cond-mat/0307759v1 [cond-mat.stat-mech] 31 Jul 2003

arxXiv

PARTIALDERIVATIVE APPROACH FOR OPTION PRICING
IN A SIMPLE STOCHASTIC VOLATILITY MODEL

MIQUELMONTERO

D epartam ent de F sica Fonam ental, Universitat de B arcelona,
D iagonal 647, 08028 B arcelona, Spain
E-m ail: m iquel.m ontero @ ub .edu

A bstract

W e study a m arket m odel in which the volatility of the stock m ay
Jmp at a random tine from a xed value , to another xed value
b Thism odelwas already described In the literature. W e present a new
approach to the problem , based on partial derivative equations, which
gives a di erent perspective to the problem . W ithin our fram ework we
can easily consider several prescriptions for the m arket price of volatility
risk, and interpret their nancial m eaning. Thus, we recover solutions
previously cited in the literature as well as obtain new ones.

1 Introduction

The problm of pricing nancial derivatives was already present in the ain
of the early works In M athem atical F inance. Bachelier in 1900 proposed the
arithm etic B rownian m otion for the dynam ical evolution of stock prices as a
rst step towards obtaining a price for options ﬁ_S:]. N evertheless the interest
on this problem has Increased rem arkably in the past twenty years, after the
publication of the works of B lack and Scholes 3], and M erton {13]. T he B lack—
Scholes m odel has been broadly used by practitioners thereafter, m ainly due
to ism athem atical sin plicity. Tt is well established, how ever, that thism odel
fails to explain som e statistical featuires shown in realm arkets. In particular,
there are solid evidences pointing to the necessity of relaxing the assum ption,
present in the B lack-Scholesm odel, that a constant volatility param eter drives
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the stock price. O ne ofthe testsm ore com m only used isbased on a conosptually
sin ple principle. Since the B lack-Scholes price is a m onotonous function on
its argum ents, the formula can be inverted in order to com pute the im plied
volatility, the volatility that w ill reproduce the actualm arket conditions. T he
usualresul isthat the in plied volatility isnot constant, but a U -shaped function
ofthe m oneyness, whosem inim um is at m oneyness near to one | ie. when the
current price of the underlying is close to the stridke. This departure from the
B lack-Scholesm odel is known as the am ilke e ect, and it is well docum ented in
the literature '{_'31].

M any m odels have been developed w ith the purpose of avoiding this inac-
curate feature. W e willmention here only a few of them . M erton itself f_l-Zj']
proposed a m odel in which the volatility was a determ inistic function of tim e.
Cox and Ross Eff] presented som e altemative proposals that can be thought
asm odels in which the volatility is stock-dependant. T hese and other sim ilar
contributions lead to a fram ework in which all the option risk com es from the

uctuations in the price of the underlying. In practical situations, however, it
seam s that this description is not sophisticated enough for explaining the actual
changes In the level of volatility. Som e authors have then suggested that the
evolution ofthe volatility is driven by its own stochastic equation. Am ong these
m odels of stochastic volatility we nd works that are historically notew orthy:
Hulland W hie I_E'i] proposed a m odel w here the squared volatility also follow s
a lognom aldi usion equation, independent of the stock price. W iggins l:_f7_:]
extended this idea and considered that the underlying and the volatility con—
stitute a two-din ensional system of correlated lognom al random processes.
Soott [_1-51, but specially Stein and Stein '_ﬂ-gi] assum ed that the instantaneous
volatility follow s a random m ean-reverting process: an Independent arithm etic
O mstein-U hlenbeck process. M asoliver and P erello E[(_i] relaxed this assum ption,
and introduced correlation in the two-din ensionalW iener process. Heston ig]
tumed the arithm etic m odel Into a squareroot correlated process.

A Nl these sam inalpapers have In com m on that they m odelthe stochastic be-
haviour of the volatility as a di usion process. Nak {[4] developed a m odel in
which the volatility can have only two known values, and the m arket sw itches
back and forth between them, In a random way. This set-up can be used to
m odela m arket w ith high and low volatility periods. Herzel U] studied a sim —
pli ed version of this problem , n which the volatility, at the m ost, can Jum p
once. This isa suitable m odel for encoding a m arket that m ay undergo a severe
change In volatility only if som e forthcom ing event takes place. Since options
have a Ilim ited lifetin e, this seem snot to be a very restrictive lin itation. Herzel
solved the problem of pricing the options using probability argum ents, and
showed that hism odel can account for the am ile e ect.

