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Abstract

This paper compares the results of the three different models which are
Hull-White(1993), Chalasani et al.(1998) and Costabile-Massabo-Russo(2006). We
compare the CPU time needed for each model and try to explain the relationship of
their valuation.

To make our result more reasonable, we add another three models for our study
when comparing the price. They are Dai-Huang-Lyuu(2005), Dai-Wang-Wei(2007)
and Longstaff-Schwartz (2001).

Finally, in this paper, we conclude that Hull-White model performs the best in

CPU time, but the other models provide relatively stable price when the number of the

steps of a tree is larger.

Keywords: binomial tree; Asian option; option; tree model; American; Hull White

il



HAAGE RS R HA P R LB L Ao B [ ER AN Y
?LQ\:E%;?‘;%Q'O,T:[}E gf—;k:aféﬁ_lfrqyfﬁ_l ,é_j\;;’gg%élgf’pﬁq
Lo & iR FlEt o B kR & ? E
AL @R PR LY H R e b A T
FEEHMGwH? TG TER -

By el B A B F R B E A L mendop ~ 2 4R ) & o i

¥ ns 7
ﬁf&wéﬁ PR AN IR L LM MBI AR F T AR R )
;ﬁp.f:’adrwﬁ'f BEE 42 lileF*K% iR O PR R S hE e A e B e

P BArP I o foin P - ACE DR G P A EE A BT o

B H AT e 3 & P R qeleffery it § it Pt A A E R T &
W s RALE R A E EEY FaOE ,FF»T’T”"‘ - BB ek F R
o - ERAARER A L BREH oA E AP IR R
I NFE RIS RGP R RS B Pt Fap L BpEs LA

WP REGES EAFAKLR DL o RS- AR B E LSRR

»
(NN =% g8 BC)

Bofd o SRR A e P R R K %gﬂﬁﬂ%ﬁpi%ﬁﬁ
3

FoORFADASE S J P AR AT o 2 PRGBS TR iR R

URES A I

L < F A g gAY 0T
AEAL L ER D

il



P&

BB B |
P S I 2 ¥ O RSSO TRR 1
PP "
B m E BB e 1
y-F% = i’é«f;ﬁ’; .................................................................................................................................. 4
B B R BT ettt b ettt s 4
BB R R e 6

B o i s 8
F— & HULL-WHITE B 521 (1993) ...ttt 8
SLL BEZIFETE oo s 8
312 GFEE e TR LI e e 9

¥ = & CHALASANI-JHA-EGRIBOYUN-VARIKOOTY A H31(1998) ..o 11
321 EHFE o gl B Gl e R R e 11

¥ = & COSTABILE-MASSABO-RUSSO M 3] (2006).........ceeeveiiteeeeeeceeeeeeeeeeeeee e 17
331 BEIIHHE oo Bl s 17

332 JFEAE T R e— R, 17

¥ = & LONGSTAFF-SCHWARTZ 3 + B 72 (2001)....ccoiiiiieiiieincieieeieceeeee e 20
SAL BEFIFETE oo s 20
- OO 23
B T B BB e e 31



WP &

(®- ) Hull-White= ~#t

(W-=)
(W=)
(W= )
(W1)
(W)
(8-)
(81 ~)
(W)

Hull-White= = #f- & gk &

= ApHPR B

41# = &% (Forward induction) &= =~ # 3 Bk4t § M{eSehg $245 (Pseudo-code)
(W=)2 @ &8:(52) -~ (6,2) ~ (6,3)4 & =% ¥ B:(nodelets
Costabile-Massab6-Russo(2006)##k 3]

Z AR =R R %

ZREADRE 2 CPUEE (B i @ §))

Costabile-Massab6-Russo(2006) kit < 2 %

10
12
14
16
18
25
25
28



3 P &

(2-) ZAAR#EI2=h 8%
(2=) =Zfabk#2 CPUBERR(E i  $)
(22) I BAGREANZ B T3 FH IR Z2PFRE

24
26
30



;jr‘;
|
el
=
-%;\?.

T EH 5 T 39:E $# 8 (Average Option) » 7 & fa A A 075 3¢ ¢

1. T 321 #2.1% #% f# (Average Price Option) : & /p X > BB v fp o - KIHF
R A hT 3 B2 o
2. Ty X)W 1:iE # 18 (Average Strike Option) * fhig EHEL O H K2 FE L

WA A A G - B e E AT ko

FOERE DN G R (payofh) i T E S R R 0 Fpt G RTAP &
(path-dependent) s/ E % 8 o 7= W & 3+ B E R 0T 0 1§ 12> L P Ao L R
WD g R TR X B/ F oo

TRERELEG BRDENE WA ERRTRG P e TRAERET

TP FAFREOT AT RE 4r7 78 G EN LI ap SR F R

BIEDT AP REFDATH FE RGN oB A AR A p T2 R R(H
4ol R )E [ SR o

PR EREREA G N2 B AT A W EF I 5V iE 4 (European

Asian option) % % 3% I 3% i€ #% # (American Asian option) * % § % § & IIH P § X

Y R R S AR H P W ehE e - %%’szaﬁa“ XomHY 2NN EHE

e A SRR E 0 F1 5 K 2 T S E SRR T A OREITAR B R T2 o R

53

[

A5 iy PFEL A W AR R o AR A LR A E S LS
# 1

o

ETIES

G5

FREJFBLIY SR A X BEOHERER & AR I T A5
B e i 22 0 e 84 A T F R B H(OTC market) {1 * &7 5448
BED SR EFHE G 72 £ ' 2 2 E 3 % F A (thinly traded assets,
Ll N

VERE RPEF &L ARR L TRFEAENTERERYE



BRI L BTG ARF * 90t B> 1945 Milevsky and Posner (1997)cn % 4L &7 » &7 3¢
EEER S At B e 32502100 F 2o p2003&117 7P B NP &
B < » “T(NYMEX, New York Mercantile Excnahge)#t & id ~ #%8 foid b o
PREEREORECZ 28 FREREF S SR REE T LT FOFF
oM ERLFENLAEREF SORE T AREEF L LN ERED
RN X E LA

