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Abstract

In this paper, we revisit the inverse Black-Scholes model, the existence of the solution is proved
in more rigorous way, and the empirical study is done using different approach based on finite
element method.

The article leads to a measure of incertitude in the option market.
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1 Introduction

In 1997, R. Merton and M. Scholes for their works, in particular, the Black-Scholes model [BS73],
which continue to be a reference for the option pricing.

Despite the genius behind this construction, the model present many weaknesses when he confront the
data, in particular, when the model underprices the option out of the money, and overprices in the

money [GES99.

Another weakness of the model is that consider that the market to be isotropic in physicians termi-
nology, while the option price can be affected by incertitude about the future, leading to anisotropic
reactions.

In [RD20b], [RD21b], we introduced an upgraded version of this model, satisfying the economic foun-
dations of finance and taking into account an important market factor : incertitude.

In this paper, we revisit the inverse Black-Scholes model, as presented in [RD20b], we give a more rig-
orous justification of the existence of the solution, and we fit the data using different approach based
on finite element method.
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At the end of this work, we will prove that the measure based Black-Scholes model is a better candidate
to fit financial data, in addition, we will get an interpretation in terms of market incertitude.

2 The measure based Black-Scholes formula

Next, we will refer to the following functional spaces:

Notations (Sobolev spaces). Given a strictly positive integer d, a subset E of R%, k € N, and p > 1,
we recall that the classical Sobolev spaces on E are:

WhP(E)={f € LP(E) ,Vj<k:Dif € LP(E)}

and:

HY(E)=W"*(E)={f € L*(E),Vj<k:Dif € L*>(E)} -

The subspace Hé“ of functions which vanish on JF is:

HY (E)=W"*(E)={f € L*(E) , fop =0and: Vj <k : D'f € L*(E)} -

The measure based Black-Scholes model was introduced in [RD21D] in the following variational form:

u u o?(t,x
%(t,x) dpy = <—r(t) x g—x(t,x) - % 2?2 Au(t, ) + r(t) u(t,x)) de ¥Vt e [0,T],Vx € [0, M]
uw(T,z) = h(z), Vo e [0,M]

where o > 0 represents the volatility, » > 0 the risk-free interest rate, T' > 0 the maturity of the option
and u the option price. The underlying asset price is supposed to be bounded by some strictly positive
number M > 1.

We suppose the measure y to be any finite Radon measure supported in M = [0, M] C R and satisfies

the following assumptions

Assumption 2.1.
There exists two strictly positive constant Cy and C such that:

ou
1‘_
i

Vu € DIM): |l ullrz < Co

and |l u[lp2(an< C1 [l llrzomy -
L2(M)
where D(M) denote the space of test functions on M = [0, M], i.e. the space of smooth functions
with compact support in M.

Remark 2.1.
We proved In [RD21D] the first assumption for all finite Radon measures, and we proved the second
assumption for all absolute continuous measures with respect to the Lebesgue one.



We recall the following restrictions on the parameters r and o to ensure existence and uniqueness
results:

Assumption 2.2.
1. The risk-free interest rate is bounded on [0, 77:

Vt e [0,T]: 0<r<rt)<R

2. There exist two positive constants, ¢ and &, such that:

vVt € [0,T],Vx € [0,M]: 0<oc<o<T-

3. There exists a positive constant C, such that:

Vt € [0,T],Vz € [0,M] : xg—z(t,x) <C,-

The existence and uniqueness of the solution proof can be found in [RD20b].

Notations.

Set:

Vi = {v e L*(M) x% € LQ(M)} . Wy = {v e L*(M) x23_2v € LQ(M)}

The dual space of Vi will be denoted by V5.

Proposition 2.3 (Poincaré’s inequality ).

The space D(M) is dense in Vi, and, for any v € (D(M)), the following inequality is satisfied:

dv

vl L2y < 2 T

L2 (M)
This inequality induces a second norm on Vg, given, for any v in Vg, by:

d_v
dx

|/U|VM = Hx :
L2(M)



Proposition 2.4. (Continuity and Gédrding inequality) [AP05]

The bilinear form B(-,-) is continuous on Vg, and satisfies the Garding inequality:

0.2

Vu € Vp: Bu) = _Z]u\%/M - A w ”%Q(M)

where \ denotes a strictly positive constant.