W e present here a di erent approach for cbtaining fair option prices under
Herzel's conditions. W e w ill em ploy a technique of broad use both in research
papers (e.g. in 1) and reference books (e.g. in {18]) on this topic: we determ ine
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the partialderivative equations that the option pricem ust fiil 1, according to the
Ttd convention, and solve it w ith the appropriate constrains. T his schem e eases
the task of considering several prescriptions for the m arket price of volatility
risk, and leads to a plain way of interpreting the nancialm eaning of each of
them .

T he paper is structured as follow s: In Sec. 2 we present the generalm arket
m odel and specify the di erential equations that govem the traded securities.
In Sec.3 we study theway ofobtaining a com pletem arket. In Sec. 4 we explore
the consequences of dem anding that the m arket adm its no arbitrage. In Sec. 5
we present explicit solutions for di erent m arket prices of the volatility risk.
Section 6 contains actualnum erical exam ples of these solutions and a nancial
Interpretation of the results. The conclusions are drawn In Sec. 7. T he paper
ends w ith A ppendix A, where we detail the way we have llowed for nding of
one of the new solutions we have ntroduced.

2 TheM arket M odel

Let usbegin w ith the generaldescription of our set-up. W e w ill assum e that in
ourm arket there is at least a non-determ inistic traded stock, S . T he evolution of
the price ofthis stock, from Sy att= ty, is govemed by the follow ing di erential
equatjon:f: :

ds

— = dt+ dw;

S
where W (£t ty) is a one dim ensional Brownian m otion, with zero m ean and
variance equalto t ty, is a constant param eter, and , the volatility, is a
stochastic quantity. T hem odelassum es that the volatility have Initially a given
value 5, and that at most i may change to a di erent value , at instant

> fge

i )= alec + plt = a+ (p a)le 1)

where 1¢ jdenotes the indicator function, which assigns the value 1 to a true
statem ent, and the value 0 to a fAlse statement. The tine in which such
transition occurs is random and we w ill assum e that it follow s an exponential
law :

P () < =1 e © T,

N ote that w ith the previousde niion, is jistthe inverseofthem ean transition
tine,E[ ]= .

2T hroughout our exposition we w ill not specify the explicit dependence of the involved
m agnitudes, except if thism ay lead to confusion.
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W e are also assum Ing that we will be capable of concluding w hether the
transition has taken place or not. T his assum ption does not in ply that we can
directly m easure the value of , but that there exists a way to determ ine if
t . This can be easily understood from the point of view of a practitioner.
Let us suppose, for instance, that we are expecting that a relevant nancial
announcam ent is done. W e do not know for sure when i w ill happen, but we
belive that this new inform ation willa ect the kevel of volatility In ourm arket.
Even though we m ay not perform an instantaneousm easure of the volatility in
order to check the actuale ect ofthe new s, if they are published we w ill know
it. W e will retum to this issue Jater.

Upon the underlying stock S, we willde ne a new traded asset: the option
C . The price of this option w ill depend explicitly on the m om ent ty in which
we w ill decide to evaluate i, on the current stock price Sy and on the level of
volatility ¢, but also on a set of peculiar param eters which we will labelw ith
a single symbol, . These param eters are the contract speci cations that will
characterize the option: the m aturity tim e or the striking price, am ong other
possbilities. This fram ework covers the European put and call options, eg.
the vanillh options or the binary options; also the Am erican options, but does
not include m ore exotic derivatives, such as the A sian options or the lookback
options.

The di erential of the option price C = C (;S; ; ) has, according to the
Tt6 convention, the follow ing expression :

1 20202 C
dC = @Cdt+ €sCas + o “s’@isCatr ——d ; @)
b a

where
C C&S; vi ) C(&S; ai ):

The last termm In Eq. (:2) condenses the innovation w ith respect to the classical
B lack-Scholes expression, and represents the contribution of the random ness in
the volatility to the dynam ics of the option price. N ote that this extra term is
a product of the nite di erence version of the derivative of C w ith respect to

,and d . In order to cbtain an altemative expression for this ob fct, we will
sin ply di erentiate Eq. ('-14'):

d = (p )l : 3)

The di erential of a indicatorm ay seem a bizarre ob gct. However, it ism ath—
em atically wellde ned, aswe w ill shortly show . W e can decom pose this di er—
ential n two tem s:

dly = 1l dt aG : @)
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The rsttem is regular, and the second involves function G,
1
G = tle + - 1c

which is proven to be a right continuous w ith left lim its m artingale. In order
to ease the notation, nevertheless, we w ill keep the di erential of the indicator
in its early form , and use the referred decom position only when it can clarify
the problem . W e must stress however that dly  is a stochastic m agnitude,
Independent of dW . Since d does not directly contribute on the variation of
the stock price dS, we can foreseen that there is a source of risk that cannot
be explained In tem s of the random evolution of the underlying asset. W e
postpone nonetheless the discussion of this issue, since i w illbe the m atter of
the next Section.

