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A bstract

W e study the problem of option pricing and hedging strategies w thin the fram ework of
risk-retum argum ents. An econom ic agent is describbed by a utility fiinction that depends on
pro t (@n expected value) and risk (a variance). In the ideal case w ithout transaction costs
the optim al strategy for any given agent is found as the explicit solution of a constrained
optin ization problem . Transaction costs are taken Into acoount on a perturbative way. A
rational option price, in a world w ith only these agents, is then determ ined by considering the
points of view of the buyer and the w riter of the option. P rice and strategy are determ ined to

rst order In the transaction costs.

[

INTRODUCTION

Options are nancial contracts m ade out between two econom ic agents called the writer and the
buyer. The content of such a contract is that it gives the buyer the optional right to buy from the
writer a unit of som e comm odity at som e tin e in the future at a detem ned price. O ptions di er
m ainly as to the type of underlying comm odity (stock, stock indices, foreign currency, etc.), if the
expiry tin e is xed orm ay be chosen by the option buyer (European or Am erican), and on the form
of the pay-out function. O ption pricing theory is generally regarded as one of the comer-stones of
m odem m athem atical nance, for standard textbook treatm ents, see B, 7, 11]. The outcom es of
these theories are nom ative prescriptions of option prices and hedging strategies, the latter being
portfolios of the underlying com m odity to be held in conjunction w ith the option. T he theory has
generally been developed for the class of com plete m arkets, the two m ain exam ples being the log—
B row nian continuous-tin e m odel ofB lack and Sdlo]esB], and the dichotom ic discrete-tin e m odel of
Cox, Ross and Rubinstedn 1.

O ption pricing In Incom plete m arkets have been much less well developed, partly because the
B lJack-Scholes and C ox-R ossR ubinstein theordies already yield quite reasonable estin ates of cbserved
m arket prices, partly because there is no agreed-upon procedure to nd the price in thism ore general
situation. In econom ic tem s this is is expressed as the price being contingent on individual investor
attitudes.

T he perhaps sin plest assum ption about investor attitudes is that they can be described only by
their preferred tradeo s of risk versus retum on investm ent. Ifthe risk ism easured by the standard
deviation, then we are e ectively looking at the option problem In the spirit of the M arkow itz
portfolio theory [13]. Even though this isquite a sin pli cation, there ram ains (at least) one param eter
describing the risk-aversiveness of an individual Investor, which appears as the param eter below .
To have predictive power we must be able to say som ething about a price on the m arket w ithout
assum ing, say, that all lnvestors can be described by the sam e param eter . O ne recalls that in the
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Capial A ss=t P ricing M odel one is ablk to derive a relation between retums and (diversi ed) risks
on them arket 1§, 12]. T he particular relation (the slope ofthe C apitalM arket Line) depends on the
set of Investm ent opportunities and investor attitudes, but once it hasbeen established, i holds for
all nvestors. In short, one would like to get out som ething sim ilar from a m ean-variance approach
to option pricing.

One way to proceed is to postulate that the hedging problem is solved by m inin izing risk un-—
conditionally. T his approach hasbeen put forward by several authors, notably by Schw eizerfl4] and
Bouchaud & Somette [H]. In them ean-variance language it directly corresponds to all investors being
very risk-aversive, characterized by very large values of . If all Investors share this attitude, and
trade w ith one another, then the expected pro t from each trade has to be zero, and this argum ent

xes the price.

W hen presented this way the risk-m Inin izing prescription has problem s: W hy all operators have
to be very risk-aversive? And ifthey are very risk-aversive, and m ake on the average zero net pro t
on an option trade, then why would they bother to engage in i? However, it tums out that the
soecial role of risk-m Inin izing hedging can be derived from a m ean-variance approach In a di erent
m annerfl]. The m ain ob Fctive of this present paper is to present this resulr, ncluding transaction
costs In the calculations.

