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572 E. Alos et al.

1 Introduction

In the last years several authors have studied different extensions of the classical
Black-Scholes model in order to explain the current market behavior. Among these
extensions, one of the most popular allows the volatility to be a stochastic process
(see, for example, [5, 14, 15, 23, 24], among others).

It is well known that classical stochastic volatility diffusion models, where the
volatility also follows a diffusion process, capture some important features of the im-
plied volatility—for example, its variation with respect to the strike price, described
graphically as a smile or skew (see [21]). But the observed implied volatility exhibits
dependence not only on the strike price, but also on the time to maturity (term struc-
ture). Unfortunately, the term structure is not easily explained by classical stochastic
volatility models. For instance, a popular rule of thumb for the short-time behavior
with respect to time to maturity, based on empirical observations, states that the skew

slope is approximately O ((T — t)_%), while the rate for these stochastic volatility
models is O(1); see [18, 19], or [17]. Note that in these models, for reasonable co-
efficients in their dynamics, volatility behaves almost as a constant, on a very short
time-scale. Consequently, returns are roughly normally distributed and the skew be-
comes quite flat. This problem has motivated the introduction of jumps in the asset
price dynamic models. Although the rate of the skew slope for models with jumps is
still O(1), as is shown by Medvedev and Scaillet [19], they allow flexible modeling
and generate skews and smiles similar to those observed in market data (see [6-8],
or [9]). Recently, Fouque et al. [13] have introduced continuous diffusion models
again to describe the empirical short-time skew. Their idea is to include suitable co-
efficients that depend on the time till the next maturity date and that guarantee the
variability to be large enough near the maturity time.

The difficulties in fitting classical stochastic volatility models or models with
jumps to observed marked prices have motivated, as an alternative approach, to model
directly the implied volatility surfaces. Some recent research in modeling and exis-
tence issues for stochastic implied volatility models can be found in [16, 22], and the
references therein.

The main goal of this paper is to provide a method based on the techniques of
Malliavin calculus to estimate the rate of the short-dated behavior of the implied
volatility (see Theorem 7 below) for general jump-diffusion stochastic volatility mod-
els, where the volatility does not need to be a diffusion or a Markov process. It is
well known that the Malliavin calculus is a powerful tool to deal with anticipating
processes. Since the future volatility is not adapted, this theory becomes a natural
tool to analyze this problem. Hence, now it is possible to deal with a volatility in a
class that includes fractional processes with parameter in (0, 1), Markov processes
and processes with time-varying coefficients, among others.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2 we introduce the framework and the
notation that we utilize in this paper. In Sect. 3 we state our basic tool, namely, an
anticipating Itd formula for the Skorohod integral. As a consequence, in Sect. 4, we
obtain an extended Hull and White formula for a general class of jump-diffusion mod-
els with stochastic volatility. An expression for the derivative of the implied volatility
is given in Sect. 5. Section 6 is devoted to the main result of this article. This means
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On the short-time behavior of the implied volatility 573

that we figure out the short-time limit behavior. Finally, in Sect. 7, we give some ex-
amples in order to show that we can not only extend some known results, but also
consider new volatility models so that we are able to capture the short-time behavior
of skew slopes of order (T — 1), for § > —1/2.

2 Statement of the model and notation

In this paper we consider the following model for the log-price of a stock under a
risk-neutral probability measure Q:

1 13
X,:x—i—(r—)»k)t——/ olds
2Jo

t
+/ os(pdWs +/1—p2dBy) + Z,, 1€[0,TI. 2.1)
0

Here x is the current log-price, r is the instantaneous interest rate, W and B are
independent standard Brownian motions, p € (—1,1) and Z is a compound Pois-
son process with intensity A, Lévy measure v, independent of W and B, and with
k= % fR(ey — Dv(dy) < oo. The volatility process o is a square-integrable stochas-
tic process with right-continuous trajectories and adapted to the filtration generated
by W. In some parts of the paper we shall assume, in addition, that its trajectories
are bounded below by a positive constant and that the process satisfies some suitable
conditions in the Malliavin calculus sense (see hypotheses (H1)—(H5) below).

Notice that this model is a generalization of the classical Bates model introduced
in [8], in the sense that we do not assume the volatility to be a diffusion process.