Before that we want to point out that there is also a third kind of security
traded in the m arket, a freerisk m onetary asset B, which satis es the corre—
soonding equation :

dB = rBdt: 5)

T his security w illallow us to borrow m oney when we need i, and it w illprovide
a secure resort In orderto keep the excessofcash ifthat isthe case. In particular,
it m akespossble both the self- nancing strategy, w hich allow s closed portfolios,
and the netzero investm ent, the com position of a portfolio w ith no net valie.

3 Com pleteness of the M arket

Let us face the problem of the com pleteness of the m arket. Tt is notorious that
the m arket w illbe com plete if we can construct for every security the so-called
replicating portfolio, ie. a portfolio that m in ics the behaviour of the asset.
W e have argued in the previous Section that not all the in uence of in the
price of the option can be explained through S . W e need then another security
that can acoount for this com ponent ofthe globalrisk. Instead of Introducing a
new traded asset depending only on d , with no clear nancial Interpretation,
we have decided to use a secondary option D ;S; ; ©): a derivative of the
sam e nature of C (t;S; ; ), but wih a di erent set of contract soeci cations.
T his add-on com pletes them arket ifwe are allowed to borrow money ata xed
Interest rate whenever we need i, or to buy zero-coupon bonds in the case we
obtain a surplus of cash. Thus we can write down C as a combination of
shares S, unitsofthe riskless security B, and secondary optionsD :

C= S+ B+ D:
T he variation in the valie ofboth portfolios il 1is

dCc = dS+ dB + dD;
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where we have taken into account two capial facts. On one hand , and
are nonanticipating finctions of S and D, eg. d ,d and d do not depend
on the new random nform ation n dW and d . On the other hand, we adopt
a self- nancing strategy, in which there is no net cash ow entering or leaving
the replicating portfolio f_é]:

Sd +Bd +Dd = 0:

W e will replace dC by the expression in ('_2), and we w ill take Into acoount
the properties shown in (:3) and (id),to nally obtain:

@.Cdt+ @stS+% ’s?@Z,cdt+ Cdly = dS+r Bdt+ dd: (6)
W e can proceed w ith dD in an analogous way,
ddb = @D dt+ @sDdS + é ’s?@Z;Ddt+ Ddl. ; )
w here the naturalde nition of D,
D =D (6S5; bi ) D tS;i ai )i

hasbeen used. In order to recover a determ nistic partial di erential equation
we m ust guarantee that all the term s containing the stochastic m agniudes dS
and dl1¢ mutually cancelout. Thus we m ust dem and that

@sC = + &D;
condition nam ed dela hedging, and also that
C = D;
which is usually referred as vega hedging, or som etin es as psi hedging I_l-]_;]
T he previous hedging conditions reduce Eqg. 6'_6) to

1, 5, B C 1 oq2g2 .
@tht+ 5 S @SSCdt— r Bdt+ T @tD dt+ E S @SSD dt ’ (8)

expression that still involves B , which is not an inner variable of the option
pricesC and D . This problem can be xed using together the de nition of the
portfolio and the psi hedging,

B =C S D =C @sC —@D S —D:

Thus, the replacement of B In Eq. ('_Q) ladsto

1, ,, C 2022
@tc+5 S%@5C ]:c+rs@sc=T @D + = “S°Q@5¢D 1D + rS@sD

NI
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T his form ula In plies the existence ofan arbitrary function = (;S; ), which
uncouples the problem of nding C and D :

.a. — 1 1 2q2p2 .

t;S; )= e @.C + > S?@5sC  rC + rS@sC : 9)

O bviously the sam e formula, jist replacing C by D , is valid for the secondary
option. T his fact proves that the option D com pletes the m arket Indeed 'E:, :_11:]
Note that if (S; )= 0 we recover the classical B lack-Scholes equation.