In any reasonable approach no econom ic agent should be prepared to sell an option m ore cheaply
than the price he would be prepared to pay for it. There m ay however be som e nom ative agent
who is prepared to buy and sell at one and the sam e price. If that is the case, and all other agents
buy at lower and sell at higher prices, then this price is in fact a possbl m arket price. This
is what happens in the m ean-variance approach w ithout transaction costs. It is m ore appealing
than the straight-forward risk-m inin izing procedure is that the nom ative agent is neither in nitely
risk-aversive nor In nitely risk-w illing, but som ething In between. The case of agents still m ore
risk-w illing requires a discussion outside the scope of this paper, see [l], but does not change the
argum ent. T he price proposed by the nom ative agent is such, that if he used the rsk-m inin izing
strategy his expected pro twould be zero. H isprice therefore agreesw ith that ofthe risk-m Inin izing
prescription of Schweizer and B ouchaud-Somette. U Eim ately this is a consequence of the variance
being a quadratic functional of the strategy, and it would not hold if we adopt another m easure of
risk. T he strategy actually used by the nom ative agent is however not the risk-m inin izing strategy,
Tt can best be described as the the risk-m Inin izing strategy plus a com ponent of pure investm ent in
stock, unrelated to the option. In thisway we can rederive the price ofthe risk-m inin izing approadch,
but we do not in ply that any rational agent actually uses that stategy, exospt as part of a larger
portfolio.

T he paper is organized as follow s: in section 4 we set up the problem and rederive the results on
m ean-variance optin alportoliosof fl}]. In section 3, which containsthehard new resultsofthepaper,
we introduce transaction costs, and see how they m odify the price and the strategy. In section 4,
Included for com pleteness, we look at the buyer's and the seller’s side of the m arket, and sum m arize
the resuls.

2 RISKRETURN W ITHOUT TRANSACTION COSTS

W e now specialize the discussion to a European CallO ption contracted at tine 0 to expire at time
T, wih strike price S.. T In e is taken discrete in unitsof ,such that T = N . For convenience we
refer to the underlying com m odity as stock, which com es In units of shares. T he price of the share
is assum ed to generated by a m ultiplicative random processes, such that Sy 1 = u;S;, where the u;’s
are Independent and identically distrbuted random variables wih nite variance. An in portant
param eter is , the expected excess retum on the share com pared to a risk-less investm ent. Let us
assum e that a risk—less investm ent increases In value from 1 to r over one discrete trading period,
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In realistic m arket m odels one would expect to be larger than zero. The Increm ental wealth of
an option w riter that sells the option for C and uses the strategy to keep  ;(S;) shares against the
option at tine t= i , ifthe realized share price is S;, is, In the absence of trading costs,
%1 .
W =cr"+ @ o TS i) £Sr S @)

=0
W e ©llow here the notation of H], to which we refer for a discussion and m otivation of @), see also
&, 21.
The gain and the risk are the expected value and the variance of the increm ental wealh, with
the price substracted, ie.

M[] = < W Cr¥> 3)

R[] = < (W cCr¥)y> < W CrN>2 @)

The pro t, the expected value of W in (@), is equalto the gain plusCr N

M isa lnear and R is a quadratic functionalof . Ifwe perform them inin ization of R with M
constrained to the valuem , it is clear that thisR must be a quadratic polynom ialin m . To get the
explicit coe cients of that polynom ialwe introduce the vectorvalued set of fiinctions given by

Fi(S;)) = < fSy S (W 1) >5; ®)
the auxiliary variable
~S5) =P SiPo)d TS i85 6)
and the m atrix
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where, naturally, P (S;By) is the conditional probability that the share price equals S; at time i,
given that it was initially Sg. Likewise P (S;;S80) is the pint probability that the price equals S;
attineiand S5 at tim e Jj, conditioned by having been initially Sy. The diagonalelem ents of K can
be wrtten a little m ore sin ply as

K 5 (S17S;:) = @ 1?>s 2 8)
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In the specialcasewhen isequalto zero K isdiagonal. The gain and the risk can now be w ritten
as ordinary scalar products nvolving ~, K and F :

