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Introduction

In modern financial markets, path-dependent derivatives have gained significant traction due to their
unique risk-mitigation profiles. Among these exotic contracts, Asian options—whose payoffs depend on
the average price of the underlying asset over a predetermined period rather than strictly the spot price at
maturity—are widely utilized in commodities, energy, and foreign exchange markets. By replacing the
final spot price with a time-averaged value, Asian options protect market participants from extreme asset
price volatility, sudden market manipulation, or low-liquidity shocks near the expiration date [21].

Mathematically, the average can take a geometric or an arithmetic form [13]. While geometric Asian
options yield a closed-form solutions, arithmetic average Asian options present a notorious analyti-
cal challenge. Consequently, quantitative finance has focused heavily on developing accurate, robust,
and computationally efficient analytic approximations and numerical frameworks to evaluate these path-
dependent contracts.

This thesis systematically investigates, implements, and compares several distinct methodologies
spanning analytical transformations, dimension reduction techniques, and non-oscillatory numerical
transport schemes. The primary goal of this thesis is to provide an analysis of three different approaches:
the Vecef dimension reduction, Laplace transform and MPDATA algorithm.

The remainder of this thesis is organized as follows: Chapter 1 explains the mathematics of random
processes and stochastic calculus. Chapter 2 showcases different methods to price Asian options. Chap-
ter 3 discusses the algorithmic implementation details and compares the methods against benchmark
Monte Carlo simulations.



Chapter 1

Mathematical background

1.1 Basic definitions

Definition 1.1 (Filtration, see e.g. Definition 2.1.1 in [1]). Let Q be a nonempty set. Let T be a fixed
positive number, and assume that for each t € [0,T] there is a o-algebra F (t). Assume further that if
s < t, then every set in F (s) is also in F (t). Then we call the collection of o-algebras ¥(¢),0 <t <T, a
filtration.

Remark 1.1. A filtration tells us that when we get to time t, we will know for each set in F (t) whether
the true w lies in that set.

Definition 1.2 (See e.g. Definition 2.1.3 in [1]). Let X be a random variable defined on a nonempty
sample space Q. The o-algebra generated by X, denoted o (X), is the collection of all subsets of Q of
the form {X € B}, where B ranges over the Borel subsets of R.

Definition 1.3 (See e.g. Definition 2.1.5 in [1]). Let X be a random variable defined on a nonempty
sample space Q. Let G be a o-algebra of subsets of Q. If every set in o (X) is also in G, we say that X is
G-measurable.

Remark 1.2. A random variable X is G-measurable if and only if the information in G is sufficient to
determine the value of X. It is obvious from previous definition that

1. If X is G-measurable, then f (X) is G-measurable for any Borel-measurable function f. If the
information in G is sufficient to determine the value of X, it will also determine the value of f (X).

2. If X and Y are G-measurable, then f(X,Y) is G-measurable for any Borel-measurable function
f (x,y) of two variables. In particular, X + Y and XY are G-measurable.

Definition 1.4 (Adapted stochastic process, see e.g. Definition 2.1.6 in [1]). Let Q be a nonempty sample
space equipped with a filtration F (t), 0 < t < T. Let X (t) be a collection of random variables indexed by
t € [0, T]. We say that this collection of random variables is an adapted stochastic process if, for each t,
the random variable X (t) is F (t)-measurable.

Definition 1.5 (Conditional expectation, see e.g. Definition 2.3.1 in [1]). Let (Q, ¥, P) be a probability
space, let G be a sub-o-algebra of ¥, and let X be a random variable that is either nonnegative or
integrable. The conditional expectation of X given G, denoted E [X|G], is any random variable that
satisfies

1. E[X|G] is G-measurable, and



CHAPTER 1. MATHEMATICAL BACKGROUND 10

fE [X|G] (w)dP(w) = fX(w)dP(w)for allAeG (1.1)

A A

Remark 1.3. If G is the o-algebra generated by some other random variable W, we will write E [ X|W]
rather than E [X|o (W)]. The previous definition raises two questions:

1. Does there always exist a random variable E [X|G] satisfying the two properties? Yes, and the
proof is based on Radon-Nikodym Theorem [see e.g. Theorem 1.6.7. in [1]].

2. Is the random variable E [ X|G] unique? Yes (apart from some set with probability zero). Suppose Y
and Z satisfy both conditions in the previous definition. Because Y and Z are both G-measurable,
their difference Y — Z is also measurable, and thus the set A ={Y —Z > 0} isin G. From (1.1) we

get
f Y(@)d(w) = f X(@)d(w) = f Z(w)d(w)
A A A

fA (Y(@) - Z(@)) d(w) = 0

and thus

The integrand is strictly positive on the set A, so the only way this equation can hold is for A to
have probability zero. So Y < Z almost surely. If we reverse the roles of Y and Z, we get Z <Y
almost surely. Hence Y = Z almost surely.

Definition 1.6 (Martingale, see e.g. Definition 2.3.5 in [1]). Let (QQ, F,P) be a probability space, let T
be a fixed positive number, and let F(t), 0 < t < T, be a filtration of sub-o-algebras of . Consider an
adapted stochastic process M(t), 0 <t < T.

LI
E[M@®)|F (s)] = M(s) forall0 < s <t<T,

we say this process is a martingale. It has no tendency to rise or fall.

2. If
EIM®OF(s)] = M(s)forall0 < s <t<T,

we say this process is a submartingale. It has no tendency to fall, but it may have a tendency to
rise.

3 If
E[M@®|F (s)] < M(s)forall0 <s<t<T,

we say this process is a supermartingale. It has no tendency to rise, but it may have a tendency to
fall.

Definition 1.7 (Markov process, see e.g. Definition 2.3.6 in [1]). Let (Q, F,P) be a probability space, let
T be a fixed positive number, and let F(¢), 0 < t < T, be a filtration of sub-o-algebras of ¥. Consider an
adapted stochastic process X(t), 0 <t < T. Assume that for all 0 < s < t < T and for every nonnegative,
Borel-measurable function f, there is another Borel-measurable function g such that

E[fXOF ()] = g(X(s)) (1.2)

Then we say that X is a Markov process.
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Remark 1.4. The previous definition basically tells us that the estimate of f(X(t)) made at time s depends
only on the process value X(s) at time s and not on the path of the process before time s.

Definition 1.8 (Brownian motion, see e.g. Definition 3.3.1 in [1]). Let (Q, ¥, P) be a probability space.
For each w € Q, suppose there is a continuous function W(t) of t > 0 that satisfies W(0) = 0 and that
depends on w. Then W(t), t > 0, is a Brownian motion if for all 0 = ty < t; < --- < t,, the increments

Wi(t) = W(t) — W(t), W(ta) - W(th), - - -, W(tm) — W(tm-1) (1.3)

are independent and each of these increments is normally distributed with
E[W(#is1) - W)l =0 (1.4)
Var [W(tiz1) = W(t)] = tiv1 — 1 (1.5)

Remark 1.5. Because the increments in (1.3) are independent and normally distributed, the random
variables W(t)), W(tp), - , W(t,,) are jointly normally distributed. For any two times, 0 < s < t, the
covariance of W(s) and W(t) is
E[W(s)W(5)] = E [W(s) (W(2) - W(s)) + W(s)]
=E[W(s)]-E[W() - W(5)] +B[W(s)|
=0+ Var[W(s)] = s

We have used that each of the random variables W(t;) has mean zero and that W(s) and W(t) — W(s) are

independent. Hence the covariance matrix for the random vector (W(ty), W(t2),- -+, W(t,,)) is
E[W )| EIWE)W@)] EWeOWEN| (1 1 - 1
EWeW)]  E[WXw)| - EIWeR)W)] I U
E[W(tn)W(tD)] E[W(tn)W(t2)] E [W2(t))| hoto e Iy

Definition 1.9 (Filtration for Brownian motion, see e.g. Definition 3.3.3 in [1]). Let (Q,7,P) be a
probability space and let W(t), t > 0 be a Brownian motion on this space. A filtration for this Brownian
motion is a collection of o-algebras ¥ (t), t > 0, satisfying:

1. For0 < s <t, every set in F (s) is also on F (¢).
2. Foreacht > 0, the Brownian motion W(t) at time t is F (t)-measurable.
3. For 0 <t < u, the increment W(u) — W(¢) is independent of ¥ (¢).

Let A1), t = 0, be a stochastic process. We say that A(t) is adapted to the filtration F (1) if for eacht > 0
the random variable A(t) is F (t)-measurable.

Theorem 1.1. Brownian motion is a martingale.

Proof. See e.g. Theorem 3.3.4 in [1]. O
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Remark 1.6. We would like to compute the first-order variation of a function up to some time T. To do
that, we first choose a partition 11 = {to, t1,--- ,t,} of [0, T, which is a set of times

O=p<n<---<t,=T.

The maximum step size of the partition will be denoted ||I1|| = max j=q,1,... n-1(Zj+1 — t;). We then define

n—1
FVr(f)= lim % F (a1 = F(2)). (1.7)

The limit in (1.7) is taken as the number n of partition points goes to infinity and the length of the longest
subinterval tj1 — t; goes to zero.

Suppose f has derivative f (t) for all t € [0, T]. The Mean Value Theorem says that in each subinterval
[tj, tj+1] there is a point fj". such that

S — f(@))

ljis1 = 1j

= 1@ (1.8)

Therefore, (1.7) may be written as

n—1

FVr(f) = lim Z|f Nt — 1) = f 1 wldr

Definition 1.10 (Quadratic variation, see e.g. Definition 3.4.1 in [1]). Let f(t) be a function defined for
0 <t < T. The quadratic variation of f up to time T is

n—1

£ A1) = tim 3" [faen) - fap] (19)

where Il = {ty, 11, -+ ,t,}andO0 =ty <t; <---<t, =T.

Remark 1.7. Suppose the function f has a continuous derivative. Then

,_

n—

I USE | —Zwr W (11 = 1) < - Z|f<z W (101 - 1))

j=0

~.
I
(=]

and thus

n—1
| - Z f '“}*)'2 (1301 =1 )‘

Lf. f1(0) < Hrlli”rgo

L | (1.10)
. Lo
- ||1%1||rgo”n” j; If ()"dr =0

. / . , T 2.
In the last step of this argument, we use the fact that f (t) is continuous to ensure that fo If ()| dt is
finite. Our main difference from ordinary calculus is that for a Brownian motion path W(t) there is no
value of t for which d%W(t) is defined, and hence its quadratic variation will not be 0.
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Theorem 1.2. Let W be a Brownian motion. Then [W,W](T) =T for all T > 0 almost surely.
Proof. See e.g. Theorem 3.4.3 in [1]. O

Remark 1.8. If we compute the quadratic variation of Brownian motion over the time interval [0, T1],
we get [W,W](T1) = T\. If we compute the quadratic variation over [0, T3], where 0 < Ty < T, we
get [W, W] (T») = T,. Therefore, if we partition the interval [Ty, T;], square the increments of Brownian
motion for each of the subintervals in the partition, sum the squared increments, and take the limit as the
maximal step size approaches zero, we will get the limit [W, W] (T,) — [W, W] (T) = T, — T,. Since this
is true for every interval of time, we conclude that

Brownian motion accumulates quadratic variation at rate one per unit time.

We may record this fact by writing
dW() dW(r) = dt (1.11)

Remark 1.9. Using similar arguments, one can conclude that
dW()dr=0 drdr=0 (1.12)

Definition 1.11 (Geometric Brownian motion, see e.g. Section 3.4.3 in [1]). Let @ and o > 0 be
constants, and define the geometric Brownian motion as

S =S(0)exp {O'W(t) + (a - %0’2) t} (1.13)

1.2 Stochastic calculus

Remark 1.10. We wish to define the integral

T
f AdW () (1.14)
0

where W(t), t > 0 is a Brownian motion with a filtration ¥ (t), t > 0. We will let A(t) be an adapted
stochastic process to the filtration F (t), t > O.
Let I1 = {1y, 11, - - ,tn} be a partition of [0,T], 0 =tg < t; <--- < t, = T. Assume that A(t) is a constant
in t on each subinterval [t;,tj.1). Such a process is called a simple process. Let us define
I(t) = Alto) [W(@) — W(19)] = AOW(@) 0<t<1
1(t) = AO)W(t) + A@) W@ - W()] ©<t<n
I(t) = AO)W (1) + A1) [W(r2) = WED] + A@) [W() = W()] n<t<n
and so on. In general, if ty < t < ty41, then

k-1

10 = 3" A [Wtjen) = W(ep| + A W) - Wt (1.15)

J=0

The process I(t) in (1.15) is the It6 integral of the simple process A(t), which we will write as

t
I(t):fA(u)dW(u)
0

In particular, we can take t = t, = T, and (1.15) provides a definition for the It6 integral (1.14).



CHAPTER 1. MATHEMATICAL BACKGROUND 14

Theorem 1.3. The It6 integral defined by (1.15) is a martingale.
Proof. See e.g. Theorem 4.2.1 in [1]; see also Chapter 7 in [2]. O

Remark 1.11. Because 1(t) is a martingale and 1(0) = 0, we have EI(t) = 0 for all t > 0. It follows that
Var I(t) = EI*(t), a quantity that can be evaluated by the formula in the next theorem.

