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A bstract

I explicitly work out closed form solutions for the optim alhedging

strategies(in the sense ofBouchaud and Sornette)in the case ofEu-

ropean calloptions,wheretheunderlyingism odeled by (unbiased)iid

additive returnswith Student-tdistributions. The resultsm ay serve

asillustrative exam plesforoption pricing in thepresence offattails.
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1 Introduction

Black and Scholesoption pricing theory relieson theexistenceofa dynam ic

trading strategy in the underlying asset that exactly replicates the option

holder’sclaim [1-4].Thereisno risk forthewriter,and thefairoption price

can beinterpreted asthecostoftheperfecthedging strategy.

Realworld m arketsare,however,notcom plete,i.e.,thereareno riskless

hedging strategiesthatwould provideuniqueoption prices.Theincom plete-

ness stem s from a num ber ofreasons. E.g.,stock m arket returns are not

log-norm ally distributed (as assum ed in the Black Scholes analysis). It is

widely agreed that m arginalreturn distributions have fat tails,i.e.,large

events occur with signi�cantly higher frequency than to be expected from

thelog-norm alassum ption.

An interesting approach to option theory for incom plete m arkets has

been worked outby M �uller[5],F�ollm erand Sonderm ann [6],Sch�al[7]and

Schweizer[8],and also by Bouchaud and coworkers[9,10],see also [11-15].

Atthe heartofthese approachesliesa m inim ization ofthe risk inherentin

writing the option. Di�erentrisk m easures have been suggested,including

theglobaland localvarianceofthecostprocess[5-7]and thevarianceofthe

globaloperatorwealth [9].

In this article,I willexplicitly work out closed form solutions for the

optim alhedging strategies (in the sense ofBouchaud and Sornette) in the

caseofEuropean calloptions,wheretheunderlyingism odeled by (unbiased)

iid additive returnswith Student-tdistributions. The results m ay serve as

illustrative exam plesforoption pricing in thepresence offattails.Further-

m ore,sinceStudentdistributionshavebeen considered asacceptablem odels

ofm arketreturns[16-20],theresultspresented herecould also beusefulfor

practicalpurposes.

Thisarticle isorganized asfollows: In section 2,Isetup the m odeland

notation.A num berofusefulform ulaeisderived thatareofsigni�canthelp

in theexplicitcalculationsoflatersections.In section 3 wereproducea few

(wellknown) results forGaussian returns. In section 4 Iderive the closed

form solutions1 fortheStudent-tcase.Illustrativeexam pleresultsaregiven

in section 5.Conclusionsfollow.Som e technicalpartsaredeferred to three

appendices.

1Closed form herem eansthattheresultispresented asa�nitesum ofterm sbuiltfrom

standard functions.
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2 M odelSetup and B asic Form ulae

Consider a European calloption, with m aturity at T = N �, and strike

price xs. Trading and hedging is only possible at discrete tim es t = k�,

k = 0;:::;N . The underlying price process is given by xk � x(k�). At

expiry theoption holder’sclaim isgiven by

f(xN )= m ax(xN � xs;0):

Forthesakeofsim plicity weassum ethatthe(risk free)interestrateiszero.

After writing an option,the bank willperform the following (hedging)

actions.k = 0;:::;N � 1:Tradetheunderlyingsuch thatthebank’sportfolio

contains�k piecesofstock.k = N :Selltheportfolio and satisfy theoption

holder’sclaim .

Following Bouchaud and Sornette[9],wewritedown theglobalcostbal-

anceforthebank (peroption issued):2

C = m ax(xN � xs;0)�

N �1X

k= 0

�k(xk)(xk+ 1 � xk): (1)

Ifit were predictable (determ inistic),C would be the correct price ofthe

option (ignoring transaction action costsetc.).However,asa function ofthe

underlying,C isa stochastic variable.The 
uctuationsofC willin general

depend on the choice ofthe hedging strategy �. In the Bouchaud Sornette

approach,on chooses � in order to m ake C as determ ininistic as possible,

e.g.,by dem anding thatthevarianceofC ism inim al.The optim alhedging

strategy �� isthen determ ined by

R
2(��)= hC

2
i� hCi

2 = m inim al; (2)

where h:i denotes averaging over the price process. For su�ciently sm all

residualrisk,e.g.,forR=hCi<< 1,itisreasonableforthebank to de�nethe

option priceas

price= hCi+ prem ium fortheresidualrisk:

Theextra prem ium fortheresidualrisk willofcoursedepend on thebank’s

risk preferences.

