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AEERET IVICDONT

BEEHLKRE - BBFEMERN  ER  ZX (Yoshio Miyahara)
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1 [FLC®IZ

AFRDEHKIE. [Geometric Lévy Process & MEMM)] Pricing Model i DW TR T 5
ERUEET IMAREERTTHILTH 5o

FEICIHE, BB 74 - RBRCET A, FiCFERTHROMEERO
OO THAK | RERET)VERET AL EEBRLUEMARZLTE 2, ZDBET
[Geometric Lévy Process & MEMM)] Pricing Model 2 EE2#4&#H| Z R =T algBErTV L
ZZBIE o FI Ty COEFNEZORALOMEOTKRIIOVWTHRE L. SBROH
WP L CRIENAEDO—BHCR B 2R LTV 5,

2 Black-Scholes EFIN (2L B ETFILOHEN

Black-Scholes EF NV LIIMD LI R DTH B, BEBEDMKE Bl B, =€e*THZ
B, REBEEDMKER S, IROBRMASFRAOEL LTEHELLNT VWS,
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C T W, id Wiener ;&2 (Brown i&#) ToH b, p BLF o ZEHTo >0 Z2FHELTH
%50 ¥l F=0(Ws,s<t) LRET S, COHFBRADEIZ

St = Soexp|(p - %oz)t + oWy | ()

&2, %M BrownE&CHs, COLE, RETLVFUTI-NVHIEQ (Tibb, S,
DB (F, Q) SNVFUT—)) B—RBHICEE D, 7 ar X OBRMEE Eq[X] Ickb
5z25603%,

-0y I—)VE Ty 3y OBRERIIRD L 512D ERITHEMERY K TH S
2Dy WAV A TS 3L E O LB L |

Ck =maz{S(T) — K, 0} (3)

THb. LEHF->T. Ck @ﬁﬁ}ﬁ’é@@ﬁﬁﬁ*&Eq[e"TCK] =4

Eqle"Cil = [ (&ap[(r—ga)Tm]-K)V;,:Texp[-;;]dx @)

KEDEE B, TIT 20 1& Soexpl(r — 302)T +oz] — K =0 RBETH 5,
COBAIBEERIFOSHEE O(z) ZFE->TROLSITRE D,

Eqgle ™ Cxk| = So®(d1) — e "TK®(dy). (5)
ZZT . ) 62
log2 + (r+ %)T log 53 + (r — 5)T
dy =K I)" gy= K 2/ =gy — VT 6
: VT B v ©)

THD. ZDARIL Black-Sholes DAR &IN5,

BT 74 F 2 2B LTSI ¥ D5 C Black-Scholes 7 XL EREIZRELTE
Fo LD LKL, IEDERICHENZDEFNVETTCEIF+ITH B BN OPE
WEXhTW3. ZOERBOI, WO IKTH 3.

1) Black-Scholes EFNVIIZMHBOEF N TCH BH, RECIFEEMIHEI—RNTH
BLEZLNTBY, FREHIBLEETFVERDSN TV S,
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2) Black-Scholes €7 WICED B AITIL. Hfli (REREEOMIIK) O log return D44
DPERIFTH 5. BRICIZFENTEDPEVEOEEIRZITIShZ0N—BHLELS
hTns,

3) historical volatility & implied volatility ¥ DREIO MDD 2, TRD B, HifiOF—
56 EE 51R¥EMZ (historical volatility) ¥, A7 aLOHBfiE>SARXBUE L
TR Z 2RO RHKMOITERZ (implied volatility) & ORIICTEMEDSHE LT W3,

LD XS iEICH 2 IE. Black-Scholes EFNVIIAT U RERTHCRBLEDBDT
ERNWCEIERD, 2T\ BRINTVWAIhSDORERZRRLS 3TF NV EHET
B5IeBBROONZ, TROBRDLSBUEER SEEFVHLETCH 5,