Theorem 1.4. The It6 integral defined by (1.15) satisfies

!
El*(1) = E f A (u)du (1.16)
0

Proof. See e.g. Theorem 4.2.2 in [1] or Chapter 3 in [3]. O

Theorem 1.5. The quadratic variation accumulated up to time t by the It6 integral (1.15) is

t
[1,11(¢) = f A% (u)du (1.17)
0

Proof. See e.g. Theorem 4.2.3 in [1]; see also Chapter 3 in [3]. O

Remark 1.12. In Remark 1.8 we wrote the equation (1.11) dW(t) dW(t) = dt. The It6 integral formula
I(t) = fot A(u) dW(u) can be written in differential form as dI(t) = A(t) dW(¢), and we can then use (1.11)
to square dI(t):

dI(p) dI(?) = A*(t) dW(r) dW(r) = A*(r)dt (1.18)

This equation says that the Ito integral I(f) accumulates quadratic variation at rate A*(t) per unit time.

Definition 1.12 (see e.g. Section 4.3 in [1] or Section 7.3 in [2]). Let A(t), t > O, be an adapted stochastic
process to the filtration ¥ (t), t > 0. We also assume that

T
Ef A% (f)dt < +o0 (1.19)
0

We choose a sequence A, (t) of simple processes such that as n — +oo these processes converge to the
continuously varying A(t), which means

n—+oo

T
lim E f A1) = A dr = 0
0

We define the Ito integral for the continuously varying integrand A(t) by the formula
t f
f Alw) dW(u) = lirP f Ay(w)ydW(u) 0<t<T (1.20)
0 n=ree Jo

Remark 1.13. For each 0 <t < T, the limit in (1.20) exists because I,,(t) = fot Ay(u) dW(u) is a Cauchy
sequence in Ly (Q,F ,P). This is because Theorem 1.4 yields

E (I,(t) = In())* = E f |An(u) = Ap()* du
0

As a consequence of (1.19), the right-hand side has limit zero as n and m approach infinity.

Theorem 1.6. Let T be a positive constant and let A(t), 0 < t < T, be an adapted stochastic process that
satisfies (1.19). Then I(t) = fot A(u) dW(u) defined by (1.20) has the following properties
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~

. As a function of the upper limit of integration t, the paths of 1(t) are continuous.
2. Foreacht, I(t) is F (t)-measurable.

3IFIG) = [) AGw) dW(u) and J(5) = [y T(w) AW, then I(r) £ J(1) =[5 (A(u) £ T(u)) dW(u).
Furthermore, for every constant c, cl(t) = fot cA(u) dW(u)

4. I(t) is a martingale.
5. BP() = E [} A*(u) du
6. [LIN(1) = fj A*(u) du
Proof. See e.g. Theorem 4.3.1 in [1] or Section 3.2 in [3]. O

Theorem 1.7 (It6-Doeblin formula for Brownian motion). Let f(t, x) be a function for which the partial
derivatives 0;f(t, x), 0.f(t, x), and (?)% f(t, x) are defined and continuous, and let W(t) be a Brownian
motion. Then, for every T > 0,

T T
FAWT) = £ O, WO) + f Ouf (1, WD) di + f 8.f (6, W(D)) dW()
0 0 (1.21)

1 T
+ = f Pf (1, W(r))de
2 Jo

Proof. See e.g. Theorem 4.4.1 in [1]. O

Remark 1.14. From the proof we could get the informal equation dt dW(t) = 0. If we wanted to write
the Ito-Doeblin formula in differential form, it would be

df (¢, W(1)) = 0.f (t, W(1))dr + 0, f (t, W()) dW(¢) + %aif W) dW() dW(r)

| (1.22)
+ 0,0, f (t, W(t))dt dW(¢) + Eai f @ W(t))dedr
But we know that
dW()dW () =dr dedW(@) =dW(t)dr =0 drdr=0 (1.23)
And the Ito-Doeblin formula in differential form simplifies to
df ¢, W) =0, f (t, W(t)) dt + 0.f (t, W(t)) dW(¢) + %6,2( f @ W) dt (1.24)

Remark 1.15. We would like to extend the It6-Doeblin formula to stochastic processes more general
than Brownian motion. We will do that in the next part.

Definition 1.13 (It6 process, see e.g. Definition 4.4.3 in [1]). Let W(¢), t > 0, be a Brownian motion,
and let ¥ (1), t > 0, be an associated filtration. An It6 process is a stochastic process of the form

X(@® =X©0)+ f A(u) dW(u) + f O(u) du (1.25)
0 0

where X(0) is nonrandom and A(u) and ®(u) are adapted stochastic processes, where E fot A?(u) du and
fot |®(u)| du are finite for every t > 0.
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Lemma 1.8. The quadratic variation of the Ito process (1.25) is

(X, X](t) = fO t A*(u)du
Proof. See e.g. Lemma 4.4.4 in [1].
Remark 1.16. We could write (1.25) in the differential notation as
dX(r) = A(r) dW(r) + O(¢) dt
and then use (1.23) to compute the differential form of Theorem 1.8

dX (1) dX(1) = A* () AW (@) AW(@) + 2A0)0(7) dW(7) dr + @%(¢) dt dr = A%(r) dr

16

(1.26)

(1.27)

(1.28)

Definition 1.14 (Integral with respect to an It6 process, see e.g. Definition 4.4.5 in [1]). Let X(¥), t > 0,
be an Ito process as described in Definition 1.13, and let I'(t), t > 0, be an adapted process. We define

the integral with respect to an Ité process

! ' t
f I'(w) dX(u) = f I'(w)A(u) dW(u) + f I'(u)O(u) du
0 0 0

where we also assume that E fot 2(u)A% () du and fot [C(u)O(u)| du are finite for every t > 0.

(1.29)

Theorem 1.9. Let X(t), t > 0, be an It6 process as described in Definition 1.13, and let f(t, x) be a
function for which the partial derivatives 8,f(t, x), 0.f(t, x), and 3>f(t, x) are defined and continuous.

Then, for every T > 0,
T T
f(T,X(T)) = £(0,X(0)) +f 0, (¢, X(1) dl+f 0, (1, X(1) dX(2)
0 0

T
+% f 0% (1, X(1)) d[X,X] ()
0

T

T
=f(0,X(0))+f 9; (1, X(0)) dt+f 95 (1, X(0) A(r) dW (1)
0 0

T T
+ f . (1, X(1) O(t) dt+% f & (1, X(1) A*(t) dr
0

0

Proof. 1t6-Doeblin formula for an It6 process, see e.g. Theorem 4.4.6 in [1].

Remark 1.17. We could rewrite (1.30) in the differential form as

df (t, X)) = 0.f (t, X(?)) dt + 0..f (t, X(1)) dX(¢) + %8§f (1, X(1)) dX(r) dX(r)
We could use (1.27) to rewrite (1.31) as
df (t,X(®) = 0,f (¢, X(1)) dt + 0, f (¢, X (1)) A(t) AW(2)

+ 0. f (1, X(1)) O(r) dr + %aﬁ £, X(0) A* (1) dr

(1.30)

(1.31)

(1.32)
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Example 1.1 (see e.g. Example 4.4.8 in [1]). Let W(¢), t > 0, be a Brownian motion, let F(t), t > 0, be
an associated filtration, and let a(t) and o (t) be adapted processes. Define the Ito process

X(t) = ft o(s) dW(s) + ft (a(s) - %a’z(s)) ds (1.33)
0 0

Then
dX(t) = o(t) dW(r) + (a(t) - %o-z(t)) dr
and
dX(1) dX(t) = o2 (1) AW(@) dW () = o(¢) dr

Consider an asset price process given by

t t
S(f) = S(0)eX® = S(0)exp { f o(s) dW(s) + f (a/(s) - %O'Q(S)) ds} (1.34)
0 0

where S (0) is nonrandom and positive. We could write S(t) = f (X(¢)), where f(x) = S(0)e*. Using
1to-Doeblin formula, we would obtain

dS (1) = a(®)S () dt + (H)S () dW(?) (1.35)

The asset price S (t) has instantaneous mean rate of return a(t) and volatility o(t). Both of them are
allowed to be time-varying and random.
If a and o are constant, we have the usual geometric Brownian motion model, and the distribution of
S (t) is log-normal. Then (1.34) becomes

S(t) = S(0)exp {(J'W(t) + (cx - %0’2) t} (1.36)

1.3 Black-Scholes-Merton equation

Remark 1.18 (see e.g. Section 4.5.1 in [1]). Consider an agent who at each time t has a portfolio valued
at X(t). This portfolio invests in a money market account paying a constant rate of interest r and in a
stock modeled by the geometric Brownian motion

dS() =aS@®) dt +oS(t) dW(r) (1.37)

Suppose at each time t, the investor holds A(t) shares of stock. The position A(t) can be random but
must be adapted to the filtration associated with the Brownian motion W(t), t > 0. The remainder of the
portfolio value, X(t) — A(t)S (2), is invested in the money market account. The differential dX(t) at each
time t is due to two factors, the capital gain A(t) dS (¢) on the stock position and the interest earnings
r(X(®) — A@®)S (¢)) dt on the cash position. In other words

dX(@®) =A@ dS @) + r (X(@) — A@)S (1)) dt

(1.38)
=rX(@®) dt + A@®) (@ —r)S(@) dt + A@)oS (r) dW(r)

We shall often consider the discounted stock price e”"'S (t) and the discounted portfolio value of an agent,
e ""X(t). According to the It6-Doeblin formula with f(t,x) = e "'x, the differential of the discounted
stock price is

d (e_”S (t)) =df t,S®) = (@—r)e"S(@) dt + e 'S () AW (?) (1.39)

and the differential of the discounted portfolio value is

d(e7"X(0) = df (t. X(1)) = A@5) d (¢S (1)) (1.40)
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Remark 1.19 (see e.g. Section 4.5.2 in [1]). Consider a European call option that pays (S(T) — K)* at
time T. The strike price K is some nonnegative constant. Black, Scholes, and Merton argued that the
value of this call at any time should depend on the time to expiration and on the value of the stock price
at that time (and of course on o, r and K). Only two of these quantities, time to expiration and stock
price, are variable. Following this reasoning, we let c(t, x) denote the value of the call at time t if the
stock price at that time is S(t) = x. There is nothing random about the function c (t, x). However, the
value of the option is random, it is the stochastic process c (t, S (t)). Our goal is to determine the function
c (t, x). We begin by computing the differential of c (¢, S (t)). According to the It6-Doeblin formula, it is

de (1,8 (1) = [a,c (1,S (D) + aS()dc (1, S (D)) + %azsz(z)aﬁc (1, S ()| dt + oS ()drc (2, S (1)) dW(2)

We next compute the differential of the discounted option price e "¢ (t,S(t)). Let f(t,x) = e ""x. Ac-
cording to the It6-Doeblin formula,

d(e™c(t,S(1)) = df (t.c (.5 (1))
= [—rc (1,5 (D) + dic (1,S (1) + aS (e (1, S (1) + %0-2520)8%0 t.5@)| dt

+e TS (e (1, S () dW (D)
(1.41)

Remark 1.20 (see e.g. Section 4.5.3 in [1]). A short option hedging portfolio starts with some initial
capital X(0) and invests in the stock and money market account so that the portfolio value X(t) at each
time t € [0,T] agrees with ¢ (t,S(t)). This happens if and only if e " X(t) = ¢ "¢ (¢, S (¢)) for all t. One
way to ensure this equality is to make sure that

d(e"X(0) =d(e"c(t,S (1) forallt€[0,T) (1.42)
and X(0) = ¢ (0, S(0)). Integration of (1.42) over O to t then yields
"X - X00)=e"c(t,S{®)-c(0,5(0) forallte0,T) (1.43)

If X(0) = ¢(0,5(0)), then we can cancel this term in (1.43) and get the desired equality. If we
compared (1.40) and (1.41) to see when (1.42) holds, we would arrive at two equations. One of them is

A(t) = 0xc(t,5(2)) forallte[0,T) (1.44)

This is called the delta-hedging rule. The quantity 0,c (t,S (¢)) is called the delta of the option.
The other equation is

re (1,8 (1) = dic (1, S (1) + rS ()dxc (1, S (1)) + %O'ZSZ(I)Gic (t,S(1) forallte[0,T) (1.45)

In conclusion, we should seek a continuous function c(t, x) that is a solution to the Black-Scholes-
Merton partial differential equation

1
re(t, x) = 8,c (1, x) + rxdc (1, x) + Eazxzaic (t,x) forallt€[0,T), x>0 (1.46)

and that satisfies the terminal condition

c(T,x)=(x-K)*" (1.47)
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Suppose we have found this function. If an investor starts with the initial capital X(0) = ¢ (0, S (0)) and
uses the hedge A(t) = 0c(t,S(t)), then (1.43) holds for all t € [0,T). Canceling X(0) = c(0,S(0)) and
e in this equation, we see that X(t) = c¢(t,S(t)) for all t € [0,T). Taking the limit t T T and using the
fact that both X(t) and c (t,S(t)) are continuous, we conclude that X(T) = ¢ (T,S(T)) = (S(T) - K)*.
This means that the short position has been successfully hedged. No matter which of its possible paths
the stock price follows, when the option expires, the agent hedging the short position has a portfolio
whose value agrees with the option payoff.

