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Abstract

In order to study the CSI 300 stock index option pricing, after theoretical analysis of the BS, CEV,
and Heston models and analytical derivation of European option pricing, different methods are used
for parameter estimation and model pricing for different models. Finally, this paper uses the sym-
metric mean absolute percentage error (sMAPE) as the error measurement index to draw the em-
pirical conclusions: 1) The valuation of options by the three models is generally overestimated, and
the overall goodness of fit: CEV model > BS model > Heston model; 2) From the perspective of out-
of-the-money /real options, the three models are better for real options; The CEV model has the best
fitting effect for out-of-the-money options, and the Heston model has the best fitting effect for real-
valued options; 3) Further exploration found that the BS model and CEV have a relatively better fit-
ting effect on short-expiration and low-value options, and the Heston model has a relatively better
fitting effect on low-strike, short-expiration, and low-value options.
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1. 531§

MBS AT ST BB R 7y, A R —MEL, WY 7 A AERKRUE R Em
T SN BT 2 — B 7 BRI o SRS 57 L AR AT T I B WAL 1, X5 T ST 35 Bed O R N Bl A2 SE Ao
FHEUE N IR E SR, B RS MERFBG  E BUE M W ES 1A et e,
RERENTANRE, ESEAIGTY, SR TEY .

2020 fErR IR E A BT BARAE NG T EAT, TR E S — R RESR AL XS Fh DI REMIAT A i, 7E 2020
AR T 2019 4 12 A 23 FIHEH AU IR 300 SR IR 3 E 2 — R BAR IR, Hoa SCA S M.
F 25 RAUEZ75Z 5 it 2 USSR AT 7o A SR AR B A, £ B2 S 54545 /2 Delta. Vega. Gamma
S SR (ERE X A AR 2 WIBUE (B AU F B R i, AR HERR 1 TH S B T 3 e, RN 2
HRMEMBIRINT . FASCHET BS. CEV. Heston AL, %F R 300 FABGE (kAT T SLUEHE 7 -

2. HRERA

CUA SCHR A — R T0IN 4: Fioh 55 7= e B 2 RS R B 2 g SR B B AR AR P B B B . ) S BN
RACRB A 254 57 5 2 GARCH #i7, J2 1 T. Bollerslev [1]F 1986 £ Engel $2H ) ARCH #x 7
(1982) LAt 40 $ HH ¥), GARCH AU AH . ARCH 7Y B8 AE AR H S i 08 7= (K 2tk . R 5
HRORER 2 (Y2735 0 GARCH BEAUEEAT TA4L, 40 1991 4 Nelson [2]#2 i EGARCH HiA4HI Glosten %[3]
T 1993 4 ) GIR-GARCH #RAL,  ReA i (A TR I SR BN 38K “ATAF RS ) @7 o FEREHLIE 5 Z A8
RIS b, Heston [4]5 7T 1993 4E5: T-RENLIE BN #4517 BRAHIBL 2 A8 s 1 HE AR S [5] T+ 2005
T Bayes JRELXTBENLE SN ZE SV-N F1 SV-T BLRLHHT THEFL, i STk & LA 2 2 A A T
GARCH 1 , 7ERA-E 3 83 43k Henry A. Latané A1 Richard J. Rendleman Jr [6]F 1976 #F#x 5 i@ i SLiE
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W T B B s B S RBOR, IV N RE S s FAE AL T I i g SR e sh F A . R e 55 7] T
2010 38 0 AN [ (AR AL R F0000 4R B AT 68 B A, 49 L N I Bl SRR S E A TN S Bh #, T
GARCH 58 B 3¢k & YN R I B A B 4518 o i HoBn 4% (81T 2020 4Fx)_EAiE 50 ETF BEATSHIE, KL BS
O 3 UHE T I N BBl 28 - AT it Bt I SR U f AT I8 2 1 TN