4 A rbitrage-free scenario

W e have to state som e criterion before we can choose a valid candidate for

t;S; ). Wewil rstdetem ine the m eaning of this arbitrary finction. C on—
sider Y , a portolio which involves shares, bonds, one prim ary option, and sec—
ondary options:

Y=C+ S+ B+ D:

M oreover, the relative am ount of each security is such that, at the begihning,
the portfolio has no net value, ie. Y = 0. In fact, we will also dem and that
the changes In the value of the portfolio are not com Ing from a cash ow . The
nonanticipating nature of , ,and makesthat dY takesthe follow ing form :

dY = dC + ds rC+ S+ D dt:
Finally, we can use Egs. (:_2), (_3), ('j),and (:_g) in order to obtain:
dy = (C + D) (dt+dl: ) 10)

where we have rem oved allthe dependence in dS, just setting = &C @sC .
In this case, we m ust ensure that either dY = 0, or dY has no de nite sign.
W e will avoid the cholce = C= D, which lads back to the trivial case
dy = 0. Ifdy 0, and dY & 0, we will have to design a null portfolio whose
value can only rise. In other words, this m arket show s arbitrage opportunities.
O bviously, the reciprocal scenario, ie. dY 0 and dY 6 0, also lead to
arbitrage, ustbuidingtheY = Y portolio. C learly, the arbitrage possbilities
other portfolios can be easily translated into ¥ term inology. T herefore we need
to analyse the behaviourofdY , and thuswew ill nd the constrainsto (;S; ).
N ow :it w ill be very convenient to recall the decom position of dly  stated in
Eq. @),

dy = (C + D)(( + 1l )dt dG); 11)
and to Ingoect the properties of dG :
8

< 0 t ;
dé = dt I ot< t+ dt;
o dt > t+ dt:
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It is clear that for t ,dY reducestodY = (C + D) dt. But once the
Jum p hashappened, there isno nancialreason to have a price that di ers from
the B lack-Scholes price corresponding to = . And thisiswhat wewillget

ifwe set = 0 right after the change in the volatility.
W hen the jim p has not yet happened the di erentialdY reads:

dy = (C + D)(dt+ @t dG));

wih dt dG) 0. Therefore we must choose < 0 fort< . Collecting all
this we obtain the follow Ing form ula:

t;s; )= t;s)l - , = €S)le

a

where (t;S) isa strictly positivede nite bounded function depending on tand
S. Thisfunction may depend, n a param etricway,on 5 and p,butaswell
on ty and Sg. In fact, In general it m ay also depend on som e param eters am ong
those that characterise the contract speci cationsbut, and this isa crucialpoint,
never on allofthem . W emust have in m Ind that Eqg. @) must hold at least for
another option D , di erent from C . O therw ise them arket w illnot be com plete.

W e have shown the m athem atical properties that (t;S; ) must ful 1al
though we have deepened very little n its nancial interpretation. Let us Intro—
duce function (;S; ),

:S; )= ( €SN 1w« ;
nEq. 1),
dYy = (C+ D)(dt dG);

and then evaluate the conditionalexpectation ofdY , fora given valueofS . Since
EdG]= 0,it isclkarthatE dY 1= E [ BI(C + D )dt. Thus (;S; )
m easuresthem arket price ofthe volatility risk, and it isexogenousto them arket
itself. Tt should be the nancialagentswho determ ine this fuinction on the basis
of their own appreciation of the actual risk. For instance, som e authors f_l-]_;]
dem and the absence of the so-call statistical arbitrage, that isE dY ] = 0.
T his requirem ent Im plies that = 0, ie. that =

5 Explicit solutions

W e can now solve Eq. (lr_d) under appropriate conditions. For exam ple, we shall
begin assum ing that = is constant, but not necessarily equalto ,

1
@tc+5232@§sc rC + rS@C + Clw = O0: 12)
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T his in plies that the risk is felt uniform in time. W e w illalso consider that the
price of the option is constrained by the nalocondition:

C(T;s; ;K)= (B;K);

which means that it will be a European-style option, where the price of the
derivative In a xed Instant in the future, the m aturity tin e, only depends on
the actualvalue of the underlying at that m om ent and on som e reference value,
the strike, K . The function , the payo , will change for di erent kind of
optionsw ithin this sam e fam ily. For instance, or the plain vanillh callwe have:

C(T;S; ;K)=max(S(T) K;0):

In addition, the m athem atical nature of Eq. ('_9) dem ands that the solution
satisfy two extra boundary condiions which, in this case, read
. C&S; iK)
C (0; ;K)=0;and, Im —— = 1:
st 1 S
O bviously, the sam e procedure can be used for other functions, such as the
binary callwhere the payo is

C(@T;S; /K)=1sa) i
w here the boundary conditions to be fi1l lled are
C (0; ;K)= 0; and, J_m1 C ;S; ;K)=1:
st

T herefore, we will not specify a single fiinction , but we will treat all the
suitable candidates at once. M oreover, we will use the term \B lack-Scholes
price", CB%, as a synonym ous of the solution of the B lack-Scholes equation for
the given payo , w thout further distinction.