2W e havenotincluded the option prem ium in the balance.
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Letusnow assum ethefollowing (sim pli�ed)m odelforthereturnsofthe

underlying asset:

xk+ 1 � xk = rk+ 1; k = 0;:::;N � 1;

wherether’sareiid with probability density function (pdf)p(r).W erequire

thatp should havea �nitevariance,de�ned by3

�
2 =

Z

drp(r)r2:

However,we are notassum ing thatp isGaussian orlog-norm al. The stock

pricexk can bewritten as

xk = x0 +

kX

i= 1

rk � x0 + R k :

Theprobability m easureisde�ned by

hFi=

Z

dr1p(r1):::

Z

drN p(rN )F(r1;:::;rN ):

W e willassum e thatp(r)iseven,i.e.,p(r)= p(�r). Then the expectation

valueofC isuna�ected by thehedgingstrategy �:hCi= hfi.In thepresent

contextitisgiven by

hCi=

Z 1

�1

dtPN (t)m ax(x0 + t� xs;0)=

Z 1

��

dtPN (t)(� + t)

W ehavede�ned

� = x0 � xs:

Atk = 0 theoption isin-the-m oney,at-the-m oney,orout-of-the-m oney,for

� > 0,� = 0,or� < 0,respectively.

PlisthepdfofR l,i.e.,thel-fold convolution ofp.Itcan beconveniently

accessed via Fouriertransform ation m ethods.Introducing thecharacteristic

function ~p(q)through

~p(q)=

Z

dre
iqr
p(r);

wehave
~Pl(q)= ~p(q)l:

3Integralswithoutexplicitlim itsshould alwaysbe extended overthe wholerealaxis.
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Itisnotdi�cultto show thatthehedging strategy m inim izing thevari-

anceofC can beexpressed as

�
�
k(xk)=

1

�2

Z

drp(r)r

Z

dtPN �k�1 (t)f(xk + r+ t):

Itisdem onstrated in Appendix A that

 
�
k = �

1

(N � k)�2

Z
dq

2�

sin(q�)

q

1

q

d

dq
~p(q)N �k

; (3)

where��k =
1

2
+  �

k,and � � xk � xs.

Theresidualrisk can beexpressed as

R
2(��)= hf

2
i� hfi

2
� �

2

N �1X

k= 0

Z

dxPk(x� x0)�
�
k(x)

2
: (4)

Here,hf2i� hfi2 istheunhedged risk.hfiand hf2ican becom puted with

thehelp ofthefollowing relations,derived in Appendix B:

hf i = �
�
1

2
+ L1(�)

�

+ L2(�);

hf2i = �2
�
1

2
+ L1(�)

�

+ � L2(�)+
�
1

2
N �2 + L3(�)

�

;

(5)

where
L1(�) =

R
dq

2�

sin(�q)

q
~p(q)N ;

L2(�) = �
R

dq

2�
cos(�q)1

q

d

dq
~p(q)N ;

L3(�) = �
R

dq

2�

sin(�q)

q

1

q

d

dq
~p(q)N :

(6)

Thesecond term in eq.(4)can berewritten as

�
2

N �1X

k= 0

Z

d� Pk(� � �)

�
1

2
+  

�
k(�)

�2

:

In the exam ples to be discussed below we shallevaluate this term by per-

form ing the�-integration num erically,starting from closed form expressions

forPk and  
�
k.
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3 T he G aussian C ase