H AT HABCE B ] 40 DU BS #E7. BS B AUHEAL . FEHLIE sh AR IVF B8, BS Bl
FEHABCE M IR AT, A5 Black Z5[9]F 1973 fEFEH, 1245 A £ AR B 80 3t A2 B 240 M IR T L AT
TBIEE . AR R, AR ORH R E | &R ATAE M R R . BS BAUEARL F A B 24 oL FRARE LT
i B2 sh Bl F (R S IE sh it FE b B kR, X SRR G AR N levy i FE. HAF, Cox John C F1 Ross
Stephen A [10]7£ 1976 FH2H | CEV( /7 Z #U RN BIAY , B AYLE LR A7 RAIE B a1 IR 4k gl
FREIUHT I ZRELS —A B UROT AL, H AL, B P i R o0 A e s HE R (B8 < 1) el sl R ( B > 1) it
L. Merton Robert C [11]7E 1976 FEAEBkEE FE MM A BIELL iz it FE r,  EPERMBkER - a4
RZE HIA Ae A wm IR K o 55 =282 BEN LR Bl Ze 7Y, BIVIECIR I8t 31 %6 2 BB IV 1B] A2 4K, 1) - Heston [4] - 1993
SEAR HH BEHLI BN 2% Heston B, BB o (t) =V, i v RM—A CIR 342, P. Hagan Z:[12]7E 2002 4F
FEH T SARS AREAL, X PSR B KRR s R AT AR LA B B R o B JE — 2R IVF(BR B i 3 % R D)
AL, AR Y B R B AR 4% AN T 37 0 4% 5E 2 UL T, HH B. Dupire [13]. E. Derman [14]#1 M. Rubinstein
[15]F 1994 SE4R Y, FFeath VB R EE o (S,t) BIMENTI, ESERRRI H IVE AR 55 AR R B
X SHCHATIRE, R A R ] BRI AURTEE 23 25 S RS ks FE LA R, (HAE & H T K
TRIFISLUERF T o DR ARSI Y T R = ZRA58 7 o 1) 4 QR AR AR S iE Xt LR AT 9% o

VIR 300 JEEFE HAALHE H I TRV ECHE, DAL 2 it T A SR AU T 1) S0 E R AR T A, A AR
RN 2 TKALVE[16]T 2020 4 5] A\ SV KB 2B R 300 I i IR AT &, Herh R FH Quasi-Explicit
TiEXE SVIBERSCHL T 280 fhiih, 25 R BIRESE T SVI LAY (1) — SURAS AL IR 8 1 R SIS

CRERE, A FELETTIRAET FEE: 1. S aTwT TR D B3R E 2 — R R AU A 5k
EREFUREA, At 30 AR SACE th s 78 2 AR 78 24 B 1 =N ARE A (AR B Y . 2l
) BS #5i8, BS B AURA f HL AT CEV 8L, AL ) 2 AR ) SRR Heston A8, HHR T
WA FERE R 22 57, LA T IAR AR E A [ HL G 8CR . 3. =R 54 F i vils ELARS I ) AT =X
ESRHLEN, RIS EMAT 0L S BT A — 2k s R A FE R Python 45 AR SEEIL, A Y BIAL
HimEmiEtEz%.

3. HAESRAHIENBITIES
3.1. BS &)

BS Hi R[]/ B 4t S B AT, LA HTBOE A S0k A () I o U JoE B e, ALk — BN
LR PR AR — BRI, BAETRIE VR 2 AR By WA TSR A8 BS A X A AT Al 4
BS BRI\ AR TAE— I ZI A0 A -
AS
<N (uat,o*At) 1)

R RIS BN A, T35

Ins, ~ N[In50+(u—%2jT,o-2TJ @)

AT LU S0 — A LA iz st 72

i
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AS = USAt +0SAW 3)
Hu MIHBEIRGE R R, o MR, W AZEghd e
AW = 8\/5 4)

Herb & JybriEIERS 70 A1
T EGE BRIRUAT BB R E AR BE BT A G 2, S b T SCR AU FE R BkIRL )
AT o S i XU I 5E B P AR T TR S -

c=E[max(S; -K)e™,0] (5)
BER il E[max(ST ~-K)e™" ,OJ » FTELSESRAE E[ max(V —K,0)] o fRBEINV RAIEZ MG, brikzEn
_ @
wo Bt m, Q="M s Q R ER N (Q)=—e 7, T4
Jon

E[max(V - K,0)]= fiv-m (e ~K)h(Q)dQ (6)

i 6240 (Q) — Tt {7 4
e h(Q) L e em+W72h(Q—w) @)

Jon

AN E[ max(V - K,0) | T3

E[max(V ~K,0)]=€"" [v-nh(Q-w)dQ-K [y (Q)dQ ®)