This will be the case when considering Eq. {14) for t, since then i
reduces to the B lack-Scholesm odel:

12 202
@C + - [8%@5C 1T + r5QsC = 0

whose solution is accordingly C ;S; ;K ) = CBS (;S; p;K ). Neverthelkss,
we will show the m ain guidelines to solve i, because this w ill illustrate m ore
sophisticated problem sto com e. The rst step isto Introduce tw o new variables,
t =T tandx= bg@)+ r 2=2 (I t),and toassume thatC depends
on isown argum ents only through them :

CS; piK)=e *T v T tlg@G)+ r

N|U’|\)
a
a
=
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T his assum ption in plies the existence of a function oftwo variablesV (t ;x;K )
that obeys the follow ing di erential equation:

1
e v =2 L@z, v: 3)

Note that t represents a reversion of the tim e arrow , that starts now atm atu-
rity. W e have thus transform ed our nalcondition into an initial one:

V (0;%0;K )= ©*;K):

This problem has a straightforw ard solution:

Z 1 (x x g)?
V (€ ixiK )= dxo €% K )p=—o=e ‘:i° ; 14)
1 2 2t
and therefore,
Z i1 1 (ogts)+ (£ Z=2) v x 0)2
C (S; piK)=e *T Y dxo €K )p=—m——=e 2poow
1 2 b(T t)

15)

which is the B lack-Scholesprice. W hen > t the equation orC ;S; ;K ) is
a little m ore com plex:

1
@tc+E ?5%@2,C  1C + rS@sC+ CPS@;S; ,;K) C = 0:

The lastterm com es from the C contribution. T he key point isto realize that
in the expression for C appears, notonly C (t;S; ;K ), which we have found
n Eq. C_1-§'), but also C (t;S; 5;K ), the unknown quantiy. The procedure to
follow isvery sin ilar to the one ofthe previous case. W e w illuse again variable
t,anddene as = log@)+r =2 T . fctx rhtesto through
x= + Z 2 t=2,what willbe useful in a forthcom ing step. Now we
assum e again a particular dependence on the price of this new variables,

2
CS; aiK)=e "0 Yz bgE)+ r - @ Tt
where Z (£ ; ;K ) obeys the ollow ing equation,

@ Z== 202+ e"V 4+ Dy K

N -

w ith the function V ofEqg. Cié‘); and the corresponding initial condition,

Z 0; 0;K)= (€ °iK):
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A fter som e algebra its solution reads
ZT
CS; ajK)=e T Y9cBS@s; ;K)+ due ™ YcBS@;s; w

w here som e short of \e ective variance", (t;t,), hasbeen ntroduced:

2 St

t i) (& ta):

2
b
%

11

1e)

Notethat (0;T t)= pand (T T t)= 4. Thisbehaviour can be
used for com pacting the solution. W e can perform a typical integration by parts

inside the integral sign and recover:
Z T
C(S; aiK)=CP°S; niK )+ due © Y@,c®%@s; @ T

t);K ):

a7

The m ain bene t of the last expression is that it can be easily com bined w ith

Eq. (15), thus yielding:
Z T

C &S; ;K)=CB%@S; ;K )+ 1w due ® Y@,cBS@wsS; @ 4T

N ote that this result is not sensitive to whether is smaller than T, or
D egpending on the payo function, the Integral that appears in Eq. C_l§‘)

t);K ):

18)

not.
can

be com puted, and analytic expressions for the option price can be obtained.
In the most of the cases we have explored, however, the nal formulas are
cum bersom e, thus providing little Insight Into the problem . W e will present
the sin plest expression we have found by way of exam ple. It corresponds to a
vanillh call, in the special case that the discounted m oneyness is equalto one,

ie.S=Ke *@ Y andthat , , and  are such that they fiil 1

2 2
=2 a5 9:
8
Then Eq. C_l-§') reduces to
CiKe "™ 9; ;R) = C®@mKe *T Y5 iK)
r
Tee (p JKe (T t+ (T =8 T t:
2

Up to thispoint we have reproduced the fram ew ork that corresoonds to the
problem stated by Herzel i_‘/.]. O ur output agrees w ith his expression for t= 0,
which is In fact the st option price given in H erzel’s paper, although he does
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not num ber the equation. A fter that, he generalizes his form ulation for any
Jater instant of time, 0 s T . UnPrtunately, there is an erratum in his
proposal T hus, the Im its in the de nie Integralin Eq. (4 28) should be 0 and
T s, Instead ofsand T. Or, In an equivalent way, t should be replaced by
t s, kegping the rest unchanged, Including dt.

