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Abstract
W e recently showed that the S& P 500 stock m arket index is well descrbed by T sallis non—
extensive statistics and nonlinear FokkerP Janck tim e evolution. W e argued that these resuls
should be applicabl to a broad range of m arkets and exchanges w here anom alous di usion and
heavy’ tails of the distrbution are present. In the present work we exam ine how the B lack-Scholes
derivative pricing formula is m odi ed when the underlying securiy cbeys non-extensive statis—
tics and FokkerP lanck tin e evolution. W e answer this by recourse to the underlying m icroscopic

TtoLangevin stochastic di erential equation of the non-extensive process.
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For certain stochastic system s there is an interesting connection between statistics and
dynam ics. A fam ily of nonlinear FokkerP lanck tim eevolution equations tums out to
be solved by probability distributions which are characterized by T sallis non-extensive
statisticsfli, 2, 3]. Recently we exploited this connection to analyze the dynam ics of the
S&P500 stock index[], showing that pricechange distrdoutions had both non-extensive
form and FokkerP lanck tine evolution. W e argued that the results should be appli-
cabl to the broad range of m arkets and exchanges characterized by anom alous (super)
di usion and heavy’ distrbution tailg[,'6,:17]. In this paper we now investigate how
the Black-Scholkes derivative pricing formula @] is modi ed when the underlying security
is described by non-extensive statistics. This is based on an analysis of the m icroscopic
Tto-Langevin stochastic di erential equation underlying the m acroscopic nonlinear Fokker—
P lanck equation 2,19, 10, 11].

I. NON-EXTENSIVE STATISTICSAND TIME EVOLUTION

W e begin by sum m arizing the probability distrioution function PDF) P (S;t) which is
obtained using non-extensive statistics. D enote the value ofa security at a tradingtime by
prce( ). In the follow Ing we w ill take prices and tin es relative to the price at som e arbitrary

xed reference tine . Thus S (t) = price( o+ t) price( o) is the (rlative) securiy value
at a (rltive) trading tine t. The desired form of P (S;t) is obtained by m axin izing an

ncom plete infom ation-theoretic m easure equivalent to the T sallis entropy:

Z
sub Fct to constraints on three m om entsi, 3,4, 11,12]. The resulting PDF is
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Here g is a tin e-independent param eter indicating the degree of non-extensivity or equiva—
Iently the incom pleteness ofthe inform ation m easure. Z (t) is a nom alization constant, S ()

isthemean, and () is related to the distrdbution’s variance by
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It was shown rather unexpectedly that distrdbbutions of this non-extensive form tum out

to solve a non-linear FokkerP lanck partialdi erential equation 'R, 3,/ 101
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HereF (S) = S isa lineardriving term dependent on them arket rate of retum . Eq. ({1

is solved by distroutions of the T sallis form Eq. @) if the param eters in the Jatter evolve in

tin e according to
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Herety isan arbitrary tin ; e g., i could be the shortest m easured ntervalafter the reference
tine ¢, sothattg = 1 o equals, say, one m inute.

In 4] we Investigated price changes in the S& P 500 index. W e showed that pricechange
distrbutions were w elldescribed by distributions of the non-extensive orm Eq. @) evolving
in tin e according to Eq. (). The superdi usion and fat tails characterizing this m arket
are both a consequence of a non-extensiviy param eter q greater than unity.

T he nonlinear FokkerP lanck equation is a m acroscopic description of how a probability
distroution evolves In tin e. It is connected to an to-Langevin stochastic di erential equa—
tion which describbes how a particular tra fctory evolves, 11]. The ro-Langevin equation
can be written In the general form

ds
p =a@G;v+ bS;v) ©: (8)
with a the drift coe cient and b the di usion coe cient. In the stochastic term  (B)dt =
dW (t) istheW Jenerprocess 8. [ (t) isadelta-correlated h ©) €9)i= ¢ t9)), nom ally—
distrbuted noise w ith unit variance  ¢)?i= 1) and zeromean ( ¢)i= 0).]
Eqg. () has a corresponding Fro-Langevin equation of the om Eq. @) wih
q -
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Here the FokkerP lanck equation’s driving temrm F (5) = S appears as a tin e-independent
g -
linear drift coe cient a. The di usion coe cient h ourcase isb= DP (S;t)?! 9, which



