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Abstract: This paper derives several formulae for the probability that a
Wiener process, which has a stochastic drift and random variance, crosses a
one-sided stochastic boundary within a finite time interval. A non-explicit
formula is first obtained by the Girsanov theorem when considering an
equivalent probability measure in which the boundary is constant and equal
to its starting value. A more explicit formula is then achieved by decompos-
ing the Radon-Nikodym derivative inverse. This decomposition expresses it
as the product of a random variable, which is measurable with respect to
the Wiener process’s final value, and an independent random variable. We
also provide an explicit formula based on a strong theoretical assumption.
To apply the Girsanov theorem, we assume that the difference between the
drift increment and the boundary increment, divided by the standard devi-
ation, is absolutely continuous. Additionally, we assume that its derivative
satisfies Novikov’s condition.
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1. Introduction

This paper concerns boundary crossing probabilities, i.e., the probability that
a stochastic process crosses a boundary. The application of boundary crossing
probabilities in statistics dates back to the one-sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov
statistic, where the process represents the difference between the true and empir-
ical cumulative distribution functions (cdfs). The primary application of bound-
ary crossing probabilities is in sequential analysis. Initially, the focus was on
boundary crossing probabilities for random walks. Due to the complexity of
solving this problem, the literature often relies on continuous approximations
and develops theoretical tools for cases where the process is a Wiener process

*The online version of this article contains supplementary material.
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(see Gut (1974), Woodroofe (1976), Woodroofe (1977), Lai et al. (1977), Lai et
al. (1979) and Siegmund (1986)).

Another field of application is in survival analysis. Matthews et al. (1985)
show that tests for constant hazard involve the first-passage time (FPT) of an
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process. Butler et al. (1997) present a Bayesian approach
when the process is semi-Markovian. Eaton et al. (1977) discuss the application
of FPT for hospital stay. Aalen et al. (2001) study the case when the process
is Markovian. Detailed reviews on FPT are available in Lee et al. (2006) and
Lawless (2011) (Section 11.5, pp. 518-523).

Another application is in pricing barrier options in mathematical finance (see
Roberts et al. (1997)). There are also some applications in econometrics. Ab-
bring (2012) studies mixed FPT of a spectrally negative Levy process. Renault
et al. (2014) considers mixed FPT of the sum of a Wiener process and a posi-
tive linear drift. Potiron et al. (2017) estimate the quadratic covariation between
two price processes based on endogenous observations generated by FPT of an
Ito-semimartingale to a stochastic boundary process.

Despite their importance for applications, explicit formulae of these boundary
crossing probabilities only exist when the boundaries and the drift are linear.
More specifically, Doob (1949) gives explicit formulae (Equations (4.2)-(4.3),
pp. 397-398) based on elementary geometrical and analytical arguments. They
are obtained when the final time is not finite, the variance is nonrandom, the
drift is null and the boundaries are nonrandom linear with nonnegative upper
trend and nonpositive lower trend. Malmquist (1954) obtains an explicit formula
conditioned on the starting and final values of the Wiener process for a finite final
time (Theorem 1, p. 526). This is obtained with Doob’s transformation (Section
5, pp. 401-402) in the one-sided boundary case. Anderson (1960) derives an
explicit formula conditioned on the final value of the Wiener process (Theorem
4.2, pp. 178-179) in the two-sided boundary case with linear drift. Then, he
integrates it with respect to the final value of the Wiener process to get an
explicit formula (Theorem 4.3, p. 180).

For square root boundaries, Breiman (1967) expresses the problem as bound-
ary crossing probabilities of an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process to a constant bound-
ary. They are obtained with Doob’s transformation. However, the boundary
crossing probabilities of an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process to a constant boundary
are only known in the form of Laplace transform. Daniels (1969) uses the same
technique and obtains an explicit formula. Finally, the boundary crossing prob-
abilities of a jump diffusion process with linear drift to a constant boundary

are obtained in the form of Laplace transform in Kou et al. (2003). Alili et al.
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(2005), Doney et al. (2006) and Kypriano et al. (2010) consider a link between
the first and last passage time and overshoot above/below a fixed level of a
Lévy process. Potiron (2023) obtains an explicit formula when the boundary is
constant and the stochastic process is a continuous local martingale.

Since there is no available explicit formula when the drift and the bound-
aries are not linear, there is a large literature on approximating and computing
numerically these boundary crossing probabilities. Strassen (1967) (Lemma 3.3,
p. 323) shows that PqZ is continuously differentiable when g is continuously
differentiable. Durbin (1971, Wang et al. (1997) and Novikov eet al. (1999)
use piecewise-linear boundaries to approximate the general boundaries. Durbin
(1985) gives a formula for a general boundary, which depends on asymptotic
conditional expectations whose approximations are studied in Salminen (1988).

In this paper, we derive several formulae for the one-sided and two-sided
boundary crossing probability when the boundaries and drift are stochastic
processes and the variance is random. Unfortunately, these formulae are either
non-explicit or explicit, but based on a strong theoretical assumption. We derive
the results in two cases, i.e., (i) a simpler case when the one-sided boundary and
the drift are nonrandom time-varying and the variance is nonrandom and (ii) a
more complicated case when the one-sided boundary and the drift are stochastic
processes and the variance is random.

More specifically, consider a stochastic process (Z;);cr+ defined as Z; = ps +
oW;. Here, (ut)¢cr+ is a stochastic drift process, (W;);cr+ is a standard Wiener
process with random time-invariant variance o2, and (g;);cp+ and (hy);cp+ are
two stochastic boundary processes. We focus on the probabilities of a process

crossing one-sided and two-sided boundaries, defined as follows

PA(T) = P( sup Z—g >0), (1)
0<t<T
P(T) = P(sup Zy—g >00r sup hy—Z >0), (2)
’ 0<t<T 0<t<T

i.e., the probability that the process Z crosses the boundary or one of both
boundaries between 0 and the final time 7.

We describe first the main results in the one-sided (i) case. A non-explicit
formula is first obtained by the Girsanov theorem when considering an equiva-
lent probability measure in which the boundary is constant equal to its start-
ing value. To apply the Girsanov theorem, the main idea consists in rewriting
the boundary crossing probability of a time-varying boundary as an equivalent
boundary crossing probability of a constant boundary. More specifically, we de-

— Ht—9gt+Jo
[eg

fine the new nonrandom drift as wu , the new o(W;)-measurable
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process as Y; = u; + W; and the new constant boundary as b = £=E0. We
then observe that the boundary crossing probability (1) may be rewritten as
PZ(T) = P} (T). We thus obtain (see Proposition 2)

P(T, <T|Wr)=Eq [1{T§gT}M51|WT]' (3)

Here, M1 = exp (WT — % fOT HEdS) is the Radon-Nikodym derivative with Wr =
fOT 0, dWy, ur = fOT 0sds, and 0 is a nonrandom function 6 : [0,7] — R.

A more explicit formula is then obtained by using an elementary decompo-
sition of the Radon-Nikodym derivative inverse. This decomposition expresses
it as the product of a random variable, which is o(Wr)-measurable, and an
independent random variable. More specifically, the decomposition is based on
the fact that (Wr, Wr) is a centered normal random vector under P. It consists
of rewriting Wr as Wp = aWrp + &W, where W is a standard normal random

variable under P, independent of Wr. Then, we obtain (see Theorem 4)
P(T, <T|Wr)=

1T e
exp (— aWrp + 3 / 02ds)Eq [l{TbYST} exp (—aW)|[Wr|. (4)
0

We also give a formula based on a strong theoretical assumption. More specif-

ically, we assume that
Eq[1ry <ry exp (—aW)|Wr] = Eq[Liry <y [Wr]Eg[exp (—aW)|Wr].

Then, the non-explicit factor in Equation (4) is equal to (see Theorem 6)

2b(b — Yr)

Eg [l{Tg’ST} exp ( — &W) |WT} = exp ( - T )

T~
X exp (&/ HSHSdS)LN(a).
0

Here, L is the Laplace transform of a standard normal variable. This is based

on the preliminary result (see Lemma 5)

2b(b—Y;
AT} < TIWy) = exp (- 20Ty
by using the explicit formula from Malmquist (1954) (Theorem 1, p. 526) and
since Y is a standard Wiener process under Q.
Finally, we give formulae of PY (T) by integrating P(TY < T|Wr) with re-
spect to the value of Wy (see Corollary 7). We also derive similar formulae in

the case (ii). If we define v as v = (g, u, ) and we assume that v is independent
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of W, the elementary idea in the case (ii) is to condition by both W and v, i.e.,
to derive results of the form P(T} < T|Wr,v). We also derive similar formulae
in the two-sided boundary case when the difference between the deviation of
each boundary from their starting value is linear, i.e., there exists # € R such
that hy — hg = g: — go + Bt. To apply the Girsanov theorem to the two-sided
boundary case, we cannot use two different drifts since the process Z is unique
in the boundary crossing probability (2). Thus, the elementary idea consists in
rewriting the FPT to a two-sided time-varying boundary as an equivalent FPT
to a two-sided boundary, with one constant boundary and one linear boundary.
More specifically, we define the new drift as u; = %W’ the new process
as Y; = uy + Wy, the new constant boundary as b = #°=% and the new lin-

ear boundary as ¢; = h"+°+ﬁt

. We then observe that the boundary crossing
probability (2) may be rewritten as Pfh = P{C.

