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A bstract

W e study a m arket m odelin which the volatility ofthe stock m ay

jum p at a random tim e � from a �xed value �a to another �xed value

�b.Thism odelwasalready described in theliterature.W epresenta new

approach to the problem , based on partialderivative equations, which

gives a di�erent perspective to the problem . W ithin our fram ework we

can easily considerseveralprescriptionsforthe m arketprice ofvolatility

risk,and interpret their �nancialm eaning. Thus,we recover solutions

previously cited in the literature aswellasobtain new ones.

1 Introduction

The problem of pricing �nancialderivatives was already present in the aim
ofthe early works in M athem aticalFinance. Bachelier in 1900 proposed the
arithm etic Brownian m otion for the dynam icalevolution ofstock prices as a
�rst step towards obtaining a price for options [3]. Nevertheless the interest
on this problem has increased rem arkably in the past twenty years,after the
publication ofthe worksofBlack and Scholes[2],and M erton [12].The Black-
Scholes m odelhas been broadly used by practitioners thereafter,m ainly due
to itsm athem aticalsim plicity. Itiswellestablished,however,thatthism odel
fails to explain som e statisticalfeaturesshown in realm arkets. In particular,
there are solid evidencespointing to the necessity ofrelaxing the assum ption,
presentin the Black-Scholesm odel,thata constantvolatility param eterdrives
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2 M .M ontero

thestock price.O neofthetestsm orecom m onlyused isbased on aconceptually
sim ple principle. Since the Black-Scholes price is a m onotonous function on
its argum ents,the form ula can be inverted in order to com pute the im plied

volatility,the volatility thatwillreproduce the actualm arketconditions. The
usualresultisthattheim plied volatilityisnotconstant,butaU-shaped function
ofthem oneyness,whosem inim um isatm oneynessnearto one| i.e.when the
currentprice ofthe underlying isclose to the strike. Thisdeparture from the
Black-Scholesm odelisknown asthe sm ile e�ect,and itiswelldocum ented in
the literature[5].

M any m odels have been developed with the purpose ofavoiding this inac-
curate feature. W e willm ention here only a few ofthem . M erton itself[13]
proposed a m odelin which the volatility wasa determ inistic function oftim e.
Cox and Ross [4]presented som e alternative proposals that can be thought
asm odels in which the volatility is stock-dependant. These and othersim ilar
contributionslead to a fram ework in which allthe option risk com esfrom the
uctuationsin the price ofthe underlying. In practicalsituations,however,it
seem sthatthisdescription isnotsophisticated enough forexplaining theactual
changes in the levelofvolatility. Som e authors have then suggested that the
evolution ofthevolatility isdriven by itsown stochasticequation.Am ongthese
m odels ofstochastic volatility we �nd works that are historically noteworthy:
Hulland W hite [9]proposed a m odelwhere the squared volatility also follows
a log-norm aldi�usion equation,independent ofthe stock price. W iggins [17]
extended this idea and considered that the underlying and the volatility con-
stitute a two-dim ensionalsystem ofcorrelated log-norm alrandom processes.
Scott [15],but specially Stein and Stein [16]assum ed that the instantaneous
volatility followsa random m ean-reverting process:an independentarithm etic
O rnstein-Uhlenbeckprocess.M asoliverand Perell�o[10]relaxed thisassum ption,
and introduced correlation in the two-dim ensionalW ienerprocess. Heston [8]
turned the arithm eticm odelinto a square-rootcorrelated process.

Allthesesem inalpapershavein com m on thatthey m odelthestochasticbe-
haviourofthe volatility asa di�usion process.Naik [14]developed a m odelin
which the volatility can have only two known values,and the m arketswitches
back and forth between them ,in a random way. This set-up can be used to
m odela m arketwith high and low volatility periods.Herzel[7]studied a sim -
pli�ed version ofthis problem ,in which the volatility,at the m ost,can jum p
once.Thisisa suitablem odelforencoding a m arketthatm ay undergo a severe
change in volatility only ifsom e forthcom ing eventtakesplace. Since options
havea lim ited lifetim e,thisseem snotto bea very restrictivelim itation.Herzel
solved the problem of pricing the options using probability argum ents, and
showed thathism odelcan accountforthe sm ile e�ect.

W e presenthere a di�erentapproach forobtaining fairoption pricesunder
Herzel’sconditions. W e willem ploy a technique ofbroad use both in research
papers(e.g.in [8])and referencebooks(e.g.in [18])on thistopic:wedeterm ine
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thepartialderivativeequationsthattheoption pricem ustful�l,accordingtothe
It̂o convention,and solveitwith theappropriateconstrains.Thisschem eeases
the task ofconsidering severalprescriptions for the m arket price ofvolatility
risk,and leadsto a plain way ofinterpreting the �nancialm eaning ofeach of
them .

The paperisstructured asfollows:in Sec.2 we presentthe generalm arket
m odeland specify the di�erentialequationsthat govern the traded securities.
In Sec.3 westudy theway ofobtaininga com pletem arket.In Sec.4 weexplore
the consequencesofdem anding thatthe m arketadm itsno arbitrage.In Sec.5
we present explicit solutions for di�erent m arket prices ofthe volatility risk.
Section 6 containsactualnum ericalexam plesofthese solutionsand a �nancial
interpretation ofthe results. The conclusionsare drawn in Sec.7. The paper
endswith Appendix A,wherewedetailtheway wehavefollowed for�nding of
one ofthe new solutionswehaveintroduced.

