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Abstract. A pricing method resulting in a closed formula is proposed for a large class of options
such as Best Of and Rainbow based on the analysis of the return profile of the option. We suppose
that returns follow a brownian motion and the usual hypotheses of the Black-Scholes model extended
for the multi-underlying/multi-currency case.
The result builds on a previous result, and expands the set of exercise conditions, to allow the use of
different reference maturities to define an adapted payoff. The result states that, if the return of an
option is a linear combination of the prices at maturity of traded assets multiplied by an indicator
function generated by an exercise condition, then, the pricing formula is also a linear combination of
the current market prices of the traded assets multiplied by a probability expressed in the risk-neutral
measure where the asset is the risk-free asset.
The proof the of the result uses the change of numeraire technique based on Girsonov’s theorem for
the multi-underlying/ multi-currency case.
We apply the method to develop closed formulas for Target Redemption options. Comparison results
of simulation are also presented.

1. Introduction. The aim of this paper is to expand further the universe of exotic options closed
formulas, developed in a previous work by the author[22]. The closed formulas are valid in the context
of the Black Scholes model but the usual generalizations can also be applied. Namely, to allow volatility
to be time dependent.
Instead of trying to find a pricing formula for one or more types of exotic options, a method is developed
that always results in a closed formula pricing function, given that some a priori conditions are met. This
paper relaxes the original a priori conditions allowing comparisons of asset prices at different moments
in time.
The general form of the return profile of the option is a linear combination of traded asset prices. Each
term of the combination is associated with a set that determines whether the term is included at maturity
in the return or not. The set is defined in respect to the option’s underlying asset prices as a conjunction
of n subsets. Each subset is generated by a condition of the form STα

x > S
Tβ
y , where Sx, Sy are price

of traded assets, and Tα, Tβ are moments in time earlier (or equal) than the option’s maturity date, so
that the return profile is adapted.

2. The Pricing Formula. Let the payoff profile be of the following form:

ΦT (S0, ..., Sn) =
n∑

i=1

ki · ST
i · Ii, n ∈ N < ∞, (1)

where,

• ki ∈ R,

• ST
i is the market value of the traded asset Si at time T ,

• Ii is the indicator function of the set Ci defined below.

The payoff profile is a linear combination of asset prices at maturity, where each term is multiplied by
an indicator function, that determines whether the term is realized or not.
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Theorem 2.1. The pricing formula for any exotic option ΦT is of the form:

Π(t, ΦT ) = e−qi(T−t)
n∑

i=0

kiS
t
iPQi(Ci), n ∈ N < ∞ (2)

where,

• St
i , is the market value of Si (t) at time t < T ,

• PQi(Ci), is the risk-neutral probability of the set Ci when the asset Si is chosen to be the numeraire,

• qi = (r − (dfxi
− dSi

− σSi
σfxi

ρSifxi
)),

• r is the risk-free interest rate of the currency on which ΦT is expressed,

• dfxi
is the risk-free interest rate of the currency on which Si is expressed,

• dSi is the dividend yield of the asset Si,

• σSi is the volatility of the returns of Si,

• σfxi
is the volatility of the returns of the foreign exchange rate between the currency of ΦT and the

currency of Si, and

• ρSifxi
is the correlation between the returns of Si and the returns of fxi.

Proof. Using as numerarie the risk-free asset expressed in the currency of ΦT , with Q being its
risk-neutral measure, the diffusion model for the underlying asset prices in Q, is the following:

dSt
i

St
i

= (r − qi) dt + σSi
dWSi

(3)

d
〈
WSi

,WSj

〉
t
= ρi,jdt (4)

with

qi := r − (dfxi
− dSi

− σSi
σfxi

ρSi,fxi
) and i, j = 1, . . . , n.

The pricing formula for Π(t,ΦT ) is the well known result

F = e−r(T−t)EQ
[
ΦT
]
,

F = e−r(T−t)EQ

[
n∑

i=1

kiS
T
i Ii

]
.

Or equivalently, using the fact that EQ is a linear operator,

F = e−r(T−t)
n∑

i=1

kiE
Q [ST

i Ii

]
.