—HREEEFERYCIAERBERSES O ORT] T BB 5 -~ T
Feoehil B R Ap o 2 R B R T G SRRt - RE R
o - ROERERPEORE R IDRP LT A H LS )
SR A CRBE R bR PR A AR E RS ETE{IE -
PEEN R EREF RSB GOEEN SR I AL PR oY T VER
BRI SRR 0L DR "G o Tl S BT IO A PR S R

o $ = v - A E g L (treasurer) fe AR B A AR A PR 0 £ AT H

Jit

<l

TEFYF2p e BaE Rl T3 S A o Flptgt g da 2> TVER
BILAZLT pRDRG IR E o FIRRIskTE(1998) ¥ e dic § pFeng 3+
£ Jean-Francois Heitz#7 i ci% 3% » ficdc 1995 ~ 199611997 # iz #F % 7% g iy 3%
o w) ik H A T e37% ~ 34%Fe32% o Fptprdc < £ * b and ViE R ER
PRI B R @ Al e AP R LR -
FRENTRNEREE R EE S 227 0 AR Z ARRER R
+RHERZEZ UL B P G VLN R RIT S B AR BT
5 A feehlc 48 ¥ § Grant-Vora-Week(1997)+ 4% ! = ~ =i #04) & sV iE 5 48
Bt XD e Ufle 2 Rk R iR B R N RTAR RE BRI L -
E &2 ®RAL > E 71T P Longstaff-Schwartz(2001) % B &1 & ] & = 5 + B2 3
(Least-Square Monte Carlo Method) » 7 fe 5L PR T 53 + R fifi2 G BLIS4p RE#
G L ] o S 0 AR R DT & B ST e A
Longstaff-Schwartz(2001) +* $a s -] T = 53 + B2 2 o5 UL 22 2 0

2



EREREL ek o FRE T2 R RO GRS SR (carly
exercise value) i i fof UL & dT SR B RG AL | {;&K b 4P A4T

Emw&u%nqibim’ﬁéﬁﬁw&%ﬁaﬁéﬁi%Mwmmmaﬁa

R N [N

AR B ABHEIEHE S LS E RS T T R A e

FREENMEE - BEAFEEL AL ORFFEFLAI S - F 5 R
LSRR S RN R R s AR Y S A R N L

WP A TRt ez BHCA 0 Hull-White= ~#HE4] ~ w23 2407

(Refined Binomial Lattice)£? :x 2 = ~ %] (Adjusted binomial model) - % = 3 P

A
“3‘ f:/pr\r] °

e FHESRE - ¥1 F

FT

TLAERARRLPEREF SR AP E =3 /1682 1/8% ~o- B TERHEDTE § § £ (bid-ask
spread)if ¥ 5 1/16 & 2_1/8 enid #c -



IR CRMER

BT AR R E BB L A AT B - AT QT A S 2 4T o 8- 47

BasfElfEriEon FREONEZ R UG EE TR 2 R

*

)

PRSP e R ERTAfE 52 A S B AR 2 AR
(tree method) ~ % # + %= /% (Monte Carlo method)% 3 *1Z 4 ;2 (finite difference
method) » A AN i SN R LM T2 o Tl - fAlclE 2T
E % AR RS A RE QAR REEG R TR AT RA T R
AOFEPETL R Ao g a ok REFREORE- 2 LB E & AR
T EHEOE Y (payoff) 2 ARk 0F EAET O A 2o R
EFREBAPET B EEREAEY - E L3 5 ORI S x50
FOEFA AP AN RIS HEE AT B A R AP M RG] 2 R

R AR A s =R

- & R

TBRR L T S() e B BEPRGE S o F S a8 d > 0% &0 T R A B AR
dS(1) = uS(t)dt + oS (1)dB(t)

UELT E S E X o EEMRERTF 0 S - Fa vk aBOAT PiER
WA RS B ARG T ERGIIF A Ao TE o ATAMES DT
pel Hizg#Eo

P e S(f) S 8w 14 * Cox-Ross-Rubinstein(1979) eh= = 0] % &

P EB O GHEPT AL EnBIAER(steps) r BB G at=T/n o t— B atPF

B G prfs S Gl Bhu 4 G 1 i F e T B H o 18 S e T



u—d
AR e R AR PR akar c AP YRE L1+ 54T

BLF]F o

B2 72 Cox-Ross-Rubinstein @ F 2z P 3} § ndfiT3t & "L % pF > 1% = 38 #Hic )
ST RS B eh % % € 2 Black-Scholes 2 5% s % - K o 2 i
Cox-Ross-Rubinstein 7= 7 e 4] 4 sV E 2 2 ¢ S FlEon- gha &
- REREERG A AL B AT 0l R RS L BT Sl e i
Bro F— W2 PR SRS EDT & EFEEFnT e~ £ 3K 0 Pl S
S ABHEA I & AN o Hull-White(1993) 5853 B § 2k 5 IRE B F13E -
FRE N - 2AAPEPRBSH FFEENLTAERE RS R
Chalasani-Jha-Varikooty(1998) 1343 "k % e & i® T o k-5 — B = ~ 4} e gk

7 3] % = & Bh(nodelet) » 12t A B - IERE TR R FATTCR DB LR

"i%

B o= @ BElic &L bl Anfb B s Y > 1450952 T 5 X S aka £ o

a;

WOEL 20 (1 AL E o BT Rcg 2 ik B A K)o X IFTE T
i# Y f j7 o Chalasani-Jha-Egriboyun-Varikooty(1998) = # ‘& & Hull-White(1993)Fr
Chalasani-Jha-Varikooty(1998) s3] » # 12 { i@ 2 S TN EH P2 754
TRE{FROFFGE -
Dai-Lyuu(2002)#% &} % k& fZ47 £+ £ 3] (multiresolution lattice approach) >
#-2_ 23 Hull-White(1993) £ Chalasani-Jha-Egriboyun-Varikooty(1998) . # ;% 17 3% %
B ok B R iR SR et T ERE R
2 4% ez agrc % > Dai-Lyuu(2002)3% 5 Chalasani-Jha-Egriboyun-Varikooty(1998)
Ewy VT Enehfi 22T 0 JFESNTNEREITHONMKE o e o Tk
FRAT e+ BRI R R S A2 By 0 W RBEP BTG 2T 0 R R

FAHCAON AP ER o 0 P T s LG AL EP AR R ot



o8 Fr R

b T2 FrF RN m o F i - B EREHFE TR EFE
I4F ek 5 fy G P (early exercise rule) ™ € HER R E A AE B EL  FR R
B2 n U ma T E R -

EEEFF T REREHENER LT e BB N E e K
5 fp ¥ 3R] (early exercise rule) o F]pt > N g AR - Bh G P - Rp GG
FeFF 2P PP R E - BH B HRORZ I FH FEAPR Y BT

SRR R LR TRAA R ARG R A R RFRT R B

gz m (s v FRHRERY G REREEEE 2N ERRE -
Tilley(1993)# 7% i = i & 2 B resf 2N ER R Lo LS PR G £ &
/]?% e A HCAIT R e R B e R R R S 0 B2 R ARG A e
LR ERE S
Hull-White(1993) 4] * szit i@ i A pticd] ko= 2 N EH4E  {I* F
B i% (representative paths) ¥ = ~ & 745/ > MR P EE DT R o K@
Grant-Vora-Week(1997) u 2 R 3 & 22 B FRESFFH T2 9P 5 - K
PR BT ok Wik R ER TIROR A AL ER R
IR IU o F AL > LR ERBAN T ERT LR - R AER R
Tyofc s A2 i e (payoff) ek 4 o
MO o ] T B RS F 0t 3R T 02 2 5 Carriere(1996) fr