2 T he M arket M odel

Letusbegin with thegeneraldescription ofourset-up.W ewillassum ethatin
ourm arketthereisatleastanon-determ inistictradedstock,S.Theevolution of
thepriceofthisstock,from S0 att= t0,isgoverned by thefollowingdi�erential
equationa :

dS

S
= �dt+ �dW ;

where W (t� t0) is a one dim ensionalBrownian m otion,with zero m ean and
variance equalto t� t0,� is a constantparam eter,and �,the volatility,is a
stochasticquantity.Them odelassum esthatthevolatility haveinitially agiven
value �a,and that at m ost it m ay change to a di�erent value �b at instant
� > t0:

�(t;�)= �a1t< � + �b1t� � = �a + (�b � �a)1t� �; (1)

where 1f� gdenotesthe indicatorfunction,which assignsthe value 1 to a true
statem ent,and the value 0 to a false statem ent. The tim e � in which such
transition occursis random and we willassum e thatitfollowsan exponential
law:

P (t0 < � � t)= 1� e
� �(t� t0):

Notethatwith thepreviousde�nition,� isjusttheinverseofthem eantransition
tim e,E [�]= �� 1.

aThroughout our exposition we willnot specify the explicit dependence of the involved

m agnitudes,except ifthism ay lead to confusion.
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W e are also assum ing that we willbe capable ofconcluding whether the
transition hastaken placeornot.Thisassum ption doesnotim ply thatwecan
directly m easure the value of�,but that there exists a way to determ ine if
t� �. Thiscan be easily understood from the pointofview ofa practitioner.
Let us suppose,for instance,that we are expecting that a relevant �nancial
announcem entisdone. W e do notknow forsure when itwillhappen,butwe
belivethatthisnew inform ation willa�ectthelevelofvolatility in ourm arket.
Even though wem ay notperform an instantaneousm easureofthevolatility in
orderto check the actuale�ectofthe news,ifthey arepublished we willknow
it.W e willreturn to thisissue later.

Upon the underlying stock S,we willde�ne a new traded asset:the option
C . The price ofthis option willdepend explicitly on the m om entt0 in which
we willdecide to evaluate it,on the currentstock price S0 and on the levelof
volatility �0,butalso on a setofpeculiarparam eterswhich we willlabelwith
a single sym bol,�. These param etersare the contractspeci�cations thatwill
characterize the option: the m aturity tim e orthe striking price,am ong other
possibilities. This fram ework covers the European put and calloptions,e.g.
the vanilla optionsorthe binary options;also the Am erican options,butdoes
notinclude m ore exotic derivatives,such asthe Asian optionsorthe lookback
options.

The di�erentialofthe option price C = C (t;S;�;�) has,according to the
It̂o convention,the following expression:

dC = @tC dt+ @SC dS +
1

2
�
2
S
2
@
2
SSC dt+

�C

�b � �a
d�; (2)

where

�C � C (t;S;� b;�)� C (t;S;�a;�):

The lastterm in Eq.(2)condensesthe innovation with respectto the classical
Black-Scholesexpression,and representsthe contribution oftherandom nessin
the volatility to the dynam icsofthe option price.Note thatthisextra term is
a productofthe �nite di�erence version ofthe derivative ofC with respectto
�,and d�. In orderto obtain an alternativeexpression forthisobject,we will
sim ply di�erentiate Eq.(1):

d� = (�b � �a)d1t� �: (3)

The di�erentialofa indicatorm ay seem a bizarreobject.However,itism ath-
em atically wellde�ned,aswewillshortly show.W ecan decom posethisdi�er-
entialin two term s:

d1t� � = �1t< �dt� �dG : (4)



PD E for a Stochastic Volatility M odel 5

The �rstterm isregular,and the second involvesfunction G ,

G = t1t< � +

�

� �
1

�

�

1t� �;

which is proven to be a rightcontinuouswith leftlim its m artingale. In order
to ease the notation,nevertheless,we willkeep the di�erentialofthe indicator
in its early form ,and use the referred decom position only when it can clarify
the problem . W e m ust stress however that d1t� � is a stochastic m agnitude,
independent ofdW . Since d� doesnotdirectly contribute on the variation of
the stock price dS,we can foreseen that there is a source ofrisk that cannot
be explained in term s ofthe random evolution ofthe underlying asset. W e
postpone nonethelessthe discussion ofthisissue,since itwillbe the m atterof
the nextSection.

Before thatwe wantto pointoutthatthere isalso a third kind ofsecurity
traded in the m arket,a free-risk m onetary asset B ,which satis�es the corre-
sponding equation:

dB = rB dt: (5)

Thissecurity willallow usto borrow m oney when weneed it,and itwillprovide
asecureresortin ordertokeep theexcessofcash ifthatisthecase.In particular,
itm akespossibleboth theself-�nancingstrategy,which allowsclosed portfolios,
and the net-zero investm ent,the com position ofa portfolio with no netvalue.