It is well known that any stopping time with respect to a Brownian filtration is
predictable. So, an extension of our results below allows the volatility to have non-
predictable jump times as advocated by Bakshi et al. [4] and Duffie et al. [11], among
others. In this case we have to use Malliavin calculus for Lévy processes. The details
of this extension are in preparation and will appear elsewhere.

In the following we denote by 7%, FB and F7 the filtrations generated by W, B
and Z, respectively. Moreover we define F := FW v FB v FZ,

It is well known that if we price a European call with strike price K by the formula

Vi=e "TTE((XT - K)_ |F), (2.2)

where E is the expectation with respect to Q, there is no arbitrage opportunity. Thus,

Vi is a possible price for this derivative. Notice that any allowable choice of Q leads to

an equivalent martingale measure and to a different no arbitrage price. The approach

that we follow here is the same as in [12], where it is assumed that the market selects

a unique equivalent martingale measure under which derivative contracts are priced.
In the sequel we use the following notation:

Yy

T—t

e For any 7 > 0, p(x, t) will denote the centered Gaussian kernel with variance 2.
If T =1 we write p(x).

)% , with Y¥; := ftT 032 ds, will denote the future average volatility.

o v = (
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574 E. Alos et al.

e BS(¢,x,0) will denote the price of a European call option under the classical
Black-Scholes model with constant volatility o, current log stock price x, time
to maturity T — ¢, strike price K and interest rate . Remember that in this case:

BS(t,x,0)=e¢"N(dy) — Ke "TIN(@d_),

where N denotes the cumulative probability function of the standard normal law
and

dy = ———— al :|: V

withx :=InK —r(T —1).
e Lps(o) will denote the Black-Scholes differential operator, in the log variable,
with volatility o':

1 1

Lps(o) =0 + Eozaﬁx + (r — 502>ax -
It is well known that Lgs(o) BS(-, -, 0) =0.

e G(t,x,0):= (32, —8,)BS(t, x,0).

3 An anticipating It6 formula

First of all, we describe the basic notation that is used in this article. For this, we
assume that the reader is familiar with the elementary results of Malliavin calculus,
as given for instance in [20].

Let us consider a standard Brownian motion W = {W;, t € [0, T'|} defined in a
complete probability space (£2, F, P). The set ]D:a’,2 will denote the domain of the
derivative operator DY . It is well known that ]D)i{,z is a dense subset of L?(£2) and
that DV is a closed and unbounded operator from L?(£2) to L*([0, T] x £2). We also
consider the iterated derivatives D", for n > 1, whose domains will be denoted
by D

The adjoint of the derivative operator D", denoted by 8", is an extension of the
Itd integral in the sense that the set Lﬁ( [0, T] x £2) of square integrable and adapted
processes (with respect to the filtration generated by W) is included in Dom 6" and
the operator 8V restricted to Lg([O, T] x £2) coincides with the It integral. We shall
use the notation W (1) = fOT u, dWy. We recall that L2 := L2([0, TT; D'f,",z) is in-
cluded in the domain of 8% forall n > 1.

Now we can establish the following It6 formula, which follows from [1, 2], and is
the main tool of this paper. In the sequel we use the notation D = D" to simplify the
exposition.

Proposition 3.1 Assume the model (2.1) and o € L2, Let F : [0, T] x R?> — R be
a function in C L2(10, T1 x R?) such that there exists a positive constant C such that,
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forallt €[0,T], F and its partial derivatives evaluated in (t, X;, Y:) are bounded
by C. Then it follows that

t

F(t, X, Y,) = F(0, Xo., Yo) +/ 0 F (5. Xy, Yy) ds
0

t o2
+/ 0, F(s, Xy, Ys)<r — Ak — 75) ds
0

t
+/ dx F (s, XS7YS)O—S(,OdWY+\/ 1 —,02dBS)
0

t t
_/ 8yF(s,XS,Ys)oszds+,0/ 02 F (s, Xy, Y) Ay ds
0 0
L[, 2
+ = 0 F(s, X, Y5)o, ds
2 Jo
t ~
+/A(F(S7 X‘Y—+y’ YS‘)_F(S’XS—a YS‘))JX(dsady)
0
t
+//(F(S9Xs—+y’ Ys) — F(s, Xs—, YS))dsv(dy),
0 JR

where A; = (fST Dscrr2 dr)og, Jx is the Poisson random measure such that
Z; = f[o,t]nyJx(dS, dy) and Jx(ds,dy) := Jx(ds,dy) — dsv(dy).