KRB A1

E[max(V - K,0)] Y (d,)-KN(d,)

i In[E(V)/K]+w?/2

W
9
; CIn[E(V)/K]-w?/2 ©
2 W
e B EAV =S, w=o~T , EIAE IR E BRI E N AR
c=E[max(S; —K)e™,0]=5,N(d,)-Ke "N (d,) (10)
Hrp:
In(SO/K)+(r+;o-2]T
d =
1 o (a1)
In(SO/K)+(r—202jT
d, = =d, —oT
2 O'\/'lT 1 Gf
3.2. CEV &8
CEV #A4[10],2 BS BRI B ACHIAL, A S —A levy TEFA T BS # 8 FTER K S LA A Bz shid
o
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WRE LSRN, (E BS B A

AS = USAt + cSAW (12)
MAE CEV B, SINT —/MUE g, ERREEN IR LN Hod 2
AS = USAt + S AW (13)

Cox John C.fll Ross Stephen A.7E 1976 45 T o M AL THE -
oc=0gFR " (14)

Ogs /9 BS AR T F [ e B e, BRI LRI A BHIZ 3l T IR BN % .

fE CEV B, 4 g =110), WEENIRM LA BIEE), thitEl g BS FA.

M B <1, o BERCEEMEE T REM o, it SIS G R AR S S 2 N BTN A K I R
BANFEME. W NAER, AR S ER 3 B MR SMEARAEZE R IESA0, fiskgon
BT 7~ S Rl S 7 e B 28 B B A ZR R A AT o T DL G T R R R I o A B B BRI, A )R
A RAIRAE, W 1.

L A,

. K
[
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Figure 1. Diminishing volatility smile
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Figure 2. Increasing volatility smile
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S AR SR AT D) FH IR 4 5 A SR B ¢ = E[max(sT - K)e‘rT,O] 13t CEV AL BR UE TR I &
Wi, (RESEPRACER 2 RHE, FELE B 5 — FhoO7 VSR i —— L BRI -
RS TR, TR
Ax=a(xt)At+b(x,t)AW (15)

Hrba. b AR x FIETTE] t (ReR B, WORgEGNERE, B4 bR il e SOk 2, JLfAa B
BT — MR E .
P H K to [17]F 1951 FFE R T A R O FE R — N E S e —— oI 2. S| 28 H,
ST —MNEMEN a, FERND FPHELRE, —ATEE x FIE t fEE G ML fE:
AG = (aea L6 109G
ox ot 2

szAt a—bAW (16)

G/ s SuR iEb a7 SURER
BT CEV BURRGRAE BB T, BN EE BRI HE Dy £, HOPBLRA RS S A
] t (K%L, BT CEV BB &M AS = uSAt + oSP AW IR — MR /R, B S| #n] 75

Af = i us + ﬂ.g_lﬂ ZSZﬁ At+af O'SﬁAW (17)
oS ot 20S? oS

N T AT TEEREN, TP IE— DAL BRI, RV ERLE e . BRI — S P, H—
/l\ﬁ‘lﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂé%ﬁ%i&%ﬁ‘]ﬁﬂ‘]ﬂ&%%%éﬂﬁi, W2 P HIHHE

p——f+s (18)
a5

M4 AP FIH B FE N

2
AP=—Af+Zf—SAS=[—ﬂ—18 f Zszﬂjm (19)

AP R iR, DR G & LTS ZE Ty, A B LERREA:

AP =(—@—3622 azszﬂjAt =r,PAt=r, (—f +ﬂs)m (20)
ot 20S oS
BIG
of 10°f ,.05 OF o
E+§§ o°S +£rfs_rff (22)
HH 1S 2 1 >k ff CEV BB RR A IARUE M AT S R, TR RIARG, Bl &4 N
t=THI, f=max(S-K,0) (22)
N TTREVTARAS 4 B <1
—se[1-0olx2+—t v|l-kemo v 1o
c=Se (1 Q(X'2+l—ﬁ'yjj Ke Q(y 5 xj (23)
ﬂ>1|ﬁ:
c=Se"[1-Q yL x||-Ke™|1-Q X 24— y (24)
L-1 op-1
DOI: 10.12677/fin.2021.114036 324 &k


https://doi.org/10.12677/fin.2021.114036

KA, Fh

)
F

K 2-28g-(r-0)(2-25)T
T m@-p)
S, K*?F
) m(1-5)’
o?(1- ﬁ)[e(rfq)(Hﬂ)T _1]
2(r-q)(8-1)
Q(*) AR Ly 42 7347 (24)

