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Abstract In this paper, we develop novel numerical methods based on the Multi-Point Flux Approximation
(MPFA) method to solve the degenerated partial differential equation (PDE) arising from pricing two-assets
options. The standard MPFA is used as our first method and is coupled with a fitted finite volume in our
second method to handle the degeneracy of the PDE and the corresponding scheme is called fitted MPFA
method. The convection part is discretized using the upwinding methods (first and second order) that we
have derived on non uniform grids. The time discretization is performed with #- Euler methods. Numerical
simulations show that our new schemes can be more accurate than the current fitted finite volume method
proposed in the literature.

Keywords Finite volume methods, Multi-Point Flux Approximation, Degenerated PDEs, Options pricing,
Multi-asset options

1 Introduction

Pricing multi-assets options is of great interest in the financial industry (see Persson and Sydow] [2007]). Multi-
asset options are options based on more than one underlying. There are several kinds of multi-assets options,
few of them are exchange options, rainbow options, baskets options, best or worst options, quotient options,
foreign exchange options, quanto options, spread options, dual-strike options and out-performance options.
Pricing these options lead to the resolution of the following second order degenerated Black-Scholes Partial
Differential Equations (PDE)(see [Persson and Sydow| [2007])
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where r is the risk free interest, U is the option value at time 7, 7 = T — t with ¢ and T respectively the
instantaneous and maturity time, S; represents the asset ¢ price, o; represents the volatility of asset 7, p;;
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represents the correlation between the assets ¢ and j, where ¢, 7 = 1, ..., n. The main difference between multi-
assets options is their payoff functions which represent the initial condition of the corresponding backward
PDE. The spatial domain of the PDE is infinite, but for its numerical resolution, a truncation is required
(see [Duffy| [2013],Chapter 3). It has been observed that when the stock price S approaches the region near to
zero, the Black Scholes PDE is degenerated (see Dufty| [2013], chapter 30.3). Moreover, the initial condition
of the PDE has a discontinuity in its first derivative when the stock price is equal to the strike K. This
discontinuity has an adverse impact on the accuracy when the finite difference method is used (see [Wilmott
[2005], chapter 26). Therefore, for the spatial discretization of the PDE, it is suitable to use non-uniform
grids with more points in the region around S = 0 and S = K in order to handle the degeneracy and the
discontinuity. To overcome the above challenges, many methods have been proposed in the literature. Thereby,
Wang] [2004] proposed a fitted finite volume method for one dimensional Black Scholes PDE and the rigorous
convergence proof is provided by |/Angermann and Wang| [2007]. Besides, [Huang et al.| [2006] adapted the fitted
finite volume discretization method for the two-dimensional Black-Scholes PDE and its rigorous convergence
proof is analysed by Huang et al.| [2009]. Although these two fitted finite volume methods are stable, they are
only order 1 with respect to asset price variables.

In this paper, we present two novel discretization methods for the two-dimensional Black Scholes PDE based
on a special kind of finite volume method, the so-called Multi-Point Flux Approximation (MPFA) method.
This method was introduced by |Aavatsmark| [2002] and has been used in fluid dynamics for flow and transport
equations (seeSandve et al.| [2012] and references therein). Actually, the MPFA was designed to give a correct
discretization of the flow equation for general grids including fractures (see |Aavatsmark| [2002], [Sandve et al.
[2012]). The MPFA method is essentially based on the approximation of a linear function gradient over a
triangle, the calculation and the continuity of flux through edges of this triangle. The convergence of MPFA
method is usually second order in space domain on rough grids (see |Aavatsmark| [2007], |[Stephansen| [2012]).
Our first numerical method here is the standard MPFA | which is fully used to approximate the second order
operator. To the best of our knowledge, this method was not yet used to solve degenerated Black Scholes
PDE in finance. To build our new fitted MPFA method, we couple the standard MPFA with the upwind
methods (first and second order) to approximate two dimensional options pricing. Besides, the fitted finite
volume proposed by [Wang| [2004] is used to handle the degeneracy of the PDE in the region where the stocks
price approach zero (degeneracy region). In the region, where the PDE in not degenerated, we apply the
MPFA method. The novel numerical technique from this combination is called fitted MPFA method and will
obviously improve the accuracy of the current fitted finite volume in the literature, since more approximations
involving are second order in space. Naturally, these two methods are applicable to other types of multi-asset
options and also to financial models such as|Heston| [1993] model and Bates| [1996] model on non-uniform grids.
Another advantage of our novel fitted MPFA is that it can easily be adapted to more structured commercial
or open-source softwares as the standard MPFA (see |Lie et al. [2012]).

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we start by introducing the Black Scholes model for
option with 2 stocks and the corresponding partial differential equation. Afterwards, we set the frame of the
numerical domain of study suitable for the finite volume method application. Section 3 is devoted to the spatial
discretization of the PDE. We describe the Multi-Point Flux Approximation method for the discretization of
the diffusion term of the PDE. The upwind methods (first and second order) are used for the the convection
term discretization. We end the section 3 with the fitted MPFA which is a combination of a fitted finite
volume method and the MPFA method. The time discretization is performed using the #—FEuler methods in
the section 4. In section 5, we perform numerical experiments. Those numerical simulations show that the two
proposed schemes (the standard MPFA method and fitted MPFA method ) can be more accurate than the
current fitted finite volume method proposed in the literature. General conclusion is given in section 6.

2 Formulation of the problem
2.1 Black-Scholes model with 2 underlying assets

An option with two underlying assets modeled by the Black Scholes equation is formulated as follows
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dx(t) = pzdt+ oyzedWy
dy(t) = poydt+ ooydWs (2)

dWl(t)dWQ(t) = pdt

where u;, 0;, W; are respectively the drift, the volatility and the Wiener process governing the stocks x,y and
p is the correlation coefficient between the two Wiener processes. By applying the Ito’s formula and using the
standard arbitrage argument, it is well known ( see [Hull| [2003], [Kwok| [2008], Wilmott et al. [1993] ) that the
value of the option U follows the following two-dimensional Black-Scholes Partial differential equation on the
domain D = [0, +00) x [0,+00) x [0, 7]

oU 1

or 2
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where 7 = T'—t, T is the maturity time, ¢ the current time and r is the risk-free interest. For European rainbow
option price on maximum of two risky assets, the following initial and boundary conditions are used

U(z,y,0) = max (max(x,y) — K,0)
U(0,y,7) =0 (4)
U(x,0,7) =0

with K the strike price. But to compare our numerical solution with the existing fitted finite volume method,

the exact solution will be used at the boundary. In order to apply the finite volume method, it is convenient
to re-write the Partial Differential Equation in the following divergence form

ou
EZV-(MVU)—&-V(J”U)—F)\U (5)
where
1 o2x? pPO1022Y (r—o?—1poioo)x
M = 5 7f =
poroary  oFy? (r— o3 — 3p0102)y

A= —3r+ 02402+ poioy

Note that M does not satisfying the standard ellipticity condition (see [Tambuel 2016} (3)]), so the PDE ([5]
is degenerated.