Proof Denoteby T;, i =1,..., Nt, the jump instants of X. On [T}, T;+1), X evolves
according to

c __ Gtz 2

Then, applying Theorem 1 in [1], and using the fact that Z is independent of W and
B, we have that

F(Tiy1-, X1y Y1) — F(T, X1, Y1)

Tiy1— Tiv1—
:/ aSF(S7XS7YS)dS+/ 8xF(SvaaYs)dX§
T; T;
Tiy1— Tit1—
_f 8y F (s, X, YS)Uszds—i—p/ 02,F (s, Xy, ¥o) A, ds
T

i

1 [Ti+1— ) )
+§/; 0 F(s, X, Ys)o, ds.

Note that if a jump of size AX; occurs then the resulting change in F(¢, X;, Y;)
is given by F(t, X;— + AX;,Y;) — F(¢t, X;—, Y;). Therefore, the total change in
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F(t, X;,Y;) can be written as the sum of these two contributions. Thus, we deduce
the desired result. [l

4 An extension of the Hull and White formula

In this section, using the Itd6 formula and the arguments developed in [1], we prove
an extension of the Hull and White formula that gives the price of a European call
option as a sum of the price when the model has no jumps and no correlation plus
three terms: one describing the impact of the correlation on option prices and two of
them, which can be presented jointly, describing the impact of jumps on these prices.
Hence, this formula will be a useful tool to compare the effect of correlation and
jumps (see Sect. 5).
We need the following result, inspired by Lemma 5.2 in [12].

Lemma 4.1 Let0<t<s<T and G, :=F; Vv ]:;V \% .7:TZ. Then for every n > 0,
there exists C = C(n, p) such that

T —L@m+n
[E(07G (s, X, v)1G))| < c(/ afds) .
t

Proof A simple calculation gives
G(s, X5, v5) = Ke " T p(X5 — p, v, /T = 5),
where u =1InK — (r — v2/2)(T — s). This allows us to write
E(3G(s. X5, v1G;) = (=1)"Ke ™" T E(p(Xy — . vd/T — 5)1Gy). (4.1)

Since the conditional expectation of X; given G, is a normal random variable with
mean

s N
¢=X,+/ (r—og/z)d9+zs—Zt—/\k(s—t)+pf o9 dWy
t t

and variance (1 — p2) fts 092 d6, and using the semigroup property of the Gaussian
density function, it follows that

T T
E(p(XS — vV T —s)|g,) =p<¢ —/L,\/(l - ,02)/ a(,zdé’ +,02/ 092d9>.
t s
Putting this result in (4.1), we have

E(3}G(s. Xs.v5)|G:)

T T
= (—1)”Ke_r(T_S)8ﬁp<¢ — U, \/(1 — ,02)/ 092 do + p2/ 002 d9>.
t s
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On the short-time behavior of the implied volatility 577

A simple calculation and the fact that, for all positive constants ¢, d, the function

x"e_d"2 is bounded, give us that

T T
8,’1p<¢—,u,\/(l—,o2)/ afds+p2/ afds)
t N
T T —5(n+1) T —3n+1)
SC((I —,02)/ axzds—i—pz‘/ crfds) < C</ afds) ,
t N t

and thus the proof is complete. (]

Now we are able to prove the main result of this section, the extended Hull and
White formula.

Theorem 4.2 Assume the model (2.1) holds with o € .12, Then it follows that

)

T
+ E(/ / e 7D (BS(s, X+ vy, v5) —BS(s, X, vs))v(dy) ds
t JR

]—',).
Proof This proof is similar to the one of the main theorem in [1], so we only sketch it.
Notice that BS(T', X7, vr) = Vr. Then, from (2.2), we have

T
V, = E(BS(t, Xy, v)|F2) + §E< / e 709, G(s, Xy, v5) Asds
t

)

T
— AkE(/ e 76709, BS(s, Xs, vs) ds

t

eV, = E(e”"BS(T, X1, vp)| 7).

