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Abstract

We studied the mathematical structure of option pricing both in the Black-Scholes model
and the Actuarial model. In the two models, the option prices for the Construction Bank of Ching,
for example, are calculated. Applicability of the two models to the market option prices is
discussed. Comparing the numerical results of the option prices calculated in the two models, we
discuss how the actuarial model predicts option prices more precisely than the Black-Scholes
model.
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1. Introduction

Buying an option is one of the most successful trading methods introduced to hedge risk
in investment and other risky trades. When one buys an option, he has to pay the option price.
This cost gives rise to a secondary risk, even though the option is traded to hedge risk for
investment. Option pricing is a significant task to make the risk hedge effective.

Black and Scholes"’ invented a formula for option pricing, which is now widely used in
finance, investment and other fields in the market. In deriving their formula for the value of
an option in terms of the price of the stock, they assume ideal conditions in the market for the
stock and for the option.

The European call option price is determined to be equal to a mathematical expectation
of the difference of the stock price from the option exercise price at the expenditure date™.
The Black-Scholes option price derived from a risk-neutral assumption is free from the ex-
pected return rate of the stock. However, the buyers of the option may expect a rising varia-
tion of the stock price through time, when they buy a call option. The expectation for a rising
stock price brings about a higher option pricing in the market than the Black-Scholes value of
the option price.

Merton"’ introduced the Black-Scholes pricing model to the field of insurance. Bladt and
Rydberg firstly turned the pricing problem into an equivalent insurance or fair premium deter-
mination in 1998. Their actuarial method has been used to solve the option pricing problem.

Actuary™ is one field of applied mathematics that uses mathematical models to estimate
and analyze the influences brought by the risk of uncertain events in the future. Financial
problems related to uncertainty can be analyzed and solved by using actuarial ideas. This fact
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provides a theoretical basis to the actuarial methods which are used to solve the problem of
option pricing.

Option trading is a deal that is related to insurance. The option buyer is equivalent to the
insured who pays for a certain premium in order to gain the potential benefits, and the option
seller is equivalent to the insurer who gets premium, bearing the risk. An option contract is
essentially an insurance contract between the insured and the insurer. The insurance premium
is a fair premium. The actuarial fair price principle to determine the premiums charged by
insurers may be used to calculate the fair price for the premium of the call option.

Insurance is characterized by determining the price before any accidental losses happen.
In an actuarial model, the insurers usually use an actuarial equivalence principle, when they
determine the insurance premium. The principle means that the revenue and the future expen-
diture should be balanced in the actuarial present value, that is, the insurance premium is
determined to be the present value of compensation for future loss. Option pricing is per-
formed with the same idea, that is, an option premium is the present value of the buyer’s
future earnings from the option. When an option is purchased, the option premium is deter-
mined to be the value of the difference of the maturity price from the strike price of the stock.
The option price is calculated by taking into account the probability distribution of stock
prices.

The Actuarial method is different from the Black-Scholes Martingale pricing method for
options in the probability measurement used to calculate the mathematical expectation of the
exercised option price and the possible loss. In the Martingale approach, the European call
option price is equal to a mathematical expectation of the difference of the expenditure stock
price from the option exercise price in the equivalent Martingale measure. The equivalent
Martingale probability measure is the process of discounting the stock price in a Martingale
probability measurement, which usually is not the actual probability measure of the stock
price. When the financial market is arbitrage, non-equilibrium (no equivalent Martingale
measures exist) or incomplete (an equivalent Martingale measure exists, but is not unique),
the Martingale method cannot be applied™. The actuarial method converts option pricing
problem in determining an equivalent fair premium price. Because no economical assump-
tions are taken into account, the method is effective not only in a non-arbitrage, equilibrium
and complete market, but also in an arbitrage, non-equilibrium and incomplete market. The
actuarial approach uses a contingent claim structure of an option. Therefore, the approach
cannot be carried over immediately to general derivative security pricing. Moreover, no
economical considerations are involved other than discounting factors.