Remark 2.2.
Given u in dom (L), we use the transformation trick [Zei90)]:

A=\C, w = e ATty

for the Garding constant A and C; at stake in the second conjecture Il Then:

~

Vv € dom (L) : /M %w(t,x) v(z) dp = B(w,v)+X /M w(t,z)v(z)dp = B(w,v) and w(T,z) = h(x)-

Without affecting the solution spaces, one obtains the continuity and the coercivity of the form B:

1Bu,0)] < Clulvy, olva + 2 [l 11w Il
< (C+ ACo) [ulvy, [v]v,
and:
ok 2 2 3 2
B(u,u) > T [l = A wllze o +2 11w llzs
2
g
2 Z|U|%/M

The following result follows directly from [Zei90].

Theorem 2.5 (Measure based Black-Scholes weak solution).
Let us define the Gelfand triple (or equipped Hilbert space) Vg C Li(./\/l) C Viy. For h in Vg, the

measure based Black-Scholes problem admits a unique weak solution. Moreover, for k > 1, the solution
map:

L2(M) = W52 ([0,TT; V)
h—u

1S continuous.



Theorem 2.6. Li Regularity

We have the estimate, for 0 <t <T':

R o2 [T - .
Hh(m)H%i(M) > e T Hu(t,m)H%i(M)—l—_—/t e AT y(s, 2) [}, ds

Proof.
Using the remark before by setting v = e~
and T"

T
/ / iu(s, 2\ (T—s) ,, (s, d,uds_/ / o 2N (T—s) |u(5 z)|? dp ds
t Jmds
—)\/ / —2X(T—s) lu(s,z)|? duds

672)\ (T—t)
= 2 1ulT2) P rny — Sl 2) 23 00

T
_)\/t o2 (T—s) | u(s,z) H%ﬁ(M) ds
T

2M(T=1)y; and integrating the variational formula between ¢

B(u, e~ 2 (T=5)y,) ds

\

T
a? o\ (T—s —2X (T—s
e [ g
T
g 2\ (T-9),,2 3 —2X(T—s 2
/Z ( )|u|VMd5—)\/t e A )\|UHL§(M) ds

The last inequality follows from the second assumption. O

Theorem 2.7. Vy, Regularity

For h € V), we have the estimate:

2
ult <o (3 55 ) (@ 0) Ik,

Proof. )
Using the transformation w = e~ 7=ty

2
Z’w’VM < B(w) = 291 | w HLg(M)< 7&5\ ‘VM



leading to the differential form

9
s, = %OWVM
(DR, =Ihl,,

By Gronwall lemma
2 a’ 2
wly,, < eXp(—QCO (T = t)[hlv,,

Back to the original form:

~ 0'2
<o (3 55 ) (@ - 0) Ik,

Theorem 2.8. Maximum principle

If h > 0 then u > 0 p-almost everywhere on M.

Proof. )
Set w(t,z) = e AMT=Dy(T — t,2). We use Stampacchia truncation [Bre83] : Let G € C*(R) such that

1. |G'(r)] < M, for some constant M.
2. @ is increasing on |0, 4o00].

3. G(r) =0 for r <0.

Define, for s € R, the function

H(s) = i G(r)dr
Set ¢ to be
o(t) = OM H(~w(t,z)) dp
Then
¢ € C([0,T];R), ¢(0)=0, ¢>0o0n [0,T], ¢€C(J0,T];R)
and



M
0=~ [ Glulta) Futt.o)du
= E(w,G(—w(t,x)))

Take G(r) = r, the positive part, then

Which means that ¢(¢) = 0, then w > 0 p-almost everywhere on M.

3 The inverse problem

For normalization purpose, we restrict ourselves to finite Radon measure with total mass equals to M,
this enable ones to take into account the classical Black-Scholes model. For simplicity, we consider
probability measures p on M, then we multiply u by the constant M to get u(M) = M.

Definition 3.1 (Inverse problem).

We recall the inverse problem as defined in [RD21Db|, which consists in finding the measure pu
associated with the Black-Scholes equation, given a very small parameter £ > 0, and a noisy measure
of the solution uj, € R" of the solution u,, such that:

luf = || < e

Notation. We denote by R(M) (respectively P(M)) the space of finite Radon (resp. probability)
measures on [0, M], and by C'(M) the space of (uniformly) continuous functions on [0, M].