Let Qi be the risk-neutral measure when the asset St
ie

qit is the numeraire, defined making use of the
Radon-Nikodym derivative:

dQi

dQ

∣∣∣∣FT =
ST

i eqiT

St
ie

qit

ert

erT
. (5)

Following Geman, Karoui and Rochet [6],

EQ
[
ST

i Ii

]
= EQi

[
ST

i Ii
dQ
dQi

]
.
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Thus,

F = e−r(T−t)
n∑

i=1

kiE
Qi

[
ST

i Ii
dQ
dQi

]

= e−r(T−t)
n∑

i=1

kiE
Qi

[
ST

i Ii
St

ie
qit

ST
i eqiT

erT

ert

]

= e−qi(T−t)
n∑

i=1

kiS
t
iE
Qi [Ii] .

F = e−qi(T−t)
n∑

i=1

kiS
t
iPQi (Ci) (6)

This result is valid even if no restrictions are made on the form of the sets Ci. However, in general, this
result is not a closed formula. The critical term is the probability factor PQi (Ci), which analytical form
depends of the form of the set Ci. Now we will define Ci such that F is a closed formula while allowing
ΦT to be as general as possible.

Proposition 2.2. If Ci is of the form below, then PQi (Ci) can be evaluated using the cumulative
function of the Normal Multivariate distribution.

Ci =

S0, ..., Sn : ∩Q
q=1

S
Tu(q)

u(q)

S
Tv(q)

v(q)

< hq


 ,

with u(q), v(q) ∈ {1, ..., n} , hq ∈ R, Q ∈ N and Tu(q), Tv(q) ≤ T.

Proof. Let ZQ1 (t), . . . , ZQn (t) be n independent brownian motions. The model defined above by (3) and
(4) can be restated equivalently by orthogonalizing the Wiener increments, thus

dSt
i

St
i

= (r − qi)dt +
n∑

k=1

θSi,kdZQk (t) (7)

with
n∑

k=1

θSi,kθSj ,k = ρSi,Sj
σSi

σSj
, i, j = 1, . . . , n. (8)

Solving the stochastic diferencial equation (7), we have

STi
i

St
i

= exp

{(
r − qi −

1
2

n∑
k=1

θ2
Si,k

)
(Ti − t) +

∫ Ti

t

n∑
k=1

θSi,kdZQk (u)

}
. (9)

However, to calculate the PQi (Ci) in (6) we need to know STi
i expressed in any risk-neutral measure

QM , i.e., taking St
Meqmt as numeraire, with M ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Using equations (9) and (5),

dQM

dQ

∣∣∣∣FT =
ST

M

St
M

e−(r−qM )(T−t)

= exp

{
−1

2

n∑
k=1

θ2
SM ,k(T − t) +

∫ T

t

n∑
k=1

θ2
SM ,kdZQk (u)

}
,



Expanding Further the Universe of Exotic Options Closed Pricing Formulas

and applying Girsanov’s theorem:

dZQM

k (t) = −θSM ,kdt + dZQk (t). (10)

Gathering equations (7) and (10) we have the diffusion of St
i written in the measure QM ,

dSt
i

St
i

=

(
r − qi +

n∑
k=1

θSi,kθSM ,k

)
dt +

n∑
k=1

θSi,kdZQM

k (t).

Finally, applying Itô’s Lemma to the relative price St
i

St
M

, we have:

d

(
St

i

St
M

)
= d

(
St

i

St
M

)[
(qM − qi)dt +

n∑
k=1

(θSi,k − θSM ,k)dZQM

k (t)

]
, (11)

Considering that d

(
St

u(q)

St
M

)
and d

(
St

v(q)

St
M

)
are geometric brownian motions, the distributions of

St
u(q)

St
M

,

St
v(q)

St
M

and
St

u(q)

St
v(q)

are lognormals. Consequently, PQi

({
S

Tu(q)
u(q)

S
Tv(q)
v(q)

< hq

})
can be evaluated with the cu-

mulative function of the Lognormal distribution. However the logarithm of
S

Tu(q)
u(q)

S
Tv(q)
v(q)

, follows a Normal

distribution, thus PQi

({
log

(
S

Tu(q)
u(q)

S
Tv(q)
v(q)

)
< log(hq)

})
can be evaluated with the cumulative function of

the Normal distribution. Accordingly PQi (Ci) can be evaluated using the cumulative function of the
Normal Multivariate distribution.