The Black-Scholes'” pricing model uses the portfolio replication method, which assumes
that investors can continuously and finely adjust the hold position of the stock and the option
in order to get a risk-free portfolio. But, in the real market, adjusting the portfolio infinitely
in transient time cannot be realized. This paper, relaxing the risk-free assumption, studies the
actuarial option pricing model, from the viewpoint of the evaluation of the seller’s potential
losses which resulted from the implementation of options and the corresponding probability
distribution of the stock prices. When the stock price is rising in the market over time, the
actuarial model correspondingly sets a higher option price. The actuarial model often gives
a better prediction for an option price than the Black-Scholes formula. In this paper, we will
make clear the difference of the option prices between the Black-Scholes model and the
Actuarial model. The applicability of these models to the option prices in market is discussed.
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2. Option Pricing Models

1) Black-Scholes formula

In terms of the expected return rate ¢ and volatility o, the return rate of the stock is
expressed as

ds (t)

S pdt+odz (1) (1)
and the option price C () is assumed to satisfy the same equation,
dCD (S (0,0 di+oe (S (D, 0) dz (D (2)
C (1)
The probability fluctuations dz () take place in infinitesimal time interval d¢ as
{dz (D) = dt. (3)

Expressing the option price as C () = f (S (¢), t), we obtain the variation of the option
price C () in time interval dt,

dC (D) = £. (S (D). ) dS (t)+fss(82m’t>{ds (OV+£ (S (D, D dt.

(4)

Owing to Egs. (1) and (3 ), in the above equation in first order in df, we must adopt the
term in order of

{dS (1)} = {oS (D)}t (5)

Substituting eq. ( 5) into eq. (4 ), we obtain the equation for the variation of the option price

C (1),

fSS(S;”’ 2 (oS (t))’at

dC (1) = £, (S (1), 1) S (1) (udt+odz(t)) +
+1,(S (1), t) dt

= [ufs (SO, S (DH+

W{os (OY+£ (S (D), )]dt

+afs (S (), 1) S (1) dz (1). (6)
Thus, the return rates ¢ (S (¢), ¢) and o, (S (¢), t) for the option are expressed as
B 1
He(S(D,0 = — oo £S04 (S (D, DuS (1)
DD ]
LS, DS (1)
o (S (D), 1) = SO D) (7)

with the partial derivative f,.
The option pricing of Black and Scholes is specialized by risk-neutralization: they

27



Applicability of Actuarial Method to Option Pricing

assume that the buyer of the option takes a stance for risk-neutralization to make a portfolio
of buying the option and selling the stock. Therefore they have the risk price of the option
equal to that of the stock ',

p—r _ (S, D7
o Uc(S (Z)7t>

with the risk-free interest rate 7. Substituting eq. ( 7 ) into eq. ( 8 ), we obtain the Black-
Scholes equation for the option price,

(8)

rSF. (S D)+ £ (S, zf)+028fss(S, 0 = 1 (S. D). (9)

Analytically the Black-Scholes equation is solved in a same way as a thermal diffusion
equation. With the boundary condition

C(T) = Max(S,—K,0), (10)
the Black-Scholes equation is solved. The solution is as follows,
C(t)=f(S,t) =SSO (@)K, """ 0 (d—oVT—1t) (11)
with
g— log(S/K)+r(T—t>+ox/ﬁ’®<d> B j 1 e%mdu.
WNT—1 2 J o

2) Actuarial model

We discuss simply the European call option. The underlying asset is assumed to be a
common stock. The following notations are used: C (S (1), ¢) is the European call option
price at moment £, K is the option strike price, the expiration date is 7', the underlying stock
price at moment ¢ is S,, t € [0, T'], and S is the stock price at maturity.

Insurance is characterized by the feature that pricing is taking place before any loss
happens, so there is a time difference between the insurer charging premiums and paying
damages. In order to calculate potential future losses, it is necessary to discount the maturity
stock price and the strike price to the initial moment values®. According to call option
trading, only if the stock price is greater than the strike price at maturity, will the option be
implemented"” . The corresponding present value of the insurer’s loss is e * o
S;—e’ ‘T"VK. The maturity price S, of the stock is discounted by the expected return rate
u, and the strike price K is discounted by the risk-free interest rate 7.