M = B+ (7 1) 9)
R = R, 2F T)+2B(T 1)+T K7 10)

where the notation B stands for the average < £fS; S.g" >, and R . the corresponding variance,
< (St S.g")?> (K fS; S.g" >)?. Theminum risk at given gain m is
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w ith the follow Ing identi cation ofthe coe cients;
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T he optin al strategy is given by

~i(Sim) cE<1F><s>+m+B a KlF)a<11> S3) ()
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The value of m such that the lowest risk is attained ism = A . The risk-m inin izing strategy is
thus

~Gi; A) = K 'F)iSi)  BE T1)i(Sy): (16)

The expected pro t when trading w ith the risk-m inin izing strategy isCr¥¥ A . Ifwe adjist the
price (C) such that the expected pro t is zero, we have

c=r"na 7)

whereA isgiven n (13). Equations (14) and {17]) summ arize the risk-m inin izing approach to option
pricing and hedging w ithout transaction costs.

3 RISKRETURN W ITH TRANSACTION COSTS

W e now assum e that trading costs are present In the form
W costs = F[] 18)

where isa anallparameter and F is a positive functional of the strategy . For instance, F could
include proportional trading costs when changing the portlio from  ; to 41 Bl.
W e w ill assum e that agents try to m axin ize a utility function of the follow ing kind

a
Ul; ; 1=M[; 1+C®¥ R[; ] 19)

where isaparameterand M [; ]and R[ ; ] denote the gain and the risk in the pressnce of
transaction costs, ie., the expected value and the varance of
K1 .
W crl = @ o TSy i) £Sr S F[] 0)
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The gain and the risk are expanded In powers of

MI[; 1= Mog[]l] M;[] @1)
R[; 1 = Roll+ Ri[Il+ “Ryl[] 2)
@3)

whereM ([ ]is denticalto {3) and M.[ J,equalto < F [ ]>, arethe expected trading costs using
. W e ook for strategies that are expandable in power series in

= 45+ 1+ i (24)
Tom axin ize the utility 19) we rst wish tom inin ize the risk at constant gain. W em inin ize
Ql+ 1= R[; ] 2gM[; ] m) (25)
by varylng and g. The rst step gives

‘R R M
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By varying w ith respect to g we have

Milo@)l+ (i) 1@Mm) ,
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T he solutions to the zeroth order equations are the sam e as those discussed above in section 2,
@) = (o +A) "Gy = K 'F)@6) B+ QK 1)) (28)

where and A aregiven n {14) and {I3), and ™~ is denticalto (15), only expressed as a finction of
the Lagrange m ultiplier . A s a function ofm the optin al strategy m ay be w ritten

m) = com)+ gm)+ )+ @m)+ q(m)+':::)+:::
A !
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which m ay be simpli ed to
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Them nim al risk as a function of trading gain can now be expressed as

Rim] = Rol[lol@pm)+ gm)+ ::)+ 1 (@@m)+ gm)+ 2+ :::]
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which can be expanded into

0
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Since the combination of | (@ m )) and @—qO gfm ) sin pli eswe have, In fact, a m uch m ore com pact
expression for the risk as a function ofm , expanded up to rst order n , nam ely
|

drR
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The interpretation of (33) is straight-forward. The expected trading costs, using the zeroth order
trading strategy, appropriate for a level of gain equaltom , is Mi1[ o(@p M ))]. W hen we use this
strategy we actually realise a gain ofm Mi[ol@pm))]. To rach a kevel of m , com pensating
for trading losses, we must use a strategy that in the absence of trading costs would give m +
Mi[olpm))]. n doing so we run up the extra risk, to st order, of deiﬂ—m MI[olmm))l.
Since the rsk is now expressed as a function of gain and the trading cost param eter , we can

w rite the utility as q

Uh; ; I=m +C2 Rin; ] (34)

At given risk-aversiveness param eter we seek to m axin ize the utility by varyingm . Let us assum e
that them axinum is obtained ata valueofm [ ; ]. W e then cbserve that a price acceptable to the
w riter m ust be such that the resulting utility is non-negative. If the option w riter does not s=ll an
option and perfom s no operations in the m arket, then his increm ented wealh is identically zero,
which carries zero utility. W e hence have