M ore general solutions can be obtained using the sam e approach, w ith little
extra e ort. W e can consider, for instance, the case ofa depending on allthe
Involred tin e m agnitudes:

= GoiT)le ;
wih (5%;T)> 0. The solution fort= tg jssinph/ﬁ :
C (0iSo; iK) = CP°(iSoi viK)

Z T Ru d 0 (O )
(T
+ 1ge due ‘o &

to

QuCP% (;S0; @ ;T t);K):
a9)

W e have thus obtain a broad set of valid prices with no clkar nancial inter-
pretation. A plusble requirem ent that m ay help us to discard candidates is
to dem and that the nal solution only depends on T  tg. This Poroes that

te;T) = £ t;T tg). In Appendix A we nd that, if we ollow an
heuristic approach that tries (in vain) to cancelout allthe risk, the option price
is

C (0iSo; ;K) = CP°%(0;So; viK)
S PP s
+ 1« duf@uc (t:So; @ ;T H);K):
to

@0)

W e w ill disregard at this m om ent the possible interpretation of this solution,
and concentrate In its validity instead. It is straightforw ard to check that ifwe
replace

e t to)

1re e

t;T)= (& B)=

inEq. {19), we will recover Eq. £0).

6 N um erical com putation

Now it is tin e to analyse and com pare the di erent solutions we have found,
and eventually to represent som e of them . T his task is easier if we express our

bG iven that, up to thism om ent, the notation did not induce to m isunderstanding, we had
not stressed the di erence between tp, the actual tin e in which the options is evaluated, and
t, a generic instant of tim e, tp t T.
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results in the form of the expected value of the discounted payo , under som e
appropriate probability density fiinction:

C (0iSo; 0;K)=E%k "T ®) (5 @)K): ©2)

Thus we w ill be abl to translate the functional form of into an equivalent
model. Since all the possbl candidates to be the fair price collapse to the
B lack-Scholes solution ifthe jum p takes place, we w ill assum e that ty < from
now on.

Letusbegh wih = . In that casethe nalprice S(T) in Eq. 6_2-2_3) can
be expressed in the follow ing temm s

. _
S) = Spel 720 o+ oW ( wiq

+ s (e T s @ ) W ]

where, as usual, has been replaced by r, and W_(t ty), a new Brownian
m otion w ith zero m ean and variance equalto t tp, hasbeen introduced. The
Jjum p process follow s also a di erent exponential law :

P (t < H=1 e & L),

Thuswhen €6 wewillconsider in practice that the m odel is not accurate in
the forecast of the actualm ean transition tim e, and that i should be replaced
by another value. It is not our intention to add super uous com plexiy to the
study of the several proposals we have done. T herefore we w ill concentrate in
the case that the original (and ) isused.

Summ ing up, we can actually com pute the price of the option under the
previousassum ptionsw ith the follow Ing procedure. W e choose a value for that
follow s the proper probability density. If that tin e is bigger than the m aturiy
we need to generate a zerom ean G aussian variable, with T ty variance. Thus
S (T) will be govemed only by 5. Conversly, if < T we will need two
Independent zero m ean G aussian variables, w ith variances equals to  and
T . In this case ; govems the behaviour of the equivalent stock price up
to S( ), and p does thereafter. T he averaged value of the discounted payo s
w ill lead to the correct estin ation of the desired m agnitude. This setup is
the appropriate to perform M onte C arlo num erical sin ulation, as it is shown In
Fig.il.