When the boundaries and the drift are linear, the one-sided and two-sided
boundary crossing probability (1)-(2) can be obtained easily. For instance, one
can use a combination of the Girsanov theorem and the reflection principle,
or by calculating the Laplace transforms via some appropriate martingales and
the optional sampling theorem. Details of both methods can be found in many
classical textbooks on stochastic analysis, e.g., Karatzas et al. (2012) or Re-
vuz et al. (2013). More specifically, one can obtain by the Girsanov theorem
Equation (3), and since the Radon-Nikodym derivative inverse My ' is o(Wr)-
measurable in that simpler case, one can conclude by the joint distribution of
the maximum and terminal value of a Wiener process based on the reflection
principle. When the boundaries and the drift are not linear, however, M. Lisno
longer o(Wr)-measurable. This renders a direct calculation not possible since
that would require to extend the arguments based on the reflection principle.
As discussed above, we circumvent that difficulty by an elementary decompo-
sition of the Radon-Nikodym derivative inverse. This decomposition expresses
it as the product of a o(Wr)-measurable random variable and an independent
random variable. The price to pay is that we do not obtain explicit formulae
without strong theoretical assumptions.

As it stands, our obtained formulae are based on a strong theoretical as-
sumption. Unfortunately, such assumption is hard to show when the final time
is fixed. The main reason is that the boundary is not linear enough. However,
we conjecture that this assumption is asymptotically met if we divide the final
time interval [0,7] into smaller time intervals with length that converges to 0
asymptotically. This is due to the fact that the boundary gets more and more

linear locally. Thus, we can relatively safely apply our obtained formulae locally.



/Non-explicit formula of boundary crossing probabilities 6

By taking the sum of the local approximations, we can then approximate the
boundary crossing probabilities (1)-(2).

2. Main results
2.1. One-sided time-varying boundary case

In this section, we consider the case when the one-sided boundary and the drift
are nonrandom time-varying and the variance is nonrandom.

We consider the complete stochastic basis B = (2, P, F,F), where F is a o-
field and F = (Fy)¢cr+ is a filtration. We define the set of continuous functions
from RT to R as C(RT,R). We first give the definition of the set of boundary
functions. We assume that the boundary is continuous since it is required in the

assumptions for the Girsanov theorem.
Definition 2.1. We define the set of boundary functions as G = C(R*,R).

We now give the definition of the FPT. We assume that the stochastic process
is continuous since we consider a Wiener process with a continuous drift which

is required in the assumptions for the Girsanov theorem.

Definition 2.2. We define the FPT of an F-adapted continuous process Z to a
boundary g € G satisfying Zy < go as

TZ =inf{t € R s.t. Zy > g.}. (5)

We have that Z is a continuous and F-adapted stochastic process and inf{t¢ €
Rt st. Z; > g:} = inf{t € R* s.t. (t,2:) € G}, where G = {(t,u) € RT x
R s.t. u > g;} is a closed subset of R%. Thus, the FPT TgZ is an F-stopping time
by Theorem 1.1.27 (p. 7) in Jacod et al. (2003). We can rewrite the boundary
crossing probability PqZ as the cdf of TgZ , Le.,

Ziy z
Py (t) =P(T7 <t) for any t > 0. (6)

We assume that W is an F-standard Wiener process. We assume that Z; =

e + oWy, Here, p is time-varying, nonrandom, and satisfies pg < go. The

2 is time-invariant, nonrandom, and positive, i.e., 2 > 0. To apply

variance o
the Girsanov theorem, the main elementary idea is to rewrite the FPT to a

time-varying boundary as an equivalent FPT to a constant boundary. More

_ Mt—to—gs+go

- , the new

specifically, we define the new nonrandom drift as wu;
process as Y; = u; + W; and the new constant boundary as b = £=£0. We then

observe that the FPT (5) may be rewritten as

TZ =Ty (7)
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Then, we will consider an equivalent probability measure under which the new
process Y will be a standard Wiener process. Accordingly, we provide the as-
sumption which corresponds to Novikov’s condition (see Novikov (1972)) which
is required to apply the Girsanov theorem (see Girsanov (1960)). The proofs of
this paper would hold with no change with the more general conditions obtained
by Kazamaki (1977).

Assumption A. We assume that u # 0, i.e., that there exists a ¢t € [0,T]
such that u; # 0. We also assume that u is absolutely continuous on [0, 7], i.e.,
there exists a nonrandom function 6 : [0,7] — R with u; = fot Osds. Finally, we
assume that fOT 62ds < oco.

Definition 2.3. We define M as
t 1 t
M, = exp (/ OsdWs — 5/ 02ds) for any 0 <t < T. (8)
0 0

By Assumption A, M satisfies Novikov’s condition and thus is a positive
martingale. We embed this result and its implications on an equivalent proba-
bility measure Q by the Girsanov theorem in the following lemma.

Lemma 1. Under Assumption A, we have that M is a positive martingale.
Thus, we can consider an equivalent probability measure Q such that the Radon-
Nikodym derivative is defined as ‘;—P = Mrp. Finally, Y is a standard Wiener

process under Q.

Consequently, we obtain that Ep [X ] = Eg [X My 1] for any Fr-measurable
random variable X by a change of probability in the expectation. The next
proposition reexpresses P(T} < T|Wyr) under Q and is a result of interest in its
own right although the obtained formulae are not explicit. The proof is based
on Lemma 1 and its consequence in the particular case X = Lpy<ryle, where

Er is a o(Wr)-measurable event. We define W, as

W= [ o.aw. )
Proposition 2. Under Assumption A, we have
P(Ty <T|Wr) = Eq[liry<ryMp'|Wr]. (10)
This can be reexpressed as

P(TY <T|Wr) = EQ[MT—lEQ[1{Tby§T}|WT,WT]|WT]. (11)
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It remains to calculate Eg [I{Tg/ <ryM7p |Wr] or
—1 =
Eq (M7 Eq[1 1y <ry[Wr, Wr][Wr]

if we want to derive a completely explicit formula. Although Y is a standard
Wiener process under Q by Lemma 1, the presence of M. L or Wy in the con-
ditional expectation renders a direct calculation not possible. Indeed, we would
need to extend the arguments based on the reflection principle. We circumvent
that difficulty by an elementary decomposition of the Radon-Nikodym deriva-
tive inverse M, L More specifically, the decomposition is based on the fact that
(Wz,Wr) is a centered normal random vector under P. It consists of rewriting
Wor as Wp = aWr + &ﬁ//, where W is a standard normal random variable
under P, independent of Wp. We define the correlation under P between Wrp
and Wr as p, i.e., p = Corp(Wp, Wr).

Lemma 3. Under Assumption A, we have that % is a standard normal
S 9sds

7T o%as” Moreover, there

random variable under P. We can also show that p =

evists a standard normal random variable W under P which is independent of

W, and such that W when normalized can be reexpressed as

w 1% —
—— T L 1- W, (12)
[To2as VT

This can be reexpressed as

Wr = oWy + aW, (13)

where o = py/T—1 fOT 02ds and & = /(1 — p?) fOT 02ds. If we define 0, = 93570‘,

we can reexpress W as

T
W= /9des. (14)
0

Finally, W + fOT 5595615 is a standard normal variable under Q.

Our main result is the next theorem, which gives a more explicit formula to
P(T) < T|Wr). The proof is based on Lemma 3.

Theorem 4. Under Assumption A, we have
P(TY < T|Wr) (15)

T —~
0
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We first calculate Q(T} < T|Wr), whose explicit formula is given in the
following lemma. This reexpresses Malmquist (1954) (Theorem 1, p. 526) under
Q, who considers the linear case u; = 0, g¢ = at + b and ¢ = 1 under P. He
obtains that

P(T? < T\Wr = z) (16)
2b(aT +b—x)
= exp ( - #)1@3&%} + 1asartby
for any = € R.