As a �rst application ofthe form ulae derived in the previous section,and

for later com parison with the Student-t case, let us consider the case of

Gaussian returns,i.e.,p(r)= 1=
p
2��2e�r

2=(2�2).Thecharacteristicfunction

is~p(q)= e�
1

2
�2q2.Theintegralsfor �

k and Liareelem entary.W ith �2l = l�2

we�nd

 
�
k;G =

1

2
erf

�

�=

q

2�2N �k

�

: (7)

For��k;G = 1

2
+  �

k;G one thusobtains��k;G = N̂ (�=�N �k ),where N̂ denotes

the cum ulative distribution function ofthe norm aldistribution. Forthe Li

weget

L1;G = 1

2
erf

�

�=

q

2�2N

�

;

L2;G = �2N
e
� �

2
=(2�

2

N
)

p
2��2

N

;

L3;G = 1

2
�2N erf

�

�=

q

2�2N

�

:

Fora com pletediscussion oftheGaussian casesee[9,10].

4 O ptions w ith Student-t U nderlying

W eshallnow considerthecasethatthereturn distribution isoftheStudent-t

type,

p
(�)(r)=

�
�
1

2
(1+ �)

�

p
� �

�
1

2
�
�

a�

(a2 + r2)(1+ �)=2
:

a > 0isascaleparam eterthatweshalllateruseto�xthestandard deviation.

The latterexistsfor� > 2. For� an odd integer,one can derive relatively

sim ple expressionsforthecharacteristic functions ~p(�),thusm aking feasible

closed form solutionsforthehedgefunctions��k.Letusthereforeconcentrate

on the case � = 2m + 1,with m = 1;2;:::. By an elem entary integration

onecan show that

�
2 =

a2

2m � 1
: (8)
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A straightforward butsom ewhatlengthy calculation (em ployingthetheorem

ofresidues)yields

~p(2m + 1)(q)= e
�ajqj

T
[m ](ajqj);

where

T
[m ](q)=

mX

k= 0

 

m

k

! ,  

2m

k

!
(2q)k

k!

isa polynom ialofdegreem .Herearea few exam ples:

T[0](q) = 1;

T[1](q) = 1+ q;

T[2](q) = 1+ q+ 1

3
q2:

In Appendix C eq.(3)isused to derive a closed form expression for 
[m ]�

k .

Theresultis

 
[m ]�

k =
1

�
arctan

�0

N � k
+

m (N �k)�1
X

l= 1

A
[m ;N �k]

l (l� 1)!

�

sin
�

larctan
�

�0

N �k

��

(�02 + (N � k)2)
l=2

:

Herewehavede�ned

�
0=

�

a
=
xk � xs

a
:

Thecoe�cientsA
[m ;N �k]

j arede�ned by

T
[m ](q)N �k�1

T
[m �1](q)�

m (N �k)�1
X

j= 0

A
[m ;N �k]

j q
j
:

Calculationsvery sim ilarto those presented in Appendix C help usto �nd

explicitexpressionsfortheLi,de�ned in eq.(6).

ForL1 weget

L
[m ]

1 =

Z 1

0

dq

�

sin(�0q)

q
e
�N q

T
[m ](q)N ;

with �0= �=a.Expanding

T
[m ](q)N =

m NX

l= 0

B
[m ;N ]

l q
l
;
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we�nd

L
[m ]

1 =
1

�
arctan

�0

N
+

m NX

l= 1

B
[m ;N ]

l (l� 1)!

�

sin
�

larctan
�
�0

N

��

(�02 + N 2)
l=2

:

Sim ilarly,forL2 oneobtains

L2 =
N �2

a

Z 1

0

dq

�
cos(�0q)e�N q

T
[m ](q)N �1

T
[m �1](q):

Using that

Z 1

0

dxx
��1

e
�� x cos(
x)=

�(�)

(�2 + 
2)�=2
cos

 

� arctan



�

!

;

onearrivesat

L
[m ]

2 =
N �2

a

m N �1X

l= 0

A
[m ;N ]

l l!

�

cos
�

(l+ 1)arctan
�
�0

N

��

(�02 + N 2)
(l+ 1)=2

:

Thecalculation ofL3 goesalong thesam elines.W e�nd

L
[m ]

3 = N �
2

0

@
1

�
arctan

�0

N
+

m N �1X

l= 1

A
[m ;N ]

l (l� 1)!