Now our idea is to apply Proposition 3.1 to the process e ""BS(¢, X;, v;). As the
derivatives of BS(¢, x, o) are not bounded, we use an approximating argument,

Changlng Vg to
v, =, ] Yy +9)
re T —t ! ’

and BS(z, x,0) to BS, (¢, x,0) := BS(t, x, 0)y¥,(x), where ¢, (x) := ¢(%x), for
some ¢ € C,% such that ¢ (x) =1 forall |x| < 1 and ¢ (x) =0 for all |x| > 2. Applying
Proposition 3.1 between ¢ and T, proceeding as in Theorem 3 in [1] and observing
that

EBS(US)BSH (Sa X.S‘s Uf) = (KBS(GS) BS(S, st U?))Wn(Xs) + An(s)s
where

Ans) = %aﬂzax BS(s. X5 v2) W, (Xs) + BS(s. Xy 08) (0 (Xs) — ¥1(X0))]

+rBS(s, Xy, 00) Y (Xy),
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578 E. Alos et al.

we obtain

E(e™ T BS,(T, X7, v})|F)
T T
= E(e_”BS,, (t. X4, vf) +/ e A, (s)ds — Ak/ e, BSy(s, Xy, vf)ds
t t

T
+2 f e [(B:G) (s, Xs, v0) Y (Xs) + G (s, Xy, 00) ¥ (X) ] Agds

2 Ji
7).

Now, letting first n 1 oo and then § | 0, using Lemma 4.1 and dominated convergence
arguments, the result follows. O

T
+/ /e—”(Bs,,(s,XS,er,vf)—Bsn(s,xs,,vf))v(dy)ds
t JR

5 An expression for the derivative of the implied volatility

Let [;(X;) denote the implied volatility process, which satisfies
V: =BS(, X;, I;(X;)), by definition. In this section we prove a formula for its at-
the-money derivative that we use in Sect. 6 to study the short-time behavior of the
implied volatility.

Proposition 5.1 Assume the model (2.1) holds with o € L."? and for every fixed
tel0,7), E(ftT o2ds|F:)~! < oo a.s. Then it follows that

LU E(f, 0 F (s, X5, v) = 3F (5, X, v5)) ds|.F)
X, ' 3o BS(t, x7, 1;(x})) Xy

,  a.s.,

where

F(s, X5, v5) := ge_r(‘v_[)axG(Ss X5, v5) Ay
+ / eTOD[BS(s, X, + . v5) — BS(s, Xy, v0)v(dy)
R

— Ake 767D, BS(s, Xy, vs).

Proof Taking partial derivatives of the expression V;, = BS(¢, X, I;(X;)) with re-
spect to X;, we obtain

8Vt 81[
—— =3 BS(t, X;, (X)) + 8, BS(1, X, It(Xt))(,)T(Xn. (5.1
t t

0X
On the other hand, from Theorem 4.2 we deduce that
%)

T
V, = E(BS(, X, v)|F) + E</ F(s, Xy, vs) ds
t
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On the short-time behavior of the implied volatility 579

which implies that

Vi r
BTZE(ast(taXta Ut)|ﬁ)+E 0 F (s, Xs,v5)ds
t t

f,). 5.2)

Using now the fact that E( ftT asz dsl]-"t)_1 < 0o we can check that the conditional
expectation E(ftT 0x F (s, Xs, vg)ds|F;) is well-defined and finite a.s. Thus, (5.1)
and (5.2) imply
aly
B—X, (x)
_ E(3, BS(t,x,v1)| F1)—0x BS(t,x/, I; (xt*))—f—E(ftT dx F(s,X,vs)ds|Fy)
o 05 BS(t, ], I (xf))

Xi=x}
(5.3)
Notice that
E(3xBS(t. /', v F1) = 0+ E(BS(t, x, v)|F7) |, .
=3 BS(1,x. [/ (D), (5.4)

where I,O(X ;) is the implied volatility in the case p = A =0.
Also, by the classical Hull and White formula, we have

910
3 (BS(t, x, I (x)))],_» = 0 BS(t, x*, I (x™)) + 85 BS(r, x*, Ito(x*))a—’(x,*).
—x T
(5.5)
0
From [21] we know that aai;(x,*) = 0. Then, (5.3), (5.4), and (5.5) imply that

oL,
ax, 1)

> BS(t,x7,10(x))—8, BS(t,x]", I (XI*)HE(frT 0y F (s, Xy,v5)ds|Fy)
= 3 BS(t,x/, I (x]"))

— -k
X,—x,

(5.6)

On the other hand, straightforward calculations lead us to
* 1
axBS(t,xt*yO')=€xtN(EO'VT—Z‘)

and

BS(1,x*, 0) = e <N(%a\/T - t> - N(—%a«/T - z))
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580 E. Alos et al.