The choice ;n Eq. 1) or is equivalent in Jaw to consider that

ST) = See® 2=2)( o)t oW ( )
. %S( bt 222)(T ) T t) W o]y,
N }S( jele =)@ W@ t) W )1,
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Figure 1: Option pricing in tem s of the present m oneyness, So=K for two
dierentmaturities: @) T ty= 025years,and ) T t; = 005 years. The
depicted results correspond to a vanilla call, (S;K ) = max(S K ;0). The
num erical value of the nvolved param etersarer= 5%, , = 10%, = 20%,
1= 01 years, and K = 100, in suitable currency units. The \constant"
line correspond to setting = , whereasby \heuristic" we m ean the choice In
Eqg. {_2-]_:), w hich was som ew hat inspired by an heuristic approach. N ote that the
rst price ism ore sin ilar to the plain B lack-Scholespricewih = ,and that
conversely the second m ethod leads to a price closer to the B lack-Scholes one
for = . The discrepancy is reduced as the m aturity tin e approaches. A 1l
the plots were cbtained using M onte C arlo techniques over 100 000 replicas.
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w ith the sam e speci cations for and W (t %) as In the past scenario. Note
that this particular choice for the m arket assesan ent of risk leads to the follow -
Ing altemative strategy. W e choose again a value for , using an exponential
probability density fiinction ofm ean 1= . Ifthat tin e is bigger than the m atu-
rity, nothing changes w ith respect to the previous exam ple, and . drives the
evolution of the underlying allthe tine. But when < T the picture changes.
The price S (T ) is the arithm etic m ean of the two possibl paths: one in which
the volatility is , right after the jum p, and the other that considers that
rem ains unchanged. This is the reason to dissociate the prem ise that assum es
the existence ofa distinctive tim e value , and the Innovation that it carries. W e
can be sure that forthcom ing new sm ay a ect them arket and, atthe sametin e,
only guess about the nale ect. Thus Eq. (2-1_:) leads to a m ore conservative
risk analysis, in the sense that this price is near the B lack-Scholes value corre—
soonding to ,,whereasthe =  choice anticipatesm ore intensely the future
change in the volatility. T his explains the behaviour of the di erent call prices
cbserved in Fig.i. Also in this gure, but specially in F ig. &, we can check that
the tw o prices converge to the no—jm p solution as the m aturity horizon com es
closer.

5.0 ;
—— Constant |
45 r Heurig,otic
0.=10% e
40 r . 0—3;20%

20 L
o
10 | |

00 { 1 1 1 1
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25

Time to maturity

Call price

Figure 2: O ption pricing in tem s of tim e to m aturity when the present m on-
eyness is one. W e consider an at-them oney call In the sam e set-up described
n Fng:I: T he plot show s how both prices change when the tin e to expiration
shortens. C learly the price that fiilly ignoresthe risk ofa change in the volatility
becom es m ore accurate as the probability ofa jum p reduces.
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Finally, we want to point out that we can obtain solutions in all the range
of con dence kvels for the m odel. Thus, if we set g equals to the probability
that the volatility actually variesw hen the jum p takesplace, the function that
express this risk evaluation is

e (t to)

i%iT) = = :
E%iT) €t ) @ 9=+ e €0

The only constrain is that we cannot neglect all the risk jist setting g = 0.
Therefore 0 < g 1 lads to a valid price, although in absence of further
Inform ation g= 1=2 and g= 1 seam s to be the only privileged values.

7 Conclusions

W e have revisited the fram ew ork stated by H erzel, In which the dynam ics ofone
asset S isdriven by a log-nom aldi usion equation w ith an stochastic volatility
param eter . The volatility ofthis stock may jymp at a random tine from a

xed initialvalue . to another xed nalvalie . And nomore than one of
such jum psisallowed. T hisevent can m odel, for instance, the future publication
of crucial inform ation related to this speci cm 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 ents for nding the necessary and su cient conditions
that the m odelm ust ful 1to be com plkte and arbitragefree. Thus he derive
the equivalent m artingale measure Q . W e have em ployed another technigque
ofbroad use In this eld. W e have detem ne the partial derivative equations
that, according to the 6 convention, the option price must ful 1. W e have
shown that the use of a secondary option com pletes the m arket. A fter that,
we have dam anded that the m arket has no arbirage and we have found the
exogenous fuinction that m easures the m arket price of the volatility risk. W e
have explored the output for several choices of this finction and, incidentally,
we have am ended som e of the results presented in the original reference, w here
the risk prem 1im was null.

In fact, one ofthe biggest bene ts ofour approach is when considering m ore
sophisticated prescriptions for the m arket price of volatility risk. W e have not
only obtained closed formulas in such a cases, but we have also been abl to
Interpret the nancialm eaning of them . W e have seen how a choice for the
volatility risk price can be translated into a lack of con dence in the m odel
pram ises. For instance, a constant risk price, other than zero, plays the sam e
role of a rede niion in the m ean transition tin e ofthe jum p process.