Remark 1.21 (see e.g. Section 4.5.4 in [1]). We want the Black-Scholes-Merton equation to hold for
all x > 0 and t € [0,T) so that (1.46) will hold regardless of which of its possible paths the stock price
follows. Equation (1.46) is a partial differential equation of the type called backward parabolic. For
such an equation, in addition to the terminal condition (1.47), we need boundary conditions at x = 0 and
x = oo in order to determine the solution. The boundary condition at x = 0 is obtained by substituting
x = 0 into (1.46), which then becomes

0:c(t,0) = rc (¢,0)
This is an ordinary differential equation for the function c (t,0) of t, and the solution is
c(t,0) = €"¢c(0,0)

Substituting t = T into this equation and using the fact that ¢(T,0) = (0 - K)* = 0, we see that
¢ (0,0) = 0 and hence
c(t,0)=0 forallte[0,T] (1.48)

This is the boundary condition at x = Q.
One way to specify a boundary condition at x = oo for the European call is

lim [¢ (1, x) = (x =" TK)] =0 forallt € [0,T] (1.49)

X—00

The solution to the Black-Scholes-Merton equation (1.46) with terminal condition (1.47) and boundary
conditions (1.48) and (1.49) is

c(t,x) = xNd. (T —t,x) = Ke T IN@d_(T -t,x)), 0<t<T, x>0 (1.50)
where )
1 X o

d.(1,x) = —— |log = + — 1.51

(T, %) O_\/;[ogK+(r+2)T] ( )

and N is the cumulative standard normal distribution

1 Y 2
N@y) = — ~7d 1.52
() vz_ﬂf_ooe z (1.52)

1.4 Multivariable Stochastic Calculus

Definition 1.15 (d-dimensional Brownian motion, see e.g. Definition 4.6.1 in [1]). A d-dimensional

Brownian motion is a process
W) = Wi, -, Wa()) (1.53)

with the following properties.
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1. Each Wi(t) is a one-dimensional Brownian motion
2. Ifi # j, then the processes Wi(t) and W (t) are independent.

Associated with a d-dimensional Brownian motion, we have a filtration ¥ (t), t > 0, such that the follow-
ing holds.

1. For0 < s <t every set in F(s) is also in F (t)
2. For eacht > 0O, the random vector W(t) is F (t)-measurable.
3. For 0 <t < u, the vector of increments W(u) — W(t) is independent of F (t).

Remark 1.22. From the Definition 1.15 we may informally write that
dw(t)dw(r) =dr i=1,---,d

However,
dWi() dW;(n) =0, i#j (1.54)
For proof of this, see e.g. Section 4.6.1. in [1].

Theorem 1.10 (Lévy, one dimension). Let M(t), t > 0, be a martingale relative to a filtration ¥ (t),
t > 0. Assume that M(0) = 0, M(¢) has continuous paths, and [M, M (t) =t for all t > 0. Then M(t) is a
Brownian motion.

Proof. See e.g. Theorem 4.6.4 in [1]. O

Theorem 1.11 (Two-dimensional [t6-Doeblin formula). Let f(t, x, y) be a function whose partial deriva-
tives 0:f,0xf,0,f, O’ f Biyf, éﬁxf and 6§yf are defined and are continuous. Let X(t) and Y(t) be Itd

processes
!

X() = X(0) + f O (u) du + f o1 (u) dWi(u) + f o12(u) dW(u)
0 0 0

1

Y(r)=Y(0)+ f Oy (u) du + f o1 (u) dWi(u) + f oo (1) dWy(u)
0 0 0

The integrands ©1(u), O, (u), o11(u), o12(u), 021 (1) and o22(u) are assumed to be adapted processes. In
differential notation we have

dX(®) = ©1(t) dt + o11(2) AW/ (1) + o 12(r) dWL(2)
dY(#) = Ox(2) dt + 021 (1) AW (1) + 022(2) AW, (¥)
Then the two-dimensional 1t6-Doeblin formula in differential form is
df t,X(),Y () = 0:f (¢, X(1), Y(1)) dt + 0, f (t, X(1), Y(¢)) dX(2) + 9, f (¢, X(1), Y(1)) dY(¢)

+ %(92 @, X(0),Y(0) dX(r) dX(r) + 6>

X ,f @, X(0), Y1) dX(1) dY (1)

+ %aj £ (1, X(0), Y(1)) dY(r) dY(2)

Proof. See e.g. Theorem 4.6.2. in [1]. O
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1.5 Risk-Neutral Pricing

Theorem 1.12. Let (Q, F,P) be a probability space and let Z be an almost surely nonnegative random
variable with BZ = 1. For A € F, define

P:fZ(w)d(w) (1.55)
A

Then P is a probability measure. Furthermore, if X is a nonnegative random variable, then
EX = E[XZ]

If Z is almost surely strictly positive, we also have

for every nonnegative random variable Y.
Proof. See e.g. Theorem 1.6.1 in [1]. O

Remark 1.23. We say that the random variable Z from previous theorem is the Radon-Nikodym deriva-
tive of P with respect to P, and we write

Definition 1.16 (Radon-Nikodym derivative process, see e.g. Section 5.2.1 in [1]). Let (Q,F,P) be a
probability space, and let F (t), 0 < t < T, be a filtration, where T is a fixed final time. Suppose further
that Z is an almost surely random variable satisfying EZ = 1, and define P by (1.55). We then define the
Radon-Nikodym derivative process

Zt)=E[ZIF ()], 0<t<T (1.56)
Theorem 1.13. Radon-Nikodym derivative process (1.56) is a martingale.

Proof. See e.g. Section 5.2.1 in [1]. O

Lemma 1.14. Let ¢t satisfying 0 < t < T be given and let Y be an F (t)-measurable random variable.
Then
EY = E[YZ(1)]

Proof. See e.g. Lemma 5.2.1 in [1]. O

Lemma 1.15. Let s and ¢t satisfying 0 < s < t < T be given and let Y be an F (t)-measurable random
variable. Then

- 1
E[YIF(s)] = %E [YZ(DIF ()] (1.57)

Proof. See e.g. Lemma 5.2.2 in [1]. O
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Theorem 1.16 (Girsanov, one dimension). Let W(¢), 0 < t < T, be a Brownian motion on a probability
space (Q, F,P), and let F (1), 0 < t < T, be a filtration for this Brownian motion. Let ®(t), 0 <t < T, be
an adapted process. Define

Z(t) = exp {—f O(u) dW(u) — % f @2(u) du} (1.58)
0 0
W) = W) + f O(u) du (1.59)
0
and assume that ,
E f O*(w)Z*(u) du < (1.60)
0

Set Z = Z(T). Then BEZ = 1 and under the probability measure P given by (1.55), the process W(t),
0 <t <T, isaBrownian motion.

Proof. See e.g. Theorem 5.2.3 in [1]. O

Remark 1.24 (see e.g. Section 5.2.2 in [1]). Let W(¢), 0 < t < T, be a Brownian motion on a probability
space (Q, F,P), and let F (), 0 < t < T, be a filtration for this Brownian motion. Consider a stock price
process whose differential is

dS () = a()S (1) dt + o()S (1) AW (1), 0<t<T (1.61)

a(t) and o(t) are allowed to be adapted processes and we assume that, for all t € [0, T], o(¢) is almost
surely not zero. This stock price is generalized geometric Brownian motion, and an equivalent way of
writing (1.61) is

t ! 1
S() =S0)exp {f o(s) dW(s) + f (a(s) - Ea'z(s)) ds} (1.62)
0 0
In addition, suppose we have an adapted interest rate process R(t). We define the discount process
D(t) = ¢~ b R ds (1.63)
and note that
dD(t) = —R(t)D(t)dt (1.64)
The discounted stock price process is
t t 1
D()S () = S(0)exp {f o(s)dW(s) + f (a(s) —R(s) — Edz(s)) ds} (1.65)
0 0

and its differential is

d(D()S (1)) = (a(t) — R(®) DBS (1) dt + c()D()S () dW(7)

(1.66)
= o ()D(®)S (1) [O() dt + dW(1)]
where we define the market price of risk to be
Ot = o) — R@) (1.67)

o(1)
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We introduce the probability measure P defined in Theorem 1.16 which uses the market price of risk O(t)
given by (1.67). In terms of the Brownian motion W (1) of that theorem, we may rewrite (1.66) as

d(D(1)S (1)) = o ()D(D)S (t)dW (1) (1.68)

This means that

DS =S50)+ f o (u)D(u)S (u)dW (1) (1.69)
0

and under P the process fot o (u)D(w)S (u)dW (u) is an It integral and hence a martingale.

The undiscounted stock price S(t) has mean rate of return equal to the interest rate under P, as one
can verify by making the replacement dW(t) = —O(¢) df + dW(t) in (1.61). With this substitution, (1.61)
becomes

dS(¢) = R(HS (¢) dt + o(£)S (1) dW(2) (1.70)

From this we obtain the formula
t 5 ! 1
S(@) =S@0)exp {f a(s) dW(s) + f (R(s) - Ea'z(s)) ds} (L.71)
0 0
The change from the actual measure P to the risk-neutral measure P changes the mean rate of return of

the stock but not the volatility.

Remark 1.25 (see e.g. Section 5.2.3 in [1]). Consider an agent who begins with initial capital X(0) and
at each time t, 0 < t < T, holds A(t) shares of stock, investing or borrowing at the interest rate R(t) as
necessary to finance this. The differential of this agent’s portfolio value is given by analogue of (1.38)
for this case of random a(t), o(t), and R(t), and this works out to be

dX(f) = A(¥) dS (¢) + R(?) (X(¥) — A(H)S (1)) dt

(1.72)
= R(OHX() dt + A()a(®)S (¢) [O(r) df + dW ()]
1t0’s product rule, (1.64), and (1.66) imply
d(D(0)X(1) = Ao (1)D()S (1) [O(r) dt + AW ()] = A(?) d (D(1)S (1)) (1.73)

= A(W)o(t)D(DS (1) AW (1)

Remark 1.26 (see e.g. Section 5.2.4 in [1]). In Remark 1.18, the Black-Scholes-Merton equation for
the value of a European call was derived by asking what initial capital X(0) and portfolio process A(t)
an agent would need in order to hedge a short position in the call. In this remark, we generalize this.
Let V(t) be an F (t)-measurable random variable. This represents the payoff at time T of a derivative
security. We wish to know what initial capital X(0) and portfolio process A(t), 0 <t < T, an agent would
need in order to hedge a short position in this derivative security, i.e., in order to have

X(T)=V(T) almost surely (1.74)

We do not assume a constant mean rate of return, volatility, and interest rate.

Our agent wishes to choose initial capital X(0) and portfolio strategy A(t), 0 < t < T, such that (1.74)
holds. This can be done (see e.g. Section 5.2.5 in [1]). Once it has been done, the fact that D(t)X(t) is a
martingale under P implies

DX (1) = E[D(T)X(DIF (0] = E[DTV(DIF (1)] (1.75)
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The value X(t) is the capital needed at time t in order to successfully complete the hedge of the short po-
sition in the derivative security with payoff V(T). Hence, we can call this the price V(t) of the derivative
security at time t, and (1.75) becomes

DOV(@) =E[DMV(TIF@B], 0<t<T (1.76)

Dividing by V(t), which is ¥ (t)-measurable and hence can be moved inside the conditional expectation
on the right-hand side, and recalling the definition of D(t), we may write (1.76) as

V(e = Ble F RoayryEp], o<i<T (1.77)

We shall refer to both (1.76) and (1.77) as the risk-neutral pricing formula for the continuous-time
model.

The equation (1.77) was derived under the assumption that if an agent begins with the correct initial
capital, there is a portfolio process A(t), 0 < t < T, such that the agent’s portfolio value at the final time
T will be V(T) almost surely. For the verification of this assumption, see e.g. Section 5.3 in [1].

Remark 1.27. In the rest of this section,
W) = (Wi(),- -, Wa(®)) (1.78)

is a multidimensional Brownian motion on a probability space (Q, F ,P). Associated with this Brownian
motion, we have a filtration ¥ (t). We shall also have a fixed final time T and assume that ¥ = F(T). We
do not always assume that the filtration is the one generated by the Brownian motion (we will state that
explicitly).

Theorem 1.17 (Girsanov, multiple dimensions). Let T be a fixed positive time, and let ©(t) = (O1(t), - - - , O4(2))
be a d-dimensional adapted process. Define

Z(t) = exp {—j; Ou) - dW(u) - %j{; ||®(u)||2du}, (1.79)

t
W(t) = W(1) + f O(u) du
0
and assume that

T
E f IO@)I*Z% () du < oo
0

Set Z = Z(T). Then EZ = 1, and under the probability measure P given by
P(A) = f Z(w)d(w) forall A € F,
A

the process W(t) is a d-dimensional Brownian motion.
Proof. See e.g. Theorem 5.4.1 in [1]. O

Remark 1.28 (see e.g. Section 5.4.2 in [1]). We assume that there are m stocks, each with stochastic
differential

d
dS (1) = a;(0)S ;(r) dr + S (1) Z o dW;), i=1,---,m. (1.80)
j=1
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We assume that the mean rate of return vector (a;(t));=y.... , and the volatility matrix (O'izl,... o j:1,~--,d)
are adapted processes. These stocks are typically correlated. To see the nature of this correlation, we set

oi(t) = | /Z;.lzl 0'1.2j(t), which we assume is never zero, and we define processes

d Y
Bi(t) = Zlfo‘ Z_ll]((:))dW](u), i=1,---,m.
j:

Each B;(t) is a continuous martingale. Furthermore,

foam

20
2(1)

dBi(t) dB;(t) = Z dr = dr

J

(o
i

d
=1
According to Theorem 1.10, B;(t) is a Brownian motion. We may rewrite (1.80) as

dS(®) = ai(H)Si(t) dt + oi(H)S i(t) dB;(¢) (1.81)

From this formula, we see that o(t) is the volatility of S(t). For i # k, the Brownian motions B;(t) and
By (?) are typically not independent. To see this, we first note that

d i t (f
dBi(t) dBy(1) = ) %

J=1

dt = pi (1) dt (1.82)

where .,
1
pik(t) = m ; (Do (1)
1t0’s product rule implies
d (Bi(1)Bi(1)) = Bi(t) dBi(1) + Bi(t) dB;(t) + dB;(t) dBi(?)

and integration of this equation yields

t

t t
Bi(l)Bk(l)=fBi(M) dBk(”)"‘f By (u) dBi(u)+fPik(u) du
0 0 0

From this we obtain the covariance formula

!
Cov[Bi(1). Bi(»)] = E f pi(ue) du
0

When o(t) and oy (t) are themselves random processes, we call p;(t) the instantaneous correlation
between B;(t) and By (t).
Finally, we note from (1.81) and (1.82) that

dS () dSr(t) = pi(OTi(OTk(D)S i(D)S (1) dt

Rewriting this in terms of "relative differentials", we obtain

dSi(r) dS.(®)
Sit) Sk

= pi(Doi(Do(1) dr



CHAPTER 1. MATHEMATICAL BACKGROUND 26

The volatility processes oi(t) and o (t) are the respective instantaneous standard deviations of the
relative changes in S; and S, at time t, and the process pi(t) is the instantaneous correlation between
these relative changes.
We define a discount process
1
D(t) — e—j(‘) R(u) du

We assume that the interest rate process R(t) is adapted. Differentials of discounted stock prices are

d(D®S (1) = D@ [dS (1) = R(HS i(1) d1]
= D(0)S (1) [(i(t) — R(1)) dt + o(1) dBi(1)], i=1,---,m.