3. The Probability Factor PQi (Ci). It is well known that the cumulative function of the
Multivariate Normal distribution does not have an explicit expression, and that it has to be evaluated
numerically. In fact, that is also the case of the Univariate Normal. However, several algorithms have
been developed that enable the evaluation of the cumulative function efficiently for problems with up
to 10 dimensions, considering the current computational capabilities. In the results presented in the
section below, it was used the transformation of the function proposed by Alan Genz [5] in conjunction
with Sobol Low Discrepancy Sequences for the generation of Quasi-Random samples.
From section 2 we have,

PQi (Ci) = N

log

S
Tu(1)

u(1)

S
Tv(1)

v(1)

 < log(h1), . . . , log

S
Tu(Q)

u(Q)

S
Tv(Q)

v(Q)

 < log(hQ)

 (12)

To evaluate (12) we have to solve the variable terms log

(
S

Tu(q)
u(q)

S
Tv(q)
v(q)

)
and to determine the correlations

between each of the dimensions of the Multivariate Normal distribution.

3.1. Variables. Solving the stochastic differential equation (11), we have

STi
i

STi

M

=
St

i

St
M

exp

{(
qM − qi −

1
2

n∑
k=1

(θSi,k − θSM ,k)2
)

(Ti − t) +
∫ Ti

t

n∑
k=1

(θSi,k − θSM ,k)dZQM

k (u)

}
.

(13)
with i = 1, . . . , n.
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Consequently, and assuming Tu(q) ≥ Tv(q) without loss of generality, since hq can be positive or negative,

S
Tu(q)

u(q)

S
Tv(q)

v(q)

=
St

u(q)

St
v(q)

exp

{(
qM − qu(q) −

1
2

n∑
k=1

(θSu(q),k − θSM ,k)2
)

(Tu(q) − Tv(q))+

+

(
qv(q) − qu(q) −

1
2

n∑
k=1

(θSu(q),k − θSM ,k)2 +
1
2

n∑
k=1

(θSv(q),k − θSM ,k)2
)

(Tv(q) − t)+

+
∫ Tu(q)

Tv(q)

n∑
k=1

(θSu(q),k − θSM ,k)dZQM

k (u) +
∫ Tv(q)

t

n∑
k=1

(θSu(q),k − θSv(q),k)dZQM

k (u)

}
(14)

Simplifying this equation using the facts

• all θ are constant,

•
∑n

k=1(θx,k − θy,k)2 = σ2
x + σ2

y − 2σxσyρx,y ≡ σ2
x,y,

•
∑n

k=1(θx,k − θy,k) = σx,y and

we have

S
Tu(q)

u(q)

S
Tv(q)

v(q)

=
St

u(q)

St
v(q)

exp
{(

qM − qu(q) −
1
2
σ2

Su(q),SM

)
(Tu(q) − Tv(q))+

+
(

qv(q) − qu(q) −
1
2
σ2

Su(q),SM
+

1
2
σ2

Sv(q),SM

)
(Tv(q) − t)+

+
√

Tu(q) − Tv(q)σSu(q),SM
Z1 +

√
Tv(q) − tσSu(q),Sv(q)Z2

}
where Z1, Z2 ∼ N(0, 1) are independent.
Furthermore, knowing that the variance of the sum of two independent random variables is the sum of
the variances, a final simplification can be applied.

S
Tu(q)

u(q)

S
Tv(q)

v(q)

=
St

u(q)

St
v(q)

exp
{(

qM − qu(q) −
1
2
σ2

Su(q),SM

)
(Tu(q) − Tv(q))+

+
(

qv(q) − qu(q) −
1
2
σ2

Su(q),SM
+

1
2
σ2

Sv(q),SM

)
(Tv(q) − t)+

+
√

(Tu(q) − Tv(q))σ2
Su(q),SM

+ (Tv(q) − t)σ2
Su(q),Sv(q)

Z
}

, with Z ∼ N(0, 1).