�

sin
�

larctan
�
�0

N

��

(�02 + N 2)
l=2

1

A :

Forthe calculation ofthe residualrisk we shallalso need an expression for

Pk,thek-fold convolution ofp.Theresultis

aPk(at)=

m kX

l= 0

B
[m ;k]

l l!

�

cos
�

(l+ 1)arctan
�
t

k

��

(t2 + k2)
(l+ 1)=2

:

5 Exam ple R esults

In thissection wewillpresentsom eexam pleresultsfortheStudent-tdistri-

bution,in com parison with the Gaussian case. Letusstartwith a look at

the hedge functionsfordi�erentvaluesofm . W e choose N = 7 and k = 0.

Ifyou think ofdaysasthe hedging and trading intervals,thiscorresponds

to one week before expiry. Figure 1 showsthe resultsform = 1,2,and 3,

togetherwith the Gaussian results.  �
0 isplotted asfunction of�=�,where

� denotesthestandard deviation (perday).
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Figure 1: The N = 7,k = 0 hedging function  
�
0 for Student-t

underlying with m = 1,2,and 3 (bottom to top). The upperm ost

curveisthehedge function forthe G aussian case.

W ith increasing m ,the curves converge quickly towardsthe  -function

ofthe Gaussian returns. Closer to expiry the di�erence to the Gaussian

behaviourism ore signi�cant,asdem onstrated in Figure 2,which shows �
0

forthe sam e setofm -values,howeverwith N � k = 1,i.e.,one day before

m aturity.

LetusnextconsiderthebehaviourofhCi.Figure3 showsthisquantity

forN = 7,form = 3,and forthe Gaussian,asa function of�=�. Around

� = 0,the Studentresultisa little bitbelow the Gaussian,fartheroutitis

a very littlebitaboveit(\volatility sm ile").

Figure4showsagain resultsforN = 7,hCiasafunction of�=�,together

with therisk hC 2i� hCi2,plotted with thehelp oferrorbars.Theupperplot

givesthesequantitiesfortheunhedged case,i.e.,for� = 0.Forthelowerplot

theoptim alhedging wasperform ed.In both cases,thedatawith thesm aller

risk belong to the Gaussian,the other ones to the Student-t with m = 1.

Note thatthere rem ainsquite som e risk even afterthe optim alhedging. It

isonly forthe Gaussian thatthisresidualrisk can be rem oved in the lim it

ofcontinoushedging.
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Figure 2: The N = 1,k = 0 hedging function  
�
0 for Student-t

underlying with m = 1,2,and 3 (bottom to top). The upperm ost

curveisthehedge function forthe G aussian case.
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Figure3: hC iforN = 7,Student-t,with m = 3,in com parison with

theG aussian.TheStudent-tresultisbelow theG aussian forsm all�.
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Figure4: ForN = 7:hC i,togetherwith hC 2i� hC i2,plotted with

the help oferror bars. Top: unhedged,bottom : optim ally hedged.

Bars:G aussian,crosses:Student-twith m = 1.
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Figure 5: Upper curve: residualrisk for N = 7,Student-t with

m = 1,hedged with G aussian hedge function.The lowercurve isthe

residualrisk in thecase ofoptim alhedging.

Itisinterestingtovisualizethe\hedgingerror"occuringwhen onehedges

theStudent-tunderlying with theGaussian hedgefunctionsgiven by eq.(7).

The uppercurve in Figure 5 denotesthe residualrisk forN = 7,Student-t

returnswith m = 1,hedged with theGaussian hedgefunction (corresponding

to thesam e standard deviation).The lowercurve istheresidualrisk in the

caseofoptim alhedging.Thedi�erenceisnotdram atic,butappreciable.