Definition 1.17 (Risk-Neutral Measure, see e.g. Definition 5.4.3 in [1]). A probability measure P is said
to be risk-neutral if

1. forevery A € F, P(A) = 0 if and only if P(A) = 0.
2. under P, the discounted stock price D(1)S (t) is a martingale for everyi=1,--- ,m.

Remark 1.29 (see e.g. Section 5.4.3 in [1]). In order to make discounted stock prices be martingales,

we would like to find unknown processes (1), - - - , ®4(t) such that
d
() =R = Y oij(00;(n), i=1,---,m (1.83)
j=1

These equations are called market price of risk equations. If one cannot solve the market price of risk
equations, then there is an arbitrage lurking in the model; the model is bad and should not be used for
pricing.

Lemma 1.18. Let P be a risk-neutral measure, and let X(t) be the value of a portfolio. Under P, the
discounted portfolio value D()X(t) is a martingale.

Proof. See e.g. Lemma 5.4.5 in [1]. O

Definition 1.18 (Arbitrage, see e.g. Definition 5.4.6 in [1]). An arbitrage is a portfolio value process
X(1) satisfying X(0) = 0 and also satisfying for some time T > 0

P{X(T)=20}=1, P{X(T)>0}>0 (1.84)

Theorem 1.19 (First fundamental theorem of asset pricing). If a market model has a risk-neutral prob-
ability measure, then it does not admit arbitrage.

Proof. See e.g. Theorem 5.4.7 in [1]. O

Definition 1.19 (Complete market model, see e.g. Definition 5.4.8 in [1]). A market model is complete
if every derivative security can be hedged.

Theorem 1.20 (Second fundamental theorem of asset pricing). Consider a market model that has a risk-
neutral probability measure. The model is complete if and only if the risk-neutral probability measure is
unique.

Proof. See e.g. Theorem 5.4.9 in [1]. O
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1.6 Stochastic differential equations

Definition 1.20 (Stochastic differential equation, see e.g. Section 6.2 in [1]). A stochastic differential
equation is an equation of the form

dX(m) = B (u, X(w)) du + vy (u, X(u)) dW(u) (1.85)

where B(u, x) and y(u, x) are given functions, called the drift and diffusion, respectively. In addition to
this equation, an initial condition of the form X(t) = x, where t > 0 and x € R, is specified.

Remark 1.30 (see e.g. Section 6.2 in [1]). We would like to find a stochastic process X(T) defined for
T > t, such that
X(@) = x, (1.86)

X(T) =X+ fTﬁ(u, X)) du + ny(u, X)) dW(u). (1.87)
' t
Theorem 1.21 (Feynman-Kac). Consider the stochastic differential equation
dX(u) = B (u, X(w)) du + 7y (u, X(w)) dW(u)
Let h(y) be a Borel-measurable function. Fix T > 0, and let t € [0, T] be given. Define the function
g(t, x) = E"h(X(T))

We assume that B™*|h(X(T))| < oo for all t and x. Then g(t, x) satisfies the partial differential equation

d,g(t, x) + B(t, )0rg(t, x) + %yz(t, 091, x) =0 (1.88)

and the terminal condition
g(T,x) =h(x) forallx

Proof. See e.g. Theorem 6.4.1 in [1]. O
Theorem 1.22 (Discounted Feynman-Kac). Consider the stochastic differential equation
dX(u) = B (u, X(u) du+y (u, X(w)) dW(u)

Let h(y) be a Borel-measurable function and let r be constant. Fix T > 0, and let t € [0,T] be given.
Define the function
£(t.x) = B" e TOnX(T))). (1.89)

We assume that B"*|h(X(T))| < oo for all t and x.Then f(t, x) satisfies the partial differential equation
1
0, f(t, x) + B(t, )0 f (1, x) + Ey%, XS (1, %) = rf(t,x) (1.90)

and the terminal condition
f(T,x) = h(x) forallx (1.91)

Proof. See e.g. Theorem 6.4.3 in [1]. O



Chapter 2

Asian options

2.1 Introduction

In this chapter, we study the problem of pricing arithmetic average Asian options in the Black—
Scholes framework. Unlike standard European options, whose payoft depends only on the value of the
underlying asset at maturity, Asian options depend on the average value of the asset over a given time
interval. This feature makes them particularly useful in practice, as they reduce the impact of short-term
price fluctuations and market manipulation near maturity.

From a mathematical perspective, this path-dependence introduces significant challenges. In partic-
ular, the payoff depends on the entire trajectory of the underlying asset price, which prevents the direct
application of standard Markovian pricing techniques. The goal of this chapter is therefore twofold: first,
to formulate the pricing problem in a precise mathematical framework, and second, to introduce some
analytic and numerical methods of estimating the option’s price.

While there exist a few types of Asian options, throughout the text we will only address the fixed-strike
Asian call option, whose payoff is given by (2.4). Pricing other types of Asian options could be done in
a similar manner.

Definition 2.1 (Asian option, see e.g. Section 7.5 in [1]). An Asian option is an option whose payoff
includes a time average of the underlying asset price. The average may be taken over the entire lifetime
of the option or over a subinterval ending at maturity. This averaging can be defined in two standard
ways.

In the case of continuous sampling, the average is given by

1 T
T fo S (t)dt. (2.1)

Alternatively, for discrete sampling at times 0 < t] < tp <--- <t, =T, the average is defined as
1 m
— .5y 2.2)
m <

Remark 2.1 (Model setup, see e.g. Section 7.5.1 in [1]). Throughout this chapter, we work in the
standard Black-Scholes setting under the risk-neutral measure P. The underlying asset price process S ()
is modelled as a geometric Brownian motion (see De finition 1.11), satisfying the stochastic differential
equation

dS (¢) = rS(H)dt + oS (HdW(), (2.3)
28
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where W(t) is a Brownian motion (see De finition 1.8), r denotes the constant risk-free interest rate, and
o > 0 is the volatility.

We focus on a continuously sampled, fixed-strike Asian call option. Its payoff at maturity T is given
by

+

T
V(T):(% fo S(t)dt—K) , 2.4)

where K > 0 is the strike price.
The arbitrage-free price of this option at time t € [0, T] is given by the risk-neutral pricing formula
(see Remark 1.26)

V(o) =E[e TV | F 1) (2.5)
Equivalently, the discounted price process satisfies
e"V(t) =B TV(T) | F ()], (2.6)

and is therefore a martingale under P (see De finition 1.6). This representation provides the starting
point for all pricing methods considered in this chapter.

Remark 2.2 (Markovian reformulation, see e.g. Section 7.5.2 in [1]). A key difficulty in pricing Asian
options arises from the fact that the payoff V(T) in (2.4) is path-dependent, meaning it depends on the
entire trajectory of the process S (t) over the interval [0, T1].

As a consequence, the standard Markov property cannot be directly used to express the option price
as a function of time and the current asset price alone. In other words, in general we cannot write V(t)
as a function of t and S (t) only, since the future payoff depends on how the process has evolved up to
time 1.

To overcome this issue, the state space is enlarged by the introduction of an auxiliary process that
keeps track of the accumulated average. Define

Y@ = f S (uw)du. 2.7
0

This process represents the running integral of the asset price up to time t. Its dynamics follow directly
from the definition and are given by
dY(t) = S(ndr. (2.8)

The pair (S (2), Y(t)) now forms a two-dimensional Markov process, since its evolution is fully deter-
mined by its current state and satisfies the system of stochastic differential equations (2.3) and (2.8).

Moreover, the terminal payoff can be expressed purely in terms of the final state of this augmented
process:

V(T) = (%Y(T) - K) . 2.9

This observation allows us to recover a Markovian pricing framework. In particular, there exists a
deterministic function v(t, x, y) such that the option price can be written as

T
o(t,x,y) =E [e_r(T_t) (% (y + f S(u)du) - K)

By extension, the value of the option at any time t is given by the random variable

+

S = x}

V(t) = u(t, S (1), Y(1)) (2.10)

This representation allows us to derive a partial differential equation characterizing the function v,
which is the result of the Feynman-Kac theorem (1.21).
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Theorem 2.1 (see e.g. Theorem 7.5.1 in [1]). The Asian call price function v (¢, x, y) of (2.10) satisfies
the partial differential equation

1
0u0(t, x,y) + rxdu(t, x, y) + x0,v(t, x, y) + E(rzxzaiv(t, x,y)=rvt,x,y), 0<t<T, x>0, yeR,

2.11)
and the boundary conditions
y +
u(t,0,y) = e—’<T—”(? - K) , 0<r<T, yeR,
lim o, x,y)=0, 0<t<T, x>0, (2.12)
y——00

+
o(T, x, y) = (% —K) . x>0, yeR

This PDE serves as the main analytical tool for pricing Asian options in continuous time, and forms
the basis for both theoretical analysis and numerical methods developed later in this chapter. To solve
this equation numerically, it would normally be necessary to also specify the behavior of v(z, x, y) as x
approaches oo and y approaches co or —co. This can be avoided by the following theorem, for more
information see Section 7.5.3 in [1]:

Theorem 2.2 (Vecer, see e.g. Theorem 7.5.3 in [1]). For 0 < t < T, the price V(t) at time t of the
continuously averaged Asian call with payoff

17 "
V(T) = (—f S(ndt - K) (2.13)
C JT—c
at time T and with a constant ¢ € (0,T] is
X()
Vioy=S® glt,— 2.14
0 <>g( S(t)) 2.14)
where g(t,y) satisfies the partial differential equation
1
dg(ty) + 507 (/1) = y)* Gyg(t,y) =0, 0<1<T, yeR (2.15)
where y(t) is given by
0 = %(l—e_”) ,0<t<T-c,
7= Ll-er@0) T-c<t<T

and X(t) is given by
X0 - {r‘—c(l — ) S(t) — e TIK 0<t<T-c

L1=e@) 5@+ e 0L [ Swdu—e"TIK T-c<t<T

rc

The boundary conditions for g(t,y) are
gT.y)=y", yeR (2.16)
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2.2 Vecer Dimension Reduction Method

One way to price Asian options is to use the Vecet dimension reduction technique introduced in [5]
and [6].