Solving log

(
S

Tu(q)
u(q)

S
Tv(q)
v(q)

)
< log(hq) for Z, we have

Z <

log
(

St
v(q)hq

St
u(q)

)
−
(
qM − qu(q) − 1

2σ2
Su(q),SM

)
(Tu(q) − Tv(q))−

(
qv(q) − qu(q) − 1

2σ2
Su(q),SM

+ 1
2σ2

Sv(q),SM

)
(Tv(q) − t)√

(Tu(q) − Tv(q))σ2
Su(q),SM

+ (Tv(q) − t)σ2
Su(q),Sv(q)

(15)

3.2. Correlations. To determine the correlations between each of the dimensions of the Multivariate
Normal distribution, we will a generic pair q1 and q2. Thus, we will develop the correlation between

the random variables log

(
S

Tu(q1)
u(q1)

S
Tv(q1)
v(q1)

)
and log

(
S

Tu(q2)
u(q2)

S
Tv(q2)
v(q2)

)
. Without loss of generality we will consider

Tu(q1) ≥ Tv(q1), Tu(q2) ≥ Tv(q2) and Tu(q1) ≥ Tu(q2). Though three possible combinations are still left,
namely
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• Tu(q1) ≥ Tu(q2) ≥ Tv(q1) ≥ Tv(q2)

• Tu(q1) ≥ Tu(q2) ≥ Tv(q2) ≥ Tv(q1)

• Tu(q1) ≥ Tv(q1) ≥ Tu(q2) ≥ Tv(q2)

The analysis will be developed for the first case, having the remaining possibilities an analogous reasoning.
By definition, the covariance between the two random variables is

Covar

log
S

Tu(q1)

u(q1)

S
Tv(q1)

v(q1)

, log
S

Tu(q2)

u(q2)

S
Tv(q2)

v(q2)

 = E

log
S

Tu(q1)

u(q1)

S
Tv(q1)

v(q1)

− µq1

log
S

Tu(q2)

u(q2)

S
Tv(q2)

v(q2)

− µq2


from equation (14),

µq1 = log

(
St

u(q1)

St
v(q1)

)
+
(

qM − qu(q1) −
1
2
σ2

Su(q1),SM

)
(Tu(q1) − Tv(q1))

+
(

qv(q1) − qu(q1) −
1
2
σ2

Su(q1),SM
+

1
2
σ2

Sv(q1),SM

)
(Tv(q1) − t)

µq2 = log

(
St

u(q2)

St
v(q2)

)
+
(

qM − qu(q2) −
1
2
σ2

Su(q2),SM

)
(Tu(q2) − Tv(q2))

+
(

qv(q2) − qu(q2) −
1
2
σ2

Su(q2),SM
+

1
2
σ2

Sv(q2),SM

)
(Tv(q2) − t)

Thus, referring to equation (14), we have

E

log
S

Tu(q1)

u(q1)

S
Tv(q1)

v(q1)

− µq1

log
S

Tu(q2)

u(q2)

S
Tv(q2)

v(q2)

− µq2

 =

=E

[(∫ Tu(q1)

Tv(q1)

n∑
k=1

(θSu(q1),k − θSM ,k)dZQM

k (u) +
∫ Tv(q1)

t

n∑
k=1

(θSu(q1),k − θSv(q1),k)dZQM

k (u)

)
(∫ Tu(q2)

Tv(q2)

n∑
k=1

(θSu(q2),k − θSM ,k)dZQM

k (u) +
∫ Tv(q2)

t

n∑
k=1

(θSu(q2),k − θSv(q2),k)dZQM

k (u)

)]

Taking in consideration the initial assumption Tu(q1) ≥ Tu(q2) ≥ Tv(q1) ≥ Tv(q2) we can rewrite the
covariance as

E

[(∫ Tu(q1)

Tu(q2)

n∑
k=1

(θSu(q1),k − θSM ,k)dZQM

k (u) +
∫ Tu(q2)

Tv(q1)

n∑
k=1

(θSu(q1),k − θSM ,k)dZQM

k (u)+

+
∫ Tv(q1)

Tv(q2)

n∑
k=1

(θSu(q1),k − θSv(q1),k)dZQM

k (u) +
∫ Tv(q2)

t

n∑
k=1

(θSu(q1),k − θSv(q1),k)dZQM

k (u)

)
(∫ Tu(q2)

Tv(q1)

n∑
k=1

(θSu(q2),k − θSM ,k)dZQM

k (u) +
∫ Tv(q1)

Tv(q2)

n∑
k=1

(θSu(q2),k − θSM ,k)dZQM

k (u)+

+
∫ Tv(q2)

t

n∑
k=1

(θSu(q2),k − θSv(q2),k)dZQM

k (u)