Then
9, BS(1, x,0) = %(exf* +BS(1,x},0))
and
3 BS(t, x7, 10(x))) — 8 BS(t, x7, I (x)))

1
=5 (BS(r, 7, () = BS(t, x, L(x])))

1 . . 1 T
= (EBS(, 27, v) = Vi6DIF)) = —§E</ F(s, X, v5) ds
t

)

This, together with (5.6), implies the result. O

*
Xi=x;

6 Short-time limit behavior
Here our purpose is to study the limit of g_)lf,(x:) when T | t. To this end, we need
the following lemma:

Lemma 6.1 Assume the model (2.1) is satisfied. Then I;(x;)s/T —t tends to 0 a.s.,
as T —t.

Proof Using the dominated convergence theorem it is easy to see that

P = E(e_r(T_t)(K — eXT)+|.7:t) (K - ext*)Jr =0, as.

’X,:x, T—t

Now, by the classical call-put parity relation, we obtain
—r(T—1)(,X *
‘/t:E(E r( t)(e T_K)+|‘7:’)‘X,=xf_> (exf —K)+=0.

Hence, taking into account that, in the at-the-money case, V; = BS(¢, x/*, I;(x/")), we
deduce that

I (x5VT —t 1
BS(r, 17, 1,(x) = 2K e—"(T—1) [N(%) — 5] — 0,

and this allows us to complete the proof. ]

Henceforth, we consider the following hypotheses:
(H1) o e L?4.
(H2) There exists a constant a > 0 such that 0 > a.
(H3) There exists a constant § > —% such that, forall O <t <s <r < T,
E((Dso,)’|F;) < C(r — )%, 6.1)
E((DgDy0,)*|F) < C(r — ) (r —6)™. (6.2)

Proposition 6.2 Assume that the model (2.1) and hypotheses (H1)—(H3) hold. Then
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On the short-time behavior of the implied volatility 581

a1,
9 BS (1,7, 11 (x) 5 ()
t

0 T
=§E<L(t,x,*,v,)/ Agds .7-?)
'

_ )»kE(G(t, x ) (T — t)|-7:t) +O0(T — t)(]+28)/\1 ’

as T — t and where L(t,x, v;) = (afx — %ax)G(t, x5, vp).

Proof Proposition 5.1 gives us that

05 BS(t x5, It(xt*)) (xl)

0X;

P T
—§E</ ”“‘”(3 ——>axG(s X, v5) Ay ds
1
—r(s—t) _ =
([ L (o)

x [BS(s, Xy + y, vs) — BS(s, Xy, v5) [v(dy) ds

)

¥
Xi=x;

)

X,=x}
T 1
- AkE(/ e 760 (ax — —)ax BS(s, X, vy)ds .7-',>

t 2 X, =x*

t t
=T\ + T2+ T5. 6.3)

Now the proof will be decomposed into several steps.
Step 1. Here we claim that
0 T
Ty =§E<L(t,x,*,v,)/ Agds ]—})+0(T—t)1+25, (6.4)
t

where L(s, X;, v5) = (fo — %8X)G(s, X, vg). In fact, applying Itd’s formula to

0 T
Ee_’(s_’)L(s,Xs, v‘v)(/ A, dr)
N

as in the proof of Theorem 4.2 and taking conditional expectations with respect to F;,
we obtain that
ﬁ )

0 T
= EE(L(t,x,,v,)(/ Asds> ‘]—",)
13
,02 T T
n TE</ ¢T3, — 82 )L(s, X, m(/ A, dr)As ds ]—',)
13 s

@ Springer

0 T
EE(/ e T L (s, Xy, v5) As ds
t




582 E. Alos et al.

,02 T T
+7E</ e_r(s_t)BXL(s,Xs,vs)(/ DSArdr)osds ]—",)
t Ky
0 T
+ §E</ /e_’(s_’)[L(s,Xsf+y,vs)—L(s,Xs7,vs)]
t R
T
x</ Ardr>v(dy)ds ft>
S
0 T T
—AkEE</ e_’(s_t)axL(s,Xs_,vx)</ Ardr>ds ]-"t)
t N
0

T
=§E<L(t,X,,vt)(f Aqu)‘ﬁ)+Sl+Sz+S3+S4
t

Using Lemma 4.1 we can write

2 T T
Si %E(/t e—’“—”E((aﬁm—afx)L(s,XS,vmg,)(/ A,dr)Asds
N

scéE[(/tTafds>_%ftT (/STA,dr>AS ]—',].