2.2.1 Options on a traded account

In this subsection we will show the dimension reduction technique for Options on a traded account,
and later in S ection 2.2.2 we will use it for Asian options. More information can be found in [5].
An option on a traded account is a contract which allows the holder of the option to switch during the
life of the option among various positions in an underlying stock. The holder accumulates gains and
losses resulting from this trading, and at the expiration of the option keeps any gain and is forgiven any
loss. Suppose the stock evolves under the risk neutral measure according to the equation

dS (@) =rS®dt + oS (H)dW(r) (2.18)

where r is the interest rate an o is the volatility of the stock. We denote the number of shares held at time
t by ¢(1). It is subject to the contractual constraint ¢(¢) € [a;, B, a(t) < B(1).
In our model the value of the option holder’s account corresponding to the strategy g(¢) satisfies

dX(z, q(n) = q(0)dS (1) + u (X(t, g(r) — g()S (1))) dz

(2.19)
X(0,4(0)) = Xo

where Xy is the initial wealth and u is the interest rate corresponding to reinvesting the cash position
X(t,q(1))—q(1)S (¢). The holder of the option will receive at time T the payoff (X(T, g(T))*. The objective
of the seller of the option is to be prepared to hedge against all possible strategies of the holder of the
option. Therefore the price of this option at time ¢ should be

V.S @), X anf) = max e TIE[(X(r, qO)T IF (0], te€[0,T]. (2.20)
q e Qy,Pr

In [4] it is shown that the price of an option on a traded account satisfies the following Hamilton-Jacobi-
Bellman equation

—-rV+0,V+rsd,V+ max [(ux+ qg(®)(r—p)oV

(Nelarpr
qlt €lanpi] 2.21)
+ 20 52 (O2V + 29003,V + F92V)] = 0
with the boundary condition
V(T,s,x)=(x)" (2.22)

The maximum in (2.21) is attained by the optimal strategy gop(?). Using the change of variable
X(t, (1)
S(1)

we can reduce the dimensionality of (2.20). In order to do that, we will denote f (X(¢, g(¥)), S (¥)) = Z(2).
Applying Itd’s two-dimensional formula from Theorem 1.11 we get

5f of

Z(t) =

dZ(t,q(1) = 5-dS (1) + =

2
+ f > dX(1, q(0)) +

5, 4X(5.9(0)

f &>f

> (dS (1) + 2= dX(1, g()dS (1)
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We can quickly calculate that (dS (t))2 = 028 %(t)dr and dX(z, q()dS (1) = q(t)0'2S 2(¢)dt, which means

X(t,q(1)
dZ(t,q(t) = — 0 (rS(ndt + oS (AW (1))
1
+ 0] [(rg(DS (1) + pX(2, q(1)) — ug(®)S (1) dt + q(t)oS (HAW(1)]
Ty 2X@9@®) 50000 2 0 200
3 [O + 0 o-S“(ndr 3 2(t)q(t)ff S (t)dt}
Rearranging the terms we get
2
dZ(t,q(1) = (q(t) — Z(t, q(1))) (V —H- %) dr + (q(1) — Z(t, q(1))) cdW (1) (2.23)
We next define a new probability measure P by
PA) = f DrdP, Ae¥F (2.24)
A
where S(T)
— T - —_
Dr=e S0) (2.25)
Theorem 2.3. Dy can be rewritten as
Dr = exp {ch(T) - %O'ZT} (2.26)

Proof. Taking the stock S () which satisfies (2.18) and using Theorem 1.9 for a function f(z, S (¢)), we
get

1 1
df = 8,fdt + ds fdS + Eag £(ds)? = (at f+rSosf+ 5025263 f) dt + oS ds fFAW (1) (2.27)

where we used the fact that (dr)*> = 0, dr - dW(r) = 0 = dW(?) - dt, (AW (1))? = dr.
Now to prove the theorem, we specifically take the function f(S) = In(S), which means that

1, 1

f=0, Osf = 5’ osf = _E
substituting this into (2.27), we get

1,

d(n(S)) =|r— o dt + cdW(z)

Integrating the equation from O to 7" we get
1 1
In(S (7)) - In(S(0)) = (r - 502) T +o(W(T) - W(0)) = (r - 50'2) T +oW(T)

This means that

S(T) =exp {ln(S ) + (r - %0‘2) T + o-W(T)} = S(0)exp {(r - %0'2) T + O’W(T)}
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By the definition (2.25) of Dy

L Sy SOexp(r—507)T +oW(D)]
50 ¢ 5(0)

=e¢Texp {(r - %0_2) T + o-W(T)} = exp {O'W(T) - %UZT}

DT=8

O

Theorem 2.4. P is a probability measure.

Proof. 1t is obvious that for any A € ¥

P(A) = fA Dy dP = fA exp {O'W(T) - %O'ZT} dP
is nonnegative, since Dy > 0 almost surely. Also
PQ) = fg D7 dP = Ep (D) = exp {—%O'ZT} Ep (¢7" )
1, 1,
= exp {—50' T} exp{z(f T} =1
This proves the theorem. O

Theorem 2.5. Under B, W(r) = —ot + W(¢) is a Brownian motion.

Proof. We want to use Girsanov’s theorem (7 heorem 1.16). From the equation

!
W) = W) + f O(u)du
0

—0't=f®(u)du
0

which means ®(u) = —o. Next, we need to calculate Z(7)

Z(t) = exp { f odW(u) - % f O'Zdu} = exp {O'W(t) - %a%}
0 0

We can clearly see that Z(T') = D7. The condition we need to check is

we see that

T T T
00 > ]Ef o?Z>(u)du = Ef o exp {20'W(u) - o-zu} du = o-zf e Eexp {(20W (1)} du
0 0 0

2 T 2 1 2 2 T 2
=0 f e 7" expzd4oupdu =0 f e’ “du
0 2 0

This proves the theorem. O
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Using this, we can rewrite (2.23) as

dZ(t,q() = (q(t) = Z(t,q(0)) (r — ) dt + (q(0) = Z(1, q(1))) o AW (D) (2.28)

The corresponding Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation is

1
du+ max [(r— p)(q(t) — 2)0u + = (q(t) — 2°07ul = 0 (2.29)
q(t)e[a,,ﬁ, 2
with the boundary condition
u(T,2) = ()" (2.30)
The relationship between V and u is
X
V (0,80, Xo0) = SO'M(O, S—O) (2.31)
0

2.2.2 Pricing Asian Options

First, we show that Asian options are a special case of options on a traded account introduced in
¢ +
Section 2.2.1. For example, to achieve the Asian fixed strike call payoff (%Y(T) - K) , we choose
qgty=1- % and Xo = So — K. The traded account evolves according to

dX(r) = (1 - %)ds (1) (2.32)

i.e., we choose p = 0. Then we have
T t
X(T)=f (1—T)d5(f)+So—K: Y(T)-K (2.33)
0

where the second equation comes from the fact that d(S (¢)) = tdS (¢) + S (¢) d¢, or in integral form

T T T
Tf dS@®=7TST) = f tdS (1) + f S(ndt
0 0 0

After rearranging the terms, we get the second equation in (2.33).

For other types of Asian options we would use different strategies g(¢). Thus, we have showed that Asian
options are options on a traded account, and we can now apply the dimension reduction technique from
Section2.2.1. Itis also important to note that for Asian options a(f) = (), so the option holder’s trading
strategy is a priori given to him. The Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation (2.29) becomes

Ou+r1(q(t) —2) u+ % (q(t) = 2)* d*2u =0 (2.34)

with the boundary condition
u(T,2) = ()" (2.35)

The price of the Asian option is then given by

X,
(0,50, X0) = So - u (o, S—O) (2.36)
0
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To compute the value of this option numerically, we will build a uniform mesh
Zi=zo+i-dz, tj=j-dt

for 0 <i < M,0<j<N,andty = T. According to [5], reasonable choices are zo = —1, z3y = 1.
The first one represents the Asian option with strike equal to zero, the second one the Asian option with

strike equal to double of the stock price. We will use the index notation u; ; = u(z;,z;) and g; = q(¢;), and

_ d2
denote v = TR

Theorem 2.6. The equation (2.34) can be discretized by a mixed implicitlexplicit scheme as
C) [0-2 (qj - z,-)z —dz-r (q.,- - Z,’)] ui—1,j—2 [@(72 (q‘,- - zl-)z + v] u; j
+0 [0'2 (qj - zi)z +dz- r(qj - z,-)] uir1,j = —(1 - ©) [0'2 (qj - z,-)z —dz- r(qj - zi)] ui—1j41 (2.37)
+2 [(1 -0)0’ (ij - Zi)2 - V] ujjr1 — (1 -0) [0'2 (ij - Zi)2 +dz- r(CIj - Zi)] Uisl,j+1
where 0 < O < 1. The boundary condition for these equations is
uin = ()"
This system of equations is tridiagonal. A logical choice of the boundary conditions would be
uoj =0, up;=2upm-1;—um-2;

The lower condition is Dirichlet, and in our case it makes sense, since u(t}, zo) is far out-of-the-money,
and it makes sense that price of this option would be 0. The upper boundary is a linear extrapolation, and
it corresponds to the fact that u(z;, zyr) is deeply in-the-money, and its price should behave linearly with
respect to the underlying asset. Further discussion can be found in [5]

The choice of ® gives us freedom to pick the time point at which the partial derivatives with respect to
z are evaluated. For ® = 0, they get evaluated at 7;,| and the scheme is explicit. For ® = 1, they get
evaluated at 7; and the scheme is implicit. For ©® = %, we get the Crank-Nicholson scheme.

2.3 Dimension reduction using the Laplace transform

2.3.1 The Laplace transform and the Kummer’s equation

Definition 2.2 (see e.g. Section 1.4 in [15]). A function f has an exponential order « if
If(D)] < Me™, t>1

for some constants M > 0, to > 0 and «a.

Definition 2.3 (see e.g. Section 1.1 in [15]). Let f be a real or complex function of time variable t > 0
and parameter s. The Laplace transform of f is defined as

F(s) = L) = fo 1 F (e

if the integral converges.
If u = u(x, t) is a function with time varible t > 0, then the Laplace transform is

Ux,s) = Lu(x, 1) = fw e u(x, t)dt
0
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Theorem 2.7 (see e.g. Theorem 2.7 and Theorem 2.12 in [15]). Let f be continuous on (0, o) and of
exponential order a and f~ be piecewise continuous on {0, co). Then

L(f®) = sLf@) - f(O)

Jor Re(s) > a.
If we further suppose that f(t), f (t), -, f7~V(r) are continuous on (0, 00) and of exponential order,
while f(t) is piecewise continuous on (0, o), then

L(fP0) = S"LFD) =8 FON) = 8209 = = 7007
Remark 2.3 (see e.g. Chapter 5 in [15]). For u = u(x,t), we will assume that
L(Oxu) = 0:U(x, 5)
where U(x, s) is the Laplace transform of f. We can write a second derivate version as
L) = 07U(x, 5)

This means that the Laplace transform applies to the time variable T, and is commutative with the spatial
derivatives.
Definition 2.4 (see e.g. Chapter 13 in [12]). By Kummer’s equation we mean the equation of type
d*w
—
dz?

which has two linearly independent solutions (see 13.1.2 and 13.1.3 in [12])

-2 _aw=0 (2.38)
dz

RS () )
a'z
o (2.39)
n 1Fi(a;b;2) p1tFid+a-b2-b2)
F -b: — -
2F1(a; b;2) sin(rh) {F(l +a—-b)(b) ¢ a2 ->)

If b is a non-positive integer, then 1 F is undefined. Also, if R(z) < 0, then as |z — o

T(b)

Fi(a;b;z) ~
1F1(a; b; z) To-a)

(=)™ (2.40)

(see 13.1.5in [12]).

Definition 2.5 (Inverse Laplace transform, see e.g. Section 1.7 in [15]). Let f be a real or complex
Sfunction of time variable t > 0 and parameter s. If L(f(t)) = F(s), then the inverse Laplace transform
is denoted by

LF6) = f0, 120
Theorem 2.8. Let f be a real or complex function of time variable t > 0 and parameter s. Then

1 y+iD
f(t) = LTY(F(s)) = — lim e F(s)ds
27” D—oo ’)/—iD

where the integration is done along the vertical line R(s) = vy in the complex place such that vy is greater
than the real part of all singularities of F and F is bounded on the line.

Proof. Seee.g. [17]. O
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2.3.2 The dimension reduction technique

This method was partially published in [11] and [13]. We will start with the transformation
y

K
v(t %) = xf (LY, ¥ =— T (2.41)

Applying it on equation (2.11) results in
1 1
oif — (T + w) Ouf + zazwzag =0 (2.42)
with the boundary condition

f(T’ l,ﬁ) = max {_lﬁ’ O}

In [9] it was shown that the analytical solution for ¢ < 0 is

[ = % (1-eT0) = e~ (2.43)

Thus from now on we will only consider the case ¢ > 0. Let us substitute 7 = T — ¢ into equation (2.42)

1 1 5o,
_(’)Tf—(7+r»,//)6¢f+§o'wawf:0 (2.44)
with initial and boundary conditions
f(0,¢) = max {-y, 0}
1
= _—(1- —rr
f@0)= — (1=

The next step is to derive the Geman-Yor model for Asian call option prices (see e.g. [14]). Our new
variables will be

2 1 1 1
y = d 1, 7o=-0’1, a= ——(TZTw, C= Zo'ze”Tf (2.45)

"o 4 4
The partial differential equation (2.44) becomes

3-,C = 20%32C + (1 = 2(v + D) 8,C + 2(v + 1)C (2.46)

with domain 7, > 0, @ < 0 (for detailed discussion of this fact see Section 3.2 in [11]). We have an initial
condition

4a
C ,0 = —,0 = 0
(a,0) max{a_zT }

and boundary condition
200+t _ 1 "
0 = 2.
C(0,12) 0+ D (2.47)

Theorem 2.9. Applying the Laplace transform

+00
C=LO@p= [ e dn
0
on equation (2.46) yields
0=20"0>C+(1 -2+ 1Da)d,C +Q2v+1)-p)C (2.48)
with boundary condition

1

COme— L
P = 26+

for R(p) > max 2(v + 1),0) (2.49)
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Proof. We will apply Theorem 2.7 and Remark 2.3 on equation (2.46). The time derivative becomes
L(8,,C) = pC - C(a,0") = pC

The spatial derivatives become

A

(£)(0.C) = 0,C, (£)(92C) = 32

Combining these yields the equation. For the boundary condition, we get

€O, p) = (L™ - L(1))

2(v+ 1)

Now we just need to use the definition to calculate

+00 1
L) = f e ATy = —
0 p

+00
L(ez(”])m) — f e P72 20+ D72 dry = 1
0

p—-2v+1)

where the last equation only holds if R(p) > max 2(v + 1), 0) O

2.3.3 Solving the reduced equation via the hyper-geometric functions

Theorem 2.10. The solution of (2.48) can be expressed in terms of two confluent hyper-geometric func-
tions

C(a, p) = Ci(p)Ai(a, p) + Co(p)Ar(, p)
where, if we denote p1 = \2p + V2,

1 1
A, p) = Qa)®12 By (‘E(ﬂ +v+2)1 - 2_)
a
(2.50)

1 1
Ax(a, p) = Q) R F [ Z(u—v—2) 1+ p; —
2 2a

Proof. See e.g. Section 3.2 in [11]. O
Theorem 2.11. C can not include A, (a, p).