)]
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Knowing that the increments ZQM

k (u) are independent, the covariance simplifies to

Covar

log
S

Tu(q1)

u(q1)

S
Tv(q1)

v(q1)

, log
S

Tu(q2)

u(q2)

S
Tv(q2)

v(q2)

 = (Tu(q2) − Tv(q1))σSuq1
,SM ,Suq2

,SM
+

+ (Tv(q1) − Tv(q2))σSuq1
,Svq1

,Suq2
,SM

+ (Tv(q2) − t)σSuq1
,Svq1

,Suq2
,Svq2

where σSα,Sβ ,Sγ ,Sδ
= ρSα,Sγ

σSα
σSγ

− ρSα,Sδ
σSα

σSδ
− ρSβ ,Sγ

σSβ
σSγ

+ ρSβ ,Sδ
σSβ

σSδ

and α, β, γ, δ = Suq1
, Svq1

, Suq2
, Svq2

, SM .
To find the correlation, we need to divide de covariance by the standard deviation of each random
variable that can be found on the denominator of equation (15).

4. Applications.

4.1. Exchange Option - William Magrabe [11]. The contract function

ΦT (S1, S2) = Max (S2 − S1; 0)

may be rewritten as

Π
(
t,ΦT (S1, S2)

)
=

2∑
i=1

ki · Si (t) · e−αi(T−t) ·N
(
d1

Si

)
Term i = 1

• k1 = −1, negative because this term corresponds to the payment of the value of S1;

• S1, underlying asset delivered if the option is exercised;

• C1 =
{

ST
1 , ST

2 :
{

ST
1

ST
2

< 1
}}

Term i = 2

• k2 = 1, positive because this term corresponds to the value of the underlying asset received;

• S2, underlying asset received if the option is exercised;

• C2 =
{

ST
1 , ST

2 :
{

ST
1

ST
2

< 1
}}

Consequently,

Π
(
t,ΦT (S1, S2)

)
= S2 (t) · e−α2(T−t) ·N

(
d1

S2

)
− S1 (t) · e−α1(T−t) ·N

(
d1

S1

)
4.2. Option on the Maximum of Several Assets - Herb
Johnson [9]. The contract function

ΦT (S0, S1, . . . , Sn) = Max (S1 − S0, . . . , Sn − S0)

may be rewritten as

Π
(
t, ΦT (S0, S1, . . . , Sn)

)
=

1∑
i=0

ki · Si (t) · e−αi(T−t) · PSi(Ci)

Term i = 0

• k0 = −1, negative because this term corresponds to the payment of the strike price;

• S0 is the strike price;
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• C0 =
{

ST
0 , ..., ST

n : ∪n
i=1

{
ST

0
ST

i
< 1
}}

⇔ C0 =
{

ST
0 , ..., ST

n : ∩n
i=1

{
ST

0
ST

i
< 1
}c}c

Term i = 1, ..., n

• ki = 1, positive because this term corresponds to the value of the underlying asset received;

• Si the value of the underlying asset;

• Ci =
{

ST
0 , ..., ST

n : ∩n
j=0,j 6=i

{
ST

j

ST
i

< 1
}}

.

Consequently,

Πt
(
t,ΦT (S0, . . . , Sn)

)
=

n∑
i=1

Si(t) · e−αi(T−t) ·N
(
d1

Si
, . . . , dn

Si

)
−

− S0(t) · e−α0(T−t) ·
[
1−N

(
−d1

S0
, . . . ,−dn

S0

)]
4.3. Option on the 2nd Best Asset. This option gives the right to buy the second most valuable
asset at maturity in exchange for the strike price.
The following analysis can be easily generalized to develop a closed formula for a Best M of N option,
see [22].
Let BOf2nd (S1, ..., S4;S0) be an option on the 2ndBest of 4 with a strike price of S0.

BOf2nd (S1, ..., S4;S0) =
4∑

i=0

Si · e−αi(T−t)PSi(CSi
)

Term i = 1, ..., 4

• ki = 1, positive because this term corresponds to the value of the underlying asset received;

• Si the value of the underlying asset;

• CSi
=
{

ST
1 , ..., ST

4 : ∪4
j=1∧j 6=iCSi,j

}
Each CSi,j describes a result state where ST

i is greater than every other asset except one. For
example, on the set CSi,1, ST

i is greater than all other asset except ST
1 .

