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A bstract

Based on em piricalm arket data,a stochastic volatility m odelis

proposed with volatility driven by fractionalnoise.Them odelisused

toobtain arisk-neutralityoption pricingform ulaand an option pricing

equation.

K eyw ords:Option pricing,Stochasticvolatility,Fractionalnoise

1 Introduction

TheBlack-Scholes(B-S)[1][2]pricing form ulaforcalloptionsiswidely used

by m arketagents.However,ratherthan asapredictiveform ula,itisused as

a m eansofquoting option pricesin term sofanotherparam eter,theim plied

volatility.IfCB S (St;K ;T � t;�t)istheBlack-Scholespriceforan option at

tim e t,with strike price K ,m aturity tim e T and underlying price St then,

theim plied volatility �
im p

t issuch that

CB S

�
St;K ;T � t;�

im p

t

�
= Ct(K ;T) (1)

Ct(K ;T)being them arketpriceofa (liquid)option.
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B-S isbased on unrealistic assum ptionsaboutthe m arketprocess: geo-

m etric Brownian m otion with constantnon-stochastic volatility,continuous

adjustm entofthe portfolio and no transaction fees. Nevertheless B-S owes

itsgreatpopularity to itssim plicity and to thefactthatCB S isan invertible

m ap from [0;1 )to
�
0;St� K e� r(T� t)

�
,r being therisk-freerate.

The em piricalshortcom ingsofB-S originated a vastam ountofalterna-

tive m odels[3]� [9],which attem ptto explain the deviationsfrom B-S by

introducing additionaldegrees offreedom . The m ajority ofthese m odels

haveno com pactclosed-form solution and num ericalsolutionsm ostoften do

notreproducecorrectly thedata pro�les[10][11].

Given the success ofthe Black-Scholes form ula as a com pact invertible

param etrization,any alternative m odelthatattem ptsto introduce a higher

degreeofm arketrealism should,atleast,providealsoacom pactclosed-form

recipeto param etrizethedata.

In liquid m arkets the autocorrelation ofprice changes decays to negli-

gible quantities in a few m inutes,consistent with the absence oflong term

statisticalarbitrage. Geom etric Brownian m otion m odels wellthis lack of

m em ory,although itdoesnotreproducetheem piricalleptokurtosis.On the

otherhand,nonlinearfunctionsofthereturnsexhibitsigni�cantpositiveau-

tocorrelation. Forexam ple,there isvolatility clustering,with large returns

expected to befollowed by largereturnsand sm allreturnsby sm allreturns

(ofeithersign).Thishastheclearim plication that,on stochastic volatility

m odels,long m em ory e�ectsshould berepresented in thevolatility process.

Two-factor m odels with one persistent factor and one quickly m ean-

reverting factor[12],m ulticom ponentGARCH m odelsasthe one proposed

in [13](LM (q)-ARCH)orfractionally integrated processes[14][15]provide

adequate �ts to the em piricalvolatility data. However, these m odels do

notpossesstheanalyticalpropertiesrequired to constructan option pricing

equation generalizing Black-Scholes.

Becausethem arketprocess,aswellassom efunctionalsoftheirvariables,

display approxim ateself-sim ilarproperties,m athem aticalsim plicity suggests

to look fordescriptions in term soffractionalBrownian m otion. In fact,if

a nondegenerateprocessX t has�nitevariance,stationary increm entsand is

self-sim ilar

Law (X at)= Law
�
a
H
X t

�
(2)
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then [16]0< H � 1 and

Cov(X s;X t)=
1

2

�

jsj
2H

+ jtj
2H

� js� tj
2H
�

E
�
X

2
1

�
(3)

Thesim plestprocesswith thesepropertiesisa Gaussian processcalled frac-

tionalBrownian m otion.FractionalBrownian m otion [17]