Proof. For a valid Laplace transform, the solution must be holomorphic (for R(p) > max (2(v + 1), 0)).
From Definition 2.4, we know that | F| is undefined for non-positive integers. Since b = 1 — u for Ay,
there will exist some pi, pa,--- such that u; = —1,u, = =2,---, and A; will be undefined for all such
ui. This means that A; won’t be holomorphic on the whole set where R(p) > max (2(v + 1), 0), which
completes our proof. O

Using (2.40) in combination with the boundary condition (2.49), we obtain C, and arrive at the
Geman and Yor model (see [14])

Cla,p) =

2a)? T2 + L(u +v)) (
11 )

1 1
(1 — v —2) i 2.51
p(p— 201+ I +) -y 2>’““’za) 31
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2.3.4 Implementation

In order to implement (2.51), we want to rewrite | F'; in an integral form. We will use the equation
9.211.11in[16]
21—be%2

1
1ﬂw&@=————1fﬂ—N*%HﬁH&%n0<%@<%®
B(a,b—a) J_;

where B is the Beta function. Using the substitution u = %, we arrive at

— 1 : u, a—1 b—a-1
1F1(d,b,Z)— mﬁ e"u (1 —u du, O<?’\(a)<9§(b)

The Beta function can be expressed in terms of Gamma functions as

I'(@I'(b —a)
B(a,b-a) = ————
(a,b-a) o)
So the general integral form of | F; is
I'(b !
1Fi(a,b,z) = m N1 —w) M du, 0 < R(a) < Rb)
- 0
If we plug in our parameters, we arrive at
F : 2); 1+ s :
1F1 2(,11 v=2i b4 o
_ F(l +,Ll) fl eiuu%(y—v—Z)—l(l _ u)1+l~l_%(ll—v—2)—ldu
T —v =22+ I +v) Jo

for 0 < %(%(,u —v—=2)) < R( + p). Plugging this back into (2.51) we get

1

N 2 2@Hv—p) 1 u —y— +y+

Cla, p) = Qe f e T (1 - u)" T du (2.52)
p(p =200 +V)I'(Gu—-v=2)) Jo

fora < 0, R(p) > max(2(v+1),0)and 0 < R (‘%_2) < R(1 + ). In order to implement this efficiently,
we will perform integral substitution # = —2a@z on (2.52) to get

1
R —(2 5 (v=)+2 1/(=2a) —y— vt
T | a;)zr( Li—v-2) LTt e
pp— +v 3 -V - 0
. 2.53)
-n7 fl/(_za) 2 (1 4+ 2a2)"5 d (
= e Z + Z2az VA
P(p =21 + (5 —v-2) Jo
Now using Theorem 2.8, we can invert the solution (2.53) as
1 ’)’+lD n
Cla, 1) = — lim e’ C(a, p)dp (2.54)

27Tl D—oo y—iD

Note that there still are the restrictions @ < 0, R(p) > max(2(v + 1),0) and 0 < R (‘%_2) <R + ).
We must therefore pick a vertical path in the complex plane which doesn’t violate them. To be safe, we
pick the shift y = Z(VT—JQZ (it’s valid since we never choose o > 0.3). Now, the only thing left to do is to
scale back from C to v, which can be done by

dxe " C
2T

v=x-f=
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2.4 Numerical solution using Crank-Nicholson scheme
Remark 2.4. It should be noted that a solution to (2.11) for y > KT is obtained in [14]

0 (6 x,y) = % (1-e7T0) 4 e (% - K) (2.55)

Thus we will only focus on numerical solutions for 0 <y < KT.
From (2.55) we can also get the boundary condition aty = KT

v(t,x. KT) = % (1-e) (2.56)

2.4.1 Problem description and discretization

Using Crank-Nicolson scheme to price Asian options was done in [18]. We start by restricting the
spatial variable domain to (0, Xihax) for sufficiently large Xpax and take Q; = (0, Xpmax), Q2 = (0, KT),
Q3 =(0,T),and Q = Q; X Qy X Q3. We restrict the equation (2.11)

1
0,u(t, x, y) + rxdu(t, x, y) + x0,0(t, X, y) + Eazxzaiv(t, x,y) =rv(t,x,y), (x,yt)eQ

with the boundary conditions

+
1,05 =TT (LK) L .)€ Q2x s (2.57)
y +
oToxy) = (%-K) . o) eQix (2.58)
ot 0 KT) = 2 (1= 7). (n) € @ x Qs (2.59)
rT
_ Xmax ~r(T—1) -n(T-0 (Y "
0(t, Xmax y) = —= (1= e )+e Z_K), Dex0; (2.60)
rT T
We can use the substitution 7 = 7' — ¢ to make our equation forward in time
1
0r0 — rxd v — x0,0 — E(szzaiv = —rv, (x,y,H) €Q
y +
w0 = (LK) . woemx
y +
v(0, x,y) = (T - ) , (x,y) e x (2.61)

o(t, x, KT) = iT (1—e), (n1) e xO
r

Xmax
rT

+
(1—e_rT)+e_”(%— ) (s, 7) € Qs X O3

(T, Xmax, ¥) =
The task of this section is to solve (2.61). We will discretize the time variable domain [0, 7] as
N T
Q :{Tn =nAt, At=—,n=0,1,--- ,N}
N
To discretize the temporal variable in the numerical solution of (2.61), we use the Crank-Nicolson
scheme. The spatial variable domain [0, Xiax] X [0, KT7] is discretized as

X KT
max, k:—;i:O,"',Nx;jZO""’Ny
N Ny

NNy _ {(x,-, y;) = G, jK), =
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The central difference technique is used to discretize the space derivatives at each time step 7,,. Let us
define the operators

(U(Tn+1,xi,yj) - (Ll(Tn,xi,yj)

5,W(Tn+%,x,-,yj) =

At
W(Tn,xiﬂ,!/j)_ﬂ anxl'—],yj)
DX(L[ (Tn’xiayj) = 7 ( (262)
) W(Tn,xi+1,yj) —ZW(Tn,xi,yj) +W(Tn,xi_1,yj)
5xﬂ(Tn,xi,yj) = hz
Then we have a fully discrete scheme
1 1
(51 —rx;Dx — x;0, — —0'2xl-26)2€ + r) (L(’?J,rzl =0, in QNeNo-N
’ 2 ln/+§
n —rta (YJ * .
Uy j=e "(?—K) , j=0,1,---,N,, n=0,1,---,N
; +
(L{l(?]:(%_K) » i=0,1’“',Nx, j=0’1""’Ny (263)
X; _ .
WZNy:ﬁ(l_erT”)’ l:()’l’.."N)C' n:()!]’”'vN
n _ Xmax —rTy —rTy Yj * . _
Nej = 7T (l—e )+e ?—K , J—O,l,"',Ny, n=0,1,---,N
where "
n n
1 ij+t ij+1
Uy =U(onny), U = ——5—2 (2.64)

N

where U is the assumed solution for the fully discrete scheme (2.63), ﬁNX Mol QNN 5 QN and

—Ny,N,,N
QNN = " N Q.

2.4.2 Stability, consistency and the truncation error

Theorem 2.12. The fully discrete scheme (2.63) is unconditionally stable, however it has a purely tem-

poral regularity condition At < Cll’ where C; = 2 max {0‘2, r}, with respect to the initial condition and
source term.
Proof. See Remark 1 in [18]. O

Theorem 2.13. The local truncation error of (2.63) is

(7_,l’l+

1,]+

=

1
= (6, —rx;{Dx — x;6, — 50-2xl.26)2€ + r) w-U) (Tn+%, X, yj%) (2.65)

=

where v is the solution to the continuous problem (2.61) and U is the solution to the discrete problem
(2.63). Then

Tn+%

1
ij+5

where C, represents a positive constant determined by Equation 4.14 in [ 18] and additionally

(A7, h, k)

<Gy (A7) + 1+ KP) (2.66)

1
lim 772 (Ar,h,k) = 0. (2.67)
(A1,h,k)—(0,0,0) LJt3

This means that the fully discrete scheme (2.63) is consistent as temporal and all spatial lengths approach
zero.
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Proof. See e.g. Section 4.2 in [18]. O

Theorem 2.14. Denote v as the solution to the continuous problem (2.61) and U as the solution to the
discrete problem (2.63). Define

E (‘rn, Xi, yj) =w-U) (Tn, Xi, yj) , in Qe (2.68)
Then the error corresponding to U at time level n satisfies
||E"(AT, b, )| < K ((AT)? + WP + k) (2.69)

where K| = 2Cy \ XpuaxKT? exp(2C1T), C is the constant from Theorem 2.12 and C; is the constant
from Theorem 2.13. This means the fully discrete scheme (2.63) is convergent.

Proof. See e.g. Theorem 2 in [18]. O

2.4.3 Richardson extrapolation

Let us use Richardson extrapolation for a more precise solution (see e.g. [19] for more information
on the Richardson extrapolation). Let U denote a solution to the fully discrete scheme (2.63) obtained
by reducing the grind lengths of spatial variables by half, and let

ii[ (Tn’ Xis yj) -

3 Lu (- x129)) (2.70)

7/Iextp (Tm Xis yj) = 3

Theorem 2.15. The local truncation error that arises from using Richardson extrapolation can be ex-
pressed as

1
(6, —rxiDx — x;0y — 50— x252 )(v - leex,p) (TYH_%, xi,yj+%)

_4_17,n+% (A h I_C)__Tn+2 (BB (2.71)
“ 3w \T 22 i+
and it is of order O (h4) +0 (k4) +0 ((AT)2).
Proof. See e.g. Section 5 in [18]. O
Theorem 2.16. Define
Eevp (Tn, X, yj) = (U - ‘Llextp) (Tn, X, yj) , In EN NN (2.72)
Then the error corresponding to Uy, at time level n satisfies
|Epp (AT, )| < 5 (AT + B* + &*) (2.73)

where K is some positive constant. This is an equivalent form of Theorem 2.14 for the discrete solution
7/{extp-

Proof. See e.g. Remark 3 in [18]. O
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2.5 Numerical solution using MPDATA

2.5.1 The MPDATA algorithm

The Multidimensional Positive-Definite Advection Transport Algorithm (MPDATA) is a finite-difference
scheme developed for the numerical solution of linear transport equations written in conservative form

O = ~0.(u¥) - 9,(P) 2.74)

where u, v are the flow velocities corresponding to x, y coordinates, respectively, and WV is a nonnegative
scalar field. For a complete overview, see [20]. A donor-cell upwind scheme discretisation to (2.74) can
be written as

1
[n+1] _ wlnl _ [n] [n] d _ [n] [n] d
v =Y dZ;)(F[‘I'[,.’J.],\I'”]+ i Gl ] F[‘I’[l_,m o i i, ﬂ"l/zo]) (2.75)

1/2,0

where i, j are spatial discretisation indices, n denotes temporal discretisation index and 7¢, indicates a

a,b
cyclic permutation of an order d of a set {a, b}, for example

2. % jendy = P+ Fi e (2.76)
C is the Courant number vector field |
_(C*\ _ (udt/ox
C- ( Cz) _ (U& @) @77
and the flux function F is defined as
F (¥, ¥Yg, C) = max(C,0) - ¥, + min(C,0) - Vg (2.78)

The integer and half-integer indices correspond to cell centers and cell walls, respectively. The truncation
error analysis shows that (2.75) is only a first-order approximation in dx and 6t of (2.74) and that it’s
strongly diffusive. MPDATA achieves a higher-order accuracy by attempting to compensate for the
leading-order numerical diffusion error of the donor-cell scheme. It is easy to see that (2.74) is a second-
order approximation of the advection-diffusion equation

0¥ = - 0,(u¥) - 9,(v¥)

, o2 g O9* (o (a2 apgy €L C20x0Y (2.79)
00 (- (¢ + G (1 ) e - S
Therefore we define antidiffusive pseudo Velocmes in the x and y directions
6 1 C'C%x6y 1
i= O (11— (1)) oy - CEY Loy
(2.80)

ST
II

(5_1/) ( ) ) 2)1 C'C?6x6y 1
—9,¥ - ———2_H,¥
IC*1 = (C?)") 550y TR

In order to compensate the ﬁrst—order error of (2.75), we can use the donor—cell scheme again, only with
i1, 7 as the velocities and W!"*!! in the place of W], By choosing uniformly bounded approximations of
ratios (1/¥)VY, one assures the stability of the corrective iteration [20].