(25)

3.3. Heston &%
Heston F570 & BEH LI SRR AR MR 2 —, ¢ - 11 Steven L. Heston [4] T 1993 4E & % 18 SCrhif .
TERNLE EN R, B ZRAN R — N[l AS S i & B [ ARG, TR A
AS =USAt+o (t)SAW, (26)
IM7E Heston B, 4.
ot = 7)
[F] A 4>
AV = k(6 -V) At + SVVAW,
AW, AW, = pAt (28)
R CIR AR, QIR KIIT 5, v R 23, (EGBI A v B K IR EE bR K0Ty 2%
%0 Mt T IR, (1) BRI T 0
T AS = USAt +VSAW, t1 2 — MR FE, KULT L30xt CEV B FG A7, ditr S| AL

FEF A 15
1, 0%f o*f 1., o°f of of of
V82 T+ pOVS ——+ =V ——+1,S—+| k(0 -V) = A(S,V,t) | —+—=r, f 29
ATV L vl L G R G Fveeid (29)

b 2(S,v,t) RSN RR %, AT, Heston & SCHAB A ANV, [RIHIE B T 25 il
JE TR HTBAE R Pt b AT 43 A =0, 15 DAV BR LI
FLRMRX AN JTARAR N XE,  Heston S5l Heston 5578 (1 Wk S0 Bk IBUE M pT 2R A AT BS AT UAREA
e
c(S,v,t)=SP —Ke™"P, (30)

WERCHEIR P RHE R AL, A2 J i e L3 A ] 75

~ 1 1 oo e—i¢|nK fj (X,V,T;¢) o
Pj —E+;Io Re|: |¢ d¢1 1_1’2 (31)

Re[*] BB R ELEEL 7, x=InS , i NEHHAL; Heston BGE B+ P, FURHIE B A W R TP
e
f(xVv,7.0)= QL A(Ei9)+B(eig)vio] )
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H(29). (31). (32)mI 3% sy J7fe:

—dAJ';:;(’j) — k0B, (r; )~ i =0
dB (7;¢) O°B°(r;¢ ) . @
Jd(r ) 12( )+(bj_P5¢')Bj(f;¢)_”j¢'+¢7:0 (33)
WItE 2
A;(0;¢)=B;(0:¢)=0 (34)
CIEYY XCH
A(T;¢)=ir¢r+%[(bj—p5¢i+hj)z’—2ln[11?§J H
i
b — pdgi+h [ 1_eh"
B(T;¢): ] 2 J[ ~r]
o 1—gjeh’
b~ pdgi+h,
9 T, popi—n,
= (pogi-b, )" - 5% (2u,9i - 4°)
i=12, H:
U1=%,U2=—%,a=K9,bl=K‘—p5,b2=K (35)

Hort p HRAYEGEIFEW, o W, IIHSEREG w2 v(t) BIAE 0 1 & BB MBEEHZE, Wik
V() 7% R ERSEH L 260 > 5%, AR v(t) 252 R I RS
[K,t,s0,r 24 ERIZE, TM[VO0,x,0,08, p 1/& T B HISH.
3.4.BS. CEV. Heston {&ZTRP%TEL
T 56 =AM A R 1 X 5 il e B AR S T AN B R LA
1F BS HERL A EE B IR LRI A B B it A2
AS = USAt + cSAW (36)
M CEV #AELIERE EhnT —AMUE B, N X Esh R WA BS MR F T T B4R, Him
RERL U MO AP, A B I B N PRAT O A% K 19 B33 Uk R B3 D 98 B SR A
AS = USAt +oSPAW
oc=0g R’ (37)
Heston A= AR FRB s e sh R [H 2, A AN RBER R sh i — A&, [FrE R 5 NSS30oaiish
RN SEBLHEAT RN, DRI RIS BT (K40 R 380 R 2 ) B A g 5 2R
AS = USAt +~/VSAW,
AV = k(6 -V) At + SVVAW,
AW, AW, = pAt (38)

i
=
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IEANERE BS. CEV iy Heston R, e ATTHR AEIE I XUBS: o 4 75 925 B OG5 M #4148 i A4S 236 ML)
BRAIIBGE Mgt aC, 5 BS B it Ul o f7vs, Heston BERYER ST A% . IHEAMAT B4 ] =AM R IR
HIIBGE i pr AT E S BRaT BRI DU S8k, t, 80, r 15h, BS BARLE R LT #zhF o, CEV
BT o M1 B, Heston BT TH[V0, &, 0,0, p 11LAS KL, NMTAEAAR K S HAG 117 ik pik % b
HESR