Hence, using hypotheses (H2) and (H3) we can write

T ~t T T
E((/ agcw) (/f (Dr69)2drd9>‘}',>

T r0
§C(T—t)_1(/ / (e—r)%drde) <C(T —1)'+%.
t t

)

ds

S <C

]
NNt
(=}

Using similar arguments it follows that S» + S3 + S4 = O(T — t)”zs, which
proves (6.4).

Step 2. As |BS(t,x,0)| + |0, BS(t,x,0)| < 2¢* + K it follows that T, =
O(T —1).

Step 3. Let us prove that

T3 = —ME(G(t,x;', v)(T — )| F) + O(T —1). (6.5)

r 1
E(/ e—r@—”(ax - E)axBS(s,XS,vS)ds }‘,)
t

T
:E</ e T6DG (s, X, vg) ds }',)
t thxt*

T
E(/ e 709, BS(s, Xy, vg)ds f,)
t

In fact,

— ¥
Xi=x;

N =

+

— ¥
Xi=x;
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On the short-time behavior of the implied volatility 583

As |0, BS(t, x, 0)| < ¢€* it follows easily that the second term on the right-hand side
of this equality is O (T — ¢). On the other hand, It6’s formula allows us to write

E(e™"G(s, Xy, v5)|F7)

10 N _ _
=E(G(t, X1, v)|F) + 515(/ e "33, — 82,)Gu, Xy, vi) Ay du
t

)

)

N
+ E(//e_r("_’)(G(u,Xu+y,vu)—G(u,Xu,vu))v(dy)du
t JR

7).

Now, using again the same arguments as in Step 1, (6.5) follows. Therefore, the proof
is complete. U

S
— AkE(/ e T8 Gu, Xy, va) du

t

Now we can state the main result of this paper. We consider the following hy-
potheses:

(H4) o has a.s. right-continuous trajectories.
(H5) For every fixed t > 0, sups.r.o¢[s, 71 E (050, — 002)2|.7-",) —0,as T —t.
Theorem 6.3 Consider the model (2.1) and suppose that hypotheses (H1)—-(H5) hold.

1. Assume that § in (H3) is nonnegative and that there exists an JF;-measurable ran-
dom variable D,"'U, such that, for every t > 0,

sup |E((Dsor — D oy)|F)|— 0, as., (6.6)
s,relt,T]
as T — t. Then
AL 1 Do,
lim — (x) = ——( Ak 4+ p—2— ). 6.7
Tlf)]l BX, (Xt) Oy ( +p 2 ( )

2. Assume that § in (H3) is negative and that there exists an F;-measurable random
variable Lf’+0, such that, for every t > 0,

1 T pT
m/ / E(Dgo,|F)drds — L o, — 0, as.,  (6.8)
- t K}
as T — t. Then

. _s 01 P 5+
im(T — ) —L (") = —-=L%" 0. 6.9
Tlinz( ) axX, (x) L (6.9)

Proof Using Proposition 6.2 and the facts that

~1 (H2(T-0)
Ke"T—1¢ § VT —t
3 BS(t,x], I (x))) = ,
2w
1 v2(T—1) 3
L(t,x,v)=—Ke " T7) ——¢e "5 0 3(T —1)72
V2
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and

T
KerT-0p~5"

w2l —1)

G(t,x;,v)=

we can write

al, p e a—n PR R
— () = —Ze 8 (T—t)y"Ele 5 v f Agds
ax, 2 c

]—",)
LT 1) —02(T-1)

—rke T E(eT T | F) 0T - &N
=S+ S +0(T - t)(%+25)/\1'

