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Abstract

W e recently showed that the S& P500 stock m arket index is well described by Tsallis non-

extensive statistics and nonlinear Fokker-Planck tim e evolution. W e argued that these results

should be applicable to a broad range ofm arkets and exchanges where anom alous di�usion and

‘heavy’tailsofthedistribution arepresent.In thepresentwork weexam inehow theBlack-Scholes

derivative pricing form ula is m odi�ed when the underlying security obeys non-extensive statis-

ticsand Fokker-Planck tim e evolution.W e answerthisby recourse to the underlying m icroscopic

Ito-Langevin stochastic di�erentialequation ofthe non-extensive process.
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Forcertain stochastic system s there isan interesting connection between statisticsand

dynam ics. A fam ily of nonlinear Fokker-Planck tim e-evolution equations turns out to

be solved by probability distributions which are characterized by Tsallis non-extensive

statistics[1,2,3]. Recently we exploited this connection to analyze the dynam ics ofthe

S&P500 stock index[4], showing that price-change distributions had both non-extensive

form and Fokker-Planck tim e evolution. W e argued that the results should be appli-

cable to the broad range ofm arkets and exchanges characterized by anom alous (super)

di� usion and ‘heavy’ distribution tails[5, 6, 7]. In this paper we now investigate how

the Black-Scholes derivative pricing form ula[8]is m odi� ed when the underlying security

is described by non-extensive statistics. This is based on an analysis ofthe m icroscopic

Ito-Langevin stochastic di� erentialequation underlying the m acroscopic nonlinearFokker-

Planck equation[2,9,10,11].

I. N O N -EX T EN SIV E STAT IST IC S A N D T IM E EV O LU T IO N

W e begin by sum m arizing the probability distribution function (PDF)P(S;t)which is

obtained usingnon-extensivestatistics.Denotethevalueofasecurity atatradingtim e� by

price(�).In thefollowingwewilltakepricesand tim esrelativetothepriceatsom earbitrary

� xed referencetim e�0.ThusS(t)= price(�0 + t)� price(�0)isthe(relative)security value

at a (relative) trading tim e t. The desired form ofP(S;t) is obtained by m axim izing an

incom pleteinform ation-theoreticm easureequivalentto theTsallisentropy:

Sq = �
1

1� q

�

1�

Z

P(S;t)
q
dS

�

; (1)

subjectto constraintson threem om ents[2,3,4,11,12].Theresulting PDF is

P(S;t)=
1

Z(t)

n

1+ �(t)(q� 1)[S � S(t)]
2
o
�

1

q� 1

: (2)

Hereq isa tim e-independentparam eterindicating thedegreeofnon-extensivity orequiva-

lently theincom pletenessoftheinform ation m easure.Z(t)isanorm alization constant,S(t)

isthem ean,and �(t)isrelated to thedistribution’svarianceby

�
2
(t)=

Z
1

�1

[S � S(t)]
2
P(S;t)dS =

8
><

>:

1

(5�3q)�(t)
;q< 5

3

1 ; q� 5

3
:

(3)
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Itwasshown ratherunexpectedly thatdistributionsofthisnon-extensive form turn out

to solvea non-linearFokker-Planck partialdi� erentialequation [2,3,10]

@P(S;t)

@t
= �

@

@S
[F(S)P(S;t)]+

D

2

@2P(S;t)2�q

@S2
: (4)

HereF(S)= �S isa lineardriving term dependenton them arketrateofreturn �.Eq.(4)

issolved by distributionsoftheTsallisform Eq.(2)iftheparam etersin thelatterevolvein

tim eaccording to

S(t) = S(t1)e
�(t�t1) (5)

�(t) =
n

�(t1)
�

3� q

2 e
�(3�q)(t�t 1)

+ 2D �
�1
(2� q)

h

�(t1)Z
2
(t1)

iq� 1

2

h

e
�(3�q)(t�t 1)� 1

io
�

2

3� q

(6)

Z(t)=Z(t1) = [�(t)=�(t1)]
�

1

2: (7)

Heret1 isanarbitrarytim e;e.g.,itcould betheshortestm easured intervalafterthereference

tim e�0,so thatt1 = �1 � �0 equals,say,onem inute.