Fornon-Gaussian distributions,thevarianceis,ofcourse,notalwaysan

appropriate m easure ofrisk. It is therefore instructive to look at the full

pdfofthequantity C.Given thehedgefunctions,itcan beeasily com puted

by M onte Carlo. In Figure 6 we see histogram s(from 1 m illion sam plesof

the whole hedging process)ofC (N = 7)forthe Gaussian and the m = 1

Student-t returns,both optim ally hedged. In the lower part ofthe �gure

(with log scale),weshow additionally thefunction 1=(C=�)4,dem onstrating

thatthepowertailoftheStudent-tdistribution isstillaround.Forcom pari-

son:Theam plitudein frontofthe1=x4 term in the7-fold convolution ofthe

m = 1 Student-t(with standard deviation one)is0.24062. Ifone assum es

thattheoption writerwould selltheoption forhCi= 0:96,hisvalueatrisk
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Student-twith m = 1,the rem aining stem sfrom G aussian returns.
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(VaR(5 % ))would be0.98,i.e.,m orethan 100 percentoftheoption price!

6 C onclusions

In thispaper,closed form solutionswerederived fortheoptim alhedgefunc-

tionsin thecaseofunbiased Student-treturns.Ihopethattheresultsprove

usefulasillustrative exam plesforoption pricing in thepresence offattails,

and asstarting pointsforfurtherinvestigations.
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A ppendix A :R epresentations of��k

W estartfrom

�
�
k(x)=

1

�2

Z

drp(r)r

Z

dtPN �k�1 (t)f(x+ r+ t);

with f(x)= m ax(x� xs;0).Theclaim function can berepresented asfollows:

f(x)= �

Z
dq

2�

eiq(x�x s)

(q� i�)2
:

To seethisoneevaluatestheintegralusing thetheory ofresidues.

Z

dq
eiq�

(q� i�)2
= 2�i�(�)

d

dq
e
iq�

�
�
�
�
�
q= i�

= �2� �(�)� = �2� m ax(�;0):

Here,�(�)denotesthe Heaviside step function. W ith xk � xs = � we thus

have

�
�
k = �

1

�2

Z

drp(r)r

Z

dtPN �k�1 (t)

Z
dq

2�

eiq(�+ r+ t)

(q� i�)2
:

Exchanging theorderofintegration,weobtain

�
�
k = �

1

�2

Z
dq

2�

eiq�

(q� i�)2

Z

drp(r)reiqr
Z

dtPN �k�1 (t)e
iqt
:

The r-integralcan bewritten as 1

i

d

dq
~p(q),whereasthet-integralisthe sam e

as ~p(q)N �k�1 .Putting thingstogetherweobtain

�
�
k = �

1

(N � k)�2

Z
dq

2�i

eiq�

(q� i�)2

d

dq
~p(q)N �k

:

To proceed further,wewriteeiq� = cos(q�)+ isin(q�).Then

�
�
k = �

1

(N � k)�2

Z
dq

2�i

cosq�

(q� i�)2

d

dq
~p(q)N �k +  

�
k ; (9)
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with

 
�
k = �

1

(N � k)�2

Z
dq

2�

sin(q�)

q

1

q

d

dq
~p(q)N �k

:

In theexpression for � wehavealready perform ed thelim it� ! 0.The�rst

term ofeq.(9)yields1=2.Toseethisweobservethattheterm isindependent

of�:Di�erentiating with respectto � m akesthe integrand an odd function

ofqand theintegralvanish.W ithoutchanging theintegralwecan therefore

let� = 0.Furtherm ore

� 1

(N �k)� 2

R
dq

2�i

1

(q�i�)2
d

dq
~p(q)N �k

= � 1

(N �k)� 2

R
dxPN �k (x)x

R
dq

2�

1

(q�i�)2

= 1

(N �k)� 2

R1
0
dxPN �k (x)x

2

= 1

2
:

Thisprovestherelation ��k =
1

2
+  �

k.