Cl; 1=x" m[; ]+ Rm[; ] 33)



w here we understand that this is the lowest price that Ehjs option w riter is prepared to ask for.
W e are therefore to m axin ize the expression m Rn; ], and we do so by expanding

m[; 1] = mol[l+ my[ ]+ ::: (36)

and all the preceeding expansions, w hich together yield

q
Um; ; 1 &c = mol ] Romol 1]
1 1 dRon ]
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2 Roho[]] dm
drR
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A 11 zeroth order calculations can be done rather explicitly shoewe have Rgn 1=+ m + AY,
w ith all the coe cients known. Hence
s
ITIO[] = A + (271) (38)
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2
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wih ,A and given ;n (12), {I3) and (14). T he corresponding (zeroth order) optim al strategy is
S

“Gumol ) = K TF)iS)  BE T1)i(85) + ® 1)) (40)

2 1
This isagain equivalent to {15) and €8§),but expressed this tin e asa function ofthe risk-aversiveness
param eter . T he structure isthat ofa -dependent correction to the risk-m inin izing strategy {16).
W hen is Jarge the correction isamall. W hen din inshes, such that the combination ? tendsto
one from above, the correction is Jarge. The case of ? less than one can be treated by com paring
w ith pure stock Investm entl;]. A n operatorusing utility finction (I9) would then invest an unlin ited
am ount in stock. In otherwords,when 2 1 isnegative, the form ulation ofthe problem using {{9)
gives unreasonabl resuls, both for stock and options. If, however, the utility function ism odi ed
by adding a quantity 2Wl R [ ], then the stock investor only invests an am ount proportionalto W .
The prefactor W ¢ is hence a m easure of the am ount of m oney an agent can invest in the m arket.
The option price can then be xed by com paring the utilities of option trading and pure stock
Investm ent, In a sin ilar way as the option price has here been xed by com paring option trading
and doing nothing. T he general structure of the solution w ill again be the risk-m inin izing strategy
{14) and the price in the risk-m inin izing approach, w ith corrections which w illnow depend on both

and W o, see [l]. For the rest of this paper we willassum e that 2 is greater than one.
Com ing back to @7) we see that the structure ofR  also facilitates the optin ization to next order
n , sihoe

1 1 dRon ],
B e hemor] = 1 @)
2 Rom[] dm

W e therefore have up to st order In
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2
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Ml[o(mo[])]+§ ——Ri[omol D] +0 (2 42)



which doesnot depend onm ;[ ]. Hence we do not need to computem ;[ ]. The price, xed by the
requirem ent that the m axin al utility is zero, is nally
0 s 1

2
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s !

2 1
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Using {6), €8), Gd) and {40) we can also express the optin al strategy up to rstorder in  as
the risk-m Inin izing strategy and a correction proportionalto ® ! 1);(S;).

4 MARKET EQUILIBRIUM

R ationalizations of m arket prices are econom ically m eaningfiil if there are both buyers and sellers.
W e have so far exposed the point of view ofthe w riter of the option. In the context ofm ean-varance
argum ents the analysis for the buyer is however very sim ilar. If, n fact, an option buyerwould use a
strategy P, then, in the absence of trading costs, his increm ental wealth would be equal in size but
opposite In sign of that of an option w riter using P From this llow s inm ediately the strategy
and the price appropriate for an option buyer described by a risk-aversiveness param eter . The
bid-ask spread of agents is thus, In the absence of trading costs,
0 s 1

. 2
cbd/ask| _o. ) = pvep 1y @4)

The only agents prepared to buy and sell are those with a value of such that 2 1 vanishes,

and the price they o er is r ¥ A, which we recognize by {I7]) to be the same as that from the
risk-m Inim izihg procedure.