[24] provides a detailed discussion of the consistency, stability and accuracy of the scheme. Second-
and third-order convergence rates of different MPDATA options have been documented for Cartesian
meshes [24], [25]. The scheme also inherits the key properties of UPWIND, namely conservativeness
and positive-definiteness [20]. The corrective step can be employed iteratively, subsequent iterations
employ the same scheme for correcting the numerical diffusion incurred in the UPWIND steps employed
in corrective iterations.
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2.5.2 Using MPDATA to price Asian options

Using MPDATA to price path-dependent Asian-style options was done in [21], pricing European and
American options was done in [22]. We will rewrite (2.11)

1
0uu(t, x, y) + rxdu(t, x, y) + x0,0(t, X, y) + Eo'zxza)zcv(t, X, y) = rv(t, X, y)

into an advection-only problem in order to apply the MPDATA algorithm. First step will be to transform
it into a homogenous, constant-coefficient advection-diffusion equation using the substitution:
a = In(x)
B=y
="t xy)
2 (2.81)

1
U=r—-o

The resultant transport problem is
O + udy¥ + ndpg¥ — v ¥ = 0 (2.82)

We must recast the diffusion term in (2.82) as an advective flux. Our second step is to transform (2.82)
into an advection-only problem in («, §) coordinates

Y +V - ¥) =0 (2.83)
_ (” - Véa@‘*’) (2.84)
n

Letd = 1,2 index the spatial directions corresponding to «, 8 and let ‘I’{?]ﬂ denote the numerical approxi-

["].] represents

mation of ¥(z, @, B) at time " = nAt and spatial location («;,8;) = (iAa, jAB). The value ‘I’[i i

the cell average over the control volume [«;_ L@ 1 IX (B 1,811
The donor-cell scheme for (2.83) is

N-1
gl _ gl _Z(F[qﬂ"] gl cla ]—F[‘I’[”] glrl cldl D (2.85)

[i.]] [i.j] i g1 " i jl4nf ) [i,j]+7r7/2,0 li.jl+n?, "~ L) [i,j]+7r‘fl/2’0

with ng , €xplained in (2.76) and F a flux function defined in (2.78). For the present problem, the Courant
vector field is

At (0P
C= (Aa (”A, o )) (2.86)
i)
with the @ component discretised as
At 2
[0] _ [0]
i+1/2.]1 = Ag (“ - VA—QAM](‘P)) (2.87)
with w v
i jl+nd  — Tl
AL (9 = g (2.88)
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with A set to zero if the terms in denominator sum up to zero.
The antidiffusive Courant number analytically derived using the modified equation analysis is

'1d] —|cta A1 Z |t Al o
i1+ ‘C[i, JIREP [ ‘C[i, J+md 120 ] [i,j]( )
N . (2.89)
cldl .c. - B! (p
‘F%id [i’j]+”?/2,0 [l’j]+ﬂl{/2»0 [I’J]( )
where
=gl 1 [ 1g] [q] [q] [q]
C... =--|C +C +C +C 2.90
[l’-j]+ﬂlli/2,0 4 ( [l.,j]+7T(li,l/2 [i,j]+7rg’l/2 [i’j]+n[l{,—l/2 [i,j]+7rg’,l/2 ( )
and
l 1 Yigend, ¥ gt — Yipend |~ Yiijrant
By =5-g Ty g T : (2.91)
lijlnd T Fliglend T Fpigiend |+ lijend
The terminal condition for the pricing PDE is the discounted payoff ¥ atr = T
(T, xy) = e o(T, x,y) (2.92)
and the stability criterion [21] is
2vot < 1 (2.93)
6a? " 2 '

in [27] and [21], it was discussed that casting the pricing problem as a transport equation gives us an
intuitive inflow and outflow interpretation of the boundary conditions. In Figure 1 (a) of [21] it is shown
that the boundary conditions specification for ¥ at maximum value of @ and at § = 0 are irrelevant
because the vector field directs the flow outwards from the domain. For simplicity all inflow boundary
conditions are set to spatial extrapolation of ¥ and constant extension of the Courant number vector field.
These conditions also apply to corrective iterations, where the vector field is the antidiffusive Courant
number. For more information see Section 2.6 in [21].
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Numerical results

In this chapter we show numerical results of the methods introduced in Chapter 2. All the supple-
mentary code can be found in Chapter A and the Github repository for this research task.

3.1 Benchmark solution

In order to test how well the methods behave, we introduce a benchmark method using Monte Carlo
simulation (for basic information see [26]). In order to shrink the 95% confidence interval to achieve a
desirable accuracy, we would need a tremendous amount of simulations. Therefore we use a variance
reduction technique called control variate briefly explained in the following text, and described in more
detail in [27]. The implementation is taken from this Github repository.

The control variate technique reduces the variance of the standard Monte Carlo estimator by exploit-
ing the known analytical solution of a highly correlated companion option. In general, if we seek to
estimate the expected value of a random variable Y (the target option price) using a simulated variable X
whose expected value E[X] is known analytically, the control variate estimator Y¢y is defined as:

Yoy =Y + B(E[X] - X) 3.1

where (8 is a constant coefficient chosen to minimize the variance of Ycy. Because E [E[X] — X] =
the expected value E[Ycy] = E[Y], ensuring that the estimator remains unbiased.

In the context of Asian option pricing under the Kemna and Vorst [27] framework, an arithmetic
Asian option lacks a closed-form solution, but a geometric Asian option can be priced analytically. Thus,
in our case Y is the payoff of the target Arithmetic Asian Option, X is the payoff of the Geometric Asian
Option and E[X] is the exact, analytic price of the Geometric Asian Option calculated via an adjusted
Black-Scholes formula. 3 is Set to 1 in our implementation. The final variance-reduced option value is
obtained by taking the sample average of the control variate payoffs across all N simulations:

N

_ 1 ‘

Vey = Z Y® + E[X] - X©) (3.2)
1:1

To find how many simulations are required to reach an acceptable level of pricing stability, we analyze
the convergence behavior across different sample sizes for one specific choice of the option’s parameters.
We first observe the control variate method over a spectrum ranging from 1,000 to 800,000 simulations
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Fig. 3.1a. To inspect the precision, we zoom into the range between 400,000 and 800,000 sample paths
Fig. 3.1b. To visibly demonstrate the performance gains of variance reduction, we compare the standard
Monte Carlo approach directly against the control variate method across the same range Fig. 3.2. In all
analyzed instances, the 95% confidence intervals are plotted alongside the point estimates to visually
track the rate of error decay. Lastly, it is also interesting to fix the number of simulations and insted
increase the number of time steps used. We show the results in Fig. 3.3.

It is obvious that the control variate method gives more precise results, which is why we will use it as the
benchmark price. Also, we will work with 400000 simulations and 500 time steps, since they offer a very
precise solution at a reasonable time. We will call the solution with these parameters as the benchmark
solution (or sometimes benchmark MC solution).

3.2 Veler Dimension Reduction Technique

3.2.1 Temporal Matching and convergence with increased grid density

In this subsection we use ® = % (Crank-Nicholson scheme) in order to get the highest convergence
order in dt.

A common pitfall in comparing partial differential equation (PDE) methods to stochastic simulation
frameworks is the temporal monitoring mismatch. Asian options are highly sensitive to their observation
frequency; an option sampled at 100 discrete intervals maintains a different mathematical value than one
evaluated at 800.

To validate the algorithmic accuracy of the Vecer solver, we explicitly match the temporal discretiza-
tion parameters of both models. The benchmark solution’s path frequency is Myc = 500, and the Vecer
time steps are therefore fixed identically at N = 500. We then vary the spatial grid density across values
of 50, 100, 200, 400, 800 and 1600.

As displayed in Fig. 3.4, if the temporal parameters match, the Vecer finite difference scheme con-
verges with the number of spatial nodes. For low, medium, and high volatilities (o- = 0.10, 0.20, 0.30),
the spatial discretization error decays rapidly as the number of grid points increases.
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Asian Option Price - Monte Carlo Simulation (Control Variate) with 95% Confidence Interval
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(a) Control variate convergence over a spectrum from 1,000 to 800,000 simulations.

Asian Option Price - Monte Carlo Simulation (Control Variate) with 95% Confidence Interval
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(b) Control variate convergence over a spectrum from 400,000 to 800,000 simulations.

Figure 3.1: Detailed convergence profiles and 95% confidence interval tracking for the Asian option

control variate estimator at different scales. The parameters chosen for this graph are: So = 100,K =
100,7 = 1.0,r = 0.05, 0 = 0.10. The number of time steps is Myic = 100.
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Asian Option Price - Monte Carlo Simulation (Control Variate) with 95% Confidence Interval
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Figure 3.2: Direct convergence comparison between Standard Monte Carlo and Monte Carlo with Con-
trol Variate from 400,000 to 800,000 simulations, including 95% confidence intervals. The parameters
chosen for this graph are: S¢ = 100, K = 100,7 = 1.0,7 = 0.05, 0 = 0.10. The number of time steps is
Myic = 100.

Convergence of Option Price with Increasing Time Granularity
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Figure 3.3: Time granularity convergence for Monte Carlo with Control Variate. The parameters chosen
for this graph are: So = 100,K = 100,7 = 1.0, = 0.05,0 = 0.10. The number of simulations is

100000.
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3.3 Laplace transform

To calculate the inverse Laplace transform we used the famous Euler algorithm explained in Section
1 of [28] (equations 13, 14 and 15) and Section 5 of [29]. The error analysis can be found in [30].
The Euler algorithm operates by transforming the complex Bromwich inversion integral into a real-
valued integral, which is then discretized using the trapezoidal rule. Through a strategic selection of the
integration contour, this discretization yields a nearly alternating infinite series of the form

F0 = Y =Dra()
k=0

where the terms ay(f) represent evaluations of the transform function f(s) at specific complex nodes.
Because alternating series derived from the Bromwich integral often exhibit slow convergence, a simple
truncation of the series is computationally inefficient. To overcome this, the algorithm employs Euler
summation, which is a sequence acceleration technique that uses a binomial distribution to compute a
weighted average of partial sums. The resulting approximation is explicitly described by two parameters,
M and N

E(M,N) = Z L

N (N
k=0

)2‘NS Mk (1)
where S ,,(7) = ZTZO(—I)ja ;(?) is the m-th partial sum of the original series.
In Fig. 3.5a and Fig. 3.5b, we tested how the Laplace transform behaves compared to the Monte Carlo

benchmark with increased M and N, respectively. We thus conclude that there is no gain in choosing
different values of M and N than those recommended in [28] and [29], which are M = N = 15.

3.4 MPDATA

3.4.1 Improvement over UPWIND

First, we try to demonstrate how MPDATA significantly improves on the UPWIND scheme. On
Fig. 3.6 it is clear that MPDATA permorms much better.

3.4.2 Improvement with increased spatial grid density

In this subsection we studied the spatial grid density, shown at Fig. 3.7. One can’t choose the number
of temporal nodes arbitrarily due to the stability criterion (2.93). Because of that, we first show the graph
of the number of spatial nodes nx going from 15 to 40 (Fig. 3.7a) with fixed nt = 800, and secondly
the graph of the number of spatial nodes nx going from 20 to 80 (Fig. 3.7b) with fixed nt = 1600. For
simplicity, we choose nx = ny.

3.4.3 Choice of the lower and upper bounds

One may ask how the solution changes with different choices of S ,,;, and S ,,,4x. For simplicity, we
fixed S, = 300 and picked different values of S ,,;,. As Fig. 3.8 shows, it is best to keep the interval
sufficiently large to arrive at a desirable accuracy.
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Price of Laplace transform with increased M
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Figure 3.5: Comparison of the Laplace transform to the Monte Carlo benchmark for different values of
M and N. The parameters chosen for this graph are: Sg = 100, K = 100,7 = 1.0,r = 0.05, o = 0.20.
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Convergence Analysis: MPDATA against UPWIND
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Figure 3.6: Convergence of UPWIND against MPDATA. The parameters chosen for this graph are:
So = 100,K = 100, T = 1.0,r = 0.05,00 = 0.20, S ,,ux = 300, S ,;» = 50. For discretization we set
nx = ny, nt = 800.

3.4.4 Improvement with increased time steps

Lastly we looked at how the solution improves with increased amount of time steps. Fig. 3.9 shows
that while the solution improves, it is only by a small margin, leading to a conclusion that higher grid
density is more important than higher amount of time steps.

3.5 Comparison

In Table 3.1 we compare the 4 different techniques for a few specific values of o and K while keeping
r=0.05T = 1.0,59 = 100. Since MPDATA took the longest amount of time and the results are not
as close to the benchmark as the other two methods, we conclude that it behaves the worst of the three
(MPDATA is convergent, so if we picked a higher density it would be closer to the other methods.
However, it would take even longer amount of time to calculate). The Laplace transform method is far
closer to the Monte Carlo benchmark. But the top performer is definitely the Vecer dimension reduction,
which equals the benchmark result to a third decimal place in all cases.

We do the same thing in Table 3.2, but this time with r = 0.15,7 = 1.0, S = 100, because these values
have been used in Table 2 in [5]. We conclude that our results are very close to the results reported by
Vecef in [5].
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MPDATA Grid Convergence
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Figure 3.7: MPDATA convergence with grid density (nx = ny). The parameters chosen for this graph
are: So = 100, K = 100,7T = 1.0, r = 0.05, 0 = 0.20.
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MPDATA S_min - S_max interval convergence
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Figure 3.8: Different choices of S ,,;, while keeping S ,,,,» = 300. The parameters chosen for this graph
are: So = 100, K = 100,T = 1.0, r = 0.05, 0 = 0.20. For discretization we set nx = ny = 60, nt = 2000.

Table 3.1: Comparison for different values of 0. The parameters chosen are: r = 0.05,T = 1.0,S¢ = 100.
We used the Monte Carlo benchmark, Vecef dimension reduction with M = 1000, N = 500, Laplace
transform with N = M = 15, and MPDATA with S, = 300, S jin = 20, nt = 1800, nx = 80, ny = 80.

o | K | MC benchmark | Vecef dimension reduction | Laplace transform | MPDATA

90 11.9561 11.9561 11.9514 11.7466

0.1 | 100 3.6477 3.6474 3.6415 3.7450
110 0.3333 0.3335 0.3312 0.5662
90 12.6037 12.6036 12.5960 12.5510

0.2 | 100 5.7725 5.7724 5.7631 5.8281
110 1.9968 1.9969 1.9899 2.1018
90 13.9647 13.9649 13.9538 13.9691

0.3 ] 100 7.9581 7.9582 7.9456 8.0033
110 4.0824 4.0829 4.0718 4.1446
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Figure 3.9: Different choices of nt while keeping nx = ny = 60. The parameters chosen for this graph
are: So = 100, K = 100,7 = 1.0,r = 0.05,0 = 0.20.