Lemma 5. Under Assumption A, we have

2b(b — Yr)

Ty <TIWr) = exp (-

)1{YT§b} +Llypsny. (17)

The next theorem gives an explicit formula based on a strong theoretical
assumption (19). The proof is based on Lemma 5. Let N be a standard normal

random variable under P. We define the Laplace transform of N as
Ly(u) =Ep[exp (—ulN)]. (18)

Theorem 6. We assume that Assumption A and the following assumption

Eq[1iry <7y exp (—aW)|Wr] (19)
= Eg [1(zy <1y |Wr]Eg[exp (— aW)|Wr]

holds. Then, we have

1 T
P(Ty <T|Wr) = exp(—aWr+ 5/ 02ds)
0

X (exp ( — M)l{)@gb} + 1{YT>b})

T ~
X exp (&/O HSHSdS)EN(a). (20)

Finally, we get PY (T) in the next corollary by integrating P(T} < T|Wr)
with respect to the value of Wr. The proof follows the steps of Equations (3)
in Wang et al (1997) (p. 55). We define the standard Gaussian cdf as ¢(t) =

t 1 u? —+
IN ﬁexp(— T)du for any t € RT.

Corollary 7. Under Assumption A, we have
2

RIT) = 1—¢(b;;T)+/_b_UT 27 (- 37)

o0
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1 (T
xexp(—aw—i——/ Hgds)
2Jo

xEq [1{TZ”ST} exp (— &W) |Wr = z]da. (21)

If we further assume (19), we have

b;;;r)

brur a? 1t
+ ———ex (——)ex —a:v—i——/ 0.ds
o VorT P\Top) P ( 2 J, )

zﬁﬁ:ﬁz:ﬁﬁ)wpg;/Téen@ﬁwaﬁdw (22)
0

RIT) = 1-9f

xexp(— T

We consider the particular case when the boundary is linear, there is no drift
and the standard deviation is equal to unity u; = 0, g = at + b and ¢ = 1.
Then, Corollary 7 reduces to Wang et al. (1997) (Equation (2), p. 55), i.e.,

b+ aT

VT

b—aT
VT

P(T) = 1—4¢( ) + exp ( — 2ba) ( )-

2.2. One-sided stochastic boundary process case

In this section, we consider the case when the one-sided boundary and the drift
are stochastic processes and the variance is random.

We first give the definition of the set of stochastic boundary processes.

Definition 2.4. We define the set of stochastic boundary processes as H =
RT x Q — R such that for any ¢ € H and w € Q we have g(w) € G and g is
F-adapted.

We now give the definition of the FPT.
Definition 2.5. We define the FPT of an F-adapted continuous process Z to a

boundary g € H satisfying Zy < go Yw € ) as

TZ =inf{t € R" s.t. Zy > g.}. (23)

We have that Z — g is an F-adapted continuous stochastic process and inf{t €
Rt s.t. Z; > g} = inf{t € RT s.t. Zy—g; > 0} = inf{t € RT s.t. Z;—g; € RT}.
Thus, the FPT Tf is an F-stopping time by Theorem 1.1.27 (p. 7) in Jacod et
al. (2003). We can rewrite the boundary crossing probability PgZ as the cdf of
TgZ , 1.e.,

Zp z
P7(t) =P(T; <t) for any t > 0. (24)



/Non-explicit formula of boundary crossing probabilities 11

We assume that p is an F-adapted stochastic process which satisfies P(uo <
go) = 1. We also assume that the variance o2 is time-invariant, random, and
such that P(¢2 = 0) = 0. Finally, we assume that v is independent of W, where
v is defined as v = (g, u, 7).

Assumption B. We assume that P(3¢t € [0,T] s.t ug # 0) = 1. We also as-
sume that u is absolutely continuous on [0,7], i.e., there exists a stochastic
process 6 : [0,T] x @ — R with u; = fot 0.ds, a.s.. Finally, we assume that
Elexp (3 fOT 62ds)] < oo.

Definition 2.6. We define M as
t 1t
M, = exp (/ OsdWs — 5/ 02ds) for any 0 <t < T. (25)
0 0

By Assumption B, M satisfies Novikov’s condition and thus is a positive

martingale.

Lemma 8. Under Assumption B, we have that M is a positive martingale.
Thus, we can consider an equivalent probability measure Q such that the Radon-
Nikodym derivative is defined as % = My. Finally, Y is a standard Wiener

process under Q.

The elementary idea in this section is to condition by both W and v, i.e., to
derive results of the form P(TY < T|Wr,v). The next proposition reexpresses
P(TY < T|Wy,v) under Q. We define W, as

W, = /Ot 0, dW. (26)
Proposition 9. Under Assumption B, we have
P(T} < T|Wr,v) = EQ[1{T;,§T}M;1|WT,U]. (27)
This can be reexpressed as
P(Ty <T|Wr,v) = Eq[M; 'Eq[liry<ryWr, Wr,v][Wr,v]. (28)

To obtain a more explicit formula, we use an elementary decomposition of
the Radon-Nikodym derivative inverse M, ! This decomposition expresses it as
the product of a random variable which is o(Wr,v)-measurable and a random
variable conditionally independent from Wy given v. Since 6 is a stochastic
process, we do not have that Wy is a normal random variable, but rather that

it is a mixed normal random variable. The elementary idea is to normalize
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Wr by \/fOT 62ds, so that (Wr, \/%) is a centered normal random vector

under P. We define the correlation under P between W and W as p, i.e.,

p = Corp(Wr, \/ﬁ)

. Wr . )

Lemma 10. Under Assumption B, we have that Tm is a standard nor
. 1 ST 0.ds }

mal random wvariable under P. We can also show that p = FEp H/W .

Moreover, there exists a standard normal random variable W under P, which

is independent of Wr, and such that W, when normalized, can be reexpressed

a.s. as

_Wr ﬁ+«/1—p2ﬁ. (29)
fOT 02ds VT

This can be reexpressed a.s. as

Wi = aWyp + aW, (30)
where o = py\/ T~ 1f0 02ds a.s. and a = /(1 — 92ds a.s.. If we define
0, = b= we can reezpress W a.s. as

— T ~
W= / O.dW,. (31)
0

Moreover, W+ fOT 5595ds is a standard normal variable under Q. Finally, the
conditional distribution of W + fOT 5595615 given v, i.e., D(W—i—fOT 5595d5|v), 18

standard normal under Q.

Our main result is the next theorem, which gives a more explicit formula to
P(TY < T|Wr,v).

Theorem 11. Under Assumption B, we have

T
P(TY < T|Wrp,v) = exp(—oeWT—l-%/ 9§ds)
0
xEq[1pry <pyexp (— aW)|Wr,v].  (32)

We first calculate Q(T} < T|Wr,v).
Lemma 12. Under Assumption B, we have

2(b — Yr)

Q(T§§T|WT,U) = exp(— T

)1{YTgb} +liypsey. (33)
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The next theorem gives a formula based on a theoretical assumption (34).
Theorem 13. We assume that Assumption B and the following assumption
Eg [1{Tg/ <7} €Xp ( - aW) |Wr, ’U} (34)
= EQ[l{Tg’gT}|WTa v]Eg[exp (— &W)WVT,U}

holds. Then, we have

1 T
P(TY <T|Wp,v) = exp(—aWT+§/ 02ds)
0

X (exp ( — M)I{YT@} + 1{YT>b})

T ~
X exp (&/0 0s05ds) Ly (). (35)

Finally, we get P (T) in the next corollary by integrating P(T} < T|Wr,v)
with respect to the value of (Wr,v). We define the arrival space and cdf of v as
respectively II, and P,. Moreover, we define vy, ¥, Yo, etc. following the above
definitions when integrating with respect to y € IL,.

Corollary 14. Under Assumption B, we have

h—
P(T) = 1—¢( \/_;T)
b*’u.T 1 $2 1 T )
+/_oo e (- op) e (—ver+ 5/0 3 ods)
xEq [1{Tg/§:r} exp ( — &W) |Wp =z,0 = y] dxdP,(y). (36)

If we further assume (34), we have

Y _ . b—’U,T
P = 1-o(=F)
e 1 z? 17 2
S e (e g [

2y (Yo — Yu,r — w))
T

<puly)exp (- (37)

T
<exp (v | g .eds) s P ).
0

2.3. Two-sided time-varying boundary case

In this section, we consider the case when the two-sided boundary and the drift
are nonrandom time-varying and the variance is nonrandom.
We first give the definition of the set of two-sided boundary functions.
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Definition 2.7. We define the set of two-sided boundary functions as Z = G x G.
We now give the definition of the FPT to a two-sided boundary.