According to the pricing models, the option price is determined by the probability that the
final stock price S rises above the implementation price K in circumstances where the current
stock price is given"". The actuarial model supposes that the stock price S (¢) follows the
Geometric Brownian motion whose drift rate (expected return rate) is a constant ¢ and vola-
tility rate is a constant 0. Then, the distribution of stock price S (¢) is expected to follow the
lognormal distribution. That is,

2

log S (1) ~ N((u—02> L, 02t>.

Under the supposition of Brownian motions for the stock price, the actuarial option
pricing model derives the probability density function of the stock price S (7°) at maturity.
The securities return rate is expressed as
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as () _ SG+an—S )
S (1) S (1)

In infinitesimally short time period dt, the expected value and variance of the securities prices
are

= udt+odz (t). (12)

S(t+d)—S )7
E[ S (1) J o
S(tdD—=S 7 _ SG+dD)—=S () N _
v S0 |=£[( o0 wdt) | =o*dt. (13)
Since
B _ . S(tdn S (t+d) =S (D)
log S (t+dt)— log S (¢) = log S (D log{1+ S }
_ S QG+dH—S (1) I{S (t+dt)—S (zf)}z+
S (1) 2 S ()
(14)
the expected value and variance of the logarithmic return rate in d¢ imply that
Ellog S (t+dt)—log S ()] = udt—;azdt,
Vllog S (t+dt)—log S (1)] = o’dt. (15)

Therefore, in order to take the stochastic fluctuations of securities prices S (¢) into
account, the actuarial pricing model assumes that log S (¢) follows the normal distribution

N <log S0)+ (u—;02> L 021,‘). Then, the probability density function of log S (¢)

implies that

1 [logS(l‘)*logS(O)*(uf%Z) ZT
fog S (1) =—F—e 2 : (16)
Jono®t v

The above density function satisfies eq. (15) for finite time interval ¢:

EllogS(t)—log S(0)] =

2

+ oot o

2

dlog S (1) = <“02> :

:[O, {log S (L‘)* log S (0)} [logs(t%logS(O)*(u*%Z) t}z
e

2

Vlog S (1)~ log S (0)] = [ {iog ()= tog § (0) = (=2-) 1}

2
2 2 ,
. {log S (l‘) — log (O) — (ﬂ-;) t} [logS(t)* logS(O)*<ﬂ*%> tJZ
— J W e 202t
dlog S (1) = o’t. (17

In order to verify the stochastic fluctuations of securities prices in a short time period df, we
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use the expansion,

S(+d)—S (1) j8lta)
= s —1
S ()

2
= log S(t—dt) — log S(¢) — <u—;02>dt} +...

=log S (t+dt)— log S (t);{log S (t+dt)— log S ()

— <,u—;02>dt}2+ {log S (t+dt)— log S (1)} <,u—022> dt
;(;u;oQ) (dt)*+...

The expected value and variance of the securities return rate reproduce eq. (13):

E[S (t+§lt<)t;8(t>} _ </¢—;>dt+o;dt—udt,

S (t+dt)—S (1)
V[ S (1)

] — ot (18)

The option price should be equal to the mathematical expectation of the potential losses
caused by striking the option. The formula for the option price implies that

C(S(t),t) =E (e " VS,—e ""VK)

+ co
= [(e T "S;—e " TPK) f (log Sp)d (log Sy). (19)

Only when the expiration stock price S () is greater than the strike price K, the call option
will be implemented. Eq. (19) is modified as

C(SW, )= [ e " "S,f(log S;)d (log S;)

log K

— [ e ""YKf (log S;)d (log Sy). (20)

log K

Substituting eq. (16) into eq. (20), we obtain the option price
C(S(t),t) =S8N (d)—Ke """""N(d,), (21)

where N (.) is the standard normal cumulative distribution function with

log (S,/K)+ <u +";> (T—1)

d, = :
ovT—1
log (S,/K) + (u +“2> (T—1)
= =d,~o/T—t. 22
d, Y d,—o ) (22)
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If, according to the risk-neutral assumption of Black and Scholes'?, the expected invest-
ment return rate ¢ of underlying assets in eq. (21) is replaced by risk-free interest rate 7, we
see that the actuarial formula for the call option price turns out to be the well-known expres-
sion: The Black-Scholes option price formula in eq. (11) is obtained. The call option price
derived in the actuarial method takes into account the expected return rate y of the stock in
terms of d, and d,. The expected return rate i is replaced by the risk-free interest rate 7 in
the Black-Scholes formula.