E [B H (t)]= 0 E [B H (t)B H (s)]=
1

2

n

jtj
2H

+ jsj
2H

� jt� sj
2H
o

(4)

hasforH > 1

2
a long rangedependence

1X

n= 1

Cov(B H (1);B H (n + 1)� BH (n))= 1 (5)

andwassuggested inthepastasatoolform odelinginFinance[18].However,

because it was pointed out [19]that m arkets based on B H (t) could have

arbitrage,fractionalBrownian m otion wasnolongerconsidered,by m any,as

prom isingform athem aticalm odelingin Finance.Thearbitrageresultin [19]

is a consequence ofusing pathwise integration. W ith a di�erent de�nition

[21],

Z b

a

f(t;!)dB H (t)= lim
j� j! 0

X

k

f(tk;!)� (BH (tk+ 1)� BH (tk)) (6)

where � :a = t0 < t1 < � � � < tn = b is a partition ofthe interval[a;b],

j�j= m ax 0� k� n� 1(tk+ 1 � tk)and � denotesthe W ick product,the integral

haszero expectation value and the arbitrage resultisno longertrue. This

is,in fact,them ostnaturalde�nition becauseitistheW ick productthatis

associated to integralsofIt̂o type,whereasthe usualproductisnaturalfor

integralsofStratonovich type.

Anessentiallyequivalentapproachconstructsthestochasticintegralthrough

thedivergenceoperatorandM alliavincalculus[22].A fullyconsistentstochas-

ticcalculushasthereforebeen developed forfractionalBrownian m otion [20]

[21][23][24][22][25].W ewilldraw on theseresults,in particularon thefrac-

tionalgeneralization ofthe It̂o form ula,to derive ourstochastic di�erential

m arketm odeland option pricing equation.

However,to sim ply postulate thatthe price processfollowsa stochastic

law

dSt = �Stdt+ �StdB H (t) (7)
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with B H (t)(H > 1=2)a persistentfractionalBrownian m otion,asdone in

[26][27],although m athem atically pleasant,isnotphenom enologicalcorrect

in view ofthe factthat price changes have a shortm em ory. The sim plest

alternative would be to generalize current stochastic volatility m odels by

changing theHurstcoe�cientofthevolatility process,nam ely

dSt = �Stdt+ �tStdB (t)

d�t = �V (� � �t)dt+ �V �tdB H (t)
(8)

Thepricewould follow ageom etricalBrownian process,whereasthevolatility

would havea m ean-reverting determ inisticterm and a stochasticcom ponent

m odeled by a geom etricalfractionalBrownian m otion ofHurst coe�cient

H > 1

2
. This,on the one hand,would introduce a m em ory com ponent on

the volatility (where the data says it should be) and,on the other hand,

asitisknown [29][30]stochastic volatility changesthee�ective probability

distribution function ofSt(even forH = 1

2
),generatingfattailsclosertothe

em piricaldata.

However,the stochastic volatility m odelofEqs.(8),aswe willsee later,

turnsoutnotto be justi�ed aswell,because itsscaling propertiesare very

di�erentfrom those ofthe em piricaldata. Forthisreason we have m ade a

detailed analysisofthe data,reported in Section 2,trying to infera m odel

which is,atthesam etim e,m athem atically m anageableand notgrossly dis-

proved bythedata.Ourconclusion isthefollowingcoupled stochasticsystem

dSt = �Stdt+ �tStdB (t)

log�t = � + k

�
fB H (t)� BH (t� �)g

(9)

Itm eansthat,in addition to a m ean value,volatility isdriven notby frac-

tionalBrownian m otion butby fractionalnoise.Noticethatourem pirically

based m odelis quite di�erent from the usualstochastic volatility m odels

which assum e the volatility to follow an arithm etic orgeom etric Brownian

process. � is the observation scale ofthe process. In the � ! 0 lim it the

driving processwould bethedistribution-valued processW H

W H = lim
�! 0

1

�
(B H (t)� BH (t� �)) (10)

In (9) the constant k m easures the strength ofthe volatility random ness.

Although phenom enologically grounded and m athem atically wellspeci�ed,

the stochastic system (9)isstilla lim ited m odelbecause,in particular,the

4



factthatthe volatility isnotcorrelated with the price processexcludesthe

m odeling ofleveragee�ects.