Tsitsiklis and Van Roy (1999) e iz & f -] T = 5 + B2 25 B8 & 7 ! 5

- NIRRT R FIEF R S sk T FE AR BRGR
TR A E SV TSR RS R s RV RN S 1



AR ZERT R AAFRes T B Santl o Ut By UL A

HEP F BB TP UREHEREFTEDIT DR - BF DL RY E

BT g L N ERER SOk PR LR



3
i
el
k|
e s
-

t

% - & Hull-White A 521 (1993)
311 HAIFH

Cox-Ross-Rubinstein(1979)en= g A E BB FH F L 2 5 nB I
B(steps)» &R s at=T/n > a THR 2 EJFEDINHFERF o« - BarFF > %
TP F i Bhuo » FlopiF e T HBE 0 FRIAHRITFR SRR
& iat o BRI S0 HF(r, S) S A EPE I 0L Terok if STopk Bheri i & chidn e » 3% e
BRI RERREYE - a S, F R EEE RN RSk AT

Rrgbreii i 28 P RS Sk FEEEY E -

Hull-White(1993) 5 2 355 F & 2 i & S e it BF 55 - B &2
SREREREVS F ) FlRiFALEIRADFAT R e 75 - AR HEDV N E 0 T
PRI A L A B N3 .

Hull-White 4] % S(0)e" 72, X F £ 2 & F — B & B 2 50 8eh ™ i &

—Q

FeniE- B¥# mIAFhce bpfahiadF LT R F E#F & EEFR
BTG R ET R F AN FE o 7Y ;’fgv} 7 3872 (forward induction)4& {8 -

295 E & S(0)e™ H_F) L A W OR PR EH B ¥ i 4 fi (lognormal
distribution) » @ % i e L S de T A BR DRI AR o n F A RO
oo RJREEE oA fe o T AP ) s (log-linear) i & S A PR

Bl jaf GOR T S BV G BF o



312 w k2

199.93.

(F-) A% 2 S0)=100, E/BHFEHEF T =1, 5~ BRERHOA=03333 (&), &3t
B8 o=04, BFEHEFNER G r=10%° %+ 5% p=05153 & » T e 5 04847 - &
~ BB e L E BRI o S ERT 2 IR el T (I, )2 W B iar 0wt 3

2L#c P (up-ticks) j e & BE A R o

B APER > T 35E ko & B B A S 5 (100.00 + 125.98) / 2 = 112.994¢
(100.00+79.38)/2=89.69° % " R T AT XRAFEEFed BRE AP LA
Blim= -2 % 42> h=0.1-F}F LT H0FF 3 1 122.14,110.51, 100, 90.48,
81.87 o 3k 122.144v81.87 t At P& ¥ H_ B % frdo | L i T 358 > B2 Af ehd &
T iofcfodk | TS G B 5 (2x122.14+158.71) / 3 = 13433 Av
(2x81.87+63.01) / 3 =75.58 o % 1 16 Fid F2At PE ¥ cd & frde | T 3odc > A
GELm= -3 1 43 FP A2AN PR R A TR GFE £ 134,99, 122.14, 110.51,

100, 90.48, 81.874-74.08 -



Y

158.71

134.99 122.14 110.51 100.00 90.48 81.87 74.08

40.88 31.56 23.13 15.50 889 5.68 276

X
0.5153
125.98
122.14 110.51 100.00 90.48 81.87 4
27.05 21.12 1631 13.01 10.43
100.00
0.4847

134.99 122.14 110.51 100.00 90.48 81.87 74.08

3499 2214 10.52 324 0.00 0.00 0.00

(F=) & 5(@-)7 () QD@1 o - BAFE A - BEg: b hlgs N 438
BEAVLE o R P dF RAFATRDLG THE PRk F L EFREDFEH P )

s 5 05153 % T enfs k% 04847 o

R E X P F=1105100F35 0 v 5 05153 + & > @ L}l

HET sl 5 (2x110.51+158.71) / 3 = 126.58 - ¥ % &134.99% 122.142 [ » j&_
122.14 5 4234.55% chi= % o FI P AP T 0 {]* S p 52 @ ER RO @
v, =31.56+0.3455x9.32=34.78 * [ f 3 » v F 0.4847ns ¢ v T BB 0 KT D
BT 3585 (2x110.514100.00) / 3 = 107.01 » 1% N 2 ¥ o F H G v, =
809 hil} &5 B NHFAT > LEBX, P F = 11051nEHFEH &y =
(34.78x0.5153+8.09x0.4847) ¥ =21.12 0 p- pr L frk % o 9§ E4prt > i
AR B E R e JI Y BT URESF - BEBRDET P OFLT 5

it
ERERE 5 SEO00)NEFERFRVPIE AL N ERRILHRR -

10



A4 A

% = & Chalasani-Jha-Egriboyun-Varikooty ## ##-7](1998)

321 H%#
(SR “f;”/}/ﬁ-ﬁ e L mf"‘gﬁu - p & ’]",é-:‘j‘ gL e ﬁﬁ’}ﬁ(up—tick

probability) » ufel/us W] L && - B EF Pk T EOE o nd S SRR
B (steps)Bc P > REF — B ndTIF]F o @ TP RESA AR LY o B2 b
PR kPR o b A5 B ek 5 Bic(up-ticks) 0 ALK PERFOT PR k2Pt A A ek + 1

i P 8Lk el T dage o B ¢ Si= St o

BRAPG - BHRAZFQ 26 & 2 -2 enBih gk
o €{H,T} - #Cox-Ross-Rubinsteiner= ~ i ¢ » - ﬁ%ﬁ)’;g‘_ﬁ‘%‘u{Qi ¢ -

BHAZRo=00,.0

n’

oe{HT} Hi %t Bd> a Tk &w THE - a - if
BT AR BT ST E § At M s B k=12, n LT ek
o=H RN PETEX =1 FRX, =0 FEAPIRH - FRELPFRT
Bhkz_ m et b F5 65 e & die(up ticks) 3 e o
H, =Zk:Xk, k=132, .0,

- iFe RSP fo— BRI REZ FAPEL A T REBREIARISP
dniE s PN g Z(P)E T e

Cox-Ross-Rubinstein=11# & (recombining) = ~ 4+ 2 * (k, H B k& 7 &
Z ARHE P - iR g Eh(node) o B RBRZAY chH, (A)=h > R P EED

A5 18 (pass through) 2 31| :Z (reach) & Bh(k, h) o
PERYBL K VR Y S, AT 0 k=010 o 3 E S 4o