We will assume Dirichlet boundary condition in the entire domain.

2.2 Finite volume method

Let us consider the new domain {2 of study by truncating D such that 2 = I, x I, x [0, T] where I, = [0, Zmax]
and I, = [0, Ymax)- In the sequel of this work, the Black-Scholes partial differential equation is considered
over the truncated domain 2. At = Zpax and ¥ = Ymax, the linear boundary condition will be applied (see
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Huang et al.| [2006]). The intervals I, and I, will be subdivided into N part in the following way (see Huang
et al.| [2006} [2009]) without loss the generality as irregular grids such as triangular grids can be used.

Let us set the mid-points z;_1 L

and y;_1 as follows

 Tio1 T  Yj—1 1Y _—
xi—% - f? y_]—% - # 1,) = 17"'7N7 (7)
Withhi:xi_i_%—zi_%, lj:yj_‘_%—yj_% and
T2 =20=0,  Tny3=INGI T Tmax, Y1 =Y =0, Yyi3 = YNt1 = Ymax
For i,j =1,..., N, we denote by C;; = [177:—%5171:+%] X [yj_%;yj+%] a control volume associated to our sub-

division. Note that the control volume C;; is the area surrounding the grid point (z;,y;). Our goal is to

(4 ivy,j)

Fig. 1: The control volume C; ;

approximate the option function U at (z;,y;) E|by a function denoted Y. The matrix M in will be replaced
by its average value within each control volume

i 1
MY = ———— Mdxdy, i,j=1,...,N. 8
meas(ci’j) /Cij xray, 1,7 PR ] ( )

where meas(C;;) is the measure of C;;. Thereby, we have

1‘3

2% 1. 1
oy ity i-35 pO102
6 Ii+%7zi—% 8 (xz+1 +xzf%)(yj+% +yj7%)
MY =
3 3
2Y., 17Y. 1
pPo1o2 . . . ) o3 ity Yi—3
8 (‘Ter% + x17%)<y]+% + yjf%) 6 Vel Vo1

Now let us consider the divergence form given in . Following the finite volume method’s principle, we
integrate the partial differential equation over each control volume C;; and we have

ou

dC:/ V-(MVU)dC+/ V(fU)dC+/ AUdC. (9)
Cij or Cij Cij ¢

©J

1 center of the control volume Ci,j
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The next section will be dedicated to spatial discretization of equation @ For the term in the left hand side of
@D and for the last term in its right hand side, we use the mid-point quadrature rule for their approximations.
More precisely

oU du
\/Cij Edc =~ meas(Cij)E(xi, Yj, 7’) (10)
/ AUAC ~ meas(Cij ) \NU(x;,y;,T). (11)
Cij
The diffusion term
/ V- (MVU)dC (12)
Cij

of @ will be approximated using the Multi-poiht flux approximation (MPFA) method or our novel fitted
Multi-point flux approximation. More details will be given in the next section. Besides, the convection
term

| vt (13)
Cij

of (9) will be approximated using the upwind methods (first or second order). Note that the standard two
-point flux approximation in |Tambue| [2016] can only be consistent in the approximation of if and only if
the grid is M —orthogonal.

3 Space discretization

The spatial discretization of consists of approximating all terms in @ over the control volumes of the
study domain.

3.1 Discretization of the diffusion term

Let us start by applying the divergence theorem to the diffusion term as follows, for ¢,7=1,.... N

T _ / V. (MIVU) = / (MYVUY) - nddC (14)
Cij oCij

where n is the outward vector from the control volume.

Now, we can apply the so-called Multi-Point Flux Aprroximation(MPFA) to approximate the integral

defined in .

3.1.1 Multi-Point Flux Approximation (MPFA) method

There exists several types of Multi-Point Flux Approximation methods. The most known of MPFA methods
are the O-method and the L-method. In our study, we focus on the O-method because it is the classical
MPFA method and it is more intuitive comparing to the L-method which is fairly new and less intuitive (see
Aavatsmark| [2002]). Here, we follow the description of the O-method developed by |Aavatsmark| [2002].

We will start by giving an approximation of the gradient in the integral expression .

Let us consider a triangle xyxox3, v; the outer normal vector of the edge located opposite of vertex
x;, ¢ = 1,2,3 and f a linear function over this triangle (see Figure . The length of v; is equal to the
length of the edge to which it is normal. The gradient expression of the function f in the triangle may be

written in the form 1

Vf == [(F@) = flan))va + (Flas) = fla) )vs] (15)

where A is the area of the triangle.
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v3
1 Ty W2
v wi
Z1
..................... .1;.1
z3 Cij
T2
(a) Triangle and corresponding normal vectors (b) A triangle in a control volume
Fig. 2

Thereby, assuming that our solution I is linear over the control volume C;; with center z1(z;,y;), and
applying in the triangle x1%1Z2 (see Figure , we have

1 _ _
VU = ﬂ [(Z/[l — Z/lij)wl + (Z/{Q — Z/lij)wg] (16)

where U;; = U(z1) = U(zs,y;),Uh = U(Z1),Us = U(Z2) and the vectors wy and ws are respectively inner
normal vector to the edge x1Z, and x1Z2 with the same length with those vectors, and A is the area of the
triangle x1Z275.

Let us called interaction volume R;; a cell grid defined as follows

Rij = [wi—1; 2] X [yj—1;95], ,5=1,...,N+1 (17)

We may notice that an interaction volume R;; is covering an area in the intersection of the control volumes
Ci—1,j-1,Ci—1,C; j—1 and C;;. Here, we follow closely |Aavatsmark [2007].