4. BYh
4.1, HARE

ZRUGER 7 B R B 2019 4E 12 F 23 H~2020 4 3 1 19 H 81 R i% 300 B HARCEE M2 H
XF R B R AN s, SRR A E AT BT B A RR, B RIBENLE, L
PEARIE Wind $d . 1 2020 4F 3 H 20 55 2021 4E 3 H 20 HE U FH T 5 SCHIBR LA B RG56
AR LG 23 AN FH o

4.2 BS BB S HMiT—EHTHEASEHE

BS B FHE NS H Ak, t,50,r,0], HA[k,t,s0,r 24 E M, ME—FREM TR —ANEEFES)
Ko, HTALFTFEMIZE MK, 2265 B AR SCRE N & sh RS T 45 .

EHAREAE R, RSOl BS B R () BS AR EELTE PATH RN TREEFIZ. 3
WIARR T, AEA R 81 HIHBUM N S ahE, KPS 2 B 45 8 R 45 11HE o = 0.190998578 .
4.3. CEV RE S HiH—ETEKE

CEV #M TS BS B RS Lk —/MUE B . ASCHFIA 2020 4 3 A 19 HZ A7 81
HHARCEE, (ER BRI B MR E N 0.01, AW AR MERTINE 5 H B R 2, 53] B
THE 1.61, EARFEILE 3.

0.205 ,

02 beta=1.61

0.195

0.19

sMAPE

0.185

ms\\\\xm__

0.175

A 4

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
beta

Figure 3. Optimal beta iteration process curve
& 3. Fif beta XX T F2RMZ

M AT AF 3] o, HIMETHE

Ocev = Opgs I:ol_ﬁ = Ogps Sé_ﬁerT -#) (39)

i
;é
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4.4. Heston B S fhit—ETHRMR KNEE

Heston #5784 [F) #5245 7 [ K, 1,50, 1 ], T[VO,«, 0,8, p 1/& Ta BAL TS 4L, 1 b T A 75 B0 1F A
28, ANtk CEV AL pEM BT REAGEA TGN, AT {EB) Python BEATAIR KBTIk, 12 —Fh
FE— RN A FHRER AR 00— R T i% . BEABLT {8 FH 110 B s IR oKk B 2020 4F 3 H 19 H LAY BT
81 UKL, M Sk RS RO E R 1

Table 1. Important parameter settings of simulated annealing algorithm

=1 RUBRABEEZERSHRE

ZHUE Dife
T =100 B LY 100, 5 i e S A AR K
Speed = 0.7 BJGHEYY 0.7, 420k LR K3 52T R B SR R /1y
T-min = e\(-6) FARIRE S eN-6), KT MLk FE BT 28 1R 9B 3R
Delta=0.7 HIH BB A E N Delta, A A B SUE AR K
P=0.9 NN R HUE AR SR K ET A 0.9 BER 1252 Hi i
Times-max = 500 BEAMRBE TGP L 500 £ 1L 9EH
Delta-min = 0.001 LFT IR Z2 /N T 0.001 THEXEL
Delta-min-times = 100 MBI 2 22755/ T 0.001 EUAF] 100 28 11§25
Times-termination = 400 MRS 400 ¥k, ZIEPEI

TEZE1d 10,862 5o AR 4LL )5, i A T & 1 S5 A1 52 1 ik i 1) R B AR A 282 /T 0.001 38 217k 4 101 Ik,
LERF R 0.035188, Hnth S Hum ik, Wk 2.