S S ZHA
w8 Bh(k, h) e 5 St o @ PR Bhken T 0 R 2E S
=(S,+ 8, +...+S) /[(k+1), k>0.
- KA Lend; N RO P Zneantf  # ¥4 (payofY) 3 max(4, — L, 0) -

AERRERROSE IR S T AT R TR AR AT T At

11



ot TR Y e

V, = max E[(max(A4, —L),0)/ R"]

2

bE - B AMOREE P o R ERE T R e AR RS K
(up-ticks)Hy o @ Ap b £0=0 & 8L T LG AR e P BB RS B o B R G AR
TR o T E B S BT U Sk b a) kom0 kS A A BB e aby
Fd(steps) » Atk F w b B e+ Be(up-ticks) 0 @ @i & =t & Bhehge [ o

Ao A BRI A A g TR R - BEREE ]
5 =t & 8L % & Hull-White(1993)eha 44 p 38% » 3-8 = & gL il enit A > 3t

Es

FRALSEREEFTY

(B=z) = A F o) &B(52)R & APFRFBLTIPFRATEES S0k > FZEEG A Bt BH R K
(up-ticks) o & — ip & Bh2 ¥ it S EEY A(BIT )P o APEE B 6 PF o 3% T g Fl(area) ¥ 1

eV EHESEIMES B EES ST ICS S E

12



322 wE i
bt 4 o B S B 0 Sk 4 B RTANE S Bl % AL
fF 8bket T g ) (area)

k
= Y (-X)H, k=1,2,..,n,

i=1

AP K =0 (BZ )R ERP - FF RS Ty 5 - Baghka A
P ke T Bk BT 8 e BB BIE K )& BRI TR
S E DFEMBEE A P BEABRIGEL S T HBEL-hBRF I ZGR
h) & BB IS T 6 PlE (K BB RIS © - R Pk hE LoD (o)
Al R o MBEEATR S RSB ) BB o &8k, b)) T g
FRGEBEL b MB TR DR £ LB EE (k-7 5] 7
W E A0

ol AP AT > AP B L g G EEC ARY hE - B G BR B 3F S
= &-Zh(nodelet) » * — i =t & BLAVL A5 7 T IORAR P o AP RF - FELD
TR G A B DR o - FRCeE S EGE- B S A a) 0 R

H(w)=h, o)=a
TR A - B EEK R @) e AR > BEY F AR b B R RS

Hc(up-ticks) » @ % E IS e Fl(area) 7 a ©

TR SEG M TER uhf R

Lemmal 1. %= f? L& B8k h) o & - 15 3] :iE & 2h(k, h)anps i an™ it
FRET R B T oRE G - H- HETR R

2. & - F I & Bk, )07 i e Bl (area) s £ S
{0, 1, ..., h(k - h)}
3. - FEDEX Ik b @) F kT IR R v € DE S

(k+1,h+1,a) FRIC ¢ 3lE(k+1,hath)

13



for k:=0ton-1do
for h :=to kdo
for a :=0to h(k - h) do
forv:=0to1do
ji=a+(1-v)h;
M(k+ 1, h+v,j)+= Mk, h, a),
S(k+ 1, h+v,j)+=S(k, h, a) + M(k, h, a)Sou> "D
end
end
end
end

(B=) FI* % 3&;* (Forward induction) fe. = ~ #. 3 248 5 M v S 1 #5245 (Pseudo-code)

Mk, h, @) 53] i % & Bh(k, h, @)l is B o 25 19 i B % 1% 5 $ 5% (forward
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L ooy (k- Rysliim ™ o 2 Mk, by a)feS(k, hy a)fe b1 50 295 % & - 20
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eS(m, h, a)sniE > form=0,1, ... k> @ AP REBEEm=Fk+ 1eniE o AP Jf
S chE - B § 8k B a)feF — B AkFLPE R 8kchsc 8 859 M(m, B, a)ir
S(m, h, a) & F£ 53 e £ (increment) o @ 2 P E B NE - B D E K $ 2K, A, a)
eSS M(m, h, a)feS(m, h, a)sE /F*Je & (contribution) °

995 Lemma l » & - F AR Bk B $ 2k ha) Tkt 1 BFRw B
LT 0 g PlE & Bkt L A+ 1, a) Fl BBk b a)FE(+ 1, h+ 1, a)idEg
6 TR Mk @) MG+ 1, h+1,0) - 35824 T

S(k,h,a)+ M (k,h,a)S, =S(k,h,a)+ M (k,h,a)Syu*"-*

BSk+1,h+1,a) ¢

14



Fies o 45 Lemmal » AP ¥ L aeiE BBk b, @)PliE R+ 1, b, a+ bk
Vi ?C}ﬁ%M(k, hya) sM(k+ 1, h,a+h) > @ ZF G5 ?}gk
S(k,h,a)+ M (k,h,a)Su*" "
LSk+1,h,at+h)-
BT B A o AR R EE - ED S & Bk b, a) R R
BT sadcenT dodk o NP Ak, b, a) A o
Ak, h, a)=E[A)Hx=h, yx = al, k=0,1,...,n, h<k

T& O fRhee st A hya) > AP &SR BATEOEH R RS, 0 AR

Wi

T ORE G- FRLY EPERF O PR ek 1 e
k
=2Si’ k:O, 1,...,”.
i=0
Ar=S,/(k+ 1) Fk=0,1, . ke 24 Pk pF 28 Sk h, a) 5 #7F L= & Bk, h,
Q)i T S, e Aee Ak, hya) B0 F LB = & Bh(k, b a) RIS AR 4o T 30

#c(unweighted average) » 3+ & = ;84T o

S(k,h,a)
(k+ DM (k, h,a)

Ak, h,a) =
BRE APRALrP B3NN ERRE R F L 25 - BREBKA

a), 3 A(k h,a) sNE > = /jjﬁa{”"r? Pl % & gL iR S 4 L e g o Tk

Ak hya) ks 5 4370 & ghemi if 5T 399 o J5 4 Hull-White(1993) 74 41 ¢
2 o 1% 54572 (backward-recursion) i 2 p 32 TV L FE R R G B0t R
(upper bound) © Ek=niofiiw2 T o FEHFRG ET L 2 W GOH E o bhk<nd
w2 ™ o R ET ¥ i54a % (baward-recursively) 17 > £ B~ T K
ookt IR Pl Y 2 ¥ A X S E ARG B o » & 86(0,0,0)E
BEGRVTEENLAEREAT TR -

kS AR SR 0 NPT U TR FER TR Pt 8 i
AB2 ¢ > SNPERF T Py HARP] R - BEEGK L a) dokk=nd A 2w

15



To el f k0 8 Rk + B RATIRAS S VR (kB o)t s T
78 (stopping node) » £ f1% &1 R 4p ke chiglde ik B 0 & 81(0,0,0) 50 & 42 1

