under P, we first express (exp(W; —Kt))teo,7]
as a stochastic exponential, making use of [JS03, Theorem I1.8.10] together with (2.18)-(2.19):

<C0Xf v/ X, dBX +Aazf VX,dB? + ff 1)No(ds, dx))

x SU JXS Foo 1), (ds, du, dz) f JXJ 1) No(ds, du dz)>

By Girsanov’s theorem, the processes B"X = (B;’X)te[o,ﬂ and B"? = (B;’Z)te[();]’] defined by

t t
BQ’X = BtX—(CO'X—F/\pdz)j VXsds and B;’Zzz Bg—(dex+Aaz)J VX5 ds,
0 0

for all ¢ € [0,7], are Brownian motions under the probability measure P’, with correlation p.
Again by Girsanov’s theorem, under P’ the compensated Poisson random measures associated to

‘ CBITCL parameters under P’ ‘
B =8

V(dz) = v (dx)
b/X —bX CO’X )\pO'Xo'Z_SO e@—l) (dl‘)

oy =o0x

7'(dz) := e (dx)

pli=p

Vy =bz+(poxoz+ Aoy + S|Z|<1 z(eM —1)y(dz)
oy =0y

7 (dz) := e** y(dz)

TABLE 1. Parameter transformations from P to P’
for the CBITCL process (X, Z).
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No(dt,dz), Nyi(dt,du,dx), and No(dt,du,dz) are respectively given by
Nj(dt,dz) := No(dt, dz) — eS®v(da) dt,
N{(dt,du,dz) := Ny (dt, du, dz) — e®x(dz) dudt,
N5(dt, du,dz) := No(dt, du,dz) — eM~(dz) du dt.

Therefore, under the probability measure P, the extended Dawson-Li representation (2.18)-(2.19)
of (X, Z) can be rewritten as follows:

t t
X, = Xo + f (B — by X,)ds + aXf VX, dB:X
0 0

t 400 t Xs— ptoo
+ f f x No(ds, dz) + f f f N7 (ds,du,dz),
0 Jo oJo Jo

t t t X
Z; = b’Zf X, ds+azf VX, dBY +f f f 2 No(ds, du, dz)
0 0 0 Jo |z|=1

t X N
~|—j J j z Nj(ds, du,dz),
0 Jo |z]<1

where the parameters 3, by, b,, o'y, 0/,, and p are given as in Table 1. By Theorem 2.3, under the
probability measure P’ the process (X, Z) is therefore equivalent to a CBITCL process. Moreover,
Assumption 2.8 remains satisfied under I/, as a consequence of the fact that P’ ~ PP. O

As pointed out at the end of Section 2.2, in financial applications the component Z of a CBITCL
process (X, Z) is typically related to the log-price process of an asset. In order to ensure absence
of arbitrage, it is useful to have conditions characterizing the martingale property of exp(Z). To
this end, by exploiting the previous results, we can state the following corollary.

Corollary 4.3. Let (X,Z) be a CBITCL(Xy, ¥, ®,=, p) and suppose that Assumption 3.2 holds.
Then, the process (eZt)te[QT] is a martingale if and only if 1 € Dz and Z(1) = 0.

Proof. If 1 € Dz and E(1) = 0, by making use of (4.1) with ({, A) = (0, 1) together with Lemma 4.1
and Theorem 4.2, we directly obtain that (eZt)te[O,T] is a martingale. Conversely, if (eZt)te[07’7’] is
a martingale, then E[e?7] = 1. By [KRM15, Theorem 2.14-(a)], it follows that 1 € Dz. Moreover,
in view of (3.8), we have that T(“01) > 7. By Lemma 3.3, the martingale property of (eZt)te[O,ﬂ
necessarily implies that V(¢,0,0,1) = 0, for all ¢t € [0,7]. Since the ODE (3.4) admits a unique
solution under Assumption 3.2, it follows that Z(1) = 0. O

5. EXAMPLES AND OPTION PRICING APPLICATIONS

In this section, we present some examples of CBITCL processes that possess a self-exciting
behavior and are particularly appropriate for financial applications. In Section 5.1, we analyze from
the viewpoint of CBITCL processes the alpha-CIR process recently studied in [JMS17, JMSZ21].
In Section 5.2, we investigate the CBITCL process adopted in [FGS22] for the modelling of multi-
currency markets with stochastic volatility. Finally, in Section 5.3, we briefly discuss some general
aspects of the use of CBITCL processes for option pricing applications.
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5.1. Alpha-CIR process and geometric Brownian motion. We say that a process (X, 7) =
((Xt, Zt))t=0 is an a-CIR-time-changed geometric Brownian motion if it is given by

t
Xt_Xo+f (B—bXs)dS-FO'B})/{t—FT]LYt,
0
Z - BZ - Ly,
t = PY; 2 t)

with Y; = SéXsds, for all t > 0, and where Xo >0, 3>0,b>0,0 >0, n > 0, BX and B?
are one-dimensional Brownian motions with correlation p, with p € [=1,1], and L is a spectrally