We denote respectively by @1 (z;—1,yj—1), T2(xi, yj—1), v3(xi—1,y;) and xa(x;,y;) the centre of the control
volume C;_1 j-1,C; j-1,Ci—1,; and C; ;. We denote also by Z1,Z2,Z3 and T4 the midpoints of the segment
T1To, X3T4,T1x3 and ToTy

[ 2 ®
Ci—1,5 Ci;
T3 T2 T4
2
z3 3 4 T4
—— S
L
Tl z1 T2
Ci—1,5-1 Cij—1
@ o

Fig. 3: Interaction volume
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Our goal in an interaction volume is to compute the flux through the half edges 1,2,3 and 4 inside the
interaction volume (see Figure [3)). The flux through the half edge p seen from the centre 1 = (2;-1, y;-1)
of the control volume C;_; ;1 is denoted f;_l’j_l. By using the expression 7 we have

i—1,j—1 _ Tagi—1,5—1
» =Iyn,M vu

(18)
where I}, is the length of half edge p, n, is the outward unit normal vector to the half edge p. It is
convenient to let n, point in the direction of increasing global cell indices. In that case, we have two kinds
of inner normal vectors. The vertical ones denoted w; and the horizontal ones denoted ws.

By considering the triangle 12123 (Figure |3) in the control volume C;_q j_1, using the expression of

gradient and the flux expression , we have fori,j =1,..., N
i—1,j—1

1 o U — Ui—15-1
e (19)
I3 7T Us — U151
with o o
Fln?lel’]ilwl FlanM“LJ’lwg
Gi—li-1 —
anfMi’l’j*1w2 F2n;fMi*1’j*1w2
By applying in the triangles xo%1 T4, 23T2%3 and 14T4To (see Figure [3]), we have
ff’];l N Ui j—1 — U f;il’j o Us —Ui—1
= GHi—1 =Gl
17 Uy — Ui j— fi Ui—1,j —Us
(20)
i Uij — Uy
=G4
g Uiy —Us
Since the flux through an edge is continuous, from and we have
£ = 1i—1,j—1 _ i‘—l,j
fo = ij fi—l,j
2 = 2 = J2
(21)
i—1,j i—1,5—1
fs= f377 =f7"
o= £ =

It follows that

fr=gi T U — Ui jon) + g1 T Us — Uiy 1) = —gy] T (U — Us jo1) + v (Us — Us j-1)

fo=—gP (U — Usj) — gh(Us — Usj) = gi1 P (U —Ui—15) — 915 P Us — Ui—1,5)

(22)
fs =51 (U —Ui_rj) — g5 (Us — Us—15) = g5y 7 Uh — Ui—1j—1) + g5 7 (Us — Ui—1,5-1)
fo=—g5{ U —Usj1) + g3 (Us — Ui j—1) = —g5) Ue — Usj) — g5, Us — Usj)

Let us set _
fi Ui—1,j-1 U
| fe | Ui _ | Ue
I= fal’ U= Ui |’ V= Us (23)
fa Ui Uy
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The equation allows to have

f=CUY+ Fiy (24)
where
- 1,1 i—1,5—1 -
9117 0 g5 "7 0
- 0 —gn 0  —gp
CcY =
i1 1
0 g7 —g9n? 0
i1 i1
L —957 0 0 g3y |
- i-1,j-1 i—1,5—1 -
—911 ! —9112 ! 0 0 0
0 0 0 ) + i
Fi = o
0 0 _9;1 1,5 + 9521’] 0
i 0 S 0 0 |
From , we can also have
AYY = BIUY (25)
where
- 1,51 ij—1 i—1,5—1 ij—1 -
911 7T +agii 0 912 —913
. 1 1 L
3 0 911 — 911 "’ 912 7 —91%
AY =
i—1,5—1 i—1,j i—1,j i—1,5—1
~ga 7’ 9o 7’ ~Gya 7 — g9 7’ 0
i1 ij Q=1 ij
L —9goi 91 0 925 Tt Gy
- i-1,j-1 i—1,5—1 ij—1 ij—1 q
R P 911 — g 0 0
0 0 il o gim Vi i id
. 911 912 911 — 912
B =
141 11 i1 i1
—g;1 ! —952 ! 0 951 j—géz ! 0
i 0 —g51 "+ 0 9% + 9% |

Thereby, V can be eliminated from by solving with respect to V. This gives the following the
expression of the flux through the 4 half edges inside the interaction volume R;;

f=T9U, i,j=1,..,N+1. (26)

where

T = CY [Aij]_l B 4 FU
T is called transmissibility matrix of the interaction volume Rij-
From , we are now able to get the flux through the half edges 1,2,3 and 4 inside the interaction volume
Rij.
Let us recall that to approximate the integral in , we need to compute the flux through the edges on
a control volume C;;. We might notice that we need four interaction volume with centres the four vertices
of the control volumes in order to cover all the edges of the considered control volume (see Figure [4)).

(27)
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Ri,j+1 Riti,j+1

1

(i y5)
Ci]' 2

R Rit1,j

Fig. 4

For the volume control C;;, we denote by ¢ f;j the flux through lower half eastern edge, by ¢f% the flux
through the upper half eastern edge. The flux ¢ f* through the east edge of the control volume C;; is
calculated as follows: The lower half eastern edge is contained in the interaction volume R;41 ; and it is
in position 2 in the interaction of volume (see Figure[4). So by using we have:

ij _ pitlj i+1, i1, i+1,4
efi” =Ty “Uij—1 + Ty “Uipr,j—1 +Tog "Uij +Toy "Uitr ;.

Similarly, the upper half eastern edge is contained in the interaction volume R;11 ;41 and it is in position
1 in the interaction volume. So by using we have:

i it1,41 it1,41 it1,41 it1,41
efd =T 7T U+ Ty 7T Ui j + T 7 U gy +Tig 7" Ui jia

Finally the flux through the east edge of the control volume Ci;1, j4+1 will be the addition of ¢ lij and ¢ fi.
Thereby we have

ef =eff +efi
= Toy Uy 1+ Toy Ui o1+ Tog WUy + To Ui + T U
T T Ui+ TiF Ui o+ Ty Ui
ef 7 = (T 7+ T W)Uy + (T3 7+ T Wi + Ty Ui

i+1,7+1 i+1,7 i+1,j
+173 Uiji1 +T5) Ui j—1 +Toy "Uit1,j-1.