Lo vt A ek S H o B h EHiE B ALY > E o § Bk b a)ibiEae b Y

ES

TR TR et T e i ARG B R - BRRT PR B

FRFlenY STRRE TR K o et A R E N TN EE R T R

Node (k, h) = (6,3)

Area a Mk, h, a)

0 1
1 1
) 72 2
= | 33 3
4 3
Node (k, h) = (5,2) 5 3
6 3
Area a M(k, h, a) 7 2
0 1 8 1
1 1 9 1
2 2
3 2 Node (k, h) = (6,2)
4 2
5 1 Area a M(k, h, a)
6 1 0 1
1 1
2 2
143 2
4 3
5 2
6 2
7 1
8 1

(FI) (M=) 7 &8:(52)(62)~ (6.3 th=t & Br(nodelets) « & — 3 W8 % - B &g
Mmz2vaE - FlaldE8k ha) Mk h o)t & DES - BRSO HC TR B
2 ¢ s ¥ g 3]a 4k (forward induction) s 3 o e ST 0 SE & BR(5,2,2)F 1w w

= §8L(6,3,2)% (6,2,4)h1E o
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% = & Costabile-Massab6-Russo #i #-7] (2006)
3.3.1 #AIFHE

% #-3] & Chalasani-Jha-Egriboyun-Varikooty(1998) s3] 7 H.4p o 12 B
% e T IOHELE A B S B hik g o - 3 P ehE 0 TP B E - B &
WL afin X2 ERr B auTnEa §EE - F FARAY Bl el
Bfcodot - R R PP EEREY BRSO PMBOR Y > R FFE D kg
AR 4 L AR B B I

p % F Bhehw b5 5 (up-tick probability) ¢ ufrd A B A% AE - B
APk 2 T kel o nd_ o AR B (steps) B B 0 REF — Hp ST I F] S o

BPEFEFE 2w F B BRI B - B TR BOE L
§BE(L,)) o PN D AT BRI Y LT G0 P B R STl T 0
Beogpd AP ENPESRGH)BBEET, BT EEGR A, G)) &
A5 - BHFARESHE > NP* AG D) A E 2 o FRRBREOERS- B ERE
BB T s 4 (i, ) o on BB B NS B e T o gcp] £

A, k), k=1,...,ji—j) R &2 o

3.3.2 ;7 E 2
S (G J3 ) AT R RE PR DFT A~ B a Z R T A g B
BB T2 &8 e (A ® O TN H W AR Tl T dodk
Al i+ 1) = A iR =[S )= S, G 50
SRR R DB B R T S0k T Y S AR R B
BT BT kR R S, (k) P S, (i iK)d E AT o dop s

- B P ARRE S S RMER o M T B BT fr MR T E T 0t B o 0

mm

b

17



J i—j-1

A(l’ ]’ 1) = Amax (l’ .]) = LI(Z Suh + z SU}HZJ;[))
1+

h=0 h=0

i j-1
AGi, 3 jG— ) = Ay (ir ) = %(z st 45" s,
1+ o

h=0 =

4 (B ) &EBMA2)5 b0 A4, 21) =4 (4,2) % 1% FlE3% & 8
B B (S, 5,50, Su, )3 K e @ S, = Sut e B KBS KR

TR R S, (421)d =SB S, (4,21) ¢ FI - E A4,2;2) S5

max

MRS G (S,Su,8,5u,8) o & B@D)FIT Sz BF B (S,5,5,50,8)
(S)SdQSan,S)’f\'—"(S,Sd’SdZ’Sd’S) o _l/—;i? 5‘—,'2!1‘!;'(4,2)7; F&g E’f"’%%i‘\‘ﬁ;éji_é;zﬁ_l i’_:]ﬁ'{ , é;
70973 DI S B(42) RS enE F B R 5k % T (S.5u.S.5d.8) 2 (L

(7")& l‘l%gﬁg%ﬁ:—é}—tﬁ%ﬂf?i) <] 11—‘- f’]‘ y — flgﬁ_ﬁé’:{ir”/’Smax(Z’J;k)? ;; g’ﬁ _ fﬂ; ']‘j_!» .

LRBHALT R FRMELL Y B - BHESS, (LK) F S, G R

¥ oo

(Bl=) Costabile-Massabo-Russo(2006)# 5%

BRI R R BT hE T Sagc2 {5 0 i 1538 |42 (backward induction)
EUT T EEREY R -
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C(, jsk) =max{R[pC(i+1, j + Lk, ) +qCi+1, j;k,)], AG, j k) = K}
PT % = 5 A 22 Chalasani-Jha-Egriboyun-Varikooty(1998) & + 17 F 2k &

XA J-+ ):.F E4

SR LT 0 R ?,—,st,%”gé AP FEFE CE+]1, j+LEk)FoCi+1, j3k,) °

Ne

L[+ D) AG, j3k)+dSG, PG +2) 4o [G+DAG, j; k) +uSG, HIG+2) 7 & ¢ 5
AGH1, k) Fe AG+1, j+1k) 3 B R L2 0 > FP 7 TR @ NFEE o FiG @
2

5 hp o4 % &% Hull-WhitehCd] 2 @ #78 * cndp 3632 22 8 C(i+1, j+1k,)

T Ci+1, k)

19



% = & Longstaff-Schwartz ¥ % + % ;2 (2001)
3.4.1 3

BR T adsz F(QFP)yfr- &3 "L F[0,7] - QL aprilf 803 T3
TR B RBFLOEPEATE PR L oA v PRI AT o R - BRSO FAAR
BEETH T3 ¥ » 73 % 2 eho-filed» 7 PEF 5 & ch 3 20 et 5
AP EF={F;te0,T]} 2 B5 D RgipEay AL PEHT 2D R
8 & (augmented filtration) > @ A PEXF =F « 57 # & & &2 flam g » A
B3k 53 % fequivalent martingale B & QO -

AP EBHANENFLLFEOFGERE - 7 H#
(square-integrable) & £_7 *1% £ (finite-variance) s fice % ;8 iE 0y B 5 4345
EHETAL DR AT RIS DI S E 0 BB BT FL
PRt 2 o Clo, s, NN A ERBEPE 2 7 BA S L2 F8< 5
Bl R NIERT > - R A I A AR o s A it (1 T B
HPER . t<s<T o

GpE R B, ;})\”}—%‘ FaviE e W PR R BT e BT o
B m BT REGE T B DR A T PR OR AN EITR

R 23R R RQT B A FI AR o B EREORE

F’_*

L
B

—

VUK LT NG LiE
F(wt,)=E [Z —exp(j r(,5)ds)C(@,t 31, T)|F, ] (1)
farat
rw,s) 5 BRGF5(F A gEA) > @ iF 2E Y E I 5P R BE, P D
FREEF, - R4 S Q7 b SR g @ RFT LR