(5.1)

positive compensated a-stable Lévy process independent of (BX ,B? ), with stability parameter
a € (1,2) and Lévy measure C, z_l_al{z>0}dz where C,, is a suitable normalization constant.
This specification has been recently adopted for stochastic volatility modelling in [JMSZ21],
under the name of alpha-Heston stochastic volatility model. The process defined in (5.1) belongs to
the class of CBITCL processes introduced in Definition 2.1, with K; := 8t, M; := —bt + 0B +nL4,
and Ny := B —t/2, for all t = 0. The component X is a CBI process with v = 0 and 7(dz) =
naC’az_l_O‘l{z>0}dz, with immigration mechanism ®(z) = Sz and branching mechanism

(5.2) B(x) — —ba + %(a 2)% 4 C T(—a)(—n 2)°,

where I" denotes the Gamma function extended to R\Z_ (see [Leb72]). Under this specification,
we have ¢ = 0 and ¢ = 400, implying that Dx = (—o0,0]. Since SIFOO zm(dz) < +00, Assumption
3.2 is satisfied. Moreover, Assumption 2.8 is trivially satisfied. As a consequence of Theorem 3.4,
the process X does not admit exponential moments of any order, i.e., E[e*Xt] = +o0 for all u > 0
and t > 0. This fact will motivate the study of tempered a-stable processes in Section 5.2.

Remark 5.1. The process X as introduced in (5.1) corresponds to the time change representation
of a stable Cox-Ingersoll-Ross process (also named «a-CIR process, see [LM15, JMS17, JMSZ21]
and [Szu21, Section 2.6.2]). An a-CIR process can be also defined by the following SDE:

t t t
X = Xo + f (B—bX,)ds + af v/ XsdBX + nf {/X,_dL,.
0 0 0
By [FL10, Corollary 6.3], this SDE admits a unique strong solution that is a CBI process.

In (5.1), the component Z is defined as a time-changed Brownian motion with drift. This
specification ensures that exp(Z) = £(By) is a martingale (see Corollary 4.3). In view of financial
applications, Z can therefore represent the discounted log-price process of a risky asset under a
risk-neutral probability measure. The associated Lévy exponent is given by Z(u) = u(u — 1)/2.
Using the notation introduced in Section 3.2, we have that

X (u)
u

=0, forwucel0,1],
Xx(u) <0, otherwise.

Corollary 3.7 therefore implies that T(u) = +o0, for every u € [0,1], while T(u) = 0, for every
u ¢ [0,1]. In other words, for an a-CIR-time-changed geometric Brownian motion it holds that
E[e*?t] < 4o for all u € [0,1] and ¢ > 0, while E[e%?t] = +c0 for all u ¢ [0,1] and ¢ > 0.
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These results are consistent with [JMSZ21, Proposition 4.1 and Corollary 4.2], where additional
restrictions on the model parameters are required.

Remark 5.2. As explained in part (2) of Remark 3.5, these results on the finiteness of exponential
moments of Z can be used to study the behavior of the implied volatility smile. Let us denote
by o(T, k) the implied volatility of a European Call option written on an asset with price process
exp(Z), with maturity 7" and strike exp(k). By applying [Lee04b, Theorems 3.2 and 3.4], we can
deduce that the asymptotic behavior of o (T, k) at extreme strikes is explicitly described as follows:

oX(T,k) 2
limsup ————= = —, for all T > 0.
Concerning the long-term behavior of the process Z, if we assume that b > 0, then by applying
Proposition 3.8 we obtain
1
- logE[e“Zt] — [&(u), for u € [0, 1].

t—+00
If we assume in addition that p < 0 (which is consistent with the so-called leverage effect in
stochastic volatility models, see for instance [CWO04]), then the quantity {(u) can be explicitly
computed as follows, making use of equation (3.14):

e - o} (M),

where @, ! denotes the inverse of the function z — @, () := ®(x) + pouz, with ® given by (5.2),
which can be easily seen to be a bijection from R_ to R, for every u € [0,1].

5.2. Tempered a-stable CBI process and CGMY process. The CBITCL process considered
in the previous subsection has the drawback that its CBI component does not possess exponential
moments. In finance applications, the existence of exponential moments often represents an essen-
tial requirement. For this reason, we now present a CBITCL process that enjoys good integrability
properties. The example considered in this subsection relies on tempered a-stable CBI processes,
as introduced in [FGS21] in interest rate modelling (see also [Szu21, Section 2.7]).