Proposition 3.1. [BP13]

The space of finite Radon measures R(M) equipped with the total variation norm || - ||7y:

00 +oo
Il i |l7v= sup {Z lu(E;)|, U E; =la,b], {E;} are disjoint and measumble}
1=1 i=1

is complete and separable, and is also the dual space of C(M):



Definition 3.2.
A sequence of measures {fi, }nen € R(M)Y converges in the weak sense * towards a measure p if and
only if

/;MM" %/abmzﬂ Vo € C(M)-

Moreover, every bounded sequence in R(M) has a weak * convergent subsequence.

Remark 3.1 ([BP13]).

For d > 1, let Q C R¢ be an open non-empty subset. Then:

1. the space of all finite linear combinations of d-peaks

n
{,u:Zviéwi, n e N, v e RY xiEQ,izl,...,n}

i=1
ii. the space L%(2), equipped with the injection w — w ., for the Lebesgue measure iz,

are weakly* dense subsets of R(M).

Proposition 3.2.

The space of probability measures P(M) equipped with the Prokhorov metric dp:

dp(p,v) =inf{a >0, p(A) <v(4s) +a and v(A) < u(A,) +a, VA e B(M)}

where

Ay ={z : d(x;A) <a if A£D; Dy :=0; Vo > 0}

and B(M) is the Borel o-algebra on [0, M], is a compact metric space for the weak* topology.

Remark 3.2.

For normalization purpose, we restrict ourselves to the space P(M) = {u € R(M) : u(M) = M},
since the total measure of M with respect to Lebesgue measure is M. Writing u = Mv for v € P(M),
this space inherit the properties of the space of probability measures P(M).

Notation. In the spirit of [BP13|, we introduce the solution operator of the measure based Black-
Scholes problem

U PM) — Vi CLi(M)
H = U’M(O?')



Notations. Given two probability measures p and v in 75(./\/1), we introduce the respective solu-
tions u,, Uy, Uy4, of:

d

M d M
/ uyvdp = B(uy,v) , Vv e DM) : a/ uy vdv = B(uy,v)
0 0

and:

d M d M d M
Vv € DM) : %/o uth,,vd(,u—{—l/):E/O uu+,,vd,u—|—%/0 Uptr VAV = B(Upqp, v) -

Remark 3.3.

1. Non linearity: for any v in D (M):

d M M
T </ Upgr U At + / Upgry U dy> = B(uyqv,v)
0 0

d M M
— (/ uuvd,u—l—/ u,,vdu) = B(uu,v) + B(uy,,v)

Then wu,y, = u, + u, implies

d M M
—(/ u,,vd,u—l—/ uﬂvdu>:0

Choose v = u

d1 2 d1 2
qt2 HUVHL%L(M) D) ||Uu||Lg(M)

Integrate between t ant T
2 2 2 2
12 vty — N 25 ray + 1A 0ty — el pgy = O

Moreover, for v € R

M
as ; U VA = B(ugy,v)

Multiply the identity for u, by o

d M
a—/ uyvdp = aB(uy,v)
dt J,

Clearly uq, # au, and the related operator ¥ is thus not linear.



2. Weak*-strong Continuity: for a sequence of probability measures (fn),cn € P(M)N con-

verging towards a given one i, it follows from the regularity of the solutions that the sequences
(HuMHiQ (my) and (|tyu, lv,) are bounded. Set wy, = e Ty, and v € D(M):
Hn

d M ~
a (/0 Wiy, UdMn) = B(wllrmv)

Subtracting the inequalities defining w,,, and w,,, for m,n € N, and set v = w,,, —w,,

M M
~ d d
(wﬂn - wﬂm) = / wﬂn (wﬂn - w#m) dlun - / wﬂm (wﬂn - wﬂm) dlu’m
B 7 7

Mg Mg
= /0 %wﬂn (wun - wum) d(pn — pim) + /0 E(wﬂn - wum)(wun - wum) dpim,

Then

TA T M d 1 T d 5
/t B(wun - wum)ds = / / %wﬂn(wﬂn - wum) d(fn — fim) ds + 5/15 i kun - wumHLin(M) ds

T rM d 1 2
= ) E’U}Mn (wun - wllm) d(Mn - Mm) ds — 5 HwNn - wﬂm HLEWL(M)

Equivalently

1 2 TQZ 2 1 2 T _
) W, _wﬂmHLan(M) + ) Z|wun — Wy vy, ds < 2 lwa,, — wumHLﬁn(M) + ) B(wy, —wy,,) ds

T M d
= /t /0 %wﬂn (wun - wum) d(pn — pm) ds

Since (uy,) is bounded in LG (M) and Vg, then it is bounded in Lim (M), for all m € N,
it follows from Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and the definition of w,, that (u,,) is a Cauchy
sequence in V4 and then converges to a limit u,.