3 C om pleteness ofthe M arket

Letusfacethe problem ofthecom pletenessofthe m arket.Itisnotoriousthat
the m arketwillbecom pleteifwecan constructforevery security the so-called
replicating portfolio, i.e. a portfolio that m im ics the behaviour ofthe asset.
W e have argued in the previousSection that notallthe inuence of� in the
priceoftheoption can beexplained through S.W eneed then anothersecurity
thatcan accountforthiscom ponentoftheglobalrisk.Instead ofintroducing a
new traded assetdepending only on d�,with no clear�nancialinterpretation,
we have decided to use a secondary option D (t;S;�;�0): a derivative ofthe
sam e nature ofC (t;S;�;�),butwith a di�erentsetofcontractspeci�cations.
Thisadd-on com pletesthem arketifweareallowed to borrow m oney ata �xed
interestrate wheneverwe need it,orto buy zero-coupon bondsin the case we
obtain a surplus ofcash. Thus we can write down C as a com bination of�
sharesS,� unitsofthe risklesssecurity B ,and  secondary optionsD :

C = �S + �B +  D :

The variation in the value ofboth portfoliosful�lls

dC = �dS + �dB +  dD ;
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where we have taken into accounttwo capitalfacts. O n one hand �,� and  

are nonanticipating functions ofS and D ,e.g. d�,d� and d do notdepend
on the new random inform ation in dW and d�. O n the otherhand,we adopt
a self-�nancing strategy,in which there isno netcash ow entering orleaving
the replicating portfolio [6]:

Sd� + B d� + D d = 0:

W e willreplace dC by the expression in (2),and we willtake into account
the propertiesshown in (3)and (5),to �nally obtain:

@tC dt+ @SC dS +
1

2
�
2
S
2
@
2
SSC dt+ �C d1 t� � = �dS + r�B dt+  dD : (6)

W e can proceed with dD in an analogousway,

dD = @tD dt+ @SD dS +
1

2
�
2
S
2
@
2
SSD dt+ �D d1 t� �; (7)

wherethe naturalde�nition of�D ,

�D = D (t;S;� b;�
0)� D (t;S;�a;�

0);

hasbeen used. In orderto recovera determ inistic partialdi�erentialequation
we m ustguaranteethatallthe term scontaining the stochastic m agnitudesdS
and d1t� � m utually cancelout.Thuswem ustdem and that

@SC = � +  @SD ;

condition nam ed delta hedging,and also that

�C =  �D ;

which isusually referred asvega hedging,orsom etim esaspsihedging [11].
The previoushedging conditionsreduceEq.(6)to

@tC dt+
1

2
�
2
S
2
@
2
SSC dt= r�B dt+

�C

�D

�

@tD dt+
1

2
�
2
S
2
@
2
SSD dt

�

; (8)

expression that stillinvolves B ,which is not an inner variable ofthe option
pricesC and D .Thisproblem can be �xed using togetherthe de�nition ofthe
portfolio and the psihedging,

�B = C � �S �  D = C �

�

@SC �
�C

�D
@SD

�

S �
�C

�D
D :

Thus,the replacem entof�B in Eq.(8)leadsto

@tC +
1

2
�
2
S
2
@
2
SSC � rC + rS@SC =

�C

�D

�

@tD +
1

2
�
2
S
2
@
2
SSD � rD + rS@SD

�

:
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Thisform ulaim pliestheexistenceofan arbitrary function � = �(t;S;�),which
uncouplesthe problem of�nding C and D :

�(t;S;�)=
1

�C

�

@tC +
1

2
�
2
S
2
@
2
SSC � rC + rS@SC

�

: (9)

O bviously the sam e form ula,justreplacing C by D ,isvalid forthe secondary
option.Thisfactprovesthattheoption D com pletesthem arketindeed [1,11].
Note thatif�(t;S;�)= 0 werecoverthe classicalBlack-Scholesequation.

4 A rbitrage-free scenario

W e have to state som e criterion before we can choose a valid candidate for
�(t;S;�).W e will�rstdeterm ine the m eaning ofthisarbitrary function.Con-
siderY ,a portfolio which involvesshares,bonds,one prim ary option,and sec-
ondary options:

Y = C + ��S + ��B + � D :

M oreover,the relative am ountofeach security is such that,atthe beginning,
the portfolio has no net value,i.e. Y = 0. In fact,we willalso dem and that
the changesin the value ofthe portfolio are notcom ing from a cash ow.The
nonanticipating natureof��,��,and � m akesthatdY takesthe following form :

dY = dC + ��dS � r
�
C + ��S + � D

�
dt:

Finally,wecan use Eqs.(2),(3),(7),and (9)in orderto obtain:

dY = (�C + � �D )(�dt+ d1 t� �) (10)

wherewehaverem ovedallthedependencein dS,justsetting �� = � @SC �
� @SC .