1) ESEHERETNCH DI L,

2) log return OAMBIENFMEPBVEE D DL S RELBRO I SXTH BT L,
3) ZOEFNVIESLI—nyNBaO—)F 7Y a L OBRMEKRICEL T, 20BHRI
58 ph 5 implied volatility (3723 5. Black-Sholes DARXPLHE L THESN B
volatility) 25\ V0¥ % volatility smile property Z2FHBITCE 275X CHB L,

ChbOMBERSOEFVORBEEEL TALS,
FEZRRTBICBNTEREYNVF T —VRAET—BRICIIEE SRV, LT,
EZRERICBITZ T 7Y a2 VOMBRERBETNVOBEITISOED (A). (B) 21732
CEhZEE SN B,
(A) REEOMKREREZ5X52L GERETHBEERTZIHD).
(B) 7> a fiikzediNV—NVE2515Z L,
CDZLEERLDD, EERHBETNVOBRBICOVWTERINLTHS,
1) EEWHBETNTH 2 DO +ARMEO—DIF. HEHBRBY ¥ TE2EATNS
ZE&THB, ZIHh5, Black-Scholes EF)VIZ BT 5 Brownian motion DIF % Lévy 182
TEERBLEETFNVERBATEILEEZIONS, THhiTEM Lévy BETH 5,
2) 50 Lévy BED Y 5 RZIE L. TOMRGEFED log return O HDIENFMEL B
BEF-O-TVBEHDEELEZATV S,
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IO Lh, LD (A) OffifER L UTHM Lévy BRIV L DORETH 3. bh
DUEIhZERATAHILICT 5,

DWT (B) OFEEEL 2. HOEXHIHBH. FHESNVF VI —NVRIEIC L3
LEHRT A LIlT S, COBE. REYLVF VS —VHIEBRZOM D TRRVOTED
RNVF T VHERRATREPFHELR S,

&R & LT, MMM(minimal martingale measure, [9], [24]), ESS(Esscher martingale
transform, [4], [11], [13]), MEMM(minimal entropy martingale measure, [17], [18], [19],
[10]), utility martingale measure ([12]) REBH 2, LNPNRZ M TCHHPE—BICEZ
BRWH, FEIIMEMM B OBNEMERZRF>TWALEZTHE D, % Lévy@f2 L
MEMM %+t v MZ U7z [Geometric Lévy Process & MEMM] Pricing Model % JESE (K 1 15
DF 7Y a UERERO=HORBNTT NV E LTIRELTWS (195 [20))

3 [Geometric Lévy Process & MEMM] Pricing Model
& ZDED

[Geometric Lévy Process & MEMM] Pricing Model &1, FESERATIBE TV & UCHIM
THHELE (A) (B) K450 LT
(A) REEOMKERE LTHML U1 B8RE2RAT %,
(B) i~ NVF U —)VEIE Y LT MEMM 288 L. 27 3y Offiikii MEMM IZD
WCOHRMEL LTREE S LT %,
ERALEEFNVTH S, (ZOEFIVZ[19 CHEAINTNS, T 20| ICEHDFH 5.)
BRETNVIEN =TSNV TCHI20EPEHKTI2REIRO-DCHA 5, —DIEFH
RO Lobh L LEREARZE>TWAZ Y, 2LTZ2HICEBREDOF—F LHESL
Wbz,
DADhOEFTNVICHILTRA L &, X UHOMEICOWT—BEERKEIZ MEMM
DEELZOROBREORETH 5, ZhiZOoVTI. [19)], [10] e & T, BEARR)IZIIAER
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LTWV3EEX%. SRMTEANDIBAE WS IBPLI, 7 avicnTasAvy Ly
R—bF7x ) FOHE BROZF 7Y 3> OO EEDOR LR ORENH S, “h
SICDOWT DR RIIBREETHTH 5,