In Section 3,following a risk-neutrality approach [4][7],weuse thecon-

ditionalprobability distributionsfollowing from Eqs.(9)to derive an option

price form ula and com pare it with Black-Scholes,nam ely in term s ofthe

equivalentim plied volatility surfaces.

Therisk-neutrality approach ofSection 3 providesa fairly sim pleexplicit

generalization ofBlack-Scholes,which webelievetobebased in am orerealis-

ticm athem aticalrepresentation ofthem arketprocess.Neverthelessitrelies

on som e approxim ationswhich m ay orm ay notbe justi�ed. Therefore,for

future reference,we derive in Section 4 an option pricing equation ofwider

generality and obtain an integralrepresentation ofitssolution.

2 T he volatility process. A n em piricalanal-

ysis

Option pricing being ourprim ary m otivation,the relevant tim e scales and

tem poralhorizon isgreaterthan one day. Therefore we willuse daily data

from the New York Stock Exchange (NYSE),the aggregateindex and indi-

vidualcom paniesaswell.Todiscounttrend e�ectsand approach asym ptotic

stationarity oftheprocesses,wehavedetrended and rescaled thedata asex-

plained in Ref.[31].

The �rst objective is to check whether the assum ption that the price

processfollowsa geom etricBrownian process

dSt= St(�dt+ �dBt) (11)

isan acceptablehypothesisforthedaily data.Fordetrended data� = 0and

ifthestochasticpartisa self-sim ilarprocessitshould satisfy

E

�
�
�
�

S (t+ �)� S (t)

S (t)

�
�
�
�� �H (12)

In the lower leftpanelofFig.1 one checks Eq.(12)forthe NYSE index

in the period 1966� 2000 with � = 1 :30 days. W e obtain approxim ate

linearity in the log-log plotwith H = 0:52.There isa sm alldeviation from

linearityforthe�rstfew days,butoneshould noticethatstochasticvolatility

e�ects have not yet been taken into account. So,the geom etric Brownian
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Figure1:Self-sim ilarpropertiesofthepriceS (t)andintegrated log-volatility

�t+ R� (t)processes

hypothesisforthe daily price processis,atleast,notvery unreasonable. It

would im ply that,in �rstapproxim ation,theprobability distribution would

belog-norm alwith volatility (variance)given by

�
2
t =

1

jT0 � T1j
var(logSt) (13)

Eq.(13) is used to extract the volatility process �t from the data and one

checkswhethera relation oftheform

E j� (t+ �)� � (t)j� �H (14)

or

E

�
�
�
�

� (t+ �)� � (t)

� (t)

�
�
�
�� �H (15)

hold forthe volatility process.Thiswould bethebehaviorim plied by m ost

ofthe stochastic volatility m odelsthathave been proposed in the past. It
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turns out that the data shows this to be a very bad hypothesis,m eaning

thatthe volatility processitselfisnotself-sim ilar. However,the integrated

log-volatility iswellrepresented by a relation oftheform

t=�X

n= 0

log� (n�)= �t+ R� (t) (16)

Asshown in thelowerrightpanelofFig.1 theR � (t)processhasself-sim ilar

properties.W ewillidentify itwith afractionalBrownian m otion with Hurst

coe�cientH ’ 0:8 (fortheNYSE index),

R � (t)= kB H (t) (17)

The sam e param etrization holds for the data ofallindividualcom panies

that we tested,with H in the range 0:8 � 0:9. This analysis bears som e

resem blance to the detrended uctuation analysis technique [32]. Notice

howeverthathere,because weareusing m arketdata thathasalready been

detrended and rescaled,itisused m erely to extractthem ean volatility.