3. Numerical Comparison between Black-Scholes Formula
and Actuarial Model

This section provides some numerical results of simulation to illustrate how the two
models determine the European call option price and to compare the results of the option
prices obtained in the two models. Option pricing is performed on the basis of a series of
daily closing stock price records from previous days. Using the past daily closing prices of
the stock, we estimate the sample’s expected investment return rate ¢ and volatility 0. We
study the applicability of these models to the option prices in the market. In the numerical
analysis, we use the daily closing stock prices of Construction Bank (China) in the Hong
Kong Stock Market. Since future stock prices are not accurately predictable, we estimate the
future expected return rate of the stock by the past values of the stock prices compiled in the
following three ways: one past month data of the daily closing prices of November, two
months data of October-November and three months data of September-November, 2010.
Using the data of these stock prices in the past months, we evaluate the return rate and vola-

Table 3-1 The daily closing stock prices S and the least-square fitting process to obtain the
return rate ¢ and volatility ¢ of Construction Bank, China in November, 2010.

S LnS r Ty a+bxr exp (a+bxr) dLnS sigma dz
2010/11/1 7.64 2.033398 0 0 0 2.093886 8.116394
2010/11/2  7.81 2.055405 1 1 2.055405 2.086006 8.052688 0.022007 0.029887
2010/11/3  8.02 2.081938 2 4 4.163877 2.078126 7.989483 0.026533 0.034413
2010/11/4  8.27 2.112635 3 9 6.337904 2.070246 7.926773 0.030697 0.038577
2010/11/5 8.3 2.116256 4 16 8.465022 2.062366 7.864555 0.003621 0.011501
2010/11/8  8.12 2.09433 5 25 10.47165 2.054486 7.802826 —0.02193  —0.01405
2010/11/9  8.07 2.088153 6 36 12.52892 2.046606 7.741582 —0.00618 0.001703
2010/11/10  7.66 2.036012 7 49 14.25208 2.038726 7.680818 —0.05214 —0.04426
2010/11/11  7.72 2.043814 8 64 16.35051 2.030846 7.620531 0.007802 0.015682
2010/11/12  7.43 2.005526 9 81 18.04973 2.022966 7.560717 —0.03829 —0.03041
2010/11/15  7.34 1.993339 10 100 19.93339 2.015086 7.501372 —0.01219  —0.00431
2010/11/16  7.19 1.972691 11 121 21.6996 2.007206 7.442494 —0.02065 —0.01277
2010/11/17  7.11 1.961502 12 144  23.53803 1.999326 7.384078 —0.01119  —0.00331
2010/11/18 7.3 1.987874 13 169  25.84237 1.991446 7.32612 0.026372 0.034252
2010/11/19  7.23 1.978239 14 196 27.69535 1.983566 7.268617 —0.00963 —0.00175
2010/11/22 7.23 1.978239 15 225 29.67359 1.975686 7.211565 0 0.00788
2010/11/23  7.05 1.953028 16 256 31.24844 1.967806 7.154961 —0.02521 —0.01733
2010/11/24  7.06 1.954445 17 289  33.22557 1.959926 7.098802 0.001417 0.009297
2010/11/25  7.05 1.953028 18 324 35.1545 1.952046 7.043083 —0.00142 0.006463
2010/11/26  6.96 1.940179 19 361 36.86341 1.944166 6.987802 —0.01285 —0.00497
2010/11/29  7.08 1.957274 20 400  39.14548 1.936286 6.932954 0.017095 0.024975
2010/11/30  7.01 1.947338 21 441 40.89409 1.928406 6.878537 —0.00994 —0.00206
hy 0.445503  44.24464 231 331 457.5889 0

b = 2.093836 a = = —0.00788
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Fig. 3-1 The daily closing stock prices and the least-square fit line of the stock
prices of Construction Bank, China in November, 2010. The return rate
#, (= a) and volatility ¢, are obtained from the least-square fitting.