By Lemma 6.1 we know that I,(x,*)z(T —t)— 0,as T — t. Then

0 ) vlz(T—t) 3 T
lim 81 =7 }iml[(T -0 E(e_ S / Ay ds
g t

T—t

7)|

Using again Lemma 6.1, observe that (H4) and the dominated convergence theorem
imply that
) Ak
lim Sp=——. (6.10)
T—t (e}

Now the proof will be decomposed into two steps.
Step 1. Here we analyze the case § > 0. In this case we only need to show that

1im <S1 + iDﬁa,> —0. 6.11)
20}

T—t
Indeed, we can write
)

lim (S + 2 Dto, ) = lim E( ArBr + 2Dt o,
T—t 20'; T—t 20';

where
2
T —t
Ap— ﬁexp(_w)
Uy 8
and
1 T pT
Br=———— 0,05 Dg0, dr ds.
T UIZ(T—I)Z/[/S rOs VsOp
Notice that

lim E<ATBT + zinot

T—t Ot

f.t)
D+

= lim E((AT _ ﬁ)BT ' ]—‘,) + 2 lim E<<BT L2 U’) ‘]—‘,)
T—t oy o; T—t 2

— lim U + 2 1im Us.
T—t oy T—t
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On the short-time behavior of the implied volatility 585

Applying the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality yields that

o=[e((ar-2) |£)] et 1 2

Using the dominated convergence theorem it is easy to see that E((Ar — (%)2|.7-',)

tends to zero, as T — ¢, and a simple calculation gives us that E (B% | F¢) is bounded;
whence, we deduce that lim7_,; U; = 0. On the other hand,
%)

\Uy| = ‘(T_t)z (/f (0“” r—Dfo,>drds
0,0y
(f/ <— 1>Dsardrds f,)‘

- (T—l)2
— _|E Do, — D oy)drds | F
T T </tf (Dsor = Difor) drds ’)‘
=: Uz 1| +|U22].

Using now the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and the fact that hypothesis (H3) holds
with § > 0, we obtain that
7))

itz (e[ (5 - s
X (E(/T/T(Dsor)zdrds }',))2
—(T—r)< <// ((m_l) drds

Now (H2) and (H4) allow us to write

o . !
V2l =7 t>(f / E((ov0r —v?) |fz)drds>
t s
T T . 5 .
:(Tc—t)(f/ E((‘”_(%_t/ (ngd@)) ]—',)drds)z
t s ;
T oT rT 1
Sﬁ(/t f /, E((USG’_062)2|f1)d9drds>2,

which tends to zero by hypothesis (HS). Similarly,

]—')) .

T
E((Dsar — Dfo,)|.7—"t)dr ds|,

Upyl < ———
I 2,2|_(T 2
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which tends to zero by (6.6). Now we have proved (6.11). Then, (6.10), (6.11), and
the fact that § > 0 give (6.7).
Step 2. Finally, we show that (6.9) is true. Let us prove that

lim (Sl(T -4 ﬁLf’+U,> =0. 6.12)
T—t Oy
Note that
-7:[>3

lim (SI(T -4 ﬁL?’Jra,) = lim E(ATBT + ﬁL?’*oz
T—t (o7} T—t Ot

where A7 is defined as in Step 1 and

1 T pT
= or0sDso, drds.
T UIZ(T—Z‘)2+8/[/S‘ rOs UsOr

)

p . - ,
]-",) + L tim E((Br + 110 ).

But

lim E(ATET LAY
T—t Oy

= lim E((AT — ﬁ)éy‘
T—t (o]}

Then, using similar arguments as in the proof of Step 1, we can easily see that this
expression is equal to zero. Now we have proved (6.12). Finally, using (6.12), (6.10),
and the fact that —% < 8 < 0 the result follows. O

Remark Notice that (6.7) and (6.9) can be written in terms of g—IZ’,

is the log-strike, by simply changing the sign of the limits.

where Z =log K

7 Examples
7.1 Diffusion stochastic volatilities

Assume that the volatility o can be written as o = f(Y), where f € Cé (R) and Y is
the solution of a stochastic differential equation

dY, =a(r, Y,)dr +b(r,Y,)dW,, (7.1)

for some real functions a, b € Cé (R). Then, classical arguments (see, for example,
Theorem 2.2.1 in [20]) give us that ¥ € LL'2 and that