Definition 3.3 (Tikhonov regularized solution).
The Tikhonov minimization problem is the solution of

[RIERTA
min T, (u) = HILAM

~ 5 Lol p iy
HEP(M)

where a denotes the regularization parameter.

10



Theorem 3.3.
Thikhonov reqularized problem admit a solution.

Proof.
The operator ¥ is weak*-strong continuous, so is Tikhonov functional from composition properties.
Since the space P(M) is compact for the weak* topology, the result follows.

O

4 Finite element

In [RD21Db|, we solved the inverse measure problem using the finite difference technique, based on our

articles [RD19], [RD20a] and [RD21a].

In order to construct a finite element approximation, we need to recall the weak form of measure based
Black-Scholes equation:

d M

@, uvdp = B(u,v)

where B(+,-) is the non-symmetric bilinear form defined, for any pair (u,v) of Vg x Vi, through:

M 5222 Ou O Mo oo ou M
B(u,v)—/o 5 %%dx%—/o (O‘ —{—xU%—T)x%de—FA ruvdr-

We will proceed as in [Mau07] :

4.1 [P; elements

Notation. For m > 1, we introduce the uniform subdivision of the set M = [0, M] into m equidistant

points x;, j € {0,...,m}:
M
xj = (]—) =jAx-
m

M
for Ax = —.

3

Definition 4.1 (Finite element basis functions [AII07]).
Define the vector space

Vi =span{oi,...,dm-1}

the space of piecewise linear finite element basis functions where (¢;)o<j<m are given by

11



(1, T < X0

xr — X
¢0('I) = , To ST < T
Trog — 1
0, otherwise
(T —Tj1
L <o <
mj — mj_l
. =) T —Tj+1
qu(:v)_ 7], 1‘j<1‘§1’j+1
Tj — Tj+1
0, otherwise

(v —x

m—1
y Tp—1 ST K Ty
Tm — Tm—1

om(z) = ©— Ke
M — Ke—"t’
0, otherwise

Ty < X

Using the same approach to establish the existence and uniqueness of the solution in V4, we can
establish the following result:

Property 4.1 (Finite element approximation).

The variational problem

d M
pr /0 uvdp = B(u,v)

has a unique solution in V).

Write the approximated solution as

u"(tw) =Y Bi(t) ()
j=0
= W(t,z) + Bo(t) do(x) + B (t) ()

for u™ € V]\}l. The variational formula can be transformed to

m M

B0 [ é5(a) 1) du = B (95(2). x(0)
=0 0

2

— jf;ﬁj(t) (/OM J;Q ¢ (x) ¢ (x)dz + /OM <02 +:wg—g - T)  ¢j(x) ¢i(x) dx

T /0 () dula) dw)

12



Set, for 1 <i,7 <m—1:

B (t) =

/¢j ) 1) dp

K7 = B(;(x), di(r))

More precisely

JJ 1=

l\.’)

/ Nzj-1 — ) dp
Tj_1

J—

(/ (x —xj- 1) dp+ /:jﬂ(l“ - l“j+1)2 d#)

J

ZTj+1
M1 = 7)2 / (2 — zj11)(z; — ) dp

and

Tjt1l 2.2 T o
/ o dw—l—/ <02+xa—a—r>x(x—xj_1)dm
wiy 2 vy ox
Tj+1

€51 z;
—l—/l <0’2+1’Ug—z—7">1’(.%'—1'j+1) dx_Ha/] (m—xj_l)de—l—r/ ($j+1—x)2dx>
Tj Ti_1 Tj

j—

m 1 T+t g2x? Tt do Tit
Kj’j“:(Ax)Q <—/x 5 dw—/zi <02+m0%—r>x(x—xj)dx—r/m. (x—xj)(x—mj+1)dx>