tility of the stock price of the Construction Bank by the least-square fitting to the stock price
data compiled in the three ways. The numerical results of the return rate and volatility ob-
tained in the three ways of data compilation are ¢, = —0.00788, u, = 0.00073, u; =
0.00233, and 0, = 2.09, 0, = 1.98, 0, = 1.89. The least-square fitting process for the return
rate and volatility is shown in Table 3—1 and the market stock prices in November, 2010 are
shown in Fig. 3—1.

Because the numerical way to calculate 1, and 15 is the same as that of 1, only the Table
and Fig. for y, are shown in this paper.

1) Search for a better setting for strike period of option

In this subsection, the call option purchase date is set on December 1st, 2010. We cal-
culate the option price in the actuarial model, using the return rate 1, of the stock prices for
Construction Bank compiled during the month of November, 2010. The option exercise dates
are chosen separately in three ways of ¢ = 30, 60 and 90 days after the purchase date. The
numerical results are shown in Table 3-2.

From Table 3-2, we see that, if the option exercise is 90 days after the purchase date, the
standard deviation between the calculated option prices and the market prices results in the
biggest value. Whereas, when the exercise is 30 days after the purchase, the standard devia-
tion is the smallest. So, we conclude that, if the option exercise period ¢ becomes longer, the
deviation between the theoretical values and the market values is larger.

2) The search for a better setting of a data compilation period to evalu-
ate the return rate and volatility

In this subsection, we calculate the call option prices in the actuarial model, using the
values for the expected return rate ¢ and volatility o of Construction Bank, China, which were
obtained by the stock price data compiled separately in three ways during one month, two
months and three months. The option purchase date is set on December 1st, 2010. The
exercise is done separately 30, 60 and 90 days after the purchase date. The numerical results
are shown in Table 3-3. The standard deviations between the calculated option prices and the
market prices are shown in Table 3—4. The values of return rate ¢ evaluated by the stock price
compiled in the three ways are denoted as 1, 1, and 14 and the values of period 7 for option
to be exercised in the three ways are denoted as 7,, 7, and ;.

In Tables 3-3 and 3—4, we see that the set of the return rate and volatility evaluated from
the one-month data in November, 2010 yields the largest value of the standard deviation
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The prices calculated by using ¢, and the market prices of the call option for Construc-