In this case,we m ust ensure that either dY = 0,or dY has no de�nite sign.
W e willavoid the choice � = � �C=�D ,which leads back to the trivialcase
dY = 0. IfdY � 0,and dY 6= 0,we willhave to design a nullportfolio whose
value can only rise.In otherwords,thism arketshowsarbitrageopportunities.
O bviously, the reciprocalscenario, i.e. dY � 0 and dY 6= 0, also lead to
arbitrage,justbuildingthe �Y = � Y portfolio.Clearly,thearbitragepossibilities
otherportfolioscan beeasily translated into Y term inology.Thereforeweneed
toanalysethebehaviourofdY ,and thuswewill�nd theconstrainsto�(t;S;�).
Now it willbe very convenientto recallthe decom position ofd1t� � stated in
Eq.(4),

dY = (�C + � �D )((� + �1 t< �)dt� �dG ); (11)

and to inspectthe propertiesofdG :

dG =

8
<

:

0 t� �;

dt� �� 1 t< � � t+ dt;

dt � > t+ dt:
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Itisclearthatfort� �,dY reducesto dY = (�C + � �D )�dt. Butonce the
jum p hashappened,thereisno �nancialreason to havea pricethatdi�ersfrom
the Black-Scholesprice corresponding to � = �b. And thisiswhatwe willget
ifweset� = 0 rightafterthe changein the volatility.

W hen the jum p hasnotyethappened the di�erentialdY reads:

dY = (�C + � �D )(�dt+ �(dt� dG ));

with (dt� dG )� 0. Therefore we m ustchoose � < 0 fort< �. Collecting all
thisweobtain the following form ula:

�(t;S;�)= � 
(t;S)1 �= � a
= � 
(t;S)1 t< �;

where
(t;S)isastrictly positive-de�nitebounded function dependingon tand
S.Thisfunction 
 m ay depend,in a param etricway,on � a and �b,butaswell
on t0 and S0.In fact,in generalitm ay also depend on som eparam etersam ong
thosethatcharacterisethecontractspeci�cationsbut,and thisisacrucialpoint,
neveron allofthem .W em usthavein m ind thatEq.(9)m usthold atleastfor
anotheroption D ,di�erentfrom C .O therwisethem arketwillnotbecom plete.

W e have shown the m athem aticalproperties that �(t;S;�) m ust ful�lal-
though wehavedeepened very littlein its�nancialinterpretation.Letusintro-
ducefunction 	(t;S;�),

	(t;S;�)= (� � 
(t;S))1 t< �;

in Eq.(11),

dY = (�C + � �D )(	dt� �dG );

andthen evaluatetheconditionalexpectationofdY ,foragivenvalueofS.Since
E [dG ]= 0,itisclearthatE [dY jS]= E [	jS](�C + � �D )dt. Thus	(t;S;�)
m easuresthem arketpriceofthevolatilityrisk,and itisexogenoustothem arket
itself.Itshould bethe�nancialagentswho determ inethisfunction on thebasis
oftheir own appreciation ofthe actualrisk. For instance,som e authors [11]
dem and the absence ofthe so-callstatisticalarbitrage,that is E [dY jS]= 0.
Thisrequirem entim pliesthat	= 0,i.e.that
 = �.

5 Explicit solutions

W e can now solveEq.(9)underappropriateconditions.Forexam ple,we shall
begin assum ing that
 = �� isconstant,butnotnecessarily equalto �,

@tC +
1

2
�
2
S
2
@
2
SSC � rC + rS@SC + ���C 1 t< � = 0: (12)
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Thisim pliesthattherisk isfeltuniform in tim e.W ewillalso considerthatthe
priceofthe option isconstrained by the �nalcondition:

C (T;S;�;K )= �(S;K );

which m eans that it willbe a European-style option,where the price ofthe
derivative in a �xed instantin the future,the m aturity tim e,only dependson
theactualvalueoftheunderlying atthatm om entand on som ereferencevalue,
the strike,K . The function �, the payo�,willchange for di�erent kind of
optionswithin thissam efam ily.Forinstance,fortheplain vanilla callwehave:

C (T;S;�;K )= m ax(S(T)� K ;0):

In addition, the m athem aticalnature of Eq.(9) dem ands that the solution
satisfy two extra boundary conditionswhich,in thiscase,read

C (t;0;�;K )= 0;and, lim
S! 1

C (t;S;�;K )

S
= 1:

O bviously,the sam e procedure can be used forother� functions,such asthe
binary callwherethe payo� is

C (T;S;�;K )= 1S(T )� K ;

wherethe boundary conditionsto be ful�lled are

C (t;0;�;K )= 0;and, lim
S! 1

C (t;S;�;K )= 1:

Therefore,we willnot specify a single function �, but we willtreat allthe
suitable candidates at once. M oreover,we willuse the term \Black-Scholes
price",C B S,asa synonym ousofthe solution ofthe Black-Scholesequation for
the given payo�,withoutfurtherdistinction.

This willbe the case when considering Eq.(12) for � � t,since then it
reducesto the Black-Scholesm odel:

@tC +
1

2
�
2
bS

2
@
2
SSC � rC + rS@SC = 0;

whose solution is accordingly C (t;S;�b;K ) = C B S(t;S;�b;K ). Nevertheless,
we willshow the m ain guidelines to solve it,because this willillustrate m ore
sophisticated problem stocom e.The�rststep istointroducetwonew variables,
t� = T � tand x = log(S)+

�
r� �2

b
=2
�
(T � t),and to assum ethatC depends

on itsown argum entsonly through them :

C (t;S;�b;K )= e
� r(T � t)

V

�

T � t;log(S)+

�

r�
�2
b

2

�

(T � t);K

�

:
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Thisassum ption im pliestheexistenceofa function oftwo variablesV (t�;x;K )
thatobeysthe following di�erentialequation:

@t�V =
1

2
�
2
b@

2
xxV: (13)

Notethatt� representsa reversion ofthe tim earrow,thatstartsnow atm atu-
rity.W e havethustransform ed our�nalcondition into an initialone:

V (0;x0;K )= �(ex0;K ):

Thisproblem hasa straightforward solution:

V (t�;x;K )=

Z + 1

� 1

dx0�(e
x0;K )

1
p
2��2

b
t�
e
�

(x �x 0 )
2

2� 2
b
t� ; (14)

and therefore,

C (t;S;�b;K )= e
� r(T � t)

Z + 1

� 1

dx0�(e
x0;K )

1
p
2��2

b
(T � t)

e
�
(log(S )+ (r�� 2

b
=2)(T �t)�x 0)2

2� 2
b
(T �t) ;

(15)

which isthe Black-Scholesprice.W hen � > tthe equation forC (t;S;�a;K )is
a little m orecom plex:

@tC +
1

2
�
2
S
2
@
2
SSC � rC + rS@SC + ��

�
C
B S(t;S;�b;K )� C

�
= 0:

Thelastterm com esfrom the��C contribution.Thekeypointistorealizethat
in theexpression for�C appears,notonly C (t;S;� b;K ),which wehavefound
in Eq.(15),but also C (t;S;�a;K ),the unknown quantity. The procedure to
follow isvery sim ilarto theoneofthepreviouscase.W ewilluseagain variable
t�,and de�ne� as� = log(S)+

�
r� �2a=2

�
(T � t).In factx relatesto � through

x = � +
�
�2a � �2

b

�
t�=2,what willbe usefulin a forthcom ing step. Now we

assum eagain a particulardependence on the priceofthisnew variables,

C (t;S;�a;K )= e
� (r+ ��)(T � t)

Z

�

log(S)+

�

r�
�2a

2

�

(T � t);T � t

�

;

whereZ(t�;�;K )obeysthe following equation,

@t�Z =
1

2
�
2
a@

2
��Z + ��e

��t
�

V

�

� +
�2a � �2

b

2
t
�
;t
�;K

�

;

with the function V ofEq.(14);and the corresponding initialcondition,

Z(0;�0;K )= �(e�0;K ):
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Aftersom ealgebra itssolution reads

C (t;S;�a;K )= e
� ��(T � t)

C
B S(t;S;�a;K )+ ��

Z T

t

due
� ��(u� t)

C
B S(t;S;��(u � t;T � t);K );

wheresom eshortof\e�ectivevariance",��(ta;tb),hasbeen introduced:

��2(ta;tb)�
�2ata + �2

b
(tb � ta)

tb
: (16)

Note that ��(0;T � t)= �b and ��(T � t;T � t)= �a. This behaviour can be
used forcom pactingthesolution.W ecan perform atypicalintegration by parts
inside the integralsign and recover:

C (t;S;�a;K )= C
B S(t;S;�b;K )+

Z T

t

due
� ��(u� t)

@uC
B S(t;S;��(u � t;T � t);K ):

(17)

The m ain bene�tofthe lastexpression isthatitcan be easily com bined with
Eq.(15),thusyielding:

C (t;S;�;K )= C
B S(t;S;�b;K )+ 1t< �

Z T

t

due
� ��(u� t)

@uC
B S(t;S;��(u � t;T � t);K ):

(18)

Note that this result is not sensitive to whether � is sm aller than T,or not.
Depending on the payo� function,the integralthat appears in Eq.(18) can
be com puted,and analytic expressions for the option price can be obtained.
In the m ost of the cases we have explored, however, the �nalform ulas are
cum bersom e,thus providing little insight into the problem . W e willpresent
the sim plestexpression we have found by way ofexam ple. Itcorrespondsto a
vanilla call,in the specialcase thatthe discounted m oneyness isequalto one,
i.e.S = K e� r(T � t),and that��,�a and �b aresuch thatthey ful�l

�� =
�2
b
� �2a

8
> 0:

Then Eq.(18)reducesto

C (t;K e
� r(T � t)

;�;K ) = C
B S(t;K e

� r(T � t)
;�b;K )

� 1t< � (�b � �a)K e
� r(T � t)+ �

2

b
(T � t)=8

r
T � t

2�
:

Up to thispointwehavereproduced thefram ework thatcorrespondsto the
problem stated by Herzel[7]. O uroutputagreeswith hisexpression fort= 0,
which isin factthe �rstoption price given in Herzel’spaper,although he does
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not num ber the equation. After that,he generalizes his form ulation for any
later instant oftim e,0 � s � T. Unfortunately,there is an erratum in his
proposal.Thus,thelim itsin thede�niteintegralin Eq.(4.28)should be0 and
T � s,instead ofs and T. O r,in an equivalent way,tshould be replaced by
t� s,keeping the restunchanged,including dt.