CSi,1 =
{

ST
1

ST
i

> 1,
ST

2
ST

i
< 1,

ST
3

ST
i

< 1,
ST

4
ST

i
< 1,

ST
0

ST
i

< 1
}

CSi,2 =
{

ST
1

ST
i

< 1,
ST

2
ST

i
> 1,

ST
3

ST
i

< 1,
ST

4
ST

i
< 1,

ST
0

ST
i

< 1
}

CSi,3 =
{

ST
1

ST
i

< 1,
ST

2
ST

i
< 1,

ST
3

ST
i

> 1,
ST

4
ST

i
< 1,

ST
0

ST
i

< 1
}

CSi,4 =
{

ST
1

ST
i

< 1,
ST

2
ST

i
< 1,

ST
3

ST
i

< 1,
ST

4
ST

i
> 1,

ST
0

ST
i

< 1
}

Term i = 0

• k0 = −1, negative because this term corresponds to the payment of the strike price;

• S0, is the strike price;

• CS0 =
{

ST
1 , ..., ST

4 : ∪11
j=1CST

0 ,j

}
Conversely, each CST

0 ,j describes a result state where ST
0 is smaller than all ST

i ; or smaller than
all ST

i except one; ou smaller than all ST
i except two.
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ST
0 smaller than all Si:

CST
0 ,1 =

{
ST

0
ST

1
< 1,

ST
0

ST
2

< 1,
ST

0
ST

3
< 1,

ST
0

ST
4

< 1
}

ST
0 smaller than all Si except one:

CST
0 ,2 =

{
ST

1
ST

0
< 1,

ST
0

ST
2

< 1,
ST

0
ST

3
< 1,

ST
0

ST
4

< 1
}

CST
0 ,3 =

{
ST

0
ST

1
< 1,

ST
2

ST
0

< 1,
ST

0
ST

3
< 1,

ST
0

ST
4

< 1
}

CST
0 ,4 =

{
ST

0
ST

1
< 1,

ST
0

ST
2

< 1,
ST

3
ST

0
< 1,

ST
0

ST
4

< 1
}

CST
0 ,5 =

{
ST

0
ST

1
< 1,

ST
0

ST
2

< 1,
ST

0
ST

3
< 1,

ST
4

ST
0

< 1
}

ST
0 smaller than all Si except two:

CST
0 ,6 =

{
ST

1
ST

0
< 1,

ST
2

ST
0

< 1,
ST

0
ST

3
< 1,

ST
0

ST
4

< 1
}

CST
0 ,7 =

{
ST

1
ST

0
< 1,

ST
0

ST
2

< 1,
ST

3
ST

0
< 1,

ST
0

ST
4

< 1
}

CST
0 ,8 =

{
ST

1
ST

0
< 1,

ST
0

ST
2

< 1,
ST

0
ST

3
< 1,

ST
4

ST
0

< 1
}

CST
0 ,9 =

{
ST

0
ST

1
< 1,

ST
2

ST
0

< 1,
ST

3
ST

0
< 1,

ST
0

ST
4

< 1
}

CST
0 ,10 =

{
ST

0
ST

1
< 1,

ST
2

ST
0

< 1,
ST

0
ST

3
< 1,

ST
4

ST
0

< 1
}

CST
0 ,11 =

{
ST

0
ST

1
< 1,

ST
0

ST
2

< 1,
ST

3
ST

0
< 1,

ST
4

ST
0

< 1
}

BOf2nd (S1, ..., S4;S0) =
4∑

i=1

Si · e−αi(T−t)
4∑

j=1∧j 6=i

N
(
d1

Si,j , . . . , d
4
Si,j , d

0
Si,j

)
−

− S0 · e−α0(T−t) ·
11∑

i=0

N
(
d1

S0,i, . . . , d
4
S0,i

)
4.4. Target Redemption Options - TAR. This option gives the right to receive a stream of pay-
ments, up to maximum total amount. For example, an option with four years maturity that pays every
5% of the initial price of the underlying, up to a total maximum of 10%, if the underlying is above its
initial value in each of the years. This option would only have two payments maximum, after the second
payment the option would be worthless.