A ppendix B :C om putation ofhfni

Theequation

hf
n
i=

Z

dtPN (t)�(� + t)(� + t)n

can berewritten with thehelp ofthefollowing integralrepresentation ofthe

Heaviside step function:

�(x)=

Z
dq

2�i

eiqx

q� i�
;

where� > 0 isto beconsidered in�nitesim al.W eobtain

hf
n
i=

Z
dq

2�i

1

q� i�

Z

dtPN (t)e
iq(�+ t)(� + t)n :

By elem entary operationsthiscan berewritten as

hf
n
i=

Z
dq

2�i

1

q� i�

 
1

i

d

dq

! n �

e
iq� ~p(q)N

�

:
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W orking outthederivativesforn = 1;2,weobtain therepresentation given

in eqs.(5,6),provided werecognizetheidentities

Z
dq

2�i

cos(q�)

q� i�
~p(q)N =

1

2
; (10)

�

Z
dq

2�i

cos(q�)

q� i�

d2

dq2
~p(q)N =

1

2
N �

2
; (11)

and perform an integration by parts in one ofthe integrals. Eqs.(10,11)

can be proved by �rst observing that both expressions do not depend on

�. Letting � = 0 thusleaves the integralsinvariant. Transform ing back to

t-space we recognize integralsofPN (t)and PN (t)t
2,respectively,fortfrom

0 to 1 .

A ppendix C :C om puting  � for Student-t

W estartfrom eq.(3)in theform

 
�
k =

1

�2

Z
1

0

dq

�

sin(q�)

q
~p(q)N �k�1

 

�
1

q

d

dq
~p(q)

!

:

Itiseasy to derive (by partialintegration)thefollowing recursion relation:

1

q

d

dq
~p(�)(q)= �

a2

� � 2
~p(��2)(q):

Em ploying thisrecurrence and eq.(8),weobtain

 
[m ]�

k =

Z 1

0

dq

�

sin(q�)

q
e
�(N �k)aq

T
[m ](aq)N �k�1

T
[m �1](aq):

Perform ing thesubstitution q! q=a and de�ning

�
0=

�

a
=
xk � xs

a
;

oneobtains

 
[m ]�

k =

Z 1

0

dq

�

sin(q�0)

q
e
�(N �k)q

T
[m ](q)N �k�1

T
[m �1](q): (12)
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Theproductofthetwo T-factorsisa polynom ialofdegreem (N � k)� 1:

T
[m ](q)N �k�1

T
[m �1](q)�

m (N �k)�1
X

l= 0

A
[m ;N �k]

l q
l
:

E.g.,form = 1,theA-coe�cientsaregiven by

A
[1;N �k]

l =

 

N � k� 1

l

!

:

Forlargerm theexpressionsbecom em oreinvolved.They can howevereasily

beobtained with thehelp ofa com puteralgebra program .

Eq.(12)becom es

 
[m ]�

k =
1

�

m (N �k)�1
X

l= 0

A
[m ;N �k]

l

Z 1

0

dq
sin(q�0)

q
e
�(N �k)q

q
l

Thisintegralcan besolved in closed form (Gradstein/Ryshik,3.944):

I(�;�;
)=

Z 1

0

dxx
��1

e
�� x sin(
x)=

�(�)

(�2 + 
2)�=2
sin

 

� arctan



�

!

:

(13)

W ehaveto identify � = l,� = N � k,and 
 = �0.Observing that

lim
�! 0

I(�;�;
)= arctan



�
;

we�nally arriveat

 
[m ]�

k =
1

�
arctan

�0

N � k
+

m (N �k)�1
X

l= 1

A
[m ;N �k]

l (l� 1)!

�

sin
�

larctan
�

�0

N �k

��

(�02 + (N � k)2)
l=2

:

Notethatthiscan alternatively berepresented as

 
[m ]�

k =
1

�
arctan

�0

N � k
+

m (N �k)�1
X

l= 1

A
[m ;N �k]

l (l� 1)!

�

Im (N � k+ i�0)
l

(�02 + (N � k)2)
l
:

Onem ightwish to expand theim aginary part

Im (a+ ib)l=

[(l�1)=2]
X

j= 0

 

l

j

!

(�1)jal�2j�1 b
2j+ 1

;

thusdem onstrating thatthecorrectionsto theleading arctan behaviourde-

cay like �0�l forlarge �0. [j]denotesthe largestintegersm allerorequalto

j.
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