" da " ab
DY, = —(u, V) DYy du + b(s, Ys) + —(u, Yy) DYy dW,. (7.2)
s 0x s 0x
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Taking now into account that Dso, = f'(Y;)DsY,, it can be easily deduced
from (7.2) that (H3) holds with § = 0 and that

wp_[E((Dyor — F btt, W) F)| 0.

s,relt,T]

as T — t. Then Theorem 6.3 gives us that

.o, 1 o .,
lim —(x;) = — <)»k+ Ef (Yt)b(t’yt)>»

T—t 8Xt Ot

which agrees with the results in [19].
In particular, if Y is an Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process of the form

,
Yy=m+ Y, —m)e 20D 4 c/ V20 exp(—a(r - s)) dWs, (7.3)
t

DY, = cv2aexp(—a(r —s)) for all t <s < r and then it follows that

. 0L 1 0
lim — (x*) = —— | Ak + cv2a= f'(Yy) ).
Jim 2, 00 a,< +ev2an fi( ’))

7.2 Fractional stochastic volatility models

Assume that the volatility o can be written as o = f(Y), where f € C; (R) and Y is
a process of the form

,
Y, =m+ (Y, —m)e " 4 c2a f e = qwhH, (7.4)
t

where W := [ (s — WH=1 aw,.
7.2.1 Case H > %

As in [10], assume the volatility model (7.4), for some H > 1/2. Notice that (see, for
example, [3]) [ e=*" =) dWH can be written as

1 r r
(H - 5) / (/ e, ()e ™0™ (u — )13 du) AW,
0 s

from which it follows easily that sup; .., 77 |E(Dsor|F;)| — 0, as T — ¢. Then
Theorem 6.3 gives us that lim7_,; g—}l(’t(x,* = —%. That is, the at-the-money short-
dated skew slope of the implied volatility is not affected by the correlation in this
case.
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588 E. Alos et al.

7.2.2 Case H < %

Assume again the model (7.4), taking 0 < H < 1/2. It can be proved (see, for exam-
ple, [3]) that flr e—alr=s) dWSH can be expressed as

1 i :
<§ — H) /0 (/ [Lir 1 @)e™ ™ — 1y ()™ | (u — s)H=3 du) dW;
s

-
—i—/ e =) — s)H_% dWs.
t

Then it follows that (H3) holds for 6 = H — % and we can easily check that

E<(T)ﬁ/ / D O’rdrdS—C\/_f (Yt)
t

Then Theorem 6.3 gives us that

) as T —t.

31— al oh 1%
lim (T — )27 —(x)) = —ev2a = f/(Y)).
Tlint( )2 X, (x/)=—c Olatf( )
That is, the introduction of fractional components with Hurst parameter H < 1/2 in

the definition of the volatility process allows us to reproduce a skew slope of order
O(T —1)?, forevery § > —1/2.

7.3 Time-varying coefficients

Fouque et al. [13] have introduced a new approach to capture the maturity-dependent
behavior of the implied volatility, by allowing the volatility coefficients to depend
on the time till the next maturity date. Namely, they assume that the volatility o
can be written as 0 = f(Y), where f is a regular enough function and Y is a
diffusion process of the form (7.3), with /a(s) a suitable cutoff of the function
(Tu(sy — s)’%, with fixed maturity dates {7}} (the third Friday of each month) and
n(t) =inf{n: T, > s}.

Following this idea, we can consider Y to be a diffusion process of the form (7.3),
with /o (s) = (Tp(s) — s)’%”, for some ¢ > 0. It is now easy to see that Y € LL2
and that

7// E (Do, |Fy)drds + c( ! )( ! )f/(Yt)
T > +G-o ri PN+ )\125¢) 2

tends to zero, as T — ¢ tends to zero. Hence, we deduce that, in this case, the short-date
. . e . 1
skew slope of the implied volatility is of the order O(T —t)~27¢

8 Conclusions

We have seen that Malliavin calculus may provide a natural approach to deal with
the short-date behavior of the implied volatility for jump-diffusion models with sto-
chastic volatility. This theory does not require the volatility to be a diffusion or a
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On the short-time behavior of the implied volatility 589

Markov process. Moreover, with these techniques the short-time behavior of the im-
plied volatility can be analyzed for known and new volatility models—in particular,

models that reproduce short-date skews of order O (T — 1)’ for§ > — 5

1
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