Similarly, we compute the flux through the northern, western and southern edge of the_ pontrol volume C;;.
Afterwards, we sum up the flux through the 4 edges of the control to get the outflux F* through the edges
of the control volume C;;. Therefore we have for 7,5 =1,..., N

FY = ailli; 4 bijlhipr,; + cijlhizjvr + dilhi ji1 + eiiUio1 1 + oigUionj + Bijlhio1 j—1
Fyiili -1+ XijUipa 1. (28)
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where

L idl,j41 i+1,5 i+1,54+1 i,j+1 i,j+1 ij i+1,j5 ij.
Aij = T11 + Tzs + T31 + T42 - T12 - T24 - T33 - T447

il it+1,] 1,541 i+1,j
bij = Tio + 15y 7 + 15, — T

_ ritli+1 i+1,7+1, 5 _ i1+l i+1,5+1 i,j+1 i,j+1, _ ig+l 7,541
Cij = T14 + T34 vdza = T13 + T33 + T44 - T14 €ij = T43 - T13

L miyg+l t,j+1 i .. %] .
aij =T,7 " =Ty —Tog — Tyz; Pij = =151 — Ty
il 2] i+1,5 5.
Yij = Toy 7 =T —T57 7 — Tiy;

. qitly i+1,5
Aij =Ty 7 =Tz .

b

Let us notice that for the control volumes near to the boundary of the our domain, some terms from the
boundary conditions will be involved in .
Hence becomes

F = Appld + Finp

where A, is a N? x N2 matrix and

__Fll_ —ull- —Wle ON ...... ON—
]‘—12 Z/[12 }/2 W2 X2 K :
: : On Yz W3 X3
Fin Uin
J—_' _ —FQI ) Z/[ — Z/[Q] , Amp _ Y4 W4 X4
Fao Uaa
On
: : : o Yno1 Whor Xnoa
| FNN] [UNN 0N «ov cov oen oo O Yy Wi

(29)

with Oy is N x N null matrix , W;,Y;, X; are tridiagonal matrices, and F,;, is a N? vector coming from

the boundary conditions. The structure of the diffusion matrix A,,, can be viewed in Figure
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o T T T T T
LR L LR L
L d L d
a4 a4
AF * P -
L2 o4 0:0
L4 L4 4
LR ad LR L d LR L
10F #++ P - B
a4 a4 L ad
EE 54 R &4 R4
e e -t
-4 EE -4
15F * 4 4 B
LR L LR L LR L
L a4 L e L e
L84 e LA 64
* - e h
20k e he he -
4 -4 -4
4 4 4
LR L d LR L d LR L d
EE 4 EE 4 L4
251 e 4+ e -
- e h *
e e e
- * -
4 4 4
a0k e e e -
EE 4 L4 RS
L ad L add LA &4
e h * EE 3
e e e
35+ - - - -
4 4 4
LR d LR a4 R ad
R R L2l
L add L &4 LA &4
401 P P e -
e e e
-4 -4 -4
4 4
45 e I
L &4 LA &4
EE 3 EE 3
e e
50 1 1 1 I” il
ul 10 20 30 40 50
nz =361

Fig. 5: Structure of diffusion matrix coming from standard MPFA

3.2 Discretization of the convection term

In this section, the convection term

/ V(fu)dc
Cij
with

(r—o?—1poior)x P
f = =

(r—o3 — $poioa)y q

will be approximated by the upwind methods (first and second order).

3.2.1 First order upwind

The first order upwind method discussed by [LeVeque, [2004] chapter 4.8] or Tambue| [2016] will be applied
to approximate the second term of @]) Using the divergence theorem, we have for 7,5 =2,..., N

I — /C V(fU)dC = ac-v(f -U) - nddC. (30)

Note that I/ is calculated by summing up the flux through the edges of the control volume C;;. The flux
through an edge using the first order upwind will depend on the sign of f-n on this edge. If the sign of f-n is
positive, U;; will be used to approximate U in the expression (f - nif) otherwise we will use the value of U in
other side of the edge. Note that an edge may be the interface of two control volumes. By doing so, we have
fori,j=1,...N

I = €U 1 j + paglUhi g1 + 2iUi5 + biglhi j41 + Wiliya - (31)
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where
e = —Lifi  max(fi71,0);  pyy = —hifg_l max(fg_l,o)
Qij = Zj (f; max( ;a O) - f;_l min(f;_lv 0)) + hl (fé max( 'Za O) - fg_l min(fg_la 0))
(bij = h/zfé min( g, 0); Epij = l]f; min(f;, 0)
with
; 1 y 1
fo=(r—0o1— §P0'102)-Ti+1 fy =(r—oy— §p0102)azj+1

Let us notice that for the control volumes near to the boundary of the our domain, some terms from the
boundary conditions will be involved in . Hence, gives

= Ayl + Fop (32)
where A, is a N? x N? matrix
r Ill T r ull . ~ _
1—12 Z/[12 1 141 ON ON
: : Q2 Hy P>
Il;j Uin Oy Q3 H3 P3
I — I , u — Z/[21 ,Au — . . . .
122 u22 P
~ : “QNn—2 Hy_2 Py_3 Oy
: X Qn-1 Hn_1 Pn_1
NN Un N 1ION v ot On Qy Hpy |

with Oy is N x N null matrix, H; is a tridiagonal matrix, P;, Q); are diagonal matrices and Fy,, is a vector
coming from the boundary conditions. Therefore, combining the MPFA method and the first order upwind

, we have

du
— =AU+ F
U (33)

with

A=L"" (Amp + Ay + AL> F=L" (Fmp + Fu,,>

where Ay, is a diagonal matrix of size N2 x N? coming from the discretisation of (11)). The diagonal elements
of A are Ay = hyl;A for i = 1,..., N with A given in . The matrix L is also a diagonal matrix of size
N? x N? whose diagonal elements are L;; = h;l; fori=1,...,N
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3.2.2 Upwind second order

We start by applying the mid-quadrature rule as follows.

Ji — /C V(fU)dC = mes(Ci; )V (fU)|(2s,9,)

= (l’i+% - xi—%)(y]ur% - ’Uj_é) p

"oz 7 oy

87/{”- 8[/{”
(plax + q; ay > + wldy;

s +Q'auil i (api " aq;>uij

= hil; , i,j=1,...,N. (34)

where  p; = (r — o} — 3po102)zi, g = (r— 03 — 3po102)y; and w = 2r — 0} — 03 — po103. Let us use the
second order upwind to approximate the first derivatives in at the point (z;,y;).