exhibits explicitly at the level ofthem icroscopic stochastic process the statisticaldependence
of subsequent price changes on the m acroscopic PDF P (S;t). That is, themeanory e ect
representing correlations in tin e entershere sin ply via thedi usion coe cient. W eargued in
[4] that nonlinear FokkerP lanck tin e evolution can be expected In any stochastic system in
which m em ory e ectscan be approxin ated in this sin plem anner as a probability-dependent

di usion coe cient.

ITI. DERIVATIVE PRICING FOR NON-EXTENSIVE STATISTICS

Now we tum to the question ofhow the B lack-Scholes derivative pricing m odel is to be
modi ed when the underlying security has non-extensive statistics and nonlinear Fokker-
P lanck dynam ics.

W ecan de neone form ofportblio = G+ SF [B,13,14]. This is short one share of
a derivative G and long @G =@S shares ofthe underlying security (stock, say) S. The change
In the value of the portfolio In a tine dt is

@G
d = dG + ds—: 10)
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(T he num ber of stock shares @G =@S is of course constant during dt.) T he change dG during
dt is given by Tro’s formula {]. This resuls from Taylor expanding to  rst order in dt and

to second in order in price change dS, and usihg dW (t)? = dt:
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Using Eq. (), this becom es the stochastic di erential equation obeyed by the derivative
G S;9.
W e seek a portfolio which instantaneously eams the sam e rate of retum r as a short tem

risk-free security (@ssum ing no arbitrage). T hen

QG
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Substituting Eq. @1I) into Eq. ({d) and equating the result to Eq. {12) gives
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T hispricing equation isanalogousto the B lack-Scholks result ], generalized foran arbitrary
di usion tem b(s;t) [L4]. T he explicit dependence on the m arket rate of retum  hasbeen
replaced by the risk-free rate r.
There ishowever a di culty hidden n Eq. @3). Forour case thedi usion tem b(S;t) =
DPLla depends on the probability distribution finction of the underlying stock. Hence
Eqg. (13) depends inplicitly on the m arket’s rate of retum . To show what di culty this
entails, Jet us begin by review ing the C ox and R oss approach to solving Eq. (3).
First de ne a two-point finction P (S;tF;t%) which obeys an equation very sim ilar to

Eq. @),
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but with a boundary condition P (S;5%t) = (S S9. Here we continue to use b =

49— - -
DP (S;©)! 9.] The CoxRoss solution is based on the fact that Eq. (14) is a forward

Chapm an-K olm ogorov equation, and as such also has a corresponding backw ards form [9,
4l:
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Asan example, ket us seek a solution of Eq. ([3) for a European-style calloption G (S;t) on

15)

a non-dividend-paying stodk S . Follow ing Cox and R oss, we try the formm

z
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T his involves the value of G at them aturity tine T . For the European call option this is

G @r;T)=max@Sr X ;0); a7

where S; is the tem Inal stodk price and X the exercise price. Atm aturiy the value ofthe
call option is worthless if the tem nal stock price is less than the exercise price; otherw ise

the value isthe price di erence.) Substituting Eq. (16) into Eq.(13), one ndstha® must
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w ith boundary condition P (S ;T $5;T) = (St S). This has the form of the backwards

Chapm an-K oln ogorov equation {13) but with replaced by the risk-free rate r.



In all the cases considered by Cox and Ross, the di usion termm B was independent of
the underlying stock’s rate of retum . Then P was the probability distrbution for a risk
neutralworld, and could readily be found.

Here however the di usion term B depends in plicitly on the underlying stock’s rate of
retum , and consequently Eq. (I8) cannot be solved by assum ing a risk neutral world.
A ssum Ing risk neutrality am ounts to replacing by the risk—free rate r everywhere. Then
Eqg. {8) would be identical to Eq. (13) with replaced by r everywhere. This could be
solved by a Tsallis form . Unfortunately this replacem ent is not jasti ed, and we have to
tum to an altemative approadc.