J J J

We impose the limit conditions Go(t) = 0 and £, (t) = M — Ke 7Tt The problem satisfies then the
dynamic

d
ZB"M™ = BK™ + §,(1)C
B™T) =H

where, for 1 < 4,5 <m —1,

Tm 2.2 T T
Cm:(Al)2 <—/ J; dm—/ <O’ —l—xag—a—r)x(x—xm) dw—r/ (w—xm)(m—xm_l)dx>
X Tm—1 Tm—1 xr Lot

13



4.2 Convergence and error estimate

Let proceed without affecting the solution spaces, as in the remark of the first section by setting
A= AC; and u = e*TYw, where w is the solution of the transformed problem

d (M ~
%/0 wodp = B(w,v)

The bilinear form B(w,v) = B(w,v) + A Sy w(t, ) v(z) dp, satisfies continuity and coercivity:

[B(u, v)] < (C+ACo) ulvyy vl

[\

5 a
Blu,u) > Zlul?,,

J. L. Lions and E. Magenes theory [LMG68] implies the existence and uniqueness of the solution for the

approximated problem.

We use the decomposition u(t,x) = u™(t, z)+ Bo(t) ¢o(z)+ B (t) ¢m(z) to consider the homogeneous
part u™(t, x).

Define the projector m : Vg — V/(LA by

Lemma 4.2.
There is a constant Coy independent of Az such that, for all v € V/(‘/(

v = 7(W)lvp < C2 (A2)? || (2v(@))"|| 2 0

Proof.
Let v € D(M). For z € |zj,xj41[:

u(a) = oola)) = wo(e) ~ (ajo(ay) + ZHELZEE ) o

Tjy1 — T
vd T —x; Titl d
= /xj %(8@(8))613 - m </xj E(SU(S)) ds)
d d
= (2 = ) - (50(3)) (w5 + @) = (@ = ) 7-(50(s)) (2 + )
x;+8 g2
= (z— 353)/ %(sv(s))ds

it

14



for0<a<z—x;and 0 < B < Az. We get from Cauchy-Schwartz inequality

jpu(a) — m(av(a) P < (Aa) ( =) ds> < (80’ ( [ e ds>

J

integrating over [z;,z;41] and summing

mol e
o= (), =Y / 2o (z) — m(ao(e))dx
j=1 "%

m—1 T4 )
<@nt} ( /| r%@v(s))ﬁds)

LA (M)

The result follows then by density.

It follows the following theorem

Theorem 4.3.

Let uw € Vag and u™ € V/{‘A be respectively, the solution and the finite element approximation of the
measure based Black-Scholes equation. Then the finite element method converges.

In addition, if h € Wy, then there exist a constant C(T), independent of Ax, such that

lu =™l a0y < CT) (A2 [|@h(@)" 720y

Proof.
It suffice to resonate in terms of the transformed problem.

Consider the variational inequalities involving © € W, and u™ € V/]\’A, by taking v € V/(‘/(

d M
dt Jo
d M

i J, u™ vdp = B(u™,v)

wvdp = Blu,v)

subtract the two inequalities and define the error ¢ = u — u'™, this yield to the the formula

M

a /. cvdu = B(e,v)

15



It follows from coercivity and continuity of B that

lu —u™|y,, <Cs ot l[w—v™ly,,

for some constant C3. Using the regularity solution estimate, the first assumptions and the lemma
before, we get for 0 <t < T

He(t,x)HLi(M) <M T ”e(T79C)”L§(M)

Co T [e(T, x)|v,,

Co Cs T (T, ) — w(u)(T, 2)|v,,
Co Co C3 T (A)? || (wu(T, )"
(T) (A:c)2 H(:ch(a:

20

NN NN

Q

D"l 2 any

We deduce from the existence and uniqueness of the transformed solution, the existence and uniqueness
of the original one, and then it’s finite element approximation.

4.3 Discretization of the Tikhonov problem

Given N>1, m>1,0<n <N and j € {0,...,m}, we denote by uj(t,5) = > Bi(t) pi(z;)
the finite element approximation of the solution w,(t,z;). The coefficient vector B (t) = (5;(t))o<i<m
follows the differential system

d
ZBM” = BTK™ 5, (1)C"
B™(T) =H

as stated before. Define the approximation measure as a Dirac linear combination

m
v=" d;
i=0

for 31" ;v = M, which is dense in P(M). The matrix M™ simplifies to a diagonal matrix

mo__ .
M5 =i
m.
M7, =0

oy

Now consider an empirical measure uj, € R" of the solution, we introduce the finite element approxi-
mation operator ¥ : P(M) — R™, such that:

\Tj(ﬂ)i:/ Oz, uy, dz
M

This construction justify the discretized Tikhonov problem:

16



Definition 4.2 (Discretized Tikhonov problem).