Table 2. Estimated values of parameters of the Heston model

% 2. Heston R & SHE1TE

v0 K g 5 P MAPE
0.037755 0.995793 0.004193 0.025404 0.290059 0.146679
O =1
5. RES

FEAMGTE T =N BCE MRS HR,  RIVATA A A SCER VR SRtk 45 53 41 HH PR BR A8 30 20 21 R0 2 P R
B BRIIBUE O g sCEAT EAN . AEIZE 0 A SCiEH] 2020 4F 3 A 20 H~2021 4F 3 H 20 Hf# 40 A&7k
WA, FVEHENR S TARBSATO . BT E AR, BRI

T AFEIBUME A ZEOR, HRINAFEIE RS, 8 T BRI LB A IR, ZRa B A
SCHEBUM BRI 2600 H 43 LR 22 (SMAPE)E B AL & 2R 1 ks 3 8 -

_1gn [R-A
SMAPE _HZH F A (40)
2
XTSRS, SRR FRAEXT 77 73 L iR 22 (SAPE):
sape = LAl (41)

(FR+A)/2
Horh B MBI TRIME, A J9EE, 3T T DR A R AL, W3 3 (¢ AR i (E (R
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fii: o), FONBRITNAE, sAPE NREALHIIRZE).

Table 3. BS, CEV, Heston model prediction results and errors
2 3.BS. CEV. Heston RN R K iRE

c Fus SAPE, Feev SAPE_., Freson SAPE, ...
476.4 580.1 0.1963 576.0 0.1893 573.4 0.1848
62.8 89.6 0.3512 90.9 0.3652 85.1 0.3017
346.4 455.5 0.2722 453.1 0.2669 452.6 0.2658
265.0 408.9 0.4270 402.8 0.4126 360.7 0.3060
223.8 285.7 0.2430 286.4 0.2453 228.7 0.0215
500.6 510.9 0.0204 508.0 0.0146 507.6 0.0138
289.2 350.4 0.1915 347.6 0.1835 345.3 0.1769
103.4 97.5 0.0592 102.9 0.0044 82.1 0.2298
165.4 164.0 0.0083 170.2 0.0288 129.7 0.2423
190.2 145.3 0.2680 152.9 0.2175 112.9 0.5100
512.8 663.1 0.2556 661.1 0.2527 661.3 0.2530
475.4 616.7 0.2588 614.5 0.2552 614.6 0.2554
439.6 571.3 0.2606 568.8 0.2563 568.8 0.2562
405.4 527.1 0.2609 524.3 0.2558 524.0 0.2553
372.6 484.0 0.2601 481.1 0.2542 480.5 0.2530
341.6 442.4 0.2572 439.4 0.2505 438.5 0.2484
3124 402.5 0.2520 399.5 0.2447 398.1 0.2411
284.8 364.3 0.2449 361.4 0.2371 359.4 0.2317
258.8 328.0 0.2358 325.3 0.2278 322.8 0.2200
234.6 293.7 0.2238 291.4 0.2160 288.2 0.2051
212.0 261.6 0.2095 259.7 0.2022 255.9 0.1875
191.0 231.7 0.1926 230.3 0.1864 225.8 0.1670
171.6 204.1 0.1728 203.1 0.1683 198.1 0.1432
153.6 178.7 0.1509 178.3 0.1488 172.7 0.1170
137.2 1555 0.1252 155.7 0.1264 149.6 0.0867
122.2 134.6 0.0964 135.3 0.1019 128.9 0.0530
108.6 115.8 0.0638 117.0 0.0747 110.3 0.0152
96.2 99.0 0.0285 100.7 0.0459 93.8 0.0255
85.0 84.1 0.0102 86.3 0.0149 79.3 0.0699
74.8 71.1 0.0508 73.6 0.0166 66.6 0.1164
275.0 140.1 0.6503 143.1 0.6311 124.0 0.7572
367.6 207.6 0.5565 210.4 0.5441 173.9 0.7155
471.8 267.9 0.5512 269.9 0.5443 2145 0.7500
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233.8 87.4 0.9114 92.4 0.8671 74.2 1.0367
337.0 146.3 0.7894 152.1 0.7559 116.2 0.9746
457.4 201.4 0.7771 207.3 0.7525 151.7 1.0038
493.0 557.0 0.1220 518.9 0.0513 519.5 0.0523
282.4 240.2 0.1617 260.3 0.0813 258.0 0.0905
244.2 228.5 0.0666 227.8 0.0694 224.8 0.0827
207.4 216.7 0.0441 198.0 0.0466 194.3 0.0652
SMAPE SMAPE,,, SMAPE,,.....
0.2570 0.2452 0.2795

MRS oG, =AU (Y 2B S, H BS BEEURT CEV AL A AL
TS SRR . WA E KRG, =B SMAPE /¥ 0: SMAPE., (0.2452) < SMAPE (0.2570)
< SMAPE s, (0.2795) o 45 I RAR FUB Y XS AR AN SAB IR 73 005 ROR . WL 4.