M oregeneralsolutionscan beobtained using thesam eapproach,with little
extra e�ort.W ecan consider,forinstance,thecaseofa � depending on allthe
involved tim e m agnitudes:

� = � �(t;t0;T)1t< �;

with �(t;t0;T)> 0.The solution fort= t0 issim plyb :

C (t0;S0;�;K ) = C
B S(t0;S0;�b;K )

+ 1t0< �

Z T

t0

due
�
R
u

t0
dt

0
�(t

0
;t0;T )

@uC
B S(t0;S0;��(u � t0;T � t0);K ):

(19)

W e have thus obtain a broad set ofvalid prices with no clear �nancialinter-
pretation. A plausible requirem ent that m ay help us to discard candidates is
to dem and that the �nalsolution only depends on T � t0. This forces that
�(t;t0;T) = f(t� t0;T � t0). In Appendix A we �nd that,ifwe follow an
heuristicapproach thattries(in vain)to canceloutalltherisk,theoption price
is

C (t0;S0;�;K ) = C
B S(t0;S0;�b;K )

+ 1t< �

Z T

t0

du
1+ e� �(u� t0)

2
@uC

B S(t0;S0;��(u � t0;T � t0);K ):

(20)

W e willdisregard at this m om ent the possible interpretation ofthis solution,
and concentratein itsvalidity instead.Itisstraightforward to check thatifwe
replace

�(t;t0;T)= �(t� t0)= �
e� �(t� t0)

1+ e� �(t� t0)
; (21)

in Eq.(19),wewillrecoverEq.(20).

6 N um ericalcom putation

Now it is tim e to analyse and com pare the di�erent solutions we have found,
and eventually to representsom e ofthem .Thistask iseasierifwe expressour

bG iven that,up to thism om ent,the notation did notinduce to m isunderstanding,we had

notstressed the di�erence between t0,the actualtim e in which the options isevaluated,and

t,a generic instant oftim e,t0 � t� T.
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resultsin the form ofthe expected value ofthe discounted payo�,undersom e
appropriateprobability density function:

C (t0;S0;�0;K )= E
Q [e� r(T � t0)�(S(T);K )]: (22)

Thus we willbe able to translate the functionalform of� into an equivalent
m odel. Since allthe possible candidates to be the fair price collapse to the
Black-Scholessolution ifthejum p takesplace,wewillassum ethatt0 < � from
now on.

Letusbegin with � = ��. In thatcase the �nalprice S(T)in Eq.(22)can
be expressed in the following term s

S(T) = S0e
(r� �2

a
=2)(��� t0)+ �a W (��� t0)

1t< ��

+ S(��)e(r� �
2

b
=2)(T � ��)+ �b[W (T � t0)� W (��� t0)]

1t� ��;

where,as usual,� has been replaced by r,and W (t� t0),a new Brownian
m otion with zero m ean and varianceequalto t� t0,hasbeen introduced.The
jum p process�� followsalso a di�erentexponentiallaw:

P (t0 < �� � t)= 1� e
� ��(t� t0):

Thuswhen �� 6= � wewillconsiderin practicethatthem odelisnotaccuratein
the forecastofthe actualm ean transition tim e,and thatitshould be replaced
by anothervalue. Itisnotourintention to add superuouscom plexity to the
study ofthe severalproposalswe have done. Therefore we willconcentrate in
the casethatthe original� (and �)isused.

Sum m ing up,we can actually com pute the price ofthe option under the
previousassum ptionswith thefollowingprocedure.W echooseavaluefor� that
followsthe properprobability density.Ifthattim e isbiggerthan the m aturity
weneed to generatea zero m ean G aussian variable,with T � t0 variance.Thus
S(T) willbe governed only by �a. Conversely,if � < T we willneed two
independentzero m ean G aussian variables,with variancesequalsto � � t0 and
T � �. In this case �a governsthe behaviourofthe equivalentstock price up
to S(�),and �b doesthereafter. The averaged value ofthe discounted payo�s
willlead to the correct estim ation ofthe desired m agnitude. This set-up is
theappropriateto perform M onteCarlo num ericalsim ulation,asitisshown in
Fig.1.

Thechoicein Eq.(21)for� isequivalentin law to considerthat

S(T) = S0e
(r� �2

a
=2)(�� t0)+ �a W (�� t0)

1t< �

+
1

2
S(�)e(r� �

2
a
=2)(T � �)+ �a[W (T � t0)� W (�� t0)]

1t� �

+
1

2
S(�)e(r� �

2
b
=2)(T � �)+ �b[W (T � t0)� W (�� t0)]