T he trading costs break the symm etry between buyer and w rter. A 1l things being equal, the
buyer w illbe prepared to pay a little lss, and the w riter w illask a little m ore. A gap opens between
the an allest ask price and the largest bid price. Strictly speaking, we do not nd a m arket price in
the presence oftrading costs. W hen 2 tendsto one from above, the zeroth order strategy, om [ 1),
diverges. H ence the average trading costs becom e large. It is convenient to introduce the notation

= F);(S; B 1);S; 4
PGP i1, o FhE) BEDE) 45)

: 1
gan L1y, (55 46
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such that equation 0) can be w ritten for the variabke as
s
o) = J:ISk+ 271 gam. 47)

The rst order correction to the strategy can by ©@8) and @d) be w ritten
() = Malo()] P 48)

W hen 2 isclose to one the trading costs are dom inated by the com ponent proportional to gan
The only way In which the dom hating contribution in this case could com e from Bk ould be if

921 ere actually a buy-and-hold strategy. Tt is fairly straight-orward to see that this is not so.
It su ces to ook at the case when  is equal to zero, them atrix K diagonal, and use (8_'_] .



When 2 islmer, 991 and K wontrbute each to the trading costs. W e thus have

Milo()]= M2l PP+ 1, [ 7 49)
W e can also address in a sin flar m anner the rst order correction to the risk that enters in @3).

W hen 2 isclose to onewe should have

s S
2
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——Ri[ ()] R, [ 931 (50)
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which depends in a sinilar way as the rst term -n @9) on . After a possble rede nition of
M ; [ 99T to incorporate the increm ental risk R, we can therefore w rite the bid/ask prices as
0 0s 5 11

2 . .
;1= evea o Dy oy -t M. [ PR A @1

ijd/ask[
W ecan now ndtheoptinal asa function of by m inin izing thebid-ask soread. Them inin um
isattained at ( )?= 1+ M[ 9] and kadsto
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The two com ponents In the bid-ask soread are the expected trading costs using the risk-m nin izing
strateqy, M [ ], and a tem proportional to P , the square root of the m Inin al residual risk.
This is also the orm used n §]. The new piece in (5:2) is that the proportionality factor ofp T is
not a free param eter, but in principle com putabl. Note that 921 Goes not involve the pay-out
function of the option. Hence M, [ gajn] takes the sam e value for di erent options. The optin al

stategies are approxin ately

wrter/buyer sk, __ gah (53)

M, [ 9

In a m ean-variance world w ith transaction costs and hom ogeneous expectations there is a m in—
Inum gap between the an allest ask and the largest bid price. W e should therefore, in that world,
not expect to see any trading in options at all. In the real world all agents do not of course hold
Identical expectations. In addition, there is no reason to expect that all agents are necessarily well
described by their preferred tradeo s of risk vs. retum, m easured by a varance and an expected
value. In som ewhat extram e param eter ranges m ean-variance option pricing lad to paradoxical
results 16,10, 2], also discussed In the nance literature quite som e tin e ago g1.

Tt is therefore not a problm per se that we nd a gap between bid and ask prices. The price
A from (62) and @3) is an estin ate of a m arket price, and i is In the end an em pirical question
to decide how usefiil that estin ate is. Ifthe gap as predicted by (62) is su ciently sm all com pared
to inhom ogeneous expectations and all other extemalities that tend to m ove and push apart bids
and asks, then there isno conceptualdi erence between testing A or the B ladk-Scholes price against
observed m arket data. For tests of the risk-m inin izing prescriptions against m arket data, chie y for
the spacialcase = 0, see [, 41.

T he analysis of this paper has been perform ed In perturbation theory n . This assum es that
the trading costs are relatively sn all. Ik is however perfectly natural to consider the case where
them inin alrisk  is very am all, but trading w ith the strategy Bk pads to very large costs. For
Instance, suppose that risk ism inin ized by rehedging very often, and one pays som e am ount for
every trade, an exam ple considered in §]. Tt then seem s clear that the best strategy is probably not
very close to the optin al strategy w ithout transaction costs, and the perturbation cannot really be



considered an all. W e m ay however get inform ation also on this case by in agining that the space of
possbl strategiesm ay be varied (for instance, by trading m ore or kss often). Them inin al risk and
the trading costs w ill then both change w ith the class considered. In m inin izing the bid-ask spread
there isa tradeo between m inin izingm inim alrisk (py tradingm ore often) and m Inim izing trading
costs by trading less often) . O ne expects that the best tradeo is obtained when m inin al risk and
trading costs are of the sam e order.