T RfrwgEF 2P PO E TaRA TG -
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342 k2
Bl T R R Bo) T 2 TR B L, ..., iR
eI FSREL PR ETCo,s;t, T)ERE TE g AT A pEe )
Fl4nE LREE - FEREOER G GFE - C(o, s 4, DT it fvCo, s;t,,,, 7 e
Bk tr, PEEEV L R B Y BFEE APV N A EReBATY SR o A PR

#Equation(1)® X wihF(w; tp)n S B3 7 & E 5 - B F;H -measurable 7 *

Bk iE 2 ¢ EH - BT ¥ 4 (square-intergrable) i el B 2 ¢ eh-
BAF o FALE - BHilbertz > v B § v lchd RAR A FRY Y ET
g ARDRPE L LT o o fe b7 0 BRXLERROEOT A

B> @ XPRiEMarkoviEfz > H? - AR mﬂzﬁ‘ L & Laguerre 78 ;% o
L(X)= exp(~X /2),
L(X)= exp(~X/2)(1- X),
L(X)= exp(-X/2)1-2X +X?/2),

X n
L(X)= exp(- X/z)e—'d‘j(n

(X'e™)

1P R B 0 Fwst, ) 7 k&m0

F(wst, )= Zaij(X),
j=0

v

AR REB) T RS RS2 AP A M <o AN BT
Flost, ) &% Fy(ost, )27 300 % o - L A& Ifeens £\ Fulost, )
,T.*‘u? R-Clo, s;t,_, TR ER R ipl BTl & S fic b o Vi e ig 3 anif
FEE R N RS 0 FlE RGO RS £ 5 &M (relevance) © %ﬁz’ E
B MEISY T S EER L ET R R R0 TR EATE R
ASes R CF S oMARE - FEAIIFOE NI T B G ApR AR R
T 4 3 te33 3K (weak assupmtion about the existence of moment) » - ¥ | *

A

White(1984)h 332+ P g enit jF g % F, (03¢ ) ten—oia)™ &4

21



I ¥27 T & (converges in mean square and in probability) I Fy(w;t, ) ° “f g2t

Amemiya(1985)12 #k 35 B LB F, (031, ) L Fa(w;t, )ik R4 7 3t

s

- L EROPF ESBRGE N R AP T O RIS R R

By o)k 2 b MBSt PR Bt s B8 o - LA B
Rz NP el w0 4 T L s ’j»g‘ﬁépafiﬁj-}g% ) 2% .Fsﬁ@p A Qo, s,
oo )o bt M E FIF - B RFBIRAER R R S o AP AR
BOFESN TN ERERDITR o TR S - RRATDRERIFFZ R E

248 AR PR - RO £ R R e N R ITIIS BB T ok
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yr ¥ ¥

T

EogA

= 2 pET 5% Intel® Pentium® M 7402 % (1.73 GHz) ~ 1Gb DRAM#?
Microsoft® NET Framework SDK v2.0- 9 T3 3 5 Microsoft® Visual Studio 2005
erC# NET o

~ < b # Hull-White(1993) ~ Chalasani-Jha-Egriboyun-Varikooty(1998) f-
Costabile-Massab0-Russo(2006) &7 e i it 2. T i@ & pFF o 945 (4 = )ehls
% > Chalasani et al.(1998)¢2 Costabile et al.(2006) &1 <100 pF 7 {= 3 «pF fF - & 4%
Wo sk Re LA - Ko RA An>100pF > Chalasani et al.(1998) 8 & pF &
T3 % 3t H 8§04 o B2 2 Costabile et al.(2006) 7% & ;% 4p #iChalasani et al.(1998)
HE e g s FREFNFFT I BEL 22 ¢ 4L P
et e > @ Costabile et al.(2000) fie B384 2 5 4% ) (2 B R ehecse > F]pt
#p #>* Chalasani et al.(1998) s3] @ 3 > n<100pF& B + 25 JILP A endk
o 7 i fn>100 =252 T > Chalasani et al.(1998) ik $i-7] et Z @ * ehie i
WEIRe GRITAAI FI P FRd R FEFTRAAFoRMRLE
(memory allocation) » ]t 2 {7 :# & 4p # Costabile et al.(2006)#5k -] % H o

Hull-White(1993) s3] e:8 B & B foiic 3] ¢ an ] 22 S #ichahip B A2 & )
BoAPHFILE h=0005h=0003FF I E 1200 EEEF XL g Ay L
g e e A F h=0.001pF > 3FE ApF e A bg L P A B AR IR L
PR e > An<110efR2. ™ » 3 3 ¢ &% 2t ac X Chalasani et al.(1998)
TR RN (B )

2 3 AL F nend 4o > Hull-White(1993) 85 #03) teh =0.0012. & a3 &
% ¢ KR & L 4~ $17 Chalasani et al.(1998)##:% #- 4] = % i% i % Chalasani et
al.(1998)F B fif2 % » B f6 ¥ T AZE+ % o i&4_ %) 5 Hull-White(1993):= 1 #=

YE A EEFPFAM 2 A R R ET B A AT Bl D ¢S
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L A R FEL - T R FEAAFEE ] EF L IR
M A 4 e PR A AR € W 4e o @ Chalasani et al.(1998)# Costabile et al.(2006) 5
WAl P F S SRR I F e A A H e BTG R 2

AT F A e DS 0 e 8 4o g B AR Y Hull-White(1993) 6807 5 B -

steps HW(h=0.005) HW(h=0.003) HW(h=0.001) CJEV(UB) CJEV(LB) CMR

1 4.73455 473455 4.73455 4.73455 473455 4.73455
5 4.56659 4.56545 4.56541 4.56541 4.56541 4.56541
10 470963 470873 470850 470970 470849 470972
15 4.78080 477957 4.77905 478079 477882 477972
20 4.81503 4.81358 4.81266 4.81445 4.81240 4.81341
25 4.84459 4.84261 4.84163 4.84318 4.84133 4.84214
30 4.86501 4.86280 4.86180 4.86318 4.86147 4.86228
35 4.88031 4.87769 4.87642 4.87760 4.87598 4.87674
40 4.89243 4.88949 4.88805 4.88913 4.88762 4.88833
45 4.90235 4.89910 4.89746 4.89840 4.89699 4.89769
50 491073 4.90711 4.90526 4.90610 4.90474 4.90540
55 491781 491384 491184 4.91258 491128 491191
60 4.92391 4.91960 491744 491811 4.91688 491747
65 4.92923 4.92460 492223 4.92281 4.92161 4.92220
70 493392 4.92899 4.92647 4.92696 4.92582 4.92641
75 493813 4.93292 4.93023 4.93065 4.92958 493014
80 4.94185 4.93642 4.93356 4.93391 4.93286 4.93343
85 4.94529 4.93955 4.93653 4.93681 4.93579 4.93635
90 4.94835 4.94237 493918 4.93941 4.93844 4.93897
95 495113 4.94495 4.94157 4.94175 4.94080 4.94132
100 4.95370 4.94729 4.94375 4.94388 4.94295 4.94347
105 4.95606 4.94945 4.94575 4.94582 4.94493 4.94544
110 495824 495144 4.94758 4.94760 4.94672 4.94724
115 4.96026 4.95330 4.94928 4.94925 4.94839 4.94890
120 496213 4.95501 4.95084 4.95077 4.94994 4.95044