Approximation of the first derivative using a 3 points stencil

Here, we want to express the first derivative ag{;j in terms of U; 9 j,U;iy1,; and U;;. Set h = max h;. Let us
_Z_

find a,b and ¢ such that
U,

O = aldj2,5 + U1, + clU;; (35)
Thereby, using a 2"¢ order Taylor expansion at the point (z;,y;) on U;y2 ; and U 41 ;, we have
U ;
(933] = auiJrz,j + bui+17j + Cuij
a;; 1 O*U;; a;; 1 0%U;,
= a(lxlij + (hit1 + hit2) axz + E(hﬁ-l + hi+2)2872U + O(h3)> + b(u,»j + hH—lT; + Eh?'H (%C; + O(h3)>
+cld;;.
U, ; U 1 2 1., \9%Uy; 3
oz = (a +b+ C)Z/[q,j + <a(hi+1 + hi+2) + bhi+1> Oz + <2a<hi+1 + hi+2) + thl+1> W + O(h )
By matching, we have
a+b+c=0
a(hit1 + hit2) +bhiy1 =1 (36)
1 2
Sa(his +hisa) + b2, =0
Solving , we have
2
hiy1 hiy1 + hiyo hiy — (hi+1 + hi+2)
a=— b= —-—= c= . (37)
hiyo(hiv1 + hitz) hiv1hita hiv1+ higo

Therefore we have
M; —hZ Uira g+ (Rigy + higo) Uipr 5+ (h g — (Rigy + Rigo)? Ui,
Ox hiv1hivo(hiv1 + hite) )

(38)

Application to the 2" order upwind method on non uniform grids
By analogy with the procedure to get the expression in , the term p; g;j is approximated as follows:
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(1) pi > 0 then

o ; (hix1 + hito)*Uiv1 j + [hfﬂ — (hiy1 + hi+2)2}ui‘ —hZ Ui
Pige ©P hivihiva(hiy1 + hit2)

(ii) p; <0 then
oty (i R Ui [ (s hia)? = B2 Uy + 12U
Pirgy TP hihi—1(hi + hi—1)

Similarly for the first derivative 855 , we have

(ili) when g; > 0 then

(i1 +2) Ui j1 + [ZJ2'+1 = (1 + lj+2)2}ui‘ — Ui jyo

q_auij ~q
Toy ivalira(ljpr +1j42)
(iv) when ¢; <0
oy~ o) Ui [ 1oa)® = B + Bl
Py T Lilj—1(l +1j-1) '

By combining (4), (ii), (i), (iv) in (B34)), for i,j =2,...,N — 1, we have

(39)
J9 = €ijUi—a g+ nilUhi—1j + kil j—o + pilhi g1 + 2iUsj + Gijlhs j1 + Wislhi joo + Ailia 5 + iU o
where
h2 _ (hi + hic1)® G
€7 = min(p;, 0 i = — min(p;, 0 Kij = —————————
T e M= e O+ ) e 0) Y Y (P Py
(lj + lj71)2 .
ij = —————F————— min(g;,0
2 J ljlj—l(l_] 4 lj—l) (qj )
(hi + hi—1)®* —h . hZ = (hig1 + hiza)? G+l =1
Qi =w+ L min(p;,0) + ax(p;,0) + —————— min(g;, 0
! hihi—1(h; + hi—1) (i, 0) hit1hiza(hipr + hig2) (i, 0) Ll +1-0) (41,0)
By — (g1 + Ligo)?
j+1 ( Jj+1 J+2) max(qj, O)
Livaljva(lita + Ljv2)
(i1 +Ljt2)® 1%
Gij = max(q;,0 Ui =— max(g;, 0)
T Galyra(lje + o) (4,0) Livaljr2 (L1 + 1j42) !
Aij — (hz+1 + hz+2) max(pi, O) HU - _ 41 max(pi, O)

hit1hiza(hip1 + hig2) hit1hivo(hiv1 + hita)

For the control volumes near the boundary of the study domain, two ghost points or the first order upwind
method can be used. Finally, we have the following matrix form

J = AQupu + Fgup (40)

min(g;, 0)
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where
Tae LT Uy
J*? Fi U2
JlN F&N ulN
J2t Ffzg Uz
J22 F22 u
J = . 5F2up = up s U= .22
J2N 2y Usn
_JNN_ —F’L{\;N— _Z/{NN_
and
_Hl P1 ON 0 ON ON
Q2 Hy P> Ry Oy On
W3 Q3 H3 Ps R3 Opn
Oy Wy Q4 Hy Py Ry
On O .
A2up =
On
- Wn_2 Qn_2 Hyv_2 Pn_2 Ry_2
: Wn_1 Qn-1 Hnv-1 Pin—1
LON vee oen o On On QN HN
where Hy, Hy are tridiagonal matrices, for i = 2,..., N —1, H; are penta-diagonal matrices and P;, R;, W;, Q;

are diagonal matrices, and F,,, is a vector coming from the boundary conditions. A structure of the advection
matrix using the second order upwind method can be viewed in Figure [6] As for the first order upwinding,

Fig. 6: A structure of the advection matrix using 2nd order upwind method.
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combining the MPFA method and the second order upwind method , we have

du
= AU+T (41)

A=L""! (Amp + Agyp + AL> F=L"! (Fmp + FM>,

where Ay is a diagonal matrix of size N2 x N2 coming from the discretisation of . The elements of Ay,
are h;l;\ for i,j = 1,..., N with A given in . The matrix L is also a diagonal matrix of size N2 x N2 whose
diagonal elements are L;; = h;l; fori=1,...,N

Actually, the PDE is degenerated when the stock price is approaching zero (x — 0,y — 0) which has an
adverse impact on the accuracy of the numerical method. However, to overcome the degeneracy, we are going
to apply a fitted finite volume method in the degeneracy region (z — 0,y — 0). More details about this fitted
method is given in the next section.

3.3 Fitted Multi-Point Flux Approximation

The fitted Multi-Point Flux Approximation is a combination of the fitted finite volume method ( see [Huang
et al.| [2006} 2009]) and the Multi-Point Flux Approximation method. The fitted finite volume helps to deal
with the degeneracy of the PDE . We approximate simultaneously the diffusion term and the convection
term in the degeneracy region by solving a two-points boundary problem. In the region where the PDE is not
degenerated, we apply the standard Multi-point flux approximation to the diffusion term as described in the
previous section.