We recall from [FGS21] that a CBI process X = (X¢):>0 is said to be tempered a-stable if the
Lévy measures appearing in (2.1) and (2.4) are respectively given by

v=0 and m(dz) = Cq 27172 6_021{Z>0}d2,

where § > 0, @ € (1,2) and C, > 0 is a normalization constant. Under this specification, the
immigration mechanism reduces to ¥(u) = [u, while the branching mechanism can be explicitly
computed as

(5.3) O(u) = —bu + %(au)2 + CoT(—a) (0 — )™ — 0% + b 'u), for all u < 6.

It can be easily verified that Dy = (—o0, 0] and Assumption 3.2 is satisfied (see also [Szu21, Lemma
2.19]). The existence of exponential moments of X can be characterized by relying on Corollary
3.6 (noting that, in the present case, ¢ = 6 and 1) = +o0). Indeed, taking ug = uz = 0 in Corollary
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3.6, it follows that E[e“XT] < +00 holds for all u < § and T' > 0 if and only if ®(f) < 0, namely, if
and only if

2
(5.4) b> %9 +CoT(—a) 0% a — 1).

We have therefore shown that, in the case of tempered a-stable CBI processes, the existence of

exponential moments amounts to a simple condition on the parameters characterizing the process.

Remark 5.3. As an example of application of Theorem 4.2, we show that tempered a-stable CBI
processes can be easily constructed from non-tempered a-stable CBI processes by means of an
equivalent change of probability of the type (4.3). Let X be an o-CIR process, as in Section 5.1,
and define the process W as in (4.1) with ( = —6 and A = 0, so that W = 6(Xy — X)), with 6 > 0.
By Theorem 4.2, one can construct a probability measure P’ ~ P with density as in (4.3) such
that under P’ the Lévy measures of X are given by v/ = 0 and 7/(dz) = e‘eznaC’az_l_o‘l{z>0}dz.
We have therefore obtained that the process X is a tempered a-stable CBI process under P'. An
analogous change of measure technique has been also employed in [JMS17, Proposition 4.1].

A CBITCL process (X, Z) based on a tempered a-stable CBI process can be constructed as
follows (see also [Szu21, Definition 2.18]):

t
Xt—Xo+j (8 —bXs)ds + o By, + Ly,

(5.5) 0

Zy = LE,

with Y; = SS Xds, for all t = 0, where Xg >0, 8> 0,be R, 0 =0, B is a standard Brownian
motion independent of LX, which is a spectrally positive tempered a-stable compensated Lévy
process with Lévy measure Cy, 2717 6*921{Z>0}d2, where a € (1,2), § > 0,and C, > 0 is a suitable
normalization constant, and L? is a CGMY process (see [CGMY03]) independent of both B and
LX. We recall that L is a CGMY process if its Lévy measure « is of the form

(5.6) v(dz) = Cy (zflfye*le{Do} + |z\71*ye*G‘Z‘1{z<0})dz,

where the normalization constant can be chosen as Cy = 1/T'(=Y’). The parameters G > 0 and
M > 0 temper the downward and the upward jumps, respectively, while the parameter Y € (1,2)
determines the local behavior of L?, similarly to a above. The Lévy exponent = associated to a
CGMY process L with Lévy triplet (0, 0,7) is given by

[1]

(u) = f (e** — 1 — zu)yz(dz), for all u € iR.
R
It can be easily checked that Dy = [—G, M] and the Lévy exponent = takes the explicit form
Eu) = (M —u)¥ — MY +(G+u)Y =G +uYy (MY -GV, for all u e [-G, M].

For simplicity of presentation, let us assume that G = M. In this case, = : [-M, M] — R is
a convex function with minimum Z(0) = 0 and maximum Z(—M) = Z(M) = 2MY (2¥~1 —1). If



24 C. FONTANA, A. GNOATTO, AND G. SZULDA

2MY (1 —2Y~1) > ®(6), which can be rewritten in the form

>0 vy

we have that x(u) = 6 = 0 for every u € [-M, M], using the notation introduced in Section 3.2.
Corollary 3.7 then implies that T(u) = +oo for every u € [—M,M], while T(u) = 0 for every
u ¢ [—M, M]. Similarly as in Section 5.1, these results on the finiteness of exponential moments
of Z can be used to characterize the tail behavior of the implied volatility smile. Indeed, under
condition (5.7) and assuming M > 1, an application of [Lee04b, Theorems 3.2 and 3.4] yields that

limsup@ = z(1 —2(v/M? + M — M)),

2(T k:) ) for all T > 0.
limsup 2 — 2 (1 4 2(/M2 = M — M),
k—+00 k T

The long-term behavior of the process Z can be determined by relying on Proposition 3.8. Under
conditions (5.4) and (5.7), we have that

1 uZy
glogE[e ]t:mﬁf(u), for all uw e [-M, M|,

where £(u) is defined in the statement of Proposition 3.8.
The quantity &(u) can be explicitly determined under the following additional condition:

(5.8) b= 0%+ CoT'(—a) 8% a.