(#-) = fpbk a2 3= %%  HW & £ Hull-White= < #+53] » 4-#ch = 0.001, 0.003, 0.005 ;
CIEV # # Chalasani-Jha-Egriboyun-Varikooty(1998) #f /% #ic 3] 2 3% % % : LB £ & J (lower
bound) » UB# % + J (upper bound) ; CMR #* # Costabile-Massabo-Russo(2006) £t 3] 2 3% %
oo AR S, =500 AR&IIF r=10%> ERAER 0=03 FRGFHIF T=1-
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4.96000

4.95000
— —— - HW(h=0.005)

4.94000 ———~HW(h=0.003)
——— - HW(h=0.001)

CIEV(UB)

493000 r CIEV(LB)
------- CMR

492000 r

4.91000

50 55 60 65 70 75 80 8 90 95 100 105 110 115 120

(B=) = f#bk a2 =% %%  HW® £ Hull-White= =~ B3] > %-#ch = 0.001, 0.003, 0.005 ;
CIEV # # Chalasani-Jha-Egriboyun-Varikooty(1998) 4, #i-3] 2 :# i % % : LB * % & J (lower
bound) » UB# % * J (upper bound) ; CMR #* # Costabile-Massabo-Russo(2006) £t 3] 2 37§ %
B oo ARG FFECBc(steps) > AR R B (H 2 A) o A2 RS =50 &R &I r=10%"
EiLpPR 0=03 FHEFEDPF T=1- § 2155 P Ed(steps) > SAHZEHBEYE - § ¢

CMRH#-F] ™% % % 7% A CIEVEA it T 2 p o

4500000
4000000 -
3500.000
3000.000 —e— HW(h=0.005)
2500.000 F | HW=0.003)
/ —a— HW(h=0.001)

2000.000 / CIEV
1500.000 —%—CMR
1000.000

500.000 2

0.000

ARSI NI TR S SIS SENE SIS SNSRI SRS

(Bl ™) = f#R 7] 2 CPUEE AP (H = §) : HW & 4 Hull-White = ~ g3 » Sdkch =
0.005 ~ 0.003 ~ 0.001 ; CJEV # % Chalasani-Jha-Egriboyun-Varikooty(1998)### #-%] ; CMR i %
Costabile-Massabo-Russo(2006)#H# #4] » # A 1% 2 14 B #ic(time steps) » %A 15 5 38 5 P v (8 = ¢
1)
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steps HW(h=0.005)  HW(h=0.003)  HW(h=0.001)  CJEV CMR

1 0.000 0.016 0.016 0.031 0.000

5 0.000 0.016 0.078 0.000 0.000

10 0.047 0.078 0.688 0.000 0.000

15 0.094 0.266 2.250 0.016 0.016

20 0.266 0.641 5.281 0.094 0.078

25 0.484 1.266 10.344 0.297 0.281

30 0.828 2.125 17.672 0.828 0.906

35 1.359 3.375 28.000 1.953 2.078

40 2.031 5.031 41.641 4.313 4.266

45 2.828 7.141 59.313 8.500 7.969

50 3.906 9.906 81.953 15.672 14.797
55 5.219 13.063 107.984 27.531 25.938
60 6.766 17.063 140.266 45.344 43.719
65 8.563 21.703 178.594 72.859 71.500
70 10.797 27.203 223.016 112.828 107.969
75 13.297 33.391 281.281 169.859 162.297
80 16.266 40.594 345.609 249.781 241.359
85 19.594 48.828 439.766 357.906 346.000
90 23.344 58.156 559.625 507.797 478.313
95 27.734 68.828 668.969 710.156 653.234
100 32.672 80.516 799.500 1007.547 886.891
105 37.719 98.297 902.125 1288.078 1142.609
110 43.234 139.219 1002.797 1677.719 1508.219
115 49.672 141.906 1159.906 3181.547 1976.719
120 56.031 143.828 1345.391 4396.391 2741.875

(32) = fE#HR#EA 2 CPUSEE pFRF(H = © §)) * HW & 4 Hull-White = ~#HH3) » $8ich =
0.005 ~ 0.003 ~ 0.001 ; CJEVChalasani-Jha-Egriboyun-Varikooty(1998) ## #- 4] ; CMR & #
Costabile-Massabo-Russo(2006)#k #3] »
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~ < ] * Hull-White(1993) ~ Chalasani-Jha-Egriboyun-Varikooty(1998) f=
Costabile-Massabo-Russo(2000) = fE#Hk #-A1$7 7 F e 9% X o0 38 5V E
BROFEEFTY VM RAT RN LT ZBEA TR S D Y R
R R kel B S o 9 X0 A B B X =40, 45,50, 55,
60 o B % 4o(F = )97m o

AP I B n=10,20,40,60,80 iR 2. T > Hull-White(1993) s3] (h =
0.005)2_ 3= % % # Chalasani et al.(1998)#r # 2 + = & 5 & - & Costabile et
al.(2006) 7 F17 2_ 3= % & % P % f-Chalasani et al.(1998)#7 5 3+2 + &= F 2 p o gt
7 )+ Costabile et al.(2006)2_ i# & i & * RPN FE o= fed b > A4 2%
WA P kb o @ Hull-White(1993)#23 sp fie >t B 6 & B A 209100 & 4 #2F
ce FREA o PIEFIZERFTARSOT MR R X Y AP IRE RS
BREG EhR > TR 2 E 2 A E G B - P EEFLEE ] 0 v
FHEAhAES SRR g e