Eq.(16) provides a sim ple m athem aticalrepresentation ofthe volatility

m em ory e�ects. In particular,itm eansthatthe volatility isnotdriven by

fractionalBrownian m otion butby fractionalnoise,

log�t = � +
k

�
(B H (t)� BH (t� �)) (18)

� being the observation tim e scale (one day,fordaily data). Thisprovides

a sim pleinterpretation ofthefactthatem piricalreturn statisticsdepend on

the observation tim e scale. In the � ! 0 lim it(continuoustim e resolution)

thedrivingprocesswould bethedistribution valued process(fractionalwhite

noise)

W H (t)= lim
�! 0

1

�
(B H (t)� BH (t� �)) (19)

Forthevolatility (atresolution �)

� (t)= �e
k

�
fB H (t)� B H (t� �)g�

1

2(
k

�)
2
�2H

(20)

theterm � 1

2

�
k

�

�2
�2H being included to insurethatE (� (t))= �.

Eqs. (11)and (18),orequivalently (11)and (20),de�ne ourstochastic

volatility m odel.
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Thisstochasticvolatility m odelwillbeused in thenextsection to derive

an option pricing form ula. Howeveritisalso usefulto com pute the m odi�-

cationsim plied by thestochasticvolatility on theprobability distribution of

thepricereturns.From (18)oneconcludesthatlog�t isa Gaussian process

with m ean � and covariance

 (s;u)=
k2

2�2

n

js� u + �j
2H

+ ju� s+ �j
2H

� 2js� uj
2H
o

(21)

ThisGaussian processhasnon-trivialcorrelation forH 6= 1

2
. Ateach �xed

tim elog�tisaGaussian random variablewith m ean � and variancek2�2H � 2.

Then,

p�(�)=
1

�
p�(log�)=

1
p
2��k�H � 1

exp

(

�
(log� � �)

2

2k2�2H � 2

)

(22)

therefore

P�

�

log
ST

St

�

=

Z 1

0

d�p�(�)p�

�

log
ST

St

�

(23)

with

p�

�

log
ST

St

�

=
1

p
2��2(T � t)

exp

8
><

>:
�

�

log

�
ST
St

�

�

�

� � �2

2

�

(T � t)

�2

2�2(T � t)

9
>=

>;

(24)

One sees that the e�ective probability distribution ofthe returns depends

on theobservation tim escale �.Thisisa pleasantfeatureofthisstochastic

volatility m odel,which contrasts,forexam ple,with GARCH m odelswhich

describewellthevolatility ata given tim eresolution,butfailto accountfor

the� dependence.

3 O ption pricing. R isk-neutrality approach

Assum ing risk neutrality [4],thevalueV (St;�t;t)ofan option m ustbethe

presentvalueoftheexpected term inalvaluediscounted attherisk-freerate

V (St;�t;t)= e
� r(T� t)

Z

V (ST;�T;T)p(STjSt;�t)dST (25)
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V (ST;�T;T)= m ax[0;S � K ]and the conditionalprobability forthe ter-

m inalpricedependson St and �t.Asin Hulland W hite[7],wem akeuseof

therelation between conditionalprobabilitiesofrelated variables,nam ely

p(STjSt;�t)=

Z

p
�
STjSt;log�

�
p
�
log�jlog�t

�
d
�
log�

�
(26)

log� being therandom variable

log� =
1

T � t

Z T

t

log�sds (27)

Then Eq.(25)becom es

V (St;�t;t)=

Z

C

�

St;e
log�

;t

�

p
�
log�jlog�t

�
d
�
log�

�
(28)

C

�

St;e
log�

;t

�

=

Z

e
� r(T� t)

V (ST;�T;T)p
�
STjSt;log�

�
dST (29)

C

�

St;e
log�;t

�

being the Black-Scholes price for an option with average

volatility elog�,which isknown to be

C (St;�;t)= St(a+ b)N (a;b)� K e
� r(T� t)(a� b)N (a;� b) (30)

with

a = 1

�

�
log

S

Kp
T� t

+ r
p
T � t

�

b = �

2

p
T � t

(31)

and

N (a;b)=
1

p
2�

Z 1

� 1

dye
�

y
2

2
(a+ b)

2

(32)

Tocom putetheconditionalprobabilityp
�
log�jlog�t

�
werecallthatfrom

ourstochasticvolatility m odel

log� = log�t+
1

T � t

Z T

t

k

�
ds

Z s

t

(dB H (�)� dBH (� � �)) (33)

Noticethat,becausewewanttocom putetheconditionalprobability oflog�

given log�t attim e t,�t in Eq.(33)isnota processbutsim ply the valueof

theargum entin theV (St;�t;t)function.