In fact, we have found two varations on the C ox-R oss approach which pem it straight—
forward solutions of the valuation equation for securties w ith non-extensive statistics. W e
w ill present both.

The st amountsto a change of variables. De ne&S = S (S;t) as som e function of S;t.

Then using Tto’s ormula as in Eq. {11), we have

ds = adt+ Bdw 19)
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O ptionsw ritten on S’ can be evaluated forany Bw hich is independent ofthe original security’s
m arket rate of retum . Let us consider the sin plest case, where D= B(t) is a function oft
only. Then the second ofEgs. () can be solved for S':
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Here we have used Egs. ©2).
Now we consider an option G (S;t) and a portfolio = G + 2—38. An analysis exactly

like that leading to Eq. f13) showsthat llows the risk-free rate of retum r if
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T his by construction has no dependence on , and hence describes a risk—-free universe as in
Cox and Ross [14]. In practical applications, S’ can be viewed as a derivative of the original

non-extensive security S, and G (S;t) is then an option lnvolving S'.



A very di erent route to valuing options for non-extensive securities com es from con-—
verting the m arket’s fto-Langevin equation into a coupled process w ith a constant di usion
coe cient. Thisuses an idea developed for tin e nonhom ogeneous system s {]. C onsider the

coupled process

as

[S®B+ bE;Dyldt adt 23)
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where is a constant. Notice that § has no di usion tem ; this w ill perm it us to solve
a twovarabl B ladk-Scholslke equation (oelow). First, however, we need to relate the
coupled process to the original security S .

Eq. ©3) is om ally solved by

t
v = e € 9at’ ©5)
1
Inthelinit ! 1 thisbecomesa stationary, -correlated G aussian process @]. That is,
vy ! ®as ! 1 : (26)

Consequently as ! 1 Eqg. @3) becomes dentical to our m arket Fo-Langevin equation
Eq. ®1and hence § becom es the orighal security S . W e can then analyze Egs. ¢3,24) for
nite andtake ! 1 attheend.
Consider an option G (§;y;t) .For nie ,Eq.!23)hasnodi usion tem . Consequently

to nd dG we expand to rstorderjntancBA,andseoondorderjny.Theresultjs
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Now construct a portfolio = G + %SA+ %—‘;’/y. One readily ndsthat evolves at the
risk-free rate r if
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W e see that again the m arket rate of retum  has dropped out. Thus we have obtained a
twovarabl form of the usual B ladk-Scholks equation. Solutions can be nd exactly as in

Cox and Ross [[4]:
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where B solves the backwards equation

QP SrivriTHivit) ~@F @B 2 @28
= rS—¢ ry— — :
Qt @$ @y 2 Qy?

30)

P ractical application ofthism ethod of valuation would require solving with a nitevalue of
,but a value lJarge enough so thaty (t) issu ciently closeto (t) fortin e scales considered.
W e can m ake som e connection betw een the tw o approaches describbed above by integrating

outy.Onecan de ne

Z Z
GE;H= dyG S;yin=d$:G Gr;T)B ST Hi0); (31)
w here
1 Z
PEr;TH;t) = ——— dydyr G SriyriT)P SriveiTHiyid (32)
ZG S7;T)
G @Gr;T) = dyr G GSriyeiT): (33)

Eq. 31) is om ally equivalent to the solution ofEq. £2) in the Cox-Ross form Eq. {L4), in
thelinit ! 1 .

W e have Pllowed the lines of B lack-Scholes and C ox-R oss to develop an options pricing
formula for securities obeying non-extensive statistics and nonlinear FokkerP lanck time
evolution. W e showed in H] that the S& P 500 index is well described using this approach,
and argued there that a description in tem s of non-extensive statistics can be usefiil for any
m arket in which the stylized facts of fat tails and anom alous di usion are pronounced. The
pricing form ula obtained here would then be usefiil for options based on any such m arket.
A san exam ple we obtained pricing m odels fora European sty calloption on an underlying

asset that pays out no dividends.
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