In [4]we investigated price changesin theS&P500 index.W e showed thatprice-change

distributionswerewell-described by distributionsofthenon-extensiveform Eq.(2)evolving

in tim e according to Eq.(4). The super-di� usion and fattailscharacterizing thism arket

areboth a consequence ofa non-extensivity param eterq greaterthan unity.

ThenonlinearFokker-Planck equation isa m acroscopicdescription ofhow a probability

distribution evolvesin tim e.Itisconnected to an Ito-Langevin stochasticdi� erentialequa-

tion which describeshow a particulartrajectory evolves[9,11].The Ito-Langevin equation

can bewritten in thegeneralform

dS

dt
= a(S;t)+ b(S;t)�(t): (8)

with a the driftcoe� cient and b the di� usion coe� cient. In the stochastic term �(t)dt=

dW (t)istheW ienerprocess[9].[�(t)isadelta-correlated (h�(t)�(t0)i= �(t� t0)),norm ally-

distributed noisewith unitvariance(h�(t)2i= 1)and zero m ean (h�(t)i= 0).]

Eq.(4)hasa corresponding Ito-Langevin equation oftheform Eq.(8)with

a(S;t)= F(S)= �S; b(S;t)=

q

D P(S;t)1�q: (9)

HeretheFokker-Planck equation’sdriving term F(S)= �S appearsasa tim e-independent

lineardriftcoe� cient a. The di� usion coe� cient in ourcase is b =
q

D P(S;t)1�q,which

3



exhibitsexplicitlyatthelevelofthem icroscopicstochasticprocessthestatisticaldependence

ofsubsequent price changes on the m acroscopic PDF P(S;t). Thatis,the m em ory e� ect

representingcorrelationsin tim eentersheresim plyviathedi� usion coe� cient.W earguedin

[4]thatnonlinearFokker-Planck tim eevolution can beexpected in any stochasticsystem in

which m em orye� ectscan beapproxim ated in thissim plem annerasaprobability-dependent

di� usion coe� cient.

II. D ER IVAT IV E P R IC IN G FO R N O N -EX T EN SIV E STAT IST IC S

Now we turn to the question ofhow the Black-Scholesderivative pricing m odelisto be

m odi� ed when the underlying security has non-extensive statistics and nonlinear Fokker-

Planck dynam ics.

W ecan de� neoneform ofportfolio � = �G + S@G
@S

[8,13,14].Thisisshortoneshareof

aderivativeG and long@G=@S sharesoftheunderlying security (stock,say)S.Thechange

in thevalueoftheportfolio in a tim edtis

d� = �dG + dS
@G

@S
: (10)

(Thenum berofstock shares@G=@S isofcourseconstantduringdt.) ThechangedG during

dtisgiven by Ito’sform ula [9].Thisresultsfrom Taylorexpanding to � rstorderin dtand

to second in orderin pricechangedS,and using dW (t)2 = dt:

dG =
@G

@t
dt+

@G

@S
dS +

1

2

@2G

@S2
dS

2

=

 
@G

@t
+
1

2
b
2
(S;t)

@2G

@S2

!

dt+
@G

@S
dS: (11)

Using Eq.(9),this becom es the stochastic di� erentialequation obeyed by the derivative

G(S;t).

W eseek aportfoliowhich instantaneously earnsthesam erateofreturn rasashortterm

risk-freesecurity (assum ing no arbitrage).Then

d� = r� dt= r

 

�G + S
@G

@S

!

dt: (12)

Substituting Eq.(11)into Eq.(10)and equating theresultto Eq.(12)gives

@G(S;t)

@t
+ rS

@G(S;t)

@S
+
1

2
b
2
(S;t)

@2G(S;t)

@S2
= rG(S;t): (13)
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Thispricingequation isanalogoustotheBlack-Scholesresult[8],generalized foran arbitrary

di� usion term b(s;t)[14].Theexplicitdependence on them arketrateofreturn �hasbeen

replaced by therisk-freerater.

Thereishowevera di� culty hidden in Eq.(13).Forourcasethedi� usion term b(S;t)=
p
D P 1�q depends on the probability distribution function ofthe underlying stock. Hence

Eq.(13)dependsim plicitly on the m arket’srate ofreturn �. To show whatdi� culty this

entails,letusbegin by reviewing theCox and Rossapproach to solving Eq.(13).