9



Asat� dependenceprocessthedoubleintegralin (33)isacentered Gaus-

sian process. Therefore,given log�t attim e t,log� isa Gaussian variable

with conditionalm ean and variance

E
�
log�jlog�t

	
= log�t (34)

�
2 = E

n�
log� � log�t

�2
o

=
k2

�2(T � t)

�
1

2(T � t)
I1 + I2

�

+ k2�2H � 2 (35)

with

I1 =
2

(2H + 1)(2H + 2)

n

(T � t+ �)
2H + 2

+ (T � t� �)
2H + 2

� 2(T � t)
2H + 2

� 2�2H + 2

o

(36)

I2 =
1

2H + 1

n

2(T � t)
2H + 1

� (T � t+ �)
2H + 1

� (T � t� �)
2H + 1

o

Becausein general� � (T � t)oneobtains

�
2
’

k2

�2� 2H

 

1� (2H � 1)

�
�

T � t

� 2� 2H
!

(37)

Finally

p
�
log�jlog�t

�
=

1
p
2��

exp

(
�
�
log� � log�t

�2

2�2

)

(38)

and from (28)

V (St;�t;t)=

Z 1

� 1

d�C
�
St;e

�
;t
�
p(�jlog�t) (39)

oneobtains

V (St;�t;t)= St[aM (�;a;b)+ bM (�;b;a)]� K e
� r(T� t)[aM (�;a;� b)� bM (�;� b;a)]

(40)

M (�;a;b) =
1

2��

Z 1

� 1

dy

Z 1

0

dxe
�

log
2
x

2� 2 e
�

y
2

2 (ax+
b

x)
2

(41)

=
1

4�

r
2

�

Z
1

0

dx
e
�

log
2
x

2� 2

ax + b

x

erfc

�

�
ax
p
2
�

b
p
2x

�
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Figure 2: Option price and equivalentim plied volatility in the risk-neutral

approach to thestochasticvolatility m odel

asthenew option priceform ula(erfcbeingthecom plem entary errorfunction

and a and bbeing de�ned in Eq.(31)),with � replaced by �t.

In Fig.2 weplottheoption valuesurfaceforV (St;�t;t)in therangeT �

t2 [5;100]andS=K 2 [0:5;1:5]aswellasthedi�erence(V (St;�t;t)� C (St;�t;t))=K

for k = 1 and k = 2. The other param eters are �xed at � = 0:01;r =

0:001;� = 1;H = 0:8. The lower right panelshows the im plied volatility

surfacecorresponding to V (St;�t;t)fork = 1.Noticethatcom putationally

itisperhapsm oreconvenienttouseEq.(39)(and an optim ized Black-Scholes

routine)than them oreelegantEq.(40).

4 A n option pricing equation

W henever the actualdriftofa �nancialtim e seriescan be replaced by the

risk-freeratewearein arisk-neutralsituation.However,in stochasticvolatil-

ity m odels this m ay notbe a good assum ption. In particular,an accurate

option pricing form ula should take into accountthe m arketprice ofvolatil-
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ity risk. Here we derive an option pricing equation which doesnotassum e

risk-neutrality.

Because volatility isnota tradable security,a pure arbitrage argum ent

cannotdeterm inecom pletely thefairpriceofan option.On theotherhand,

because ofthe fractionalnatureofthe volatility process,volatility followsa

stochastic processdi�erentfrom the one ofthe underlying security. There-

fore,wecannotapply thereasoning [33]thatleadsto uniform coe�cientsof

theform (�i� �i�i)in the �rstderivative term softheoption pricing equa-

tion1.Hence,a �rstprinciplesderivation,with clearly speci�ed assum ptions

isrequired.

