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Abstract

This paper addresses the limitations of the the actual market characteristics of under-
lying asset dividends, extending the option pricing and hedging model (QLBS) based
on reinforcement learning. Derived the discrete-time theoretical framework of the
QLBS model under continuous dividend scenarios , and the self-financing replication
portfolio with dividends, the reward function. And the optimal hedging analytical so-
lution are reconstructed. Numerical implementation is achieved through Monte Carlo
simulation and B-splines basis function approximation. Numerical experimental re-
sults show that the QLBS(q) model can stably approximate the pricing results of the
dividend-paying BSM model under different dividend rates, effectively improving the
model’s adaptability to the real market.
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1. 5|5

HBlack HMScholes [1]5] AZ8 i FIBSMABEAY LR, S SUIRLAR) 52 Hi 17 85 A < i 008K 58 A F 7
YKL —o JLHHEER, EHENAEBSMAR LA EEAT 7 R IWT 78, EL i 25 f& 2 IAUA RUH
PARIIBE T BESCATIRS. VR 2 22 B JH IR IR a1 A B S ST B HIBUE B 8. Merton [2]7%6 RESCAT
B B R PR T, JFHES XN AB-SA . Krausz [3], BroadiefDetemple [4]45H T
& T SOAS T SR R 1 36 U R R HIBGE fir v X B A SIASLTT 37 1) 52 28 A R AN . 1 AS i 189
B SLPR B B A SRR BB e & B, A RIOT RSN AT E 2 52 B R AR R P A 1 R
s3] [BIE N — M BRI AT %, I ORAE SRS B 72 . R AR R
SUVASLAR T2 AN FEO0S 3o R TR 7 T A 1 BT s SR

XTI Halperin [6]52H) 7 — N2 T Q-learning fF) &5 HUN M IBUE A, FROMQLBS.
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VAR IR B 1 IS 5 Bt v o ST A B IBCE A AR i S, DR P A 2 ST R DR SUILE A AR o i) et
Rt T — R ET BB, BE R XA LA EARR T Fitted Q Iteration. 300 A 54k 5% 5] J2 HLAEXS
A EN IR (7], Stoiljkovic [8] AT T W], QLBSHALAE B FE BRHIBUA FIIR 2L &
Ay AR ERAIIEITBSM B HUE. B TR AR FURR, JA 1% ARSI B 7 44 4k
AW R g 7200, QLBS AR ) 56 8 B B [RIHE- S 3 BT 7E 17 IBESE SO E SR L0 A B IIBUE e
K g NRTT DL SE S b S R SE R i 3 18 0L, 3k — 2D S THA R (8 2 FE 4

ASCHIMEIR AR 262748 7 BSMAS MY DL Sz QLBSHR AL 45 H ) 5 I8 SASL S 477 A0 % 3o e T e
FE3NR A AL BRI R BN A R4S T QLBS B & X LB R R IR, BRAT R I HUE
BALIGE 1B RAESCRR T 37 2 A B O35 AR B8 IR

2. BSM#{&8!

2.1. Z£#MBSM{EH!

BlackMScholes [1)7EA AT G 1 SC & A 1 —SRF i BT — 0 B 52 RS2 e — 173 30
B e AN AR 8 3 70 W b 2H 5 A USC RS, 7T RAAS 3 SIS A% 1) i i 7 0 A, 8 LR BT
N

A — BRI B4 S IR MO A 20 A -

dSt = ,UStdt + O'Stth (1)

PUAE R B3 77 AT A FR LA AL (I E NG, F—0 A AR I 52 7=, I — B8 = A A
EH:

I, = C, — 65, (2)
WP 2, FALA[E] Py IX — B P A I AR A -
_ 9C _ 9 _ 1 ,20°C | 9C

PUEARS = 0%, BT RRRIE Sy, TN A IR P i 41, (TR R
LA A T R R e, BT, =TT, fR ESX78:

ac, 1 ,.,0°C, ac, B
ot +2U St 885 +T'Stast rC’t—O (4)