1t� �;
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Figure 1: O ption pricing in term s ofthe present m oneyness, S0=K for two
di�erentm aturities:(a)T � t0 = 0:25 years,and (b)T � t0 = 0:05 years.The
depicted results correspond to a vanilla call,�(S;K ) = m ax(S � K ;0). The
num ericalvalue ofthe involved param etersare r = 5% ,�a = 10% ,�b = 20% ,
�� 1 = 0:1 years,and K = 100,in suitable currency units. The \constant"
line correspond to setting � = �,whereasby \heuristic" wem ean the choicein
Eq.(21),which wassom ewhatinspired by an heuristicapproach.Notethatthe
�rstpriceism oresim ilarto theplain Black-Scholespricewith � = �b,and that
conversely the second m ethod leads to a price closerto the Black-Scholesone
for� = �a. The discrepancy is reduced asthe m aturity tim e approaches. All
the plotswereobtained using M onte Carlo techniquesover100000 replicas.
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with the sam e speci�cationsfor� and W (t� t0)asin the pastscenario.Note
thatthisparticularchoiceforthem arketassessm entofrisk leadsto thefollow-
ing alternative strategy. W e choose again a value for �,using an exponential
probability density function ofm ean 1=�.Ifthattim eisbiggerthan them atu-
rity,nothing changeswith respectto the previousexam ple,and �a drivesthe
evolution ofthe underlying allthe tim e.Butwhen � < T the picture changes.
The priceS(T)isthe arithm etic m ean ofthe two possible paths:one in which
the volatility is �b rightafter the jum p,and the other that considers that �a
rem ainsunchanged. Thisisthe reason to dissociate the prem ise thatassum es
theexistenceofadistinctivetim evalue�,and theinnovation thatitcarries.W e
can besurethatforthcom ingnewsm ay a�ectthem arketand,atthesam etim e,
only guess about the �nale�ect. Thus Eq.(21) leads to a m ore conservative
risk analysis,in the sense thatthisprice isnearthe Black-Scholesvalue corre-
sponding to �a,whereasthe � = � choiceanticipatesm oreintensely the future
changein the volatility.Thisexplainsthe behaviourofthe di�erentcallprices
observed in Fig.1.Also in this�gure,butspecially in Fig.2,wecan check that
the two pricesconvergeto theno-jum p solution asthe m aturity horizon com es
closer.
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Figure 2: O ption pricing in term softim e to m aturity when the presentm on-
eynessis one. W e consideran at-the-m oney callin the sam e set-up described
in Fig.1.The plotshowshow both priceschangewhen the tim e to expiration
shortens.Clearlythepricethatfully ignorestheriskofachangein thevolatility
becom esm oreaccurateasthe probability ofa jum p reduces.
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Finally,we wantto pointoutthatwe can obtain solutionsin allthe range
ofcon�dence levelsfor the m odel. Thus,ifwe set q equalsto the probability
thatthevolatility actually varieswhen thejum p takesplace,thefunction � that
expressthisrisk evaluation is

�(t;t0;T)= �(t� t0)= �
e� �(t� t0)

(1� q)=q+ e� �(t� t0)
:

The only constrain is that we cannot neglect allthe risk just setting q = 0.
Therefore 0 < q � 1 leads to a valid price, although in absence offurther
inform ation q= 1=2 and q= 1 seem sto be the only privileged values.

7 C onclusions

W ehaverevisited thefram ework stated by Herzel,in which thedynam icsofone
assetS isdriven by a log-norm aldi�usion equation with an stochasticvolatility
param eter�.Thevolatility ofthisstock m ay jum p ata random tim e � from a
�xed initialvalue �a to another�xed �nalvalue �b. And no m ore than one of
such jum psisallowed.Thiseventcan m odel,forinstance,thefuturepublication
ofcrucialinform ation related to thisspeci�c m arket.

W e have introduced a procedure for obtaining fair option prices,di�erent
from the used one in Herzel’s m anuscript. There,the author exploits inten-
sively probability argum entsfor�nding the necessary and su�cientconditions
that the m odelm ust ful�lto be com plete and arbitrage-free. Thus he derive
the equivalent m artingale m easure Q . W e have em ployed another technique
ofbroad use in this �eld. W e have determ ine the partialderivative equations
that,according to the It̂o convention,the option price m ust ful�l. W e have
shown that the use ofa secondary option com pletes the m arket. After that,
we have dem anded that the m arket has no arbitrage and we have found the
exogenous function that m easures the m arket price ofthe volatility risk. W e
have explored the outputforseveralchoicesofthisfunction and,incidentally,
wehaveam ended som eofthe resultspresented in the originalreference,where
the risk prem ium wasnull.

In fact,oneofthebiggestbene�tsofourapproach iswhen considering m ore
sophisticated prescriptionsforthe m arketprice ofvolatility risk. W e have not
only obtained closed form ulas in such a cases,but we have also been able to
interpret the �nancialm eaning ofthem . W e have seen how a choice for the
volatility risk price can be translated into a lack ofcon�dence in the m odel
prem ises. Forinstance,a constantrisk price,other than zero,playsthe sam e
roleofa rede�nition in the m ean transition tim e ofthe jum p process.

In particular,wehavestudied with som edetailasolution thatcan beunder-
stood astheresponseofa suspiciousm arketm aker,who adm itsthepossibility
thatvolatility staysin thesam elevel,although thejum p (thatis,theannounce-
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m ent) has taken place. W e have also presented plots with actualexam ples of
these solutions,com puted using M onteCarlo num ericaltechniques.
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A A ppendix

In this appendix we present an heuristic approach trying to rem ove the risk
associated to the volatility change in a portfolio without secondary calls. It
it obvious that we willfailin this task by construction,because this is only
feasible ifthe jum p tim e is determ inistic. But in this case,Eq.(2) and the
expressions derived from it are not longer correct. Therefore,we willassum e
that� isa stochasticm agnitude,and thesolution weobtain willbeconditioned
to itsvalue.Letseehow itworksjustrecovering Eq.(10),and setting � = 0:

dY = �C (�dt+ d1 t� �):

W e arenow dem anding thatdY = 0.Thisconstrain leadsto:

� = �
d

dt
1t� � = � �(t� �);

and to the corresponding equation isthen:

@tC +
1

2
�
2
S
2
@
2
SSC � rC + rS@SC + �C �(t� �)= 0: (A.1)