Table 3.2: Comparison for different values of o and K. The parameters chosen are: r = 0.15,T =
1.0,S¢ = 100. We used the Monte Carlo benchmark, Vecef dimension reduction with M = 1000, N =
500, Laplace transform with N = M = 15, and MPDATA with S . = 300, S i, = 20, nt = 1800, nx =
80, ny = 80. Results in the column Vecer* are taken from Table 2 in [5].

o | K | MC benchmark | Vecef dimension reduction | Laplace transform | MPDATA | Vecei*
90 15.4126 15.4127 15.3995 15.3191 | 15.399
0.1 | 100 7.0416 7.0413 7.0276 6.8972 7.029
110 1.4219 1.4218 1.4135 1.6702 1.415
90 15.6565 15.6566 15.6418 15.6000 | 15.643
0.2 | 100 8.4241 8.4242 8.4088 8.4296 8.412
110 3.5678 3.5680 3.5556 3.6526 3.560
90 16.5299 16.5302 16.5129 16.5255 | 16.516
0.3 ] 100 10.2272 10.2278 10.2098 10.2575 | 10.215
110 5.7455 5.7462 5.7301 5.8004 5.736




Conclusion

In this research task, we focused on explaining and comparing different techniques to price arith-
metic average Asian options. Specifically, we studied the Vecet dimension reduction technique, Laplace
transform, and MPDATA algorithm, and compared them to the Monte Carlo solution with control vari-
ate. Of the three methods, the Vecef dimension reduction works the best, having the same results as the
Monte Carlo method up to three decimal places. The Laplace transform also performs reasonably well.
The MPDATA algorithm is time-consuming and computationally-heavy, but may pose a possible way
forward if one were able to code it efficiently.

We conclude that although the pricing of Asian options based on the arithmetic average is a challenging
problem, a variety of effective methods exists. Moreover, the close agreement among the results pro-
duced by the different approaches provides strong evidence of their validity and practical applicability.
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Appendix A

Code

This appendix provides the supplementary code used in Chapter 3. It can also be found in more detail
in this Github repository.

A.1 Monte Carlo Benchmark

Listing A.1: Monte Carlo with control variate

import numpy as np
from scipy.special import erf
import matplotlib.pyplot as plt

class AsianOptionMC_MC(object):

[ R . I N VO SR

25
26
27
28
29

def __init__(self, option_type, SO, strike, T, M, r, div, sigma,

simulations):
try:
self.option_type = option_type
assert isinstance(option_type, str)
self.SO = float(SO)
self.strike = float(strike)
self.T = float(T)
self.M int (M)
self.r float(r)
self.div = float(div)
self.sigma = float(sigma)
self.simulations = int(simulations)
except ValueError:
print (’Error.passing.Options._.parameters’)

if option_type != ’call’ and option_type != ’'put’:
raise ValueError("Error:_option.type_not.valid._ Enter.’call’_or
u!putyu)

if S® < ® or strike < ® or T <= ® or r < ® or div < ® or sigma < 0:
raise ValueError(’Error:_Negative_inputs.not_allowed’)

self.time_unit = self.T / float(self.M)
self.discount = np.exp(- self.r * self.T)
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@property
def GeometricAsianOption(self):
sigsqT = ((self.sigma ** 2 * self.T * (self.M + 1) * (2 * self.M +
1)
/ (6 * self.M * self.M))
muT = (0.5 * sigsqT + (self.r - 0.5 * self.sigma ** 2)
* self.T * (self.M + 1) / (2 * self.M))

dl = ((np.log(self.S® / self.strike) + (muT + 0.5 * sigsqT))
/ np.sqrt(sigsqT))
d2 = dl - np.sqrt(sigsqT)

N1 = 0.5 * (1 + erf(dl / np.sqrt(2)))

N2 = 0.5 * (1 + erf(d2 / np.sqrt(2)))

geometric_value = self.discount * (self.S® * np.exp(muT) * N1 -
self.strike * N2)

return geometric_value

@property
def price_path(self, seed = 100):
np.random.seed(seed)
price_path = (self.SO *
np.cumprod (np.exp ((self.r - 0.5
* self.time_unit +
self.sigma * np.sqrt(self.time_unit)
* np.random.randn(self.
simulations, self.M)), 1))

K8

self.sigma ** 2)

return price_path

@property
def MCPayoff(self):
if self.option_type == ’call’:
MCpayoff = self.discount \
* np.maximum(np.mean(self.price_path,1)-self.
strike, 0)
else:
MCpayoff = self.discount \
* np.maximum(self.strike - np.mean(self.
price_path,1), 0)
return MCpayoff

@property
def value(self):
MCvalue = np.mean(self.MCPayoff)
MCValue_std = np.std(self.MCPayoff)
upper_bound = MCvalue + 1.96 * MCValue_std/np.sqrt(self.simulations
)
lower_bound = MCvalue - 1.96 * MCValue_std/np.sqrt(self.simulations
)

return MCvalue, lower_bound, upper_bound
@property

def value_with_control_variate(self):

59




75

76
77

78
79

80

81

82

83

84

85

© e N ;R W N =

*

geometric_average = np.exp( (1/float(self.M)) np.sum(np.log(self.

price_path), 1) )

if self.option_type == ’call’:
MCpayoff_geometric = self.discount * np.maximum/(
geometric_average - self.strike, 0)
else:
MCpayoff_geometric = self.discount * np.maximum(self.strike -

geometric_average, 0)
value_with_CV = self.MCPayoff + self.GeometricAsianOption -
MCpayoff_geometric
value_with_control_variate = np.mean(value_with_CV , 0)
value_with_control_variate_std = np.std(value_with_CV, 0)
upper_bound_CV = value_with_control_variate + 1.96 *
value_with_control_variate_std/np.sqrt(self.simulations)
lower_bound_CV = value_with_control_variate - 1.96 *
value_with_control_variate_std/np.sqrt(self.simulations)
return value_with_control_variate, lower_bound_CV, upper_bound_CV

A.2 Vecer dimension reduction

Listing A.2: Vecef dimension reduction implementation

import numpy as np
from scipy.linalg import solve_banded

def vecer_fixed_asian_call(S®, K, T, r, sigma, M, N, theta=0.5):

# Setup Grid

dt =T / N
z_min, z_max = -1.0, 1.0
dz = (z_max - z_min) / M

z = np.linspace(z_min, z_max, M + 1)
nu = (dz**2) / dt

# Initial Condition: u(T, z) = (z)*+
u = np.maximum(z, 0)

# Backward Induction

for j in range(N - 1, -1, -1):
# Specific q(t) provided
t_curr = j * dt
q_-j =1 - (t_curr / T)

# Grid indices for inner points i = 1 to M-1
zi = z[1:M]

# Let A = sigma*2 * (q_j - z_i)*2 and B =dz * r * (q_j - z_1i)
= (sigma:':v':z) * (Cl_J - Zi)v‘:v':z
— dZ * r * (q_J _ 21)

o >

H*

LHS (Time j) coefficients
_left = theta * (A - B)

=
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L_mid -2 * (theta * A + nu)
L_right = theta * (A + B)

# RHS (Time j+1) coefficients

R_left = -(1 - theta) * (A - B)
R_mid 2 * ((1 - theta) * A - nu)
R_right -(1 - theta) * (A + B)

# Construct RHS vector b
# rhs_i = R_left*u_{i-1} + R_mid*u_i + R_right*u_{i+1}

rhs = R_left * u[0:M-1] + R_mid * u[l:M] + R_right * u[2:M+1]

# Boundary Conditions
# Dirichlet: u[®,j] = 0. Already handled (L_left[0]*ul[0]

# Linear Extrapolation: u[M,j] = 2*u[M-1,j] - u[M-2,]]

# This modifies the last inner equation (i = M-1)
L_mid[-1] += 2 * L_right[-1]
L_left[-1] -= L_right[-1]

# Solve Tridiagonal System

# Format for solve_banded: [upper, diag, lower]
ab = np.zeros((3, M - 1))

ab[0, 1:] = L_right[:-1] # Upper diagonal

ab[1l, :] = L_mid # Main diagonal

ab[2, :-1] = L_left[1:] # Lower diagonal

u_inner = solve_banded((1, 1), ab, rhs)

# Update u-vector for the next time step (j-1)

ul[l:M] = u_inner
ul®] =0
ul[M] = 2 * u[M-1] - u[M-2]
# Standard Vecer normalization: Price = SO * u(®, z_0)

# where z_0 =1 - (K / SO)
z_0® =1- (K / SO
price = SO * np.interp(z_0, z, u)

return max(price, 0)

= 0).

A.3 Laplace Transform

Listing A.3: Laplace Transform implementation

import numpy as np

import math

from scipy.integrate import quad
from scipy.special import gamma

def C_hat(p, nu, alpha):
mu = np.sqrt(2 * p + nu**2)
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# Powers used in the integrand
powl = 0.5 * (mu - nu) - 2
pow2 = 0.5 * (mu + nu) + 1
# The inner integral over ’z’
def inner_integrand(z):

return np.exp(-z) * (z**powl) * ((1 - 2 * (-alpha) * z)**pow2)

# We integrate real and imaginary parts separately for stability
upper_limit = 1 / (2 * (-alpha))

re_int, _ = quad(lambda x: np.real(inner_integrand(x)), 0, upper_limit,
limit=100)

im_int, _ = quad(lambda x: np.imag(inner_integrand(x)), 0, upper_limit,
limit=100)

res_integral = complex(re_int, im_int)

denominator = p * (p - 2 - 2 * nu) * gamma(®.5 * (mu - nu) - 1)

return res_integral / denominator

euler_invert_laplace(F, t, N=15, M=11):
# A = 18.4 targets roughly 8 decimal places of accuracy.
A = 18.4

# Array to store the terms of the alternating series
su = np.zeros(N + M + 1)

# First term (k = 0)
sul[®] = 0.5 * np.real(F(A / (2 * t)))

# Remaining terms (k = 1 to N + M)
for k in range(l, N + M + 1):
p=(CCA+2*k *np.pi * 1j) / (2 * t)
term = np.real (F(p))
if k%2 !=0:
sul[k] = -term
else:
su[k] = term

# Calculate partial sums of the series
partial_sums = np.cumsum(su)

# Apply Euler summation acceleration
def choose(n, k):
return math.factorial(n) / (math.factorial(k) * math.factorial(n -

k))

res = 0.0

for k in range(M + 1):
weight = choose(M, k) / (2 ** M)
res += weight * partial_sums[N + k]
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return (np.exp(A / 2) / t) * res

def calculate_asian_call_price(r, sigma, T, t0®, t, A, S, K, N=15, M=15):
nu = (2 * r / (sigma**2)) - 1
tau_2 = (sigma**2 / 4) * (T - t)
alpha = -(sigma**2 / (4 * S)) * (K * (T - t®) - (t - tO®) * A)

def F_transform(p):
return C_hat(p, nu, alpha)

# tau_2 is the ’time’ variable in the Geman-Yor model
integral_val = euler_invert_laplace(F_transform, tau_2, N, M)

# Final scaling to get the actual option price

scaling = 4 * S * np.exp(-r * (T - t)) / (sigma**2 * (T - t0))
option_price = integral_val * scaling

return option_price

A4 MPDATA

Listing A.4: MPDATA implementation

import numpy as np

from PyMPDATA_examples.Magnuszewski_et_al_2025.asian_option import
AsianArithmetic, Settings

from PyMPDATA_examples.Magnuszewski_et_al_2025.common import OPTIONS

def assert_the_stability_condition_for_mpdata(S_min, S_max, nx, sgma, T, nt

):
log_s_min np.log(S_min)
log_s_max = np.log(S_max)

dx = (log_s_max - log_s_min) / nx
Sigma_squared = sgma % D
dt = T / nt

12 = dx * dx / sigma_squared / dt
if (12 <= 2):
print (f"Error:_MPDATA:_.Lambda.squared.should_be_more_than.2_for.
stability.{12}")
return 12 > 2

def calculate_mpdata_price(T, K, r, sgma, S_max, S_min, nt, nx, ny, scale,
SO, option="MPDATA_(2.it.)"):
assert_the_stability_condition_for_mpdata(S_min=S_min, S_max=S_max, nx=
nx, sgma=sgma, T=T, nt=nt)

SETTINGS = Settings(
T=T,
K=K,
r=r,
sgma=sgma,
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S_max=S_max,
S_min=S_min,

)
# Set the resolution (Scale 4 or 8 provides high accuracy)
res = {
'nt’: nt * scale + 1,
'nx’: nx * scale + 1,
'ny’: ny * scale + 1,
}
sim = AsianArithmetic (SETTINGS, **res, options=0PTIONS[option],
:"Call”)
print (f"Running.simulation_for_{res[’nt’]}_steps...")

sim.step(sim.nt)
prices_at_t0® = sim.solver.advectee.get()[:, 0]
final_price = np.interp(S®, sim.S, prices_at_t®)

return final_price
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