Table 4. The fitting effect of the model on out-of-the-money/real options
4. EENEEHRFASERNEHR

SMAPE,, SMAPE,,, SMAPE,,.
FEAE AR 0.3162 0.3047 0.3904
SEAE AL 0.2085 0.1965 0.1889

SRR R = AR SR IR & HOR B, e CEV B R (E IR & R Bedif» Heston
R0 SAB IR & ROR Bl X T REA N 18— 220 50 & A BRI A ORI, 2090 T =AM
AR ZERT c(HSEHME: FIT). KEATH: TI0). T(EIYIRE: SE)BEATEH, #5305 5 Prond

Table 5. Analysis of the influence of different factors on the goodness of model fit

5. FRIERMERBSHMER W

BS k7Y CEV 7 Heston 74
c-P 18 0.0343 (**) 0.0408 (**) 0.0715(*)
c-ZH 0.000549 0.000520 0.000593
K-P {i 0.2814 0.3297 0.0204(**)
K-Z%1 0.0000621 0.0000551 0.000164
T-P {4 0.0004(***) 0.0004(***) 0.0001(***)
T-2% 0.471141 0.463709 0.632153

S RS BIFORAE 1%, 596H1 10960k T 5. S0 FUSEUME M =M (i 1 SR
W, 7E 5%01 5 KT F BS HUFT CEV BUR 00 U 59 2 WL 92 T (08600 53, 77 Heston U7
10% 01 BEHOKT L RE, =2 RN ER, =M T e N ST RS R 7

T Kt Heston HZETE S9RY 5 AT F 0%, REONIE, SO HAT IR N T
i

i
;é
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KA, Fh

BT T 364 F = MR LR 1900 B2 M0 BB, BARBONIE, Bl =/ MR R 2181
BRACR AR SIS AL T 285 SR SR 4

6. &

AT BS. CEV. Heston #7, {i M5, XK 300 B IBGHAT 1 SUERT 7T, it
KRR I 20T 1 7 BLAR 22 (SMAPE)E R IR ZAR AR I 0 WS AL, = /MRALHIIBUK A 2 2 Il K2
%, H BS #AUAN CEV B IBLL T4 RARSGE, Horp CEV BRI SROREGF, H Oy BS B,
Heston 1 7Y f 72 . MRESEIIRUA FERG , —AME L0 S AU & RUR AT, i REAE IR & CEV #Y
AR AT, XSRS Heston BEAMU SRRl i PIRTURKIL, BS B CEV X4 21 113
PR ARANEL A AU RO, Heston FEAUXHIRAAT O« AL BTHIIRR | AROME RIIBE G BOR BT -

MRS AT LUK L, B 04 1.61 19 CEV BRI G RO BT, M0 AR 23h R ) Heston BRI & RUR
BRI ULHTYR 300 iR IBUE £ — i IO IE G AL RGORILR, M0 AP B0 (M RF AL 59

Rl AR R AR S O BEAFAE 22 5, AT UL 5 U0 8 3 2 B SIS 14 SRR A AR 21 300 9T R <5 55 A
DN, XTI 300 M5, CEV R H R EUPIBG & RHOR e if » T Heston F R0 SEAEL AL 065 2%
Rttt XthRETSS THIBCENIN S, SR 2R LI ARER.

R, E IR IE AL T RT A R I B BT Y BS BRI M52 i (EAE T 370
B, BB TE, BURGEE IR R R A E RS H A T REAE A B KR 25 L
A RIS BB, IR 300 JRAR ALY — RULF- 524 Rl e (R BCE 2 dnitk . DRI T HBLE tr
LI AR P BRERE SR IEASRRAEJC O B 2L, ARSI LA = SBRJIR 300 AR IIBUE A HEAT SIEXS
WEFT, A B AT B IR T 39 5 Je vk a2 7
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