Let us set

kU) =V - (MVU + fU) (42)

where M and f are defined in . Thereby, we have the following decomposition over a control volume C;j,

for 4,j=1,...N
/ VkU)dC = / V- (MVU + fU)dC
c Cs;

ij

- / (MVU + fU) - nddC
8C7J

(#, 1,y;,1) ou ou
_ / 2 2 (mlla + mlga— +pu dy (43)
(wi+%vyj_l) .I' Y

2

ou ou
mi1—=— + mig— —l—pZ/{ dy
Ox dy

(z,01.9,,1) U ou
+/ T <m21 +moo—— +qld | dx
(z, 1, €z 8y

0

ou ou
Mo1 — + Moo — + qUU |dx
Ox dy

with n is the outward unit normal vector, mq1, m12, ma1, Moo the coefficients of the matrix M and p, g coeffi-
cients of vector f defined in .
In their work, [Huang et al. [2006} 2009] showed how the fitted finite method is used to approximate each of

the integral in .
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3.3.1 Fitted Finite volume method in the degeneracy region

Following Huang et al.| [2006], the fitted finite volume method is used to approximate the flux through the
edges which are effectively in the degeneracy region notably the western edge of the control volume C; ; for

j=1,..., N and the southern edge of the control volume C; ; fori =1,...,N .

Thereby, the flux through the southern edge of the control volume C; ; for i = 1,..., N is calculated as follows.
The fitted finite volume method is applied to approximate the integral along the southern edge of control

Fig. 7

volume C; 1. The idea is to approximate the integral over [x;_ 1341 | by a constant. We start by applying the
mid-quadrature rule as follows:

(i gy ou ou ou ou
oz Ay ~ o ™ i 44
/(z‘_ o <m21 oz + Moy 2y + qU |dx ma1 e + Mmoo By +qU h (44)

1,1
2 2 ‘miﬂ/l

Besides we have

ou ou ou U

with e = %O’%, k=r— 0% — %palog and b = %palagx.

We want to approximate
ou
=ey— + k
fUh) =ey 3y + kU

by a linear function over I, = (0,y1) satisfying the following two-points boundary value problem

) = <ey%+ku> =K

(46)
U(x;,0) =Up Uz, yn) = Ui
By solving this problem we get
U=Uo+ U1 — Ui,o)yﬂ (47)
1

Thereby, by using , , and the forward difference for approximating the first partial derivative g%
we get

@i 3ovg) ou ou 1 1 1 1

~ - dr ~ = ,hi k —h/' i *h/» i - = hi —k i 48

/(w/ . ma17— + M2 a9 +qU |dx 2y1{2 (e+k)—hi|Uin + 5 liyillivin — (e — k)0 (48)
=33
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where

1 1 1
6250';, kzr—a§—§p0102 hgzﬁpalagxi hi=$i+%—$'

i—

Nl=

Similarly, for the western edge of the control volume C; ;, for j=1,...,N, we have

(1,y;,1)
3'7it3 81/{ au 1 1 1 1
mi1-— +mie4— +pU |dy = zz1|zli(a+b) —d; Uy ; + zdjxilh j1 — —ljzi(a—b)Uy ; (49
/(x%,yj%) ( g, trmegy > 5 1[23( ) = dj U+ Sdjalh ja = Jlizi(a—0)Uo,; (49)

with

a= o} 5:7‘—0%—500102 dj = 5p0102Y; L=y —y1

3.8.2 Fitted Multi-Point Fluz Approximation

The fitted Multi-Point Approximation method consists of calculating the flux through the edges which are
totally in the degeneracy region using the fitted finite volume method as described in the previous paragraph.
For the edges which are not totally in the degeneracy region, the flux is approximated using simultaneously
the Multi-point flux approximation and the upwind methods (first order or second order). In the other hand,
the MPFA method and the upwind methods are used to approximate respectively the diffusion term and the
convection term over the control volumes which are not in the degeneracy region.

Considering , in fact, in the control volume Ci;, the southern and western edges are in the degeneracy
region, the northern and the eastern edges are not in the degeneracy region. Thereby, the flux through the
southern and western edges are approximated using the fitted finite volume method, while the flux through
the eastern and northern edges are approximated using simultaneously of the MPFA method and the upwind
method. This gives

VEk(U) = aj, Ui + bl Usy + ciyUas + diUis + wilos + ¢11Un

Cll
+T’hu10 + ShZ/{QO (50)
with
1 1
aby = T8 + T3 + TF + Tif + o max(f2,0) + by max(f2,0) = 51 |5l (a+b) — di
1 1
—5h §h1(e +k)— h’l}
) 1
by = Ti5 + T3y + T35 + homin(f7,0) = Shiy; ciy = Tif + 153
1
diy = Ti5 + T35 + Tuf + hamin(fy,0) = S wiy =T33
1 1
h=TH4tha(a—b) b =T+ ek sh =T
Similarly, for the control volume C;; j =1,...,N, we have

VEWU) ~ aj ;U j + bby jUs j + c1 U j1 + dy U j1 + 71 U -1 + A jUs i1
C]"]

W%,juo,jﬂ + éfﬁ,juo,j + Tll,juo,j—1 (51)
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2,5+1 2,5 2,5+1 1,j+1 2.7 1; 1 1
a%,j = T11]+ + T23J + T31]—Ir + T42]+ - T33J - T44] - 5331 (513‘(@ +b) — dj)
+1; max(f2,0) + hy max(fgﬂ, 0) — hy min( Z, 0)
b, =TT T T i 0; el =T T

) , ) ) . 1
diy =T ™ + T + T+ hamin(f74,0) = Sdja +

1 _ m27 2,j 1,5 j . 1 _ p2,J 2,5.
M, = 157 — 157" — Ty5" — hy max( y70)7 )‘1,]' =15 —T55%;

1 ol 1l gty L . 1l
wy; =Ty ¢, =Ty — Ty + Zlﬂ?l(a —b); 1y, =-T4%

For the control C;; ¢ =2,..., N, we have:

/ VEU) = a; Uiy +bi \Uipr + ¢y Uiro + di Uio + e Uioa 2+ o Us—11 + Ui 0
Cin

i Uio + 571 Uik10 (52)

with

. . . . . . 1 1
aby =TI + T+ T2 + 1 — T = T — S [Shile + k) — B

4+ max(ffﬁ'l, 0) + h; max( 2 O)) — Iy min( ;, 0)

2,
by =Ti "+ Tof M + T4 Y2 + 1 min(£27,0) — %h;yl; by =T+ T
diy =Ty + Ti V2 + Ty — T4 + hymin(f2,0); el =Ty —T1%

aly =T, — Ty — Tpy' — Iy max(fL,0); thy =Ty

A= T T e~ ) shy = TR

As we already mentioned, for the control volumes which are not in the degeneracy region, we use the multi-
Point flux approximation to approximate the diffusion term and the upwind methods (first and second order)
to approximate the convection term. So by combining as before, we obtain the following ODE