A TR SR = T ATRUR 2D 1, IRUI% Cili 2 Cr = max (Z — Sr; 0), 3

7 SRATRUN K. RIEH [9] 5F T F AR, Lo 7 R N -

PP = Ze TN (—dy) — SoN (—dy) (5)
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Hrr, R¥d, Mdy 7

d1= ,dgzdl—U\/T (6)

2.2. EEDLIHBSMIRE
1 € JBE AL 2 2 Ay g, WIHE st 8] N A — 0 B B B8 7 IR EON g S, dte E eSS 18] N SCAS IR,
J& o, BRI A RS R AH SN BEAR R IR E ¢ S, dt, BT BB LIS A2 A -
dSt = O'St th + (,U - q) St dt (7)

FA — RN ARG, ST IAE BRI 587 (R BB N qa, Sdt 5 BRI S5 G AR B AR
A

SRABt,  BRATIAG B IEE B STAHBEA (0 39V e A2 IR B 20 T e «

8Ct 1 82 Ct aC’t

T - 2Q2 _ T —
ot +2 852520- St Tct+(7' q) 8Stst 0 (9)
AT LUK 531«
pE) = Ze TN (—=d) — e T SoN (—dy) (10)
Hr, R&Ed Mdy -
In($) 4+ (r—q+2)T
dy = —2 ( ") (dy=d;, — VT (11)

oVT

3. QLBStZH!

QLBSH M £ 5 thHalperin [6]52 11, B R BRI 5E Hir-55 568 1o 1) A B8 SO 1) 5 5 5 0y
— N BREBERAL 2 20 1), S BSMUAR AL 2 1] 52 i AR )32 Ak

FERRERCGE T, BBEHEUN )t = 0,1,..., T, WREKNAL. WP a — R Lo aiiis, M
—ANENR T GRATIKD B, TR AIFNE S, STl Ty = emm2 18 KU A Pk
Ny BERREAE /N AL I LA RS shisdl,  HRAT IR #2070 KBS AR g . SE7 B I RFA IR
Sknta, MITEREGIK T B, #9it H Bt st Al &

Ht = CLtSt + Bt (12)

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2026.154167 389 I FH#e e t J


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2026.154167

TH

R S O 18] ) Delta, X i SR, FE BN [R] D 1 B a, RS PIAR A% RS, FE 5B AL 57 S B3R IR
T, QLBS RHIBEE T — P RL FREfA:

WX, BOPR B B, DHMEH BRI s S T RS s 2hFa, NAER ZIt 1%
RISkt Wizt R W N B S GBS Bl st I BCR I QIR ETE Q4 (2, 0), FTRFEIR
Ba TREENEa B, Mt BIT (5T U 2

TEZMEZE T, 207 M EAR e S X b @GR max, QF (Xo, ao),He i SEm&m 25 H7E & AVIR
S TEREN LT a0, » BINQ-BREQ; Wi bR Bellman IBEX R, HXAEREX,, QF (X, a)
X EEa, & IRRE, M AT DLR IS — 20 B m i mk~Ta; (X))o EEUMESEHL L, QLBS ff
FF RIS B AR AU 2 B B AT RRIE T, X Qr Mlay BEATIEL AL, FRKt = 0 N ZI&Q EI
BB AN A ARG T8 2 J 1 AU #o
3.1. QLBS #HRASSLAEE T &

ARG MAERR I B LR BRI a2 g 70200, QLBS AU 58 B B U [E) #E 3

3.1.1. MIARES FTUANRFIEE

188, NI Zt AN, ¢ NESRFIRE R, TEX At + At W, FHEFE1 BRRERE R
HAD, = ¢S, At . 7EQLBS 1, FATROHE “HXT T R 5= BN E. oo 400 &
NAS; = Spyq — 28, BIFFE — R ZE Rt + 1 I E 55 S, NI B = 2 %,

BN T, 5 PR RSN B ) “ 0+ BL™: Soa+ Dee BIEE X5 5
2R

ASI? = Spyy — €28, + Dy = Spyy — €728, + ¢S At (13)

Mg =0, ASY BHHFEKIIAS,.