The standard deviations o between the calculated prices and the mar-

Exercised =30 7 =60 =90
Prices Actuarial Market Actuarial Market Actuarial Market
5 2.02676 2.03 2.023733 2.03
5.25 1.776598 1.81 1.77342 1.81
5.5 1.526436 1.56 1.523104 1.56
5.75 1.276273 1.31 1.272712 1.31
6 1.026097 1.07 1.021435 1.09 1.013648 1.11
6.25 0.775391 0.82 0.765766 0.86 0.752606 0.9
6.5 0.519722 0.59 0.503486 0.66 0.49125 0.71
6.75 0.260359 0.37 0.256243 0.46 0.257261 0.52
7 0.060441 0.23 0.07632 0.33 0.08867 0.39
7.25 —0.01157 0.13 —0.00606 0.22 0.00146 0.28
7.5 —0.00944 0.06 —0.01935 0.15 —0.02342 0.2
7.75 —0.00195 0.03 —0.01061 0.09 —0.01939 0.14
8 —0.00019 0.01 —0.00348 0.06 —0.01006 0.09
8.25 —1E-05 0.01 —0.0008 0.03
8.5 —3.2E-07 0.01 —0.00014 0.02
8.75 —6.1E-09 0.01 —1.8E-05 0.01
o 0.240456 0.493425 0.633728
Table 3-3 Comparision table of the difference between the calculated
option’s prices and market prices
Exercise =230 T =160 =90
Pice I mo e ty wy Ny I N
5 2.02676 2.0303 2.03096  2.03 2.023733 2.031 2.032  2.03
5.25 1.776598  1.78031 1.781 1.81 1.77342 1.781 1.782  1.81
5.5 1.526436  1.53033 1.53105 1.56 1.523104 1.531 1.532  1.56
575 1276273 1.28034  1.2811 131 1272712 1.281 1281 131
6 1.026097  1.03036 1.03111 1.07 1.021435 1.03 1.031 1.09 1.013648  1.02928 1.02722 1.11
6.25 0.775391  0.78025 0.78029  0.82 0.765766 0.778 0.774 0.86  0.752606  0.77282 0.76696 0.9
6.5 0.519722  0.52744 0.52398  0.59 0.503486 0.518 0.513 0.66  0.49125 0.51152  0.50819 0.71
6.75 0.260359  0.2677 0.26632  0.37 0.256243 0.265 0.269 0.46  0.257261 0.26786 0.276 0.52
7 0.060441  0.05817 0.06719  0.23 0.07632 0.075 0.088 0.33  0.08867 0.08745 0.10359 0.39
725 —0.01157 —0.0123 —0.0115  0.13 —0.00606  —0.01 0 0.22  0.00146 —0.0028  0.00707 0.28
7.5  —0.00944 —0.0067 —0.0127 0.06 —0.01935 —0.02 —0.02  0.15 —0.02342 —0.0234 —0.0266 0.2
7.75 —0.00195 —0.0009 —0.0035 0.03 —0.01061 —0.01 —0.02  0.09 —0.01939 —0.0159 —0.0262 0.14
8 —0.00019 —4.00E-05 —0.0005 0.01 —0.00348 0 —0.01 0.06 —0.01006 —0.0066 —0.016 0.09
8.25 —1.00E-05 —1.00E-06 —4.00E-05 0.01 —0.0008 0 0 0.13
8.5  —3.20E-07 —1.00E-08 —2.00E-06 0.01 —0.00014 0 0 0.02
8.75 —6.10E-09 —9.00E-11 —7.00E-08 0.01 —1.80E-05 0 0 0.01
o 0.240456 0.27524 0.27213 0.493425 0.481 0.476 0.63372  0.61703  0.60956

ps: o is the standard deviation of the difference between the calculated price and market price

Table 3-4 The standard deviations between the calculated
prices and the market prices

" 7 =230 7 =60 =290
Uy 0.281614 0.493425 0.633728
MUy 0.275237 0.480834 0.617027
Us 0.27213 0.47618 0.60956
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between the actuarial option prices and the market prices, while the set of the return rate and
volatility obtained from the September-November three-month data in 2010 yields the small-
est deviation. So, it can be concluded that a set of longer period data for stock return rate and
volatility yields a smaller deviation between theory and market.

3) Numerical comparison between the Black-Scholes formula and
the Actuarial model

In this subsection, we calculate the option prices in both the Actuarial and Black-Scholes
models to compare the numerical results of the two models. We use the return rate and
volatility of the stock prices of Construction Bank, China during one month of October, 2010
in Hong Kong Stock Market. The return rate is evaluated to be x, = 0.012. The option
purchase date is set on November 1st, 2010, and the option is to be exercised 60 days after the
purchase. The numerical results of the Black-Scholes model and the actuarial model are
shown in Table 3-5.

In Table 3-5, we see that compared with the results of the Black-Scholes model, the
standard deviation between theory and market in the Actuarial model is improved. In other
words, the Actuarial model predicts more accurately the option prices in the market.

Table 3-5 The option prices calculated in the Actuarial and
Black-Scholes models and the market prices.
The standard deviations between the calculated
prices and the market prices are also shown.