;ﬂ — AU+ F (53)
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where

[UNN

A=17Y(7+ )

with F the vector of boundary conditions, Ay, is a diagonal matrix of size N2 x N? coming from the discreti-
sation of . The elements of Ay, are h;l;A for 4,5 = 1,..., N with X\ given in . The matrix L is also a

diagonal matrix of size N? x N2 whose diagonal elements are h;l; for 4,5 =1,..., N and

D1 K1 Oy ... ... Oy 17

Lo Dy K

On L3 D3 K3

g L, Ds K,
On
: . Lny-1 Dn_1 Kn—4
0N -+v vev oo oo Opn LN DN ]

The fitted matrix Z uses the first order upwind method. The matrices D;, K;, L; are tri-diagonal matrices

defined as follows. For ¢ =1, N

k=2,...,N (LN)kk = Nk + €Nk

Fori=2,...,N—1

k=1,...

k=1,...

k=1,...

N =1 (Di)g g1 =diy,

N -1 (Kl)k,k+1 = C%,k}?

N =1 (LN)kkt+1 = €Nk,

k=2,...,N (Di)kr-1="1x
k=2,....,N (K1)gkx-—1= /\%,k
k=2,...,N (LN)kk-1=DBnxk
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(D)1 =ajy; D)1z =diy;  (K)u=bl,; (Kwe=c; (Li)un=aw; (Liz=e],

5

E=2,....,N  (Di)kk = i + 2i; (Ki)kke = bigg + Vi ks (Li)kk = i + €i ke
E=2,...,N—=1  (Di)g+1 = dig + dix; (K ke k41 = Ciks (Li)kk+1 = €ik
E=2,....,N  (Di)kk—1="k+ Hik; (Ki)k k=1 = Aiks (Li)ko—1 = Bik

where all the elements a; ;,b} ;, ¢; ;,d; j, el 5,7 ;, Al j are defined in ,, and the others elements are
defined in and .

Similarly, combining the fitted finite volume method, the MPFA and the second order upwind method we
have

du
—=A F 4
0r U+ (54)

where

U2
Uin
Uoo

U=|4 A=17 (v +A)

Un 1
Un 2

[ UNN ]

with G the vector of boundary conditions, Ay, is a diagonal matrix of size N? x N? coming from the discreti-
sation of (11)). The elements of Ay are hyl;X for i,j = 1,...,N with A given in (). The matrix L is also a

diagonal matrix of size N? x N2 whose elements are h;l; for i,j =1,..., N and
rHy P, Oy O ... ... On On

Q2 Hy P> Ry Oy On
Ws Q3 Hs P3 Ry Oy :
On Wa Qs Hy Py Ry

ON ON ... T °

On
. Wn_2 Qn—2 Hv_2 Pv_2 Rn_»

: Wn_1 Qn-1 Hv-1 Pin_1
10N ..t oon On On Qn Hy |
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The elements of matrix Y are matrices. Indeed Oy is a zeros matrix of size N x N. The matrices H;, P;, @ are
tri-diagonal matrices and W;, R; are diagonal matrices defined as follows:

(H)u =oayy; (Hie=dyy  (P)u=biy; (P =cl
k=2,...,N (H)w=oa1,; k=2,....,N—=1 (H)ppt1 =dj k=2,...,N (H1)gs-1="1s

k=2,...,N (Pre="b1; k=2,...,N—=1 (P)pis1 =y k=2,...,N (P)rg-1=Ay

Fori=2,...,N -1

(H)in=aj,; H)e=dl;; (P u=b,+Ai1; (Phz=c¢; (Q)u=a1+m1; (Qiiz=¢e],

)

E=2,...,N, (Hj)k = air+ 2; (P ik = bigx + Ai ks (Qi)kk = ik + Nike
k=2,...,N—-1, (Hi)kk+1 = di g + Gi ks (Pi) ke k1 = Cikes (Qi)kk+1 = €k
k=2,....,N,  (H)rk-1= Nk + Lik; (Pi)k k=1 = Nik; (Qi)kk—1 = Bik
k=2,...,N =2, (Hj)gr+2 =Y E=3,....,N (Hj)kk—2=FKik

and

(Ri)wk = i, i=2,....N—2, k=2...,N—1
(Wi)kk:‘fiky i=3,...,N—1, :2,...,N—1,

where all the elements a; ;,b; ;,c} ;. d} 5, €j 5,7} 5, \j ; are defined ,,, and the others elements are
defined in and (39).

4 Time discretization

Let us consider the ODE stemming from the spatial dicretization and given by ,7 and

M gy F
dr

Using the #-method for the time discretization, we have

unJrl —UYnr B

— oAU 4 Fr) 4 (1 - 0) (AU + ) (55)

Hence

Ut = (I - 9ATA) B (I +(1- G)ATA)Z/{n FOATF™T 4 (1 - 0) ArF™
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with

u": [Z/[H(T»n) Z/{lz(Tn) ulN(Tn) u21(Tn) UQQ(Tm) Z/[QN(Tn) L{N,l(Tn) uN’Q(Tn) ...... Z/[NN Tn

F" = F(1,), Tn=nAr.

5 Numerical experiments

In this section, we perform some numerical simulations and compare different numerical schemes developed in
this work. More precisely, we compare the novel fitted MPFA method combined to the upwind methods, first
method (fitted MPFA-1%! upw) and second order (fitted MPFA-2"¢ upw), with the fitted finite volume method
by [Huang et al.|[2006] (fitted FV) and the standard MPFA method combined to the upwind methods, first
(MPFA-1%¢ upw) and second order (MPFA-2"¢ upw). The analytical solution of the PDE is well known
(see [Haug| [2007] ) and given as

C(I‘, Y, K7 T) = xeiTTM(ylv d; Pl) + yeiTTM(y% —d + Uﬁ, PZ)

—Ke™ T x (1 —M(—y1 + o VT, —ys + 02V, p))

where
In(z/y) + (b1 — by + 01/2)T
d= ,
oVT
)= In(z/K) + (b +07/2)T Yo = In(y/K) + (b1 +03/2)T
1 0‘1\/T ) 2 0_2\/T )
o1 — po 09 — po

U:\/Uf—l—a%—Qpalag, pp =2 JpQ po = =1 Jp L

and

1 a b u? — 2puv + v?
M(a,b, p) = 7/ / ex (—) dudv.
b= o | L 21— p?)