Note thatthisequation correspondsto Eq.(6)with � = @SC and  = 0,aswe
havejuststated.W e willsearch fora solution ofthe form

C (t;S;�;K )= e
� r(T � t)

U

�

T � t;log(S)+

�

r�
�2

2

�

(T � t);K

�

;

based upon thetwovariablefunction U (t�;x;K ),which m ustful�lthefollowing
partialequation:

@t�U �
1

2
�
2
@
2
xxU = �U �(T � � � t

�):
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W e thereforeconsiderthe Fourier-Laplacetransform ofU (t�;x;K ),

bU (s;!;K )=

Z + 1

0

dt
�
e
� st

�

Z + 1

� 1

dxe
i!x

U (t�;x;K );

thatfollowsthe sim plerequation:

sbU � eU0 +
1

2
�
2
!
2bU � � eUT � �e

� s(T � �)
1�� T = 0;

where the tilde stands for the Fourier transform ofthe corresponding object.
Thus eU0(!;K )� eU (t� = 0;!;�;K ),and itdoesnotdepend on �.O n theother
hand,� eUT � � � eU (T � �;!;�b;K )� eU (T � �;!;�a;K ).Now wecan isolateall
the explicitdependence on the Laplacevariables,

bU (s;!;�;K )=
1

s+ �2!2=2

n
eU0 + � eUT � �e

� s(T � �)
1�� T

o

;

and perform an inversetransform ation,

eU (t�;!;�;K )= eU0e
� �

2
!
2
t
�
=2 + � eUT � �e

� �
2
!
2
(t

�
� T + �)=2

1T � t�< �� T : (A.2)

Notoriously,thesecondterm onlygivescontribution when thejum p iscom prised
between t,and the m aturity,T. W hen t� � T � �,i.e. � � t and � = �b,
Eq.(A.2)reducesto,

eU (t�;!;�b;K )= eU0e
� �

2

b
!
2
t
�
=2 = eU

B S(t�;!;�b;K );

which leadsto

C (t;S;�b;K )= C
B S(t;S;�b;K );

a risklessprice.
W hen t� > T � �,thatisto say,when t< � and � = �a,but� > T,the

m ain equation also takesa sim pleform ,

eU (t�;!;�a;K )= eU0e
� �

2
a
!
2
t
�
=2 = eU

B S(t�;!;�a;K ):

In this case, since the change in volatility occurs after the m aturity of the
contract,thepricereducesto a plain Black-Scholesm odelwithoutany jum p of
volatility,

C (t;S;�a;K jT < �)= C
B S(t;S;�a;K );

Thus,thisscenario hasagain no risk associatewith it.
Finally,when t� > T � � and � � T,allthe term s contribute to a m ore

com plex expression,

eU (t�;!;�a;K )= eU0e
� �

2

a
!
2
t
�
=2 + � eUT � �e

� �
2

a
!
2
(t

�
� T + �)=2

: (A.3)
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Recallthat � eUT � � � eU (T � �;!;�b;K )� eU (T � �;!;�a;K ) is a term that
countsonly forthe variation in eU due to the change in the volatility,when it
takesplace. Thus eU (T � �;!;�b;K )= eU B S(T � �;!;�b;K ). The other term
can be obtained by self-consistency. W e willstart from Eq.(A.3) and take a
lim it:

eU (T � �;!;�a;K ) = lim
t�! T � �

eU (t�;!;�a;K )

= lim
t�! T � �

eU0e
� �

2

a
!
2
t
�
=2 + � eUT � �e

� �
2

a
!
2
(t

�
� T + �)=2

;

which leadsto

eU (T � �;!;�a;K )=
1

2

h
eU
B S(T � �;!;�a;K )+ eU

B S(T � �;!;�b;K )
i

:

Now we willintroduce thisresultback into Eq.(A.3),and obtain so

eU (t�;!;�a;K )=
1

2
eU0

h

e
� �

2

a
!
2
t
�
=2 + e

� ��
2
(t

�
� T + �;t

�
)!

2
t
�
=2

i

;

where��(ta;tb)isthesam efunction which wehavepreviouslyde�ned in Eq.(16).
Therefore

C (t;S;�a;K jt< � � T)=
1

2

�
C
B S(t;S;�a;K )+ C

B S(t;S;��(� � t;T � t);K )
�
;

Finally,in orderto obtain a expression fort< � thatdoesnotdepend on
future inform ation,we willcom pute the expected value ofthe previouscondi-
tioned solutions:

C (t;S;�a;K ) = E [C (t;S;�a;K j� = u)]

=
�

2

Z T

t

du
�
C
B S(t;S;�a;K )+ C

B S(t;S;��(u � t;T � t);K )
�
e
� �(u� t)

+ �

Z + 1

T

duC
B S(t;S;�a;K );e� �(u� t)

an expression thatreducesto

C (t;S;�a;K )= C
B S(t;S;�b;K )+

Z T

t

du
1+ e� �(u� t)

2
@uC

B S(t;S;��(u � t;T � t);K ):

Then the com plete resultis

C (t;S;�;K )= C
B S(t;S;�b;K )+ 1t< �

Z T

t

du
1+ e� �(u� t)

2
@uC

B S(t;S;��(u � t;T � t);K );

which doesnotful�lEq.(A.1),butitisstilla valid solution.
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