Definition 2.8. We define the FPT of an F-adapted continuous process Z to a
two-sided boundary (g, h) € T satisfying go < Zy < hg as

TgZJL =inf{t € R" s.t. Z; > gs or Z; < hy}. (38)

We have that Z is a continuous and F-adapted stochastic process and inf{t €
Rt st. Zy > gror Zy < by} = inf{t € RT s.t. Z; € G} where G = {(t,u) €
RT xR s.t. u > g; or u < h;} is an open subset of R2. Thus, the FPT Tih is an
F-stopping time by Theorem 1.1.27 (p. 7) in Jacod et al. (2003). We can rewrite
the boundary crossing probability PqZ 5, as the cdf of Ti s 1€,

PZ,(t) =P(T7, <t) for any t > 0. (39)

We assume that gy < po < ho. To apply the Girsanov theorem to the two-sided
boundary case, we cannot use two different drifts since the process Z; is unique
in Definition 2.8. Thus, we have to restrict the class of boundary functions as we
will assume that the deviation of g from its starting value is equal to the sum
of the deviation of h from its starting value and a linear term, i.e., there exists
B € R such that hy — hg = g¢ — go + Bt. Thus, we can rewrite the FPT to a two-
sided time-varying boundary as an equivalent FPT to a two-sided boundary with
one constant boundary and one linear boundary. More specifically, if we define

_ Ht—Ho—gt+go
o

the new drift as u; , the new process as Y; = us + Wy, the new

ho—po+pBt

o )

constant boundary as b = #=%> and the new linear boundary as ¢; =
we observe that the FPT (38) may be rewritten as TgZh =T)..

Assumption C. We assume that u # 0, i.e., that there exists a ¢t € [0,T]
such that u; # 0. We also assume that u is absolutely continuous on [0, 77, i.e.,
there exists a nonrandom function 4 : [0, 7] — R with u; = fg 0sds. Finally, we
assume that fOT 62ds < oco.

By Assumption C, M satisfies Novikov’s condition and thus is a positive
martingale. We embed this result and its implications on an equivalent proba-

bility measure Q by the Girsanov theorem in the following lemma.

Lemma 15. Under Assumption C, we have that M is a positive martingale.
Thus, we can consider an equivalent probability measure Q such that the Radon-
Nikodym derivative is defined as % = Mrp. Finally, Y is a standard Wiener

process under Q.
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The next proposition reexpresses ]P)(T};c < T|Wr) under Q. We define W, as

W, = /0 Cpudil, (40)
Proposition 16. Under Assumption C, we have
B(T), <TIWr) = Eq[Lizy,<rMg'|Wr]. (41)
This can be reexpressed as
P(Ty. <T|Wr) = Eq [MflEQ[l{TgfchﬂWTuWT} Wr]. (42)

To obtain a more explicit formula, we elementary decompose the Radon-
Nikodym derivative inverse M, ' as the product of a o(Wr)-measurable random
variable and a random variable independent from Wp. We define the correlation
under P between Wz and Wr as p, i.e., p = Corp(Wz, Wr).

Lemma 17. Under Assumption C, we have that —Wr__ s g standard nor-
’ VT 02ds

LT 0.ds
T [T 62ds
there exists a standard normal random variable W under P which is independent

mal random variable under P. We can also show that p = . Moreover,

of Wr and such that W when normalized can be reexpressed as

_Wr ﬁ+«/1—p2ﬁ. (43)
fOT 02ds VT

This can be reexpressed as

Wi = oWy + aW, (44)

where o = py/T~! fOT 02ds and a = /(1 — p?) fOT 02ds. If we define 0, = %22,

we can reexpress W as

T
W / G.dwv,. (45)
0

Finally, W+ fOT 5595ds 18 a standard normal variable under Q.
Our main result is the next theorem.

Theorem 18. Under Assumption C, we have

1 (T
]P’(TZ/)C <T|\Wrp) = exp ( —aWr + 5/ Hgds) (46)
0
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We first calculate Q(T Z)c < T|Wr) whose explicit formula is given in the
following lemma. This reexpresses Anderson (1960) (Theorem 4.2, pp. 178-179)
under QQ, which considers the linear case u; = vt, g: = at + b, hy = ¢t + d and
o = 1 under P. He obtains that

P(TQZJL < T|WT = x) = ZngJL(j|x)1{$€[hT—HT,gT—HT]} + l{fﬂi[hT—MmgT—uT]}'
j=1

Here, pih(j|$) is defined as
PEnGla) = exp (= 2o + ho) (o + (hr — pr) — )
+exp (= Z(jaodr +do((hr — pr) — ) — orho))
~ 2580 — g0)Gbr ~ ((gr — pr) — )
+exp ( - %(J’KSOCST —00((gr — pr) —2) + 5Tgo))

—l—exp(

for any j € Ny, « € [hp — pr,gr — pr] and the difference between g and h is
defined as §; = d:(g,h) = g, — hy for any t € [0,T7.

Lemma 19. Under Assumption C, we have

QT <TWr) = > @.GIVr) livrelerse + Lveglersey-  (47)

Jj=1
Here, qp .(j|x) is defined as
@elile) = exp (= 20+ eo) or + (er —2)))
+exp ( - %(jéoé;p + So(cr — x) — 5Tc0))
~ 280 ~ bo) 01  (br — 2)))

2
+exp ( - %(jaost — So((br — ) + 5Tb0)),

+exp(

>~

for any j € Ny, x € [er,br] and §; = 0,(b, c).

The next theorem gives a formula based on a strong theoretical assumption
(48).

Theorem 20. We assume that Assumption C and the following assumption

Eo[Lry <ryexp (= aW)|Wr] = Eg[liry <r)/Wr] (48)
xEg[exp ( — aWﬂWﬂ
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holds. Then, we have

T
P(TZC <T|Wr) = exp ( —aWr + %/ Hgds) (49)
0

(qujC(jlyT)l{YTG[CT,bT]}
j=1
T ~
+1{YT¢[CT7bT]}) exp (a/ 9595ds)L‘N(&).
0

Finally, we get Pb)j .(T) in the next corollary by integrating ]P’(T};c < T|Wr)
with respect to the value of Wr.

Corollary 21. Under Assumption C, we have

br —ur CT —ur
T )+ o( T )

browr a? TR
+ ex (——)ex —owc—i——/ 05ds
/cTuT Vo7 P (a7 e 2 J, %)
xEq [1{TZ/,C§T} exp (— aW)|Wr = z]da. (50)

If we further assume (48), we have

br —ur CT —ur
T )+ o( T )

br —ur 1 22

1 /T
+ ———ex (——)ex —owc—i——/ 02ds
o un o P g e 3 ), 0sds)

X (Z Q;JCFUT (j|.’IJ + uT)l{ze[chuT,beuT]}
j=1

+1{1¢[CT*UT7bT*UT]})
T o~

X exp (&/ HSGSdS)EN(&)dx. (51)
0

In the particular case when the boundaries and the drift are linear, and the
standard deviation is equal to unity, Corollary 21 reduces to Anderson (1960)
(Theorem 4.3, p. 180).

3. Proofs

Our proofs rely on an elementary application of the Girsanov theorem.
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3.1. One-sided time-varying boundary case

We start with the proofs in the case when the one-sided boundary and the drift
are nonrandom time-varying and the variance is nonrandom.
The proof of Proposition 2 is based on Lemma 1 and its consequence in the

particular case X = 1¢ry <py1p, in which Er is a o(Wr)-measurable event.

Proof of Proposition 2. By definition of the conditional probability, Equation

(10) can be rewritten formally as
Ep [1{TbY§T}|WT} = Eq [1{T§§T}M2:1|WT] (52)

For any o(Wr)-measurable event Ep, we can use a change of probability in the

expectation by Lemma 1 along with Assumption A and we obtain that

Ee[lry<ryle:] = Eo[liry<ryMyp 1m,]. (53)

We can deduce Equation (52) from Equation (53) by definition of the conditional
expectation. By definition of the conditional probability, Equation (11) can be

rewritten formally as
Ep[liry <py[Wr] = EQ[M:FlEQ[l{TbyST”WT,WT}|WT}. (54)

By definition of the conditional expectation, we can deduce what follows. If we

can show that for any Er which is o(Wr)-measurable that
= Ep [E@ (M7 Eq [1iry <y [Wr, Wr ] [Wr] 1ET] ;

then Equation (54) holds. Let Er be a o(Wr)-measurable event. By Lemma 1
along with Assumption A, we can use a change of probability in the expecta-

tion and we obtain that
Be[liry<mler] = Eo[lgry<ryle.Mp']. (56)
Then, we have by the law of total expectation that
-1 _ —1 774

Since 1g, and M, ! are o(Wr, Wr)-measurable random variables, we can pull

them out of the conditional expectation and deduce that
Eo[Eo[1(ry <7y 1er M7 Wr, Wr]] (58)
= Eq[le, M7 'Bq[liry <1y Wr, Wr]].