Exercise November-December

Prices Actuarial Black-Scholes Market
3.4 4.242921 4.267831 4.24
3.6 4.043093 4.069468 4.04
3.8 3.843265 3.871105 3.84
4.0 3.643437 3.672742 3.64
4.2 3.443609 3.474379 3.44
4.4 3.24378 3.276016 3.24
4.6 3.043952 3.077653 3.04
4.8 2.844124 2.87929 2.84
4.9 2.74421 2.780109 2.74
5.0 2.644296 2.680927 2.64
5.25 2.394511 2.432974 2.39
5.5 2.144726 2.18502 2.14
5.75 1.89494 1.937067 1.89
6.0 1.645155 1.689113 1.64
6.25 1.39537 1.441159 1.39
6.5 1.145584 1.193206 1.14
6.75 0.895753 0.945246 0.9
7.0 0.644685 0.697028 0.68
7.25 0.386858 0.446208 0.46
7.5 0.143435 0.198297 0.3
7.75 0.005158 0.018617 0.18
8.0 —0.01438 —0.02914 0.1
8.25 —0.00407 —0.01283 0.05
8.5 —0.00044 —0.0021 0.03
8.75 —2.3E-05 —0.00016 0.02
9.0 —6.2E-07 —6.6E-06 0.01
o 0.281818 0.295689
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4. Concluding Remarks

In this paper, we have examined the actuarial formula proposed by Bladt and Rydberg by
using the actuarial option pricing concept. We quantitatively studied the option pricing con-
stitution from the perspective of the assessment of potential losses and the corresponding
probability distribution caused by implementing options, and then applied the option pricing
model based on the Actuarial model, to the prices in market.

In detail, we have calculated the option prices for Construction Bank, China in the Actu-
arial model and the Black-Scholes model, and compared them with the prices in the market.
Three discoveries were obtained: (1) If the option exercise is performed longer after the
purchase, the deviation between the model value and the market value for the option price gets
larger. (2) If the stock price data compiled during a longer term period are used to evaluate
the stock return rate and volatility, the deviation gets smaller. (3) Compared with the numeri-
cal results of the option prices obtained by the Black-Scholes model, the Actuarial model
gives the option prices deviated from the market prices with a smaller error. In other words,
the Actuarial model can predict more accurately the option prices. Taking advantage of these
discoveries, we may further improve the option pricing model. The applicability of the above
three discoveries to other cases should be examined further in future studies.

References

[ 1] F. Black and M. Scholes, The Pricing of Options and Corporate Liabilities, Journal of Political Econ-
omy, Vol. 81, No. 3 (1973), pp. 637-654.

[2] T. Kariya, Foundation of Financial Technology, Toyo Keizai Shinpousha, 2000.

[3] Zheng Hong Guo YaJun, An Actuarial Approach to Option Pricing, The Journal of University of
DongBei, Vol. 29, No. 3 (2008. 3)

[4] S. Tanaka and N. Matsuyama, Present Problems in Statistics and Actuary, Nihon Toukei Gakkaishi,
Vol. 34, No. 1 (2004), pp. 41-55.

[ 5] Mogens Bladt and Tina Hviid Rydberg, An Actuarial Approach to Option Pricing under the Physical
Measure and without Market Assumptions, Insurance: Mathematics and Economics 22 (1998), 65-73.

[ 6] C. Minotani, Black-Scholes Model, Toyo Shinpousha, 2000.

[ 7] H. Morita, Notes about Black-Scholes Option Pricing Models, Yokohama Keiei Kenkyuu, Vol. VIII,
No. 4 (1992).

[ 8 ] M. Kijima, Finance Technology, Nikkeibunko, Nihon Keizai Shinbunsha, 2002.

[ 9] K. Ohmura, Option Theory and Application, Toyo Keizai Shinpousha, 2002.

[10] Yan HaiFeng Liu SanYang, A new way to option pricing — Actuarial Approach, Application of
Mathematics and Mechanics, Vol. 24, No. 7 (2003. 7)

[11] Y. Itagaki, On Determination of European Option Pricing, Souka Keizai Ronshuu, Vol. XIX, No. 3.

[12] R. Miura, Present Status of Option Pricing Theories, Operations Research Society of Japan

35