ZOHOEEIE. Wb® 3 calibration DRIETH B LW\ E B, ZhiCDOWTIIBERST
BEIhOOHLEDERETHHORBTHELEZL LS. COMBEICOVWTIIRE TR~ 3,

4 ] Lévy BRR(CE D<A 72 3 & E T I D Calibra-
tion Problems

calibration & &, ERETNVHBZOETNVICEIDFHBALLS L LTWAREZHEICE
BRUELDTHADPEPZEMULELSL T2 TH2. TRhOBERBESNVILEES
HRELZHIINB LTV EREOTF S L BB LT, FOHEAMEHETZILTH
b0 TOBETOLNDNIRATERIREDT—4 L. KBOERIIT -7V a
> OHBEEDRERINT—F Tdh %o

OLDhWbhIREEOMEERZRML T BRI 2HRICLTE D, ZOHIR
D T Tl calibration DRIEIIRD Z L 2METT AREICRR 5,
(A’) REEOMHBABROSML J 48R LTRICEZRATAR?
(B?) WhrRZEHEINVF VT —NVHIEEZERATEH?

+o (A’) ICEUL TR BROKMEORRIIT—F 5 DHMPLEL RS, T—F B
5 log return OHDHEZHER L, WANWARRL Y 1 BROBAOHH L LLBRET 5 Z
EHRETHZ, BRLIhZ DI, B PSEEIhTWEDDL LT, REBEY
B3 (8], [15])e ZHITHENTIX. 7SO VEBICS Y THRMboR=b00H 3 ([16]).
ZD#IZid. Variance Gamma 382 ([14]). CGMY ii#2 ([5]). generalized hyperbolic &
# ([7D. normal inverse Gaussian 8 ([2]) REDPBEMBIT LN TS,

LY 1 BROFCRATEIAFDOI S ADPRESLL LT, RICHECRBI L, 2D
D5 ADRTINT A—F—2ROT. REEDMGBRER/FETSI L. TROBL T8
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BONIRA—Y—DWETH Do THIXDVTIIEL P OOHELSS D BEELENTVS,
Wiz, (B’) & UTHTRBEERL S, MATREFBYNT LT — VB QR -
LTERDESRHDPBREI LTV 3,

(1) MMM 287 %, ([9], [24])

(2) PHZBELTHINBCNF LTy VRIEZRAT S,

(3) Esscher ERICL Y BANBNVF U/ —VRIERZAT 3. ([11), [4], [13])

(4) MEMM 28H¥ %, ([17], [19], [10])

(5) BFIBKDSBINBRVF Uy —VRAEERAT . ([12])

EDINF T —NVAEIC S ZNERAT S Z LOEBT T PRESH 205 EET~
ECLid. ERDHEATETH L SREMAL T BREOY S AMREINB L, Th
bbb, ZORNVF U T —VHBEOEEPRRINE IS APBEIATVBI L TH %,
R (2) DyDR>. ThPEZZBEARIH Y EROBANS 2BAT LI HEV TR
MEORAD WS BHEEITRON 3, (4) O MEMM A—BEWEHEOD 27 S 228 L
THATETH %,

BRATAREEEYNVF VT —VRIEZRETHIE. (A°) CBWTEBAZRDELY 4
BELEAETDEDILICLD T 7Y a VlROBREFVDG—DEE LI IR B,
HRETNVIHR:ELTRIREZLDE—. ZOEFNVDBEFNE LTROZ L2
I TVWBHE (J=& 2 volatility smile property 2 &) 2H>TWA L ERITTS 2
ETHB. ThiI¥Ial—yalitkhREINBAREZFEETCHD, calibration DE—D
BRETHH NI LD,

TR TRIREZ LI, ZOEREFNVISHEINZ T 7Y 30 OBRHER L T
BCBITBZTY aORBOMELDOHBIZL Y. ZOBREFNVORYUMEHNT S
MRETH S, Th calibration DHLHIREETCH B,

COFEIHNTB77O—F&, R iiE (1), [6] EOtLEADH BH, T RERLRES
BOWTVBLEEIARVEETH Y SBORRI PRI IMRBRERLEL 5. [21)
Y ZD—DDHATH 5,
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