If we use Equations (56)-(57)-(58), we can deduce that Equation (55) holds. O
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In what follows, we give the proof of Lemma 3. It is based on the fact that
(W, Wr) is a centered normal random vector under P so that we can rewrite
WT as WT = aWp +aW.

Proof of Lemma 3. By Assumption A, we have that Wy is well-defined and
T h2 Wr
Jo 02ds < oo thus we can deduce that NAREE

variable under P. Since (Wr, Wr) is a centered normal random vector under P,

is a standard normal random

there exists a standard normal random variable W under P which is independent
of Wr and such that Equation (12) holds. Then, we can calculate that

T
COI’[P(WT, / HSdWS)
0

©
|

Cove(Wr, [ 6,dWy)
Varp(Wr) Varg( [ 6,dW;)
fOT 0.ds
T [ 62ds

Here, we use the definition of p and Equation (9) in the first equality, the fact
that # # 0 by Assumption A in the second equality, and the It6 isometry in
the last equality. Equation (13) can be deduced directly from Equation (12).

Moreover, we can reexpress W as

W = i(WT—CYWT)
a

T —
- / Os =,
0

«

T ~
/ 0s,dWs.
0

Here, we use Equation (13) in the first equality, Equation (9) in the second

equality and the definition of ét in the last equality. Finally, we can deduce that
W+ fOT 0s0.ds is a standard normal variable under Q by its expression (14) and
since by Lemma 1 along with Assumption A, Y is a Wiener process under

Q. O
We provide now the proof of Theorem 4 which is based on Lemma 3.

Proof of Theorem 4. We can reexpress Mr as

T 1 T
My = exp(/ edeS—E/ 02ds)
0 0

_ 1 T )
= exp(Wrp— 5/ 67ds)
0
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~ T
exp (aWrp + aW — % / 02ds)
0

T —
= exp (aWr — % / 63ds) exp (aW). (59)
0

Here, we use Equation (8) in the first equality, Equation (9) in the second
equality, Equation (13) from Lemma 3 in the third equality and algebraic ma-
nipulation in the last equality. Then, we have

P(T, <T|Wr) = EQ[l{ngT}M51|WT]

1 T
= Eg [l{TbYST} exp (— aWrp + 3 /0 02ds)
x exp ((— &W) [Wr]

1 (T
= exp(—aWr+ 3 / 9§d8)
0

XEQ [1{T?,’ <T} exp ( — aW) |WT} .

Here, we use Equation (10) from Proposition 2 along with Assumption A in
the first equality, Equation (73) in the second equality, and the fact that Wy
is a o(Wr)-measurable random variable in the third equality. Thus, we have
shown Equation (15). O

We now give the proof which reexpresses Malmquist (1954) (Theorem 1, p.
526) under Q.

Proof of Lemma 5. By definition of the conditional probability, Equation (17)

can be rewritten formally as

2(b — Yr)

T )1{YT§b} + ivpspy-  (60)

Eq [l{TbYST}|WT} = €exp ( -
By Lemma 1 along with Assumption A, Y is a Wiener process under Q. Then,
we have by Malmquist (1954) (Theorem 1, p. 526) that Equation (60) holds. O

We provide now the proof of Theorem 6, which is based on Lemma 5.

Proof of Theorem 6. We have

Eo[1(1y <1y exp (—aW)|Wr] = ]E@[l{ngTﬂWT]EQ[eXP(_awﬂwﬂ

= (exp ( — M)l{wgb} + 1{YT>b}>

xEq[exp ( — &ﬁ//) Wr], (61)
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where we use Assumption (19) in the first equality, Equation (17) from Lemma

5 along with Assumption A in the second equality. Finally, we have
Eg|exp (— &W)WVT] = Eqlexp(-— &W)]
T
= exp (&/ asﬁsds)
0 B -
x]E@[exp(—&(W—i—/ 0.0.ds))]
- 0
— (@ / 0.0.ds)Ez [ exp (— aN)]
0

~ exp(a /0 0.0.ds) L (@). (62)

Here, we use the fact that W is independent from Wy in the first equality,
algebraic manipulation in the second equality, the fact that W+ fOT asﬁsds is
a standard normal variable under Q by Lemma 3 along with Assumption A
in the third equality, and Equation (18) in the last equality. We can deduce
Equation (20) from Equations (15), (61) and (62). O

Finally, the proof of Corollary 7 follows the steps of Equations (3) in Wang
et al. (1997) (p. 55).

Proof of Corollary 7. We can calculate that

Py (T)

o 1 x?

Y

<

/ P(T, <T|Wp=z) 5 exp ( )dw

b—uT

b—u 2

T 1 T
Y

< = _ -

+[m P(T, <T|\Wr =x) 27TTexp( 2T)dx

b—u
= 1-¢(—=)

B

b—urp $2 1 T 9
+ ex (——)ex —a:v—i——/ 0:ds
/ v P\~ 7)o 2y )

— 00

xEqg [l{TbYST} exp (— aW) [Wr = z]da.

Here, we use Equation (6) and regular conditional probability in the first equal-
ity, the fact that P(Tg/ < T|\Wp =x) =1 for any x > b — up in the second
equality, and Equation (15) in the third equality. We have thus shown Equation
(21). Equation (22) can be shown following the same first two equalities and
using Assumption (20) in the third equality. O
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3.2. One-sided stochastic boundary process case

We continue with the proofs in the case when the one-sided boundary and the
drift are stochastic processes and the variance is random.

The elementary idea in the proofs of this section is to condition by both
Wr and v, i.e., to derive results of the form P(T) < T|Wg,v). The proof of
Proposition 9 is based on Lemma 8 and its consequence in the particular case

X = Liry<ryle,, in which Er is a o(Wr,v)-measurable event.

Proof of Proposition 9. By definition of the conditional probability, Equation
(27) can be rewritten formally as

]E]P I:l{Tg/ST}'WT?U} = ]EQ I:l{Tg/ST}M’l?llWT?U} . (63)

For any o(Wr, v)-measurable event Er, we can use a change of probability in
the expectation by Lemma 8 along with Assumption B and we obtain that

Ee[Liry<ryle] = Eo[liry<ryMr'lp,]. (64)

We can deduce Equation (63) from Equation (64) by definition of the conditional
expectation. By definition of the conditional probability, Equation (28) can be

rewritten formally as

EP[l{Tg’gTHWTaU] (65)
=Eq [M;lEQ [1{T2’§T}|WT7WT7 ’U] |VVT7 ’U} .

By definition of the conditional expectation, we can deduce what follows. If we

can show that for any Er which is (W7, v)-measurable that
Ep [1¢ry <y 1e-] (66)
= E[p [EQ [M{leQ [I{TXST} |VVT7 WT, ’U} |VVT7 ’U} 1ET:| 5

then Equation (65) holds. Let Er be a o(Wp, v)-measurable event. By Lemma
8 along with Assumption B, we can use a change of probability in the expec-

tation and we obtain that

Ep[Liry <ryler] = Eo[liry<rle Mzl (67)

Then, we have by the law of total expectation that

Eq [1{T3’§T}1ETM:FI] = (68)
Eq[Eq 11y <yl My Wp, Wr,v]].
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Since 1, and M, Y are o(Wr, W, v)-measurable random variables, we can

pull them out of the conditional expectation and deduce that

Eq[Eo[1iry <ry1me My (W, W, 0]] (69)
=Eq I:lETM'_Z?lEQ [1{TbY§T} \Wr, Wr, UH .

If we use Equations (67)-(68)-(69), we can deduce that Equation (66) holds. O

In what follows, we give the proof of Lemma 10. It is based on the fact that

(Wr, W) is a centered normal random vector under P.

Proof of Lemma 10. By Assumption B, we can deduce that 0 < fOT 6%ds < oo
. k394 T 2 WT ]
a.s.. Thus, we can normalize W by \/fo 02ds a.s. and we have that NIRTTE is

a mixed normal random variable a.s. by definition. We have that its conditional

mean under P is a.s. equal to
T
0,dW
e [ Jo o

Ji 62ds 92d
= 0. (70)

Here, we use the fact that ——-—— is ¢(v)-measurable in the first equality, and
’ VT 02ds ’

the fact that fOT 0;dWy is a.s. a martingale since fOT 62ds < oo a.s. in the second
equality. We also have that its conditional variance under P is a.s. equal to

T 9. dw, "0, dW,
v (221 3 (B,

_ fOT;gdsEP[(/o 0.a.) o]
-1 (71)

Here, we use Equation (70) in the first equality, the fact that \/ﬁ is o(v)-
0 s

measurable in the second equality, and the It6 isometry in the third equality.