Condition (5.8) is stronger than condition (5.4) and, together with the convexity and continuity of
®, it implies that ® is decreasing on (—o0,#]. In this case, making use of (3.14), we have that

&(u) = <I>*1(2MY — (M ~|—u)Y — (M —u)Y),

where ®~! denotes the inverse function of the branching mechanism @ given by (5.3), which under
condition (5.8) is a bijection from (—o0, 8] to [®(F), +0).

Remark 5.4. (1) The present specification does not necessarily guarantee the martingale property
of the process exp(Z) (compare with Corollary 4.3). Therefore, in view of financial applications
and similarly as in [FGS22], the CBITCL process (X, Z) may be used to model the discounted

price process S = (Sy)i=0 of a risky asset as follows:
(5.9) log Sy := AZy + (X — Xo) — Ky, for all t = 0,

where K denotes the exponential compensator (see Lemma 4.1), with ¢ < 6 and A € [-G, M]. Un-
der this specification, the CBI process X plays the role of stochastic volatility, while the parameter
¢ determines the correlation between the log-price process and its volatility. A direct application of
Theorem 4.2 yields that S is a martingale, thereby ensuring absence of arbitrage. Moreover, since
Assumption 3.2 is satisfied, the existence of moments E[S}'] can be characterized by Theorem 3.4.

(2) As a direct consequence of Theorem 4.2, the class of CBITCL processes considered in this
subsection is stable with respect to equivalent changes of probability of the form considered in
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Section 4. This property has been used to construct risk-neutral measures that preserve the
structure of the model in [FGS22], where CBITCL processes have been applied to the modelling
of multi-currency markets in the presence of stochastic volatility and self-exciting jumps.

5.3. Applications to option pricing. For simplicity of presentation, we assume that the dis-
counted price process of a risky asset is given by (5.9), with respect to a CBITCL process (X, Z)
and with (¢(,\) € Dx x Dz. In view of Theorem 4.2, this implies the martingale property of
the price process S, thereby ensuring absence of arbitrage. In this specification, the process X
represents stochastic volatility, possibly correlated and with common jumps with the asset returns.

For illustrative purposes, let us consider the problem of pricing a European call option, with
payoff (Sp — K)*1 delivered at maturity 7. To solve this pricing problem, we will rely on Fourier
techniques, which are viable in the present setting due to the analytical tractability of CBITCL
processes. Indeed, the characteristic function ¢;(u) := E[e*1°8%], for u € R and ¢ > 0, is available
in semi-closed form, up to the solution of the system of Riccati ODEs. The following result is
directly obtained as a special case of Lemma 3.3 (see [FGS22, Lemma 3.9] in the specific case of a
tempered a-stable CBI process, as considered in Section 5.2).

Corollary 5.5. For every ue R and t > 0, the characteristic function pi(u) is given by
or(u) = exp(—iu¢Xo — iwtW(C) + U(t, ur, ug, uz) + V(t,ur, ug, uz) Xy),
where the functions U and V solve (2.13)-(2.14) with
up = i, ug = —iu(®(¢) + (Apoxoz + E(N)), uz = .

Starting from the above corollary, the pricing problem can be directly solved by relying on the
Fourier-based method of [Lee04a]. This approach requires an extension of the domain of ¢ to a
suitable subset of C. While precise results in this direction can be obtained from Theorem 3.4, for
the specific case of a call option one can resort to a simpler argument. Indeed, o7 is obviously well
posed in u = 0 and, due to the martingale property of S, also in © = —i. In turn, this implies that
7 can be analytically extended to the set {u e C: —1 < Im(u) < 0}. We can then apply [LeeO4a,
Theorem 5.1] and deduce the following pricing formula, which is valid for every —1 < a < 0:

IOV — (s lfooai < —izlo K@T(Z—i)>
(5.10) E[(St— K)"]| = or(—i) + Re (e #8" T——= | dz.
T Jo—ai —z(z —1)

Remark 5.6. In the context of CBITCL processes, the scope of applicability of this Fourier-based
pricing technique is not limited to European call options. Indeed, whenever the Fourier transform
of the payoff function is known, one can derive a pricing formula along the lines of (5.10). Several
examples of equity payoff functions for which the Fourier transform is known are provided in
[EGP10]. In addition, several payoff functions related to the volatility /variance of the asset price
process can be priced by applying the techniques developed in [KMKV11], [ZK14] and [DGG15],
which are all viable in the present context of CBITCL processes. We also mention [HZ10] and
[CFGG16], where payoffs depending on several assets are considered, most notably basket options.
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