Term i = 1

• k1 = 5%, quantity of the underlying asset received;

• ST0 initial value of the underlying asset;

• C1 =
{
ST1 : K

ST1 < 1
}

Term i = 2

• k2 = 5%, quantity of the underlying asset received;

• ST0 initial value of the underlying asset;

• C2 =
{
ST2 : K

ST2 < 1
}
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Term i = 3

• k3 = 5%, quantity of the underlying asset received;

• ST0 initial value of the underlying asset;

• C3,1 =
{

ST1 , ST2 , ST3 : K
ST1 < 1; ST2

K < 1; K
ST3 < 1

}
• C3,2 =

{
ST1 , ST2 , ST3 : ST1

K < 1; K
ST2 < 1; K

ST3 < 1
}

• C3,3 =
{

ST1 , ST2 , ST3 : ST1

K < 1; ST2

K < 1; K
ST3 < 1

}
Term i = 4

• k4 = 5%, quantity of the underlying asset received;

• ST0 initial value of the underlying asset;

• C4,1 =
{

ST1 , ST2 , ST3 , ST4 : K
ST1 < 1; ST2

K < 1; ST3

K < 1; K
ST4 < 1

}
• C4,2 =

{
ST1 , ST2 , ST3 , ST4 : ST1

K < 1; K
ST2 < 1; ST3

K < 1; K
ST4 < 1

}
• C4,3 =

{
ST1 , ST2 , ST3 , ST4 : ST1

K < 1; ST2

K < 1; K
ST3 < 1; K

ST4 < 1
}

• C4,4 =
{

ST1 , ST2 , ST3 , ST4 : ST1

K < 1; ST2

K < 1; ST3

K < 1; K
ST4 < 1

}
TAR

(
ST1 , ST2 , ST3 , ST4

)
=5% · ST0 · e−α0(Ti−t) ·N (dST1 ) +

+5% · ST0 · e−α0(Ti−t) ·N (dST2 ) +

+5% · ST0 · e−α0(Ti−t) ·
3∑

i=1

Ni

(
dST3 ,1, dST3 ,2, dST3 ,3

)
+

+5% · ST0 · e−α0(Ti−t) ·
4∑

i=1

Ni

(
dST4 ,1, dST4 ,2, dST4 ,3, dST4 ,4

)

5. Results - Method Performance. To evaluate the performance of the method, the pricing
function was implemented in Microsoft Excel Visual Basic and compared with a regular Monte Carlo
experiment. The cumulative function of the Multivariate Normal distribution was implemented using
the algorithm suggested by Alan Genz [5] and with Sobol Low Discrepancy Sequences for the generation
of Quasi-Random samples, also used in the Monte Carlo Experiment.
Three test were performed on an exotic option with an increasing number of exercise conditions.
Test 1

For a given precision of 0.005, with a confidence interval of 99%, how many seconds were
need to calculate the price of the option?

Test 2

For a given precision of 0.002, with a confidence interval of 99%, how many seconds were
need to calculate the price of the option?

Test 3

For a given time of 300 seconds, what precision, with a confidence interval 99%, is the
proposed method able to reach?

The results of the experiment are in the table 1 on page 11.
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6. Conclusions. The exotic options pricing method proposed in this paper does more than creating
a general setting that covers several classical results, it sets a framework that can be applied to any exotic
option that has the predefined properties, namely,

• extended european style contracts, allowing comparisons of underlying asset prices at different
moments in time;

• with tradable underlying assets (foreign or domestic);

• with a return profile that is a linear combination of the prices of the underlyings at each maturity;
and

• that the conditions of exercise are defined as a relationship of the underlying assets defined in (2.2.)
on page 3.

Based on the analysis developed, the results of Black e Scholes [2], William Magrabe [11] and Herb
Johnson [9] where recovered and placed under the same general framework. Further more, this analysis
enables the inclusion of the Quanto property on all this contracts.
This paper also presents original pricing closed formulas for (i) options on the Best M of N risky assets1

and on (ii) TAR - Target Redemption options, both widely used in the industry.
Future research can be focused on generalizing further the method here developed to include several other
properties present in exotic options, namely, multiple exercise or compound features. Alternatively, this
analysis could be transposed to other asset classes, for example, interest rates.
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