Since its conditional mean and conditional variance are nonrandom, we obtain
. . ST ,dW, ST 0.dW,

that its mean under P is equal to Ep | “2——2| = Ep|Ep| 2 =0 by

VT 62ds VIT 92ds

the law of total expectation and Equation (70), and similarly that its variance is

equal to 1 by the law of total expectation and Equation (71). Thus, we have that
Wy _Wr
VT 62ds VIT egds)

is a centered normal random vector under P, there exists a standard normal

is a standard normal random variable under P. Since (Wr,

random variable W under P which is independent of W and such that Equation
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Wy

VT 62ds

(29) holds. Then, we can calculate that the covariance between Wr and
under P is equal to
WT )

[ 6.dw )
[T 62ds

I 62ds
[ o.aw,
= Ep|Wp2l=—=_
\/ fOT 62 ds}
I 6.aw,
fOT 02ds

Covp (WT, = Covp (WT,

— Ep :E [WT

dl

- 1 T
— Fp IE[WT / 0.dW,
0

VT 62ds
oS bds } |

'\/fOT 02ds

Here, we use Equation (9) in the first equality, Equation (70) in the second equal-
1
V[T 02ds
o(v)-measurable in the fourth equality, and the It6 isometry in the last equality.
Wo

V[T 62ds

dl

= FEp (72)

ity, the law of total expectation in the third equality, the fact that is

Now, we can calculate that the correlation between Wp and under P

is equal to

I 6.aw, )

Cove (Wr, {/T%)
Varp(Wr) Varp (%)
1, {M]

T \/fOT 02ds

Here, we use the definition of p and Equation (9) in the first equality, and
Equations (71) and (72) in the last equality. Equation (30) can be deduced

directly from Equation (29). Moreover, we can reexpress W as

p = Corp (WT,

1 —
w = E(WT—O[WT)

T
0s —
~ ad[[s

I
S—

«
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T~
= / 0,dW,,
0

where we use Equation (30) in the first equality, Equation (9) in the second
equality and the definition of ét in the last equality. Moreover, we can deduce
that W + fOT 5595ds is a standard normal variable under Q. This is due to
its expression (31) and since by Lemma 8 along with Assumption B, Y is a
Wiener process under Q. Finally, D(W + fOT 0,0,ds|v) is standard normal under
Q by Equation (31). O

We provide now the proof of Theorem 11, which is based on Lemma 10.
Proof of Theorem 11. We can reexpress My as

T 1 (T
Mr = exp(/ 0, dW — 5/ ngs)
0 0

— 1T,
= exp(Wrp— 5/ 62ds)
0

N T
= exp (aWT +aWW — % / Hgds)
0

T —
= exp (aWp — % / 02ds) exp (aW). (73)
0

Here, we use Equation (8) in the first equality, Equation (9) in the second
equality, Equation (30) from Lemma 10 in the third equality, and algebraic

manipulation in the last equality. Then, we have

P(T} < T|Wr,v) = E@[l{ngT}M;HWT,v]

T
= Eg [I{TZ”ST} exp (— aWr + % / Gfds)
0

x exp ((— &W)|WT,U}

1 T
= exp(—aWr+ 3 / 9§ds)
0

Here, we use Equation (27) from Proposition 9 along with Assumption B in
the first equality, Equation (73) in the second equality, the fact that Wp and
0y for any t € [0,T] are o(Wr,v)-measurable random variables in the third
equality. Thus, we have shown Equation (32). O

We now give the proof of Lemma 12.
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Proof of Lemma 12. By definition of the conditional probability, Equation (33)
can be rewritten formally as

20(b — Yr)

T )1{YTSb} + Liypsy (74)

Eq [1{T2’§T}|WT7U} = &xp ( -

By Lemma 8 along with Assumption B, Y is a Wiener process under Q. Then,
we have by Malmquist (1954) (Theorem 1, p. 526) that Equation (74) holds. O

We provide now the proof of Theorem 13, which is based on Lemma 12.

Proof of Theorem 13. We have

Eo[Lry <ry exp (= aW)|Wr,v] = Eo[Liy<ry[Wr, 0]
XE@[exp(—&WﬂWT,U}
2b(b — Y;
= (o (- 20 )10
+1{YT>b})
xEq[exp (— aW)|[Wr,v],  (75)

where we use Assumption (34) in the first equality, Equation (33) from Lemma

12 along with Assumption B in the second equality. Finally, we have
EQ[exp ( — &WNWT,’U} = EQ[exp ( — &W) |v]
T ~
= exp (&/ Hsﬁsds)
0 B -
xEQ[exp(_a(w+/ 6.0.ds))|v]
- 0
= exp (&/ Hsﬁsds)
0 B -
xEQ[exp(_a(w+/ 6.0.ds))]
- 0
= exp (&/ HSGSdS)Ep[eXp ( — &N)]
oT )
= exp (&/ HSHSdS)LN(a). (76)
0
Here, we use the fact that W is independent from Wy in the first equality, the
fact that 6, and 6, for any ¢ € [0,T] are o(v)-measurable random variables in

the second equality, the fact that ’D(W + fOT 5595d3|v) is standard normal under
Q by Lemma 10 along with Assumption B in the third equality, the fact that
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W+ fOT gsﬁsds is a standard normal variable under Q by Lemma 10 along with
Assumption B in the fourth equality, and Equation (18) in the last equality.
We can deduce Equation (35) from Equations (32), (75) and (76). O

Finally, we get P} (T') in the next corollary, by integrating P(T} < T|Wy,v)
with respect to the value of (Wr,v).

Proof of Corollary 14. We can calculate that

> 1 x2
RY(T) = / /P(T?(STlWFx,v:y) —oxp  — g ) dwdP, (y)
b—uT
= 1—
o( \/T)
b—urp
w0 ray <Twe ==y
—00 11,
1 2
S — — |dxdP,
x\/mexl’( QT)‘T )
b_
= 1-6(==")+

VT
brur 1 z? e
exp| ——=)exp( — Yo + = 2 ds
/700 /HU,/—QWT p( 2T) p(-y 2/0 Y 505)
xEqg [I{TZ’ST} exp (— aW)|Wr = z,v = y|dzdP,(y).

Here, we use Equation (24), regular conditional probability and the fact that W
and v are independent in the first equality, the fact that P(T} < T|Wr =) =1
for any x > b—uy in the second equality, and Equation (32) in the third equality.

We have thus shown Equation (36). Equation (37) can be shown following the
same first two equalities and using Equation (35) in the third equality. O

3.3. Two-sided time-varying boundary case

In this section, we consider the proofs in the case when the two-sided boundary
and the drift are nonrandom time-varying and the variance is nonrandom.
The proof of Proposition 16 is based on Lemma 15.

Proof of Proposition 16. By definition of the conditional probability, Equation

(41) can be rewritten formally as

Ep[Liry <ryWr] = Eo[lry <ryMp'[Wr]. (77)
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For any o(Wr)-measurable event Ep, we can use a change of probability in the

expectation by Lemma 15 along with Assumption C and we obtain that

Ep Ly, <ryler] = Eo[lyry <ryMzp'le,]. (78)

We can deduce Equation (77) from Equation (78) by definition of the conditional
expectation. By definition of the conditional probability, Equation (42) can be

rewritten formally as
Ep [I{TKCST} |WT] = Eg [MEIEQ [I{TKCST} W, WT} |WT} . (79)

By definition of the conditional expectation, we can deduce what follows. If we
can show that for any Ep which is o(Wr)-measurable that

Ep[1ry <ryler] (80)
=Ep {EQ [MEIEQ [I{TZCST”WT’ WT] |WT] 1ET} ,

then Equation (79) holds. Let Er be a o(Wr)-measurable event. By Lemma 15

along with Assumption C, we obtain that

Ep [1{T;’,C§T}1ET} = Ko [1{T§CST}1ETMT*1}. (81)
Then we have by the law of total expectation that
Eq [l{Tich}lETM’I_’l} (82)

=Eq[Eq I:l{Tz/’CST}lETM’]?l Wr, Wrl].

Since 1, and M} Y are o(Wr, Wr)-measurable random variables, we can pull

them out of the conditional expectation and deduce that
Eq [EQ [l{TbY’CST}]‘ET Mfl |WT, WTH (83)
= EQ [1ETM;1]EQ [1{TKCST} |VVT7 WT” .
If we use Equations (81)-(82)-(83), we can deduce that Equation (80) holds. O

In what follows, we give the proof of Lemma 17.