Note that in all our numerical schemes, the Dirichlet Boundary condition is used with the value equal to the
analytical solution.

The graphs of option price with different methods are given in Figure [§| Figure [0 and Figure
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analytical salution

[t}
Lt g stock 1

Fig. 8: Analytical solution for option price at final time 7. The computational domain of the problem is
£2 = [0;300] x [0;300] x [0;T] with T" = 1/12, K = 100, the volatilities 01 = 02 = 0.3. The correlation
coefficient is p = 0.5, the risk free interest » = 0.03 and Ar = 1/100.

(a) MPFA-upwind 1st order (b) MPFA-upwind 2nd order

Fig. 9: Option price for MPFA-upwind methods at final time 7. The computational domain of the problem
is £2 = [0;300] x [0;300] x [0;T] with T" = 1/12, K = 100, the volatilities 01 = o2 = 0.3. The correlation
coefficient is p = 0.5, the risk free interest » = 0.03 and A7 = 1/100.

(a) fitted MPFA-upwind 1st order (b) fitted MPFA-upwind 2nd order

Fig. 10: Option price for fitted MPFA-upwind methods at final time 7T.The computational domain of the
problem is 2 = [0;300] x [0;300] x [0;T] with T" = 1/12, K = 100, the volatilities o7 = o3 = 0.3. The
correlation coefficient is p = 0.5, the risk free interest » = 0.03 and A7 = 1/100.
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In this paragraph, we consider the four numerical methods illustrated in the previous sections and the fitted
finite volume method Huang et al| [2006]. We evaluate the error of these numerical method with respect to
the analytical solution . The L?-norm is used to compute the error as follows:

VI meas(Cy) Uy — U’

err =

\/Zijl meas(Cij) (Ui]r_na) 2

(58)

where U is the numerical solution, U*"® the analytical solution and meas(C; ;) is the measure of the control
volume C;;. This gives the following table:

Num method . d d
. Fitted fin vol | MPFA-1%¢ upw | MPFA-2"¢ upw | fitted MPFA-15¢ upw | fitted MPFA -2"¢ upw
Nb of grid pts
50 x 50 0.0134 0.0060 0.0059 0.0060 0.0060
70 x 70 0.0133 0.0044 0.0044 0.0044 0.0044
85 x 85 0.0132 0.0037 0.0037 0.0037 0.0037
100 x 100 0.0132 0.0032 0.0032 0.0032 0.0032
150 x 150 0.0131 0.0024 0.0023 0.0023 0.0023

Table 1: Table of errors. The computational domain of the problem is 2 = [0;300] x [0;300] x [0;T] with
T =1/6, K = 100, the volatilities 01 = 02 = 0.3. The correlation coefficient is p = 0.5, the risk free interest

r =0.1 and A7 = 1/100.

Num method . d d
. Fitted fin vol | MPFA-1%¢ upw | MPFA-2"¢ upw | fitted MPFA-15¢ upw | fitted MPFA -2"¢ upw
Nb of grid pts
50 x 50 0.0134 0.0060 0.0059 0.0060 0.0060
100 x 100 0.0104 0.0064 0.0063 0.0064 0.0063
150 x 150 0.0131 0.0056 0.0055 0.0056 0.0055

Table 2: Table of errors. The computational domain of the problem is 2 = [0;300] x [0;300] x [0;T] with
T =1/6, K = 100, the volatilities 01 = 02 = 0.3. The correlation coefficient is p = 0.5, the risk free interest

r = 0.08 and A7 = 1/100.

Num method
Nb of grid pts

Fitted fin vol

MPFA-15¢ upw

MPFA-2"4 upw

fitted MPFA-15¢ upw

fitted MPFA -2"4 upw

100 x 100

0.0152

0.0239

0.0235

0.0240

0.0229

150 x 150

0.0151

0.0231

0.0228

0.0232

0.0229

Table 3: Table of errors. The computational domain of the problem is 2 = [0;300] x [0;300] x [0; 7] with
T =1/6, K = 100, the volatilities o1 = o5 = 0.3. The correlation coefficient is p = 0.5 , the risk free interest

r =0 and Ar =1/100.

Num method
Nb of grid pts

Fitted fin vol

MPFA-15¢ upw

MPFA-2"4 upw

fitted MPFA-15 upw

fitted MPFA -27¢ upw

50 x 50

0.1208

0.0631

0.0669

0.0623

0.0659

100 x 100

0.1203

0.0572

0.0648

0.0559

0.0629

Table 4: Table of errors. The computational domain of the problem is {2 = [0;4] x [0;4] x [0;T] with T' = 2,
K =1, the volatilities 01 = 02 = 1. The correlation coefficient is p = 0.3, the risk free interest » = 0.5 and
A7 =1/100.
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N thod
) WIHEROC ! Bitted fin vol | MPFA-15t upw | MPFA-274 upw | fitted MPFA-1°¢ upw | fitted MPFA -274 upw
Nb of grid pts
50 x 50 0.1196 0.0562 0.0643 0.0555 0.0624
100 x 100 0.1201 0.0626 0.0664 0.0618 0.0654

Table 5: Table of errors. The computational domain of the problem is 2 = [0;4] x [0;4] x [0;T] with T' = 2,
K =1, the volatilities 07 = 02 = 1. The correlation coefficient is p = 0.3, the risk free interest » = 0.5 and
Ar =1/10.

As we can observe in Table [[} Table [5] the errors from our fitted MPFA and MPFA methods are smaller
compared to those of fitted finite volume in [Huang et al.| [2006]. We can also note that when r become smaller,
the gaps between the errors of the fitted finite volume in [Huang et al.| [2006] and our fitted MPFA and MPFA
methods reduce.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we have presented the Multi-Point Flux Approximation (MPFA) to approximate the diffusion
term of Black-Scholes Partial Differential Equation in its divergence form. The MPFA method coupled with
the upwind methods (first and second order) have been used to solve numerically the Black-Scholes PDE.
To handle the degeneracy of Black Scholes PDE, we have proposed a novel method based on a combination
of the MPFA method and fitted finite volume by [Huang et al. [2006]. We have performed some numerical
simulations, which show that our fitted MPFA method coupled with first or second order upwinding methods
are more accurate than the fitted finite volume method by [Huang et al.|[2006]. Rigorous convergence proof of
the fitted MPFA will be our nearest future work.
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