First de� ne a two-point function P(S;tjS0;t0) which obeys an equation very sim ilar to

Eq.(4),

@P(S;tjS0;t0)

@t
= �

@

@S
[�SP(S;tjS

0
;t
0
)]+

1

2

@2

@S2

h

b
2
(S;t)P(S;tjS

0
;t
0
)
i

; (14)

but with a boundary condition P(S;t0jS0;t0) = �(S � S0). [Here we continue to use b =
q

D P(S;t)1�q .] The Cox-Ross solution is based on the fact that Eq.(14) is a forward

Chapm an-Kolm ogorov equation,and assuch also hasa corresponding backwardsform [9,

14]:

@P(S;tjS0;t0)

@t0
= ��S

0
@P(S;tjS0;t0)

@S0
�
1

2
b
2
(S

0
;t
0
)
@2P(S;tjS0;t0)

@S02
: (15)

Asan exam ple,letusseek a solution ofEq.(13)fora European-stylecalloption G(S;t)on

a non-dividend-paying stock S.Following Cox and Ross,wetry theform

G(S;t)= e
�r(T�t)

Z

G(ST;T)~P(ST;TjS;t)dST: (16)

ThisinvolvesthevalueofG atthem aturity tim eT.FortheEuropean calloption thisis

G(ST;T)= m ax(ST � X ;0); (17)

whereST istheterm inalstock priceand X theexerciseprice.(Atm aturity thevalueofthe

calloption isworthlessifthe term inalstock price islessthan the exercise price;otherwise

thevalueisthepricedi� erence.) Substituting Eq.(16)into Eq.(13),one� ndsthat~P m ust

solve

@ ~P(ST;TjS;t)

@t
= �rS

@ ~P(ST;TjS;t)

@S
�
1

2
b
2
(S;t)

@2 ~P(ST;TjS;t)

@S2
; (18)

with boundary condition ~P(ST;TjS;T)= �(ST � S). Thishasthe form ofthe backwards

Chapm an-Kolm ogorov equation (15)butwith �replaced by therisk-freerater.
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In allthe cases considered by Cox and Ross,the di� usion term b2 was independent of

the underlying stock’srate ofreturn �. Then ~P wasthe probability distribution fora risk

neutralworld,and could readily befound.

Here howeverthe di� usion term b2 dependsim plicitly on the underlying stock’srate of

return �,and consequently Eq.(18) cannot be solved by assum ing a risk neutralworld.

Assum ing risk neutrality am ountsto replacing � by the risk-free rate r everywhere. Then

Eq.(18) would be identicalto Eq.(15) with � replaced by r everywhere. This could be

solved by a Tsallis form . Unfortunately this replacem ent is notjusti� ed,and we have to

turn to an alternativeapproach.

In fact,we have found two variationson the Cox-Rossapproach which perm itstraight-

forward solutionsofthe valuation equation forsecuritieswith non-extensive statistics. W e

willpresentboth.

The � rstam ountsto a change ofvariables. De� ne~S = ~S(S;t)assom e function ofS;t.

Then using Ito’sform ula asin Eq.(11),wehave

d~S = ~adt+ ~bdW (19)

where

~a(~S;t)=
@~S

@t
+
1

2
b
2
@2~S

@S2
+ a

@~S

@S
; ~b(~S;t)= b

@~S

@S
: (20)

Optionswrittenon ~S canbeevaluatedforany~bwhichisindependentoftheoriginalsecurity’s

m arketrateofreturn �.Letusconsiderthesim plestcase,where ~b= ~b(t)isa function oft

only.Then thesecond ofEqs.(20)can besolved for ~S:

~S(S;t)=
~b(t)

p
D Z

q� 1

2

sinh
�1

hq

�(q� 1)(S � S)
i

q

�(q� 1)
: (21)

Herewehaveused Eqs.(9,2).