To conclude, the m ean-variance approach to option pricing lads to the sam e price as the risk—
m inin izing prescription of B]and [4]. T he optim al strategy is, in the absence of transaction costs,
equalto the rsk-m inin izing strategy plus another strategy m ore related to direct investm ent in stock.
T ransaction costs Jead to a gap between bid and ask prices. By m Inin izing this gap one arrives at a
soeci ¢ kevel of risk-taking appropriate to a given level of transaction costs. A Ilthese calculations can
be done perturbatively around the case ofno trading friction, and therefore assum e that transaction
costs using the optin al (zero—cost) strategy are small. The case when the transaction costs using
the optim al (zero-cost) strategy are actually large can be done in a som ew hat m ore heuristicm anner
by varying the class of strategies considered. This Jads to the estin ate that the am allest bid/ask
Soreads are obtained when trading costs and residual risk are about equal.

T he results of the m ean-variance approach therefore nally agree In suprising detail w ith those
of the risk-m inin izing prescription.

5 ACKNOW LEDGEMENTS

W e thank Jean-Philippe Bouchaud, O la Hamm arlid, Sergey Sin dyankin and G razyna W olczynska
fordiscussions. E A . thanks the organizers ofthe conference \D isorderand Chaos" (R om e Septem ber
22-24, 1997) for an nvitation. This work was supported by the Swedish N atural Science R essarch
Councilthrough grant S-FO 1778302 (£ A .), and by thePolish State Com m ittee forRessarch K Z-.).

R eferences

L] AurcllE. & Zyczkowski K . \Option pricing & Partial Hedging: Theory of Polish O ptions"
(1995), Joumal of F inancial Abstracts: SeriesD W orking P aper Series) 3, January 26 (1996)
Bbstract], also availabl as ewp— n/9601001 at http =econw pa w ustledu/w paw elcom ehtm 1

R] AurellE . & Sindyankin S., Intemational J. of T heoretical and Applied Finance 1 (1998), 1.
Bl Black F.& ScholksM ., J.PoliticalEconomy 3 (1973) 637.

4] Bouchaud JP.& PottersM ., Theorie des risques nanciers A kea-Saclay (1997).

B] Bouchaud JP.& SometteD ., J.Phys.I France) 4 (1994) 863-881.

] Cox J.,Ross S.& Rubnnstein M ., The Joumal of F lnance Econom ics 7 (1979) 229-63.

[7] Cox J.& Rubinstein M ., Options M arkets, P renticeH all (1985).

B] Du eD ., Dynam imlA sset P ricing T heory, P rinceton U niversity P ress (1992).

O] DybvigP.& IhgersollJ. J.ofBushess 55 (1982) 233-251.

[10] Hamm arlid O ., \On m Inin izing risk In the Schweizer and Bouchaud-Somette option pricing
m odels" (1998), Intemational J. of T heoretical and A pplied F inance [subm ited].

1] HullJLC ., Futures, O ptions and O ther D erivative Securities, P rentice Hall (1997).



[12] Liner J. J.of Finance 20 (1965) 587; Review ofE conom ics and Statistics 47 (1965) 13.

[13] M arkow itz H ., Portfolio selection: E cient D iversi cation of Investm ent, John W iky & Sons,
New York 1959.

[14] Schweizer M ., The M athem atics of O perations Research 20 (1995) 1-32.
[15] SharpeW ., J.ofFihance 19 (1964) 425; J.of Finance 20 (1965) 416.

[16] W olczynska G ., \O ption pricing n a m odel w ith discrete tine" O jplom a thesis) [in Polish],
Uniwersytet Jagillonski, Instytut M atem atyki, K rakow Poland (1996); [in English] (1997) In—
temational J. of T heoretical and A pplied F inance [subm itted].