We define the discretized Tykhonov problem as

. |9 () = us, | -
min j(,u):%—Fa E il
=0

YER™, 3 vi=M

where p = >"" 7 ;.

Theorem 4.4.
The discretized Tikhonov minimization problem admits a unique solution p € P(M).

Proof.
The existence follows from the continuity of ¥, which follows from the continuous dependence of the
solution of the linear differential system

B™T) =H

to the matrix M"™ (continuity of the exponential), combined with the form of u™

u™(t,x) = B (t) - @ () + B ()b (1)

where " = (¢;)1<i<m—1, is the finite element basis. The uniqueness follows by strict convexity of
Tikhonov functional and the exponential. U

4.4 Empirical results

To confront our theory to reality, we will establish comparison the classical and the measure based
Black-Scholes models, based on their adjustment qualities of financial data. For this purpose, we used
a sub-sample of data from Vance L. Martin [LMMO5]. The sample consist of N = 269 observations on
the European call options written on the S&P500 stock index on the 4™ of April, 1995, we refer to
for detailed description.

We recall the main characteristics of these options:

71. The strike : K = 520.
114. The maturity : T' = 0.457534.
v. The interest rate : r = 0.0591.

vi. The volatility : ¢ = 0.076675.

The table Pl gives the data range for the option and the stock index prices:

17



Statistic

Option price

Stock price

Max
Min
Mean

0.106250
9.50000
9.971304

498.5040
496.4980
497.3208

Table 1: Option and the stock index prices.

Next, we represent the classical solution versus the measure based one. The approximation parameter

is fixed to m = 30:
u(0,x)

80 -

60

40|

20

450

Figure 1: The graph of the measure based Black-Scholes solution (blue) versus the classical Black-

Scholes solution (red).

To evaluate the adjustment quality of the measure based model, we plot the two models versus the

scatter plot of the data:

The measure based model offer a much better approximation of the solution, which can be measured

by Tikhonov functional:

500
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40
30

u(0,x) 20

10

0 n n n n
400 450

550

Figure 2: 3D representation of the measure based Black-Scholes solution.

u(0, x)

40

20[

10+

| L L L PR S
420 440 460 480 500 520 540

B Measure based BS
I Classical BS
I Initial condition

. .
496 497

Figure 3: Fitted solution at different scales.

. .
498 499

Classical BS

Measure based BS

Tikhonov functional

3375.05

4.49

Table 2: Fit quality comparison.

.
500

We represent the parameters -;/M in terms of a probability density function. To focus on those
belonging to the data region, we will use an adaptive mesh:

We remark that the parameters grows up entering the data region before they start decreasing. A quick
look at the solution dynamic equation, shows as that the ~y; represent the market rigidity : higher is
~; more stable is the call price at the value x;, we can see that the origin represent the most stable
price (no one expect the price to vary there) and the region [496.5,497] present more confidence in
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Figure 4: Parameters 7;/M of the probability measure.

the market. Moreover, the parameters are much smaller than the classical model, except the origin,
proving that the classical model represent an isotropic market with uniform uncertainty distribution.

5 Discussion

The results established in this work demonstrate the superiority of the measure based Black-Scholes
model in term of market data fit, while the classical model underestimate the option price.

The measure based Black-scholes offer a new information on the market consisting in the measure
1 which can be interpreted as a market confidence measure : by considering the probability version
V= % = % d;, the parameter ~y; represent the option price rigidity at the stock price x;, higher
is 7; more stable is the option price.

One remarkable fact is the parameters for the estimated model are lower than the uniform case of the
Black-Scholes model, reflecting more instability in the market than the classical theory predict.

The model based on the measure p open a new field of research by quantifying the market confidence
(in opposition with market incertitude) : ~(x) reflect the market confidence at the stock price z, in-
ducing more rigidity and a slow change in the option price. This is just a measure of incertitude in the
market, which was considered to be unmeasurable.
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