. Wr
Proof of Lemma 17. By Assumption C, we can deduce that (R is a

standard normal random variable under P. Since (Wz, W) is a centered normal
random vector under P, there exists a standard normal random variable W under
P which is independent of W and such that Equation (43) holds. Using the

same arguments from the proof of Lemma 3, we can calculate that

I 0sds

p = —F—
T [ 62ds
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Moreover, we can reexpress W as
o~ T ~
w = / 0,dWs.
0

Finally, we can deduce that W + fOT gsﬁsds is a standard normal variable un-
der Q. This is due to its expression (45) and since by Lemma 15 along with
Assumption C, Y is a Wiener process under Q. o

We provide now the proof of Theorem 18, which is based on Lemma 17.

Proof of Theorem 18. By the same arguments from the proof of Theorem 4, we

can reexpress Mr as

T —
Mpr = exp (aWT - % / 9§ds) exp (&W).
0

Then, we have

1 (T
]P’(T?,TC <T|\Wrp) = exp ( —aWr + 5/ Hgds)
0

Thus, we have shown Equation (46). O

We now give the proof which reexpresses Anderson (1960) (Theorem 4.2, pp.
178-179) under Q.

Proof of Lemma 19. By definition of the conditional probability, Equation (47)
can be rewritten formally as

Eo[lpry <yl Wr] = Y @YD) L vreerbely + Livoglerbrly-  (84)
=1

By Lemma 15 along with Assumption C, Y is a Wiener process under Q.
Then, we have by Anderson (1960) (Theorem 4.2, pp. 178-179) that Equation
(84) holds. O

We provide now the proof of Theorem 20, which is based on Lemma 19.

Proof of Theorem 20. We have

= (qujc(j|YT)1{YT€[CT,bT]} (85)

j=1
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Ly ler.oal) ) Ea [ exp (= &) [Wr],

where we use Assumption (48) in the first equality, and Equation (47) from
Lemma 19 along with Assumption C in the second equality. Finally, we have

EQ[exp(—aWHWT] EQ[exp(—aW)]

T
= exp (&/ gsﬁsds)
0 N TN
xEQ[exp(_a(w+/ 6.0.ds))]
. 0
= exp (&/ gsﬁsds)Ep[exp(—&N)]
OT
- (@ /O 6.0,ds) Lx (@), (86)

Here, we use the fact that W is independent from Wy in the first equality,
algebraic manipulation in the second equality, the fact that W+ fOT 0,0,ds is
a standard normal variable under @ by Lemma 17 along with Assumption
C in the third equality, and Equation (18) in the last equality. We can deduce
Equation (49) from Equations (46), (85) and (86). O

Finally, we get Pz},/ .(T') in the next proof, by integrating P(T gfc < T|Wr) with
respect to the value of Wrp.

Proof of Corollary 21. We can calculate that

0o 1 xz
P(T) = / B(TY, < T[Wr =) ——exp (- 57)da
br —ur cr —ur
= 1-9( T )+ &( Wi )
br—ur 1 xz
Y o< = _
- /CT-UT F(Th.c < TIWr = 2) g oxp ( 2T)d$
br — ur er — ur
= 1-9( Nia )+ &( Wi )

brour a? 1T,
+ ex (——)ex —owc—i——/ 0:ds
/CT—uT V 27TT p 2T p ( 2 0 )
Here, we use Equation (39) and regular conditional probability in the first equal-

ity, the fact that ]P’(Tgfc < T\Wp = z) = 1 for any x > by — upr and any
x < ep —up in the second equality, and Equation (46) in the third equality. We
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have thus shown Equation (50). Equation (51) can be shown following the same
first two equalities and using Equation (49) in the third equality. O
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Supplement A gives the results in the two-sided stochastic boundary process
case. Supplement B collects the proofs in the two-sided stochastic boundary

process case.

Appendix A: Results in the two-sided stochastic boundary process
case

In this appendix, we consider the case when the two-sided boundary and the
drift are stochastic processes and the variance is random.

We first give the definition of the set of stochastic boundary processes.

Definition A.1. We define the set of stochastic two-sided boundary processes as
J = R*T xQ — R? such that for any (g,h) € J and w € Q we have (g,h)(w) € Z
as well as g and h are F-adapted.

We now give the definition of the FPT.

Definition A.2. We define the FPT of an F-adapted continuous process Z to
the two-sided boundary (g, h) € J satisfying go < Zy < hg Yw € Q as

TgZﬁ =inf{t € R" s.t. Z; > gy or Z;y < Iy} (87)

We can rewrite T?h as the infimum of two F-stopping times, i.e., T?h =
inf(Tf,ngZ). Thus, it is an F-stopping time. We can rewrite the boundary

crossing probability PqZh as the cdf of TgZJL7 ie.,
PZ,(t) =P(T7), <t) for any t > 0. (88)

We assume that p is an F-adapted stochastic process which satisfies P(gg <
po < hg) = 1. We also assume that the variance o2 is time-invariant, random,
and such that P(¢? = 0) = 0. Finally, we assume that v is independent of W
where v is defined as v = (g, h, 1, 0).

Assumption D. We assume that P(3t € [0,7T] s.t us # 0) = 1. We also as-
sume that w is absolutely continuous on [0,T], i.e., there exists a stochastic

process 6 : [0,T] x Q — R with u; = fot Osds, a.s.. Finally, we assume that
Elexp (3 fOT 02ds)] < oo.

By Assumption D, M satisfies Novikov’s condition and thus is a positive

martingale.

Lemma 22. Under Assumption D, we have that M is a positive martingale.
Thus, we can consider an equivalent probability measure Q such that the Radon-
Nikodym derivative is defined as % = Mrpr. Finally, Y is a standard Wiener

process under Q.
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The elementary idea in this appendix is to condition by both Wr and v, i.e., to
derive results of the form IP’(TZC < T|Wr,v). The next proposition reexpresses
P(TY, < T|Wrp,v) under Q. We define W, as

W, = /0 t 0, dWs. (89)
Proposition 23. Under Assumption D, we have
P(Ty . < T|Wr,v) = Eg [1{T§C§T}M;1|WT,U]. (90)
This can be reexpressed as

P(Ty, < T|Wr,v) = (91)
Eq [M;lEQ [I{TZCST}WVT’WT’ v] |WT, v] .

We define the correlation under P between Wy and \/% as p, i.e., p=
0 s

COI‘[P(WT, \/ﬁ )
Wr

Lemma 24. Under Assumption D, we have that ——=L— is a standard nor-
’ VT 02ds

, _1 ST 0.ds }
mal random variable under P. We can also show that p = FEp WW a.s

Moreover, there exists a standard normal random variable W under P, which is
independent of Wy, and such that W when normalized can be reexpressed a.s.

as

W 4% —~
L = 1 PWL (92)
[Fo2as VT

This can be reexpressed a.s. as

Wr = aWyp + aW, (93)
where o = p\/ T~ 1f0 02ds a.s. and a = /(1 — 92ds a.s.. If we define
9 So;o‘, we can reerpress W a.s. as

T ~
/ 0,dW,. (94)
0

Moreover, W+ fOT 5595615 is a standard normal variable under Q. Finally, the
conditional distribution ofW—F fOT 5595615 given v, i.e., D(W—FIOT 5595d5|v), 18

standard normal under Q.
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Our main result is the next theorem.

Theorem 25. Under Assumption D, we have

1 (T
P(Ty, < T|Wr,v) = exp(—aWr+ 5/ 02ds)
0
xEq [1{TZ/,C§T} exp (— aW)|Wr,v]. (95)
We first calculate Q(Ty , < T|Wr,v).
Lemma 26. Under Assumption D, we have
QT <TIWr,v) = Y aGYr)lvrcierbry + Livegiersrly- (96)
j=1

The next theorem gives a formula based on the strong theoretical assumption
(97).