Asin Black-Scholes,weform a portfolio

�(t)= V (S;�;t)� �(S;�;t)S t (42)

From (11)and (18)and choosing �(S;�;t)= @V

@S
weobtain

d�(t) =

�
@V

@t
+
1

2

@2V

@S2
�
2
S
2

�

dt+ �
@V

@�

k

�
(dB H (t)� dBH (t� �))(43)

+

�

�
2@

2V

@�2
+ �

@V

@�

�

H
k2

�2
�
2H � 1

dt

Consistent with our stochastic volatility m odel(9),we have assum ed the

volatility tobeuncorrelated with S and Eq.(43)followsfrom theapplication

ofthefractionalIt̂oform ula[21][28].Nam ely,ifX t=

�

X
(1)

t ;X
(2)

t ;� � � ;X
(n)

t

�

with dX
(i)

t = ci(t;!)dB
(i)

H
(t),then

df(t;X t)=
@f

@t
dt+

X

i

@f

@X (i)
dX

(i)

t +
X

i

@2f

@X (i)2
ci(t;!)D

�

i;t(X t) (44)

D
�

i;t(X t)beingthe�� M alliavinderivativecorrespondingtotheX
(i)

t � process,

de�ned by

D
�

i;f
X t(!i) = lim

"! 0

1

"

�

X

�

!i+ "

Z �

0

ds

Z 1

0

� (s;u)f(u)du

�

� X (!i)

�

(45)

=

Z
1

0

D
�

i;u (X t)f(u)du

1�i,�i and �i would be the drift,volatility and m arketprice ofrisk foreach process
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� (s;u)being thekernel

� (s;u)= H i(2H i� 1)js� uj
2H i� 2 (46)

In(43)wearestillleftwiththestochasticterm �@V

@�

k

�
(dB H (t)� dBH (t� �))

and,because volatility isnota tradable security thisterm cannotbe elim i-

nated by a portfolio choice.Instead wem ay assum easreasonableto equate

thedeterm inistic term in d�(t)to

�

r�(t)+ �
k

�
�
@V

@�

�

dt (47)

whereristherisk-freereturn and,with � > 0,thesecond term isa m easure

ofthem arketpriceofvolatility risk (biggerrisk,biggerreturn).W eend up

with

@V

@t
+ rS

@V

@S
+
�2S2

2

@2V

@S2
+
k

�

�
kH �

2H � 2
� �

�
�
@V

@�
+ H k

2
�
2H � 3

�
2@

2V

@�2
= rV

(48)

asthegeneralform oftheoptionpricingequation consistentwith thestochas-

ticvolatility m odelin (9).

W enow obtain an integralrepresentation forthesolution ofthisequation.

W ith thechangeofvariable

x = log
S

K
(49)

and passing to thetwo-dim ensionalFouriertransform

V (t;x;�)=

Z Z

d�d�F (�;�;�)ei(�t+ �x) (50)

weobtain

H k
2
�
2H � 3

�
2@

2F

@�2
+
k

�

�
kH �

2H � 2
� �

�
�
@F

@�
+

�

i

�

� + �r�
�2�

2

�

�
�2�2

2
� r

�

F = 0

(51)

Now,de�ning new constants

� (�) = �

2H k�2H � 2

�2(�;�) = �2(�)�
r� i(�+ �r)

H k2�2H � 3

�2(�) = �
i�+ �2

2H k2�2H � 3

(52)
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and m aking thereplacem ent

F (�)= �
�
Z�(��) (53)

Eq.(51)reducestoastandard Besselequation.Thereforethesolution of(48)

is

V (t;x;�)=

Z Z

d�d�e
i(�t+ �x)

�
�(�)

Z�(�;�)(� (�)�) (54)

Z�(��)being a Besselfunction.TheBesselfunction willbea linearcom bi-

nation

Z�(��)= c1J�(��)+ c2N �(��)

ofa Besselfunction of�rstkind and a Neum ann function,with coe�cients

c1 and c2 to be�xed by theboundary conditions,which forcalloptionsis

V (T;x;�)= m ax(x;0)

Eq.(54) is an exact solution ofthe option pricing equation. How use-

fulitm ightbe willdepend on the developm ent ofadequate com putational

algorithm sforitsnum ericalevaluation.
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