In particular, we have studied w ith som e detaila solution that can be under-
stood as the response of a suspiciousm arket m aker, who adm its the possbility
that volatility stays in the sam e level, although the jum p (that is, the announce-
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m ent) has taken place. W e have also presented plots w ith actual exam ples of
these solutions, com puted using M onte C arlo num erical techniques.
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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 w ithout secondary calls. Tt
it obvious that we will 2ail in this task by construction, because this is only
feasble if the jimp tim e is detemm inistic. But in this case, Eq. @') and the
expressions derived from it are not longer correct. T herefore, we w ill assum e
that isa stochasticm agniude, and the solution we obtain w illbe conditioned
to isvalue. Let see how it works just recovering Eg. C_l-Q‘), and setting = 0:

dYy = C (dt+dl¢ ):

W e are now dem anding that dY = 0. This constrain leads to:

— dl = (t ).
at t ’

and to the corresponding equation is then:
1 20242
@tC+5 S“RssC  rC + rS@C+ C (& )= 0: @ 1)

N ote that this equation corresponds to Eq. ('_é) with = &C and = 0,aswe
have jist stated. W e w ill search for a solution of the form
2

CsS; ;K)=e™ Y0 T +fbg@)+ r - T ;K ;

based upon the two variable function U (t ;x;K ), which m ust ful 1the follow Ing
partialequation:

1
Q.U 52@§XU= U T t):
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W e therefore consider the Fourierlaplace transform ofU (&t ;x;K ),
Z Z 41 .
®(s;!;K) = dte St dx e * U  ;x;K );
0 1

that ©llow s the sin pler equation:
12,2 s@T )
S@ @0 + 5 ! [}.‘? @T e 1 T = O;

w here the tilde stands for the Fourier transform of the corresponding ob fct.
Thus® (!;K) ®(t = 0;!; ;K),and itdoesnotdepend on . On the other
hand, ©; © (T ' K) B (T ;!'7 2:K).Now we can isolate all
the explicit dependence on the Laplace variabl s,

1 n o

@(S;!; ;K):m G+ Gp e ST )71 T

and perform an nverse transform ation,
© ) _ 1%t =2 17 T+ )=2
c;!; ;K)=Be + B e Ir ¢« 1: @A2)

N otoriously, the second term only gives contribution when the jum p is com prised
between t, and the maturity, T. W hen t T , le. t and = b,
Eqg. @_2) reduces to,

Cil; nK)= e o' C =85 ;1; K );
which Jeads to

C (5S; viK)=CP°%S; niK);

a riskless price.
Whent > T , that is to say, when t < and = ,,but > T, the
m ain equation also takes a sinple fom ,
2,2, _
C(;l; aiK)=Ge = " =85(¢;!; ,;K):

In this case, sihce the change in volatility occurs affer the m aturity of the
contract, the price reduces to a plain B lack-Scholesm odelw ithout any jum p of

volatility,
CS; ;K T < )=C"°(@S; aiK);

T hus, this scenario has again no risk associate w ith it.
Finally, when t > T and T, all the tem s contribbute to a m ore
com plex expression,

©;!; .;K)= Ge =2y G, e o' ® TFo=2, @ 3)
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Recall that ©g € (T i mK) O ©(T ;'; 2;K) isa tem that
counts only for the variation in & due to the change in the volatility, when it
takes place. Thus & (T ;1K) = 8BS (T ;!'; ;K ). The other term
can be obtained by selfconsistency. W e w ill start from Eq. @:.E_i) and take a
Iim it:

& (T il aiK) = t.]i}} ®E;!i 2iK)
_ Im ©e Itfe=2 § e 2% T+ =2,
14
t ! T

which Jeads to

lh i
€ (T ;!;a;K)=§@BSCT il iK)+ B8 (T ilipiK)
Now we will introduce this result back into Eq. (Zj—\:J:), and obtain so

1 h 212¢ =2 2@ T+ sttt =2
@(t;!;a;K)=5@Oe at +e it

where (4 ;%) isthe sam e function w hich wehave previously de ned n Eq. C_l-gl)
T herefore

C ©S; 2K £< T)== C®°@;S; ;K)+C2°@sS; ( ©T 1©;K);

N

Finally, In order to obtain a expression for t < that does not depend on
foture inform ation, we w ill com pute the expected value of the previous condi-
tioned solutions:

CS; a7K) = E L ES; a;KJ =)l
ZT
= 5 @ CPo@S; .;K)+CP%@s; w T t;K)e 9
t
Z 41
+ AuC®® S; oK )je @
T
an expression that reduces to
BS ! l+e © 9 BS
C S; a;K)=2C tS; oK)+ duf@uc tS; @ T 1©;K):
t
Then the com plete resul is
BS o 1+e ©® 9 BS
CiS; iK)=C 7 (GS; niK )+ Ll duf@uc s; @ T 1©;K);
t

which doesnot ful 1Eq. (A 1)), but it is stilla valid solution.
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