% ¥ Longstaff-Schwartz(2001)# ] & = 5 + B2 3FH 2% & A2 =2
BAGRICIAR T BB AR A2 R B ] T e R R
L AT T AR NTRL TEE AT f - BIREFOERIZ N o

f pL2 ek NP IR A 2 enid 34 22 Costabile et al.(2006)s02 % 48 B - (Bl4)
% Costabile et al.(2006)~ 3 2_ ¥ 14 2> Costabile et al.(2006)2_ & < 3% n =40 p&F
7% B3 & Chalasani et al.(1998)2. F = J coff % > #7118 I eng o A2 B3 =
% ff #e i< >+ Chalasani et al.(1998)2. F /% » @ &< F iTenig & frd 43+ 7 fh 2
o NI Fenfd @2 4R R 2% sc - AR n =40 ERIEY B2 A
AR N ER - Roo@ AP S R ¢ A & Costabile et al.(2006) 5. %
3 RFIA AT
1. 22 4n=10~n=20 ~n=60%2 n=80*1fs B N %2 R~ itz - K> m

fizw fE5A)2 T o Costabile et al.(2006) 13| s7:% i % % 275 % Chalasani et
al.(1998)2. F T R 2 p o ¥ An=40FF 237 E % M T F g E s £
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2. Costabile et al.(2006)2- 3| B2 R 5 2 g5 @ * MM P fEeni oo 2 E TR
FRDEALR Y APPSR LT o Ft Costabile et al.(2006) 7§ & %
ARG AFIREPMFZTEROE 0 PEBRRERE EM - A mERITE
B AP G FME P § AR BE KB PR T T NRER S
MG RT3 £ o

3. Dai-Huang-Lyuu(2005)% Dai-Wang-Wei(2007) 2. - -3 erz® [ B H

35 F &2 Costabile et al.(2006)2 3= % % - A 3517 o & E_f n=40 52
™ > Dai-Huang-Lyuu(2005)fr Dai-Wang-Wei(2007) % % % » o 2 dficdy
BB AREL o F 2 0 b A BRI ARER B ok it E amEl B %

LT

n K =40 K =45 K =50 K =55 K =60
10 12.6824 8.1766 4.7097 2.4391 1.1279
20 12.9562 8.3949 48134 2.4960 1.1772
30130734 4312 48619 23104 1 1051
|40 13.1416 8.5375 4.8793 2.5237 1.1975 I
50 13.1986 8.5844 4.9053 2.5411 1.2110
60  13.2347 8.60114 49175 2.5470 1.2152
70 13.2612 8.6322 49264 2.5513 1.2181
80  13.2820 8.6490 49334 2.5545 1.2203

LB=13.150 LB=28546 LB=4888 L1LB=2532 LB=1.204
UB 13.151 UB=8547 UB=4889 UB=2534 UB=1.206

(B11 ) Costabile-Massabo-Russo(2006) it = 2. % f o n=40 A24 L H 5, =50 & b & f1F r=
10% > & t# R 6=03> R GIDPREF T=1cpF 2ot B kenE s b Lhd %7 -
RooA AT E 2 2% A w5 13.1502 ~ 8.5464 ~ 4.8883 ~ 2.5329 ~ 1.2052 -
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steps Strike  DHL DWW LSM HW HW CJEV(UB)  CJEV(LB)  CMR
price (s.e) (h=0.005) (h=0.001)
10 40 12.6818 12,6818  12.6713 12.6820 12.6819 12.6824 12.6819 12.6824
(0.0221)
45 8.1758 8.1758 8.1603 8.1775 8.1759 8.1771 8.1757 8.1766
(0.0222)
50 47085 4.7085 4.6627 47096 47085 47097 47085 47097
(0.0194)
55 2.4384 24384 24211 2.4389 2.4384 2.4412 2.4384 2.4391
(0.0150)
60 1.1270 1.1270 1.1553 1.1276 1.1270 1.1297 1.1270 1.1279
(0.0106)
20 40 12.9558 129559 12.9812 12.9568 12.9559 12.9567 12.9557 12.9562
(0.0218)
45 8.3944 8.3944 8.4049 8.3976 8.3945 8.3959 8.3942 8.3949
(0.0221)
50 4.8126 4.8126 47841 4.8150 4.8127 4.8145 48124 48134
(0.0194)
55 2.4952 2.4951 2.4890 2.4970 2.4952 2.4971 2.4946 2.4960
(0.0151)
60 1.1766 1.1766 1.1805 1.1780 1.1766 1.1785 1.1760 1.1772
(0.0107)
40 40 13.1500  13.1499  13.1620 13.1533 13.1500 13.1508 13.1498 13.1502
(0.0216)
45 8.5462 8.5461 8.5445 8.5507 8.5462 8.5472 8.5458 8.5464
(0.0220)
50 4.8882 4.8879 4.8782 4.8924 4.8881 4.8891 4.8876 4.8883
(0.0196)
55 2.5329 2.5326 2.5584 2.5362 2.5327 2.5337 2.5321 2.5329
(0.0153)
60 1.2052 1.2049 1.2059 1.2076 1.2050 1.2058 1.2042 1.2052
(0.0109)
60 40 13.2345 13.2345 13.2467 13.2393 13.2346 13.2352 13.2343 13.2347
(0.0214)
45 8.6111 8.6111 8.6009 8.6178 8.6113 8.6121 8.6107 8.6114
(0.0217)
50 49174 49173 4.9064 4.9239 49174 49181 4.9169 49175
(0.0195)
55 2.5471 2.5470 2.5499 2.5523 2.5471 2.5476 2.5463 2.5470
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(0.0152)

60 12152 1.1251 1.2147 1.2190 12152 1.2156 1.2143 12152
(0.0107)
80 40 132819 132829 132818 13.2884 13.2821 13.2825 13.2816 13.2820
(0.0203)
45 8.6489 8.6501 8.6459 8.6569 8.6490 8.6496 8.6483 8.6490
(0.0217)
50 4.9335 4.9349 4.9384 49418 4.9336 4.9339 4.9329 49334
(0.0197)
55 2.5548 2.5561 2.5542 2.5615 2.5547 2.5549 25539 2.5545
(0.0152)
60 1.2206 1.2219 1.2236 1.2254 1.2205 1.2206 1.2196 1.2203
(0.0109)
FVZ 40 - - - 13.4370 13.4290 13.4290 13.4280 13.4290
45 - - - 8.7727 8.7628 8.7630 8.7621 8.7625
50 - - - 4.9975 4.9867 4.9867 4.9859 4.9863
55 - - 3 2.5908 25820 2.5815 25810 25815
60 - - 4 1.2478 1.2414 1.2408 1.2403 1.2409
( % HW # % Hull-White(1993) = = Bf # 3 3= % % % ; CJEV & %

Chalasani-Jha-Egriboyun-Varikooty(1998)£H# #-3] e & % : LB % T & (lower bound) > UB *

%

% (upper

bound) ;
Dai-Huang-Lyuu(2005) #5 #2

Al 2

=~

% ; LSM % Longstaff-Schwartz(2001)$ /- T & 53 + B = 2 2
Bl r=10% &t d&R 6=03> FRGFIRF T=1-
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7 @ B % & > Chalasani-Jha-Egriboyun-Varikooty(1998) v
Costabile-Massab0-Russo(2006):i& = i #-73] ea3% {7 pF B 4p #23 Hull-White(1993) e
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