Now weconsideran option G(~S;t)and a portfolio � = �G + @G

@ ~S

~S.An analysisexactly

likethatleading to Eq.(13)showsthat� followstherisk-freerateofreturn r if

@G

@t
+ r~S

@G

@~S
+
1

2
~b
2
@2G

@~S2
= rG: (22)

Thisby construction hasno dependenceon �,and hencedescribesa risk-freeuniverseasin

Cox and Ross[14].In practicalapplications,~S can beviewed asa derivativeoftheoriginal

non-extensive security S,and G(~S;t)isthen an option involving ~S.
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A very di� erent route to valuing options for non-extensive securities com es from con-

verting them arket’sIto-Langevin equation into a coupled processwith a constantdi� usion

coe� cient.Thisusesan idea developed fortim enonhom ogeneoussystem s[9].Considerthe

coupled process

dŜ = [�S(t)+ b(S;t)y(t)]dt� âdt (23)

dy = �
y(t)dt+ 
dW (t); (24)

where 
 is a constant. Notice that Ŝ has no di� usion term ;this willperm it us to solve

a two-variable Black-Scholes-like equation (below). First,however,we need to relate the

coupled processto theoriginalsecurity S.

Eq.(24)isform ally solved by

y(t)= 


Z t

�1

e
�
(t�t 0)

�(t
0
)dt

0
: (25)

In thelim it
! 1 thisbecom esa stationary,�-correlated Gaussian process[9].Thatis,

y(t)! �(t)as
! 1 : (26)

Consequently as� ! 1 Eq.(23)becom es identicalto ourm arket Ito-Langevin equation

[Eq.(8)]and hence Ŝ becom estheoriginalsecurity S.W ecan then analyzeEqs.(23,24)for

� nite
 and take
! 1 attheend.

Consideran option G(Ŝ;y;t).For� nite
,Eq.(23)hasno di� usion term .Consequently

to � nd dG weexpand to � rstorderin tand̂S,and second orderin y.Theresultis

dG =

 
@G

@t
+ â

@G

@Ŝ
+

2

2

@2G

@y2

!

dt+
@G

@y
dy: (27)

Now constructa portfolio � = �G + @G

@Ŝ
Ŝ + @G

@y
y. One readily � ndsthat� evolvesatthe

risk-freerater if

@G

@t
+ rŜ

@G

@Ŝ
+ ry

@G

@y
+

2

2

@2G

@y2
= rG: (28)

W e see thatagain the m arketrate ofreturn �hasdropped out. Thuswe have obtained a

two-variable form ofthe usualBlack-Scholesequation. Solutionscan be � nd exactly asin

Cox and Ross[14]:

G(Ŝ;y;t)= e
�r(T�t)

Z

G(ST;yT;T)P̂(ST;yT;TjS;y;t)dST dy; (29)
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where P̂ solvesthebackwardsequation

@P̂ (ŜT;yT;T ĵS;y;t)

@t
= �rŜ

@P̂

@Ŝ
� ry

@P̂

@y
�

2

2

@2P̂

@y2
: (30)

Practicalapplication ofthism ethod ofvaluation would requiresolving with a � nitevalueof


,butavaluelargeenough sothaty(t)issu� ciently closeto�(t)fortim escalesconsidered.

W ecan m akesom econnection between thetwoapproachesdescribed abovebyintegrating

outy.Onecan de� ne

G(Ŝ;t)=

Z

dyG(Ŝ;y;t)=

Z

dŜT G(ŜT;T)P̂(ŜT;T ĵS;t); (31)

where

P̂(ŜT;T ĵS;t) =
1

G(ST;T)

Z

dydyT G(ŜT;yT;T)P̂(ŜT;yT;T ĵS;y;t) (32)

G(ŜT;T) =

Z

dyT G(ŜT;yT;T): (33)

Eq.(31)isform ally equivalentto thesolution ofEq.(22)in theCox-Rossform Eq.(16),in

thelim it
! 1 .

W ehave followed the linesofBlack-Scholesand Cox-Rossto develop an optionspricing

form ula for securities obeying non-extensive statistics and nonlinear Fokker-Planck tim e

evolution. W e showed in [4]thatthe S&P500 index iswelldescribed using thisapproach,

and argued therethatadescription in term sofnon-extensivestatisticscan beusefulforany

m arketin which thestylized factsoffattailsand anom alousdi� usion arepronounced.The

pricing form ula obtained here would then be usefulforoptionsbased on any such m arket.

Asan exam pleweobtained pricingm odelsforaEuropean stylecalloption on an underlying

assetthatpaysoutno dividends.

W eacknowledgesupportfrom theNSF through grantDM R99-72683.
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