Theorem 27. We assume that Assumption D and the following assumption
]EQ I:l{T?;CST} exp ( — &W) |WT, 'U] (97)
= EQ |:1{T?;CST} |VVT7 ’U} EQ [exp ( - &W) |WT, ’U]

holds. Then, we have

1 (T
]P’(TZ/)C <TWr,v) = exp ( —aWr + 5/ Hgds) (98)
0

X (Z @ (1YT) L vrelerbrl)

j=1
T ~
+1{YT¢[CT7bT]}) exp (a/ 9595d8)£]\](a). (99)
0

Finally, we get P} (T) in the next corollary, by integrating P(T} < T|Wy,v)
with respect to the value of (Wr,v). We define the arrival space and cdf of v as
respectively II, and P,. Moreover, we define vy, ¥, Yo, etc. following the above

definitions when integrating with respect to y € IL,.
Corollary 28. Under Assumption D, we have

br —ur cT —ur
Wi )+ & Vi )

be'u.T 1 1 T 9
+ ———ex (——)ex — a:z:—l——/ <ds
/CMT /n Vo P ap) o2 (S vert g [ visds)
XEQ[I{TZCST} exp (— aW)|Wr = z,v = y|dzdP, (y). (100)
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If we further assume (97), we have

RLT) = 1= o)+ oL
.’II2

bT—UT 1 1 T 9
+ ——ex (——)ex — a:v—i——/ <ds
/c B A Ts p(—y 3 ), v )

T—ur

o0
z+yu,T y
X ( Z Ya,y0,yc (j |a: + yuvT)l{Ie[yc,T_yu,T;yb,T_yu,T]}
Jj=1

+1{m¢[yc,T_yu,T7yb,T_yu,T]})

T
X exp (ya/ y§15y975d8)£N(ya)ddev(y). (101)
0

Appendix B: Proofs in the two-sided stochastic boundary process

case

In this section, we consider the proofs in the case when the two-sided boundary
and the drift are stochastic processes and the variance is random.

The elementary idea in the proofs of this section is to condition by both
Wr and v, ie., to derive results of the form P(T}, < T|Wr,v). The proof of

Proposition 23 is based on Lemma 22.

Proof of Proposition 23. By definition of the conditional probability, Equation

(90) can be rewritten formally as
Ep[1iry<nyWr,v] = Eq[liry <ryMz'[Wr,v]. (102)

For any o(Wr,v)-measurable event Er, we can use a change of probability in

the expectation by Lemma 22, along with Assumption D, and we obtain that

Ee[liry <ryle] = Eo[liry <My le.]. (103)

We can deduce Equation (102) from Equation (103) by definition of the condi-
tional expectation. By definition of the conditional probability, Equation (91)

can be rewritten formally as
= EQ [M,;lEQ [1{TZ/,CST} |WT, WT, ’U] |WT, ’U] .

By definition of the conditional expectation, we can deduce what follows. If we

can show that for any Er, which is o(Wr,v)-measurable, that
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= EIF’ {EQ [M,;lEQ [I{TZCST”WT’WT’ v] |WT, v] 1ET:|7

then Equation (104) holds. Let E1 be a o(Wr,v)-measurable event. By Lemma
22 along with Assumption D, we obtain that

Ep[liry <ryle] = Eg [1{TKCST}1ETM51] (106)
Then, we have by the law of total expectation that

B [1ay <y Lpi My '] = (107
Eq [EQ [1{T§C§T}1ETM;1|WT7WTa U”
Since 1g, and M, Y are o(Wrp, W, v)-measurable random variables, we can
pull them out of the conditional expectation and deduce that
Eg [IE@[1{TKC§T}1ETMT’1|WT,WT,UH (108)
=Eq []_ETM,;lEQ [I{TZCST”WT’ WT, v]] .

If we use Equations (106)-(107)-(108), we can deduce that Equation (105) holds.
O

In what follows, we give the proof of Lemma 24.

Proof of Lemma 24. By Assumption D, we can deduce that 0 < fOT 6%ds < oo

.= [T po Wor
a.s.. Thus, we can normalize W by fo 02ds a.s. and we have that Tm
is a mixed normal random variable a.s. by definition. Using the same arguments
from the proof of Lemma 2.10, we have that its conditional mean under PP is a.s.

equal to

I 6.aw,

7% v} = 0.

We also have that its conditional variance under P is a.s. equal to

Ep[

I 6.aw,

T
2
\/ Jo 0%ds
Since its conditional mean and conditional variance are nonrandom, we obtain

Vi) =B | gl]] =0

the the law of total expectation and Equation (109). Similarly, we obtain that

Varp (

v) - 1 (109)

that its mean under P is equal to Ep[

its variance is equal to 1 by the law of total expectation and Equation (109).
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Thus, we have that —%L— is a standard normal random variable under P.

V[T 62ds

) is a centered normal random vector under P, there exists

. W
Since (W, AR
a standard normal random variable W under P which is independent of Wrp
and such that Equation (92) holds. Then, we can calculate that the covariance

between Wy and ——2L— under P is equal to
V[T 02ds

T0,d
COVP(WT,ﬁ) - EP[%] (110)

Now, we can calculate that the correlation between Wz and \/% under P
0 s

is equal to
— iE [ foTest }
T T as

Equation (93) can be deduced directly from Equation (92). Moreover, we can

reexpress W as
—_— T~
W = / 0s,dWs.
0

Moreover, we can deduce that W + fOT gsﬁsds is a standard normal variable
under Q. This is due to its expression (94) and since by Lemma 22 along with
Assumption D, Y is a Wiener process under Q. Finally, ’D(W + fOT 5595d3|v)
is standard normal under Q by Equation (94). (]

We provide now the proof of Theorem 25, which is based on Lemma 24.

Proof of Theorem 25. Using the same arguments from the proof of Theorem

2.11, we can reexpress Mr as

1 (7 .
Mr = exp (aWT — 5/ HEdS) exp (aW).
0
Then, we have
1 /7
P(TZC <T\Wr,v) = exp ( —aWr + 5/ Hfds)
0

xEq [1{TZ/,C§T} exp (— aW) |Wr,v].

Thus, we have shown Equation (95). O
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We now give the proof of Lemma 26.

Proof of Lemma 26. By definition of the conditional probability, Equation (96)
can be rewritten formally as

Eo[lry <ryWr] = D abe(ilYr)Livacterbaly + Lvrglerprpy- (111)

Jj=1

By Lemma 22 along with Assumption D, Y is a Wiener process under Q.
Then, we have by Anderson (1960) (Theorem 4.2, pp. 178-179) that Equation
(111) holds. O

We provide now the proof of Theorem 27, which is based on Lemma 26.

Proof of Theorem 27. We have

Eq[1(ry_<ryexp (—aW)[Wr, o] = Eq[liry, <ry|Wr,v]
xEq[exp (— aW)|Wr, o]
= (qufc(jlYT)l{YTe[cT,bT}}
j=1
+1{YT¢[cr,bT]}) (112)
xEq[exp (—aW)[Wr,v],

where we use Assumption (97) in the first equality, and Equation (96) from

Lemma 26 along with Assumption D in the second equality. Finally, we have
Eg[exp (— aWﬂWT,U} = Eglexp(-— aW) |v]
T
= exp (&/ asﬁsds)
0 B -
x]E@[exp(—&(W—i—/ 0.0.ds)) o]
- 0
= exp (&/ 9595ds)
0 B -
x]E@[exp(—&(W—i—/ 6.0.ds))]
- 0
~ (@ / 0.0,ds)Ez [ cxp (— aN)]
0

T~
= exp(&/o 0505ds) Ly (). (113)
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Here, we use the fact that W is independent from Wy in the first equality, the
fact that 6, and 6, for any ¢ € [0,T] are o(v)-measurable random variables in
the second equality, the fact that ’D(W + fOT 5595d3|v) is standard normal under
Q by Lemma 24 along with Assumption D in the third equality, the fact that
W+ fOT 0,0,ds is a standard normal variable under Q by Lemma 24 along with
Assumption D in the fourth equality, and Equation (2.14) in the last equality.
We can deduce Equation (98) from Equations (95), (112) and (113). O

Finally, we get P),(T)) in the next theorem, by integrating P(T} , < T|Wr,v)
with respect to the value of (Wr,v).

Proof of Corollary 28. We can calculate that

PY(T) = / / P(Ty, <T|Wr =z,v=y)
1

$2

x% exp ( — 2T)da:de(y)

= 1o (L

b —ur
+/ / P(T) <T|Wr =2,v=1y)

T—ur
2

1 T
X ———— ex — — )dzdP,
— p(-37) (v)

b—uT

Wis )

T
brur 1 a? e
+ ex (——)ex - ax—l——/ 2 ds
/_OO /H g P~ gp) P (— et 5 | uids)
xEg [l{TbYST} exp (— aW) Wy = z,v = y|dzdP,(y).

— 1

Here, we use Equation (88), regular conditional probability and the fact that Wr
and v are independent in the first equality, the fact that ]P’(T};C <TWr=2x)=1
for any x > by — up and any = < ¢p — up in the second equality, and Equation
(95) in the third equality. We have thus shown Equation (100). Equation (101)
can be shown following the same first two equalities and using Equation (98) in
the third equality. O
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