3.1.2. EFIHESBRELR

FIEBR A A
Ht = atSt + Bt (14)

Hrba, RN Zt FFARIBEERT, By NEREIK kT

WItaI 20t F, HEMAE N, Bt + 1 81— %1, RATIK S RGH Ber> B, R SAT I
;FljatDty '[H:Bt—&-l_ = eTAtBt + atDto JH:HTJ_ E‘Jéﬂé{ﬁ'fﬁy‘j!

HtJrl— = CltSH_l + Bt+1f (15)

FER 20t + 1 WSS Blayy,, BHEEFFERFESRTE A G 0HE 2SR Z 4+ 1 A S IME:
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I 11 = a141St41 + Bega
= a;Si41 + Bigi- (16)
= atSt+1 + eTAtBt + atDt

Wi
. By =e "2 (Ht+1 —ay(Sp1 + Dt)) = ’Y(Ht+1 —ay(Spq1 + Dt)) (17)

Hrpy = e 2, RETL = a,S; + By, 1351:

II; = a;S¢ + ’Y(Ht+1 —a(Spy1 + Dt))
= 'YHt+1 — Yay (StJrl + Dt — eTAtSt) (18)
= ’Y(Ht+1 - CLtASt(q))

?%ﬁﬂ”ﬁ%%{ﬁlﬁ%jHT = H(ST) = max(Z — ST, 0)0

3.1.3. SAMNEN 1B R T AN R 2

FERESZERESFEL, ZIRQLBSIE S HIMGE, FATFI N A FF X FPIR S AR 8 X, (HAE 7>
T, WX HE L

2

Xt:—<(u—q)—%)t+ln5t (19)

M S, = eXﬁ((ufq)—%z)t (20)
FH B A& SR A AR R T

dXt = O'th (21)

BIX, &— M, IFHR A SIN, MRS S, A E .
AR 2 F IR C 58 SRS iR Bt 4L TL A S A -

ét = IEt [Ht|ft] (22)

S B 1 2 T RS 1A B AR A% I 12 P 52 05 B AR P 2 R s, RSE AN H X R B B AL 5 A I B 5
ZEGE MBI SR A, XS PO S HON BEAT AT

Co(S,a) = Cy + A\Eq

T
Ze*” Var [II; | F4] | So = S, a0 = a}

t=0

t=0

T
H0+)\Ze_rtVar[Ht|ft] | S’O—S,ao—al

N T ARG AR, TR IR 52 75 78 AR AN 2 B0 i 20 1 2R 80T T W K 75 45y, AR T
B/ MBI Co (S, a)e FIRFERATER S, ERLAEZ S, 2 IR 8 /MU A T 5
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RAUCZI LB BN E e AL AT LRI NQ, = —Cpe MU, fEREAR R X, M St T B3 {F
1 {E PR HOT AR IR N :

T
QF (z,0) =B, | 1L (X,) - A e (=) Var [T, (X)) | 7 ]| 7
t'=t
24
=, |11, (X;) — A Var [IT,] — A Z (“~1) Var [T, (X)) | Fo] ] (24)
=t+1

=E, [T, (X;) — A Var (IT, (Xt)) + 9 (QF 1 (Xeq1, argr) + Eopy [Ty (Xig1)])]

WA VUR ST, JAIA

Q" (x,a) =E" [Ryy1 +7Q™ (2" = Xyq1,0" = Ay) | 2 = Xy,a = Ay (25)
B EmmART, te{0,1,..., T — 1} ZIHEERR, 7T £RN:
R, (Xu Gy, Xt+1) = ’YHt+1 (Xt+1> —IL, (Xt) — AVar [Ht | ft]

= ’)/Ht+1 (Xt+1) — F}/(Ht—'rl — (ltASt(q)) — AV&I‘ [Ht | ]:t] (26)
= ya,ASY — A Var[II, | 7]

X — M Pt = TN Ry = —AVar(llz)s
&G R R M BVEE oR 15 tH S LB A 1B oR 2
Q:’(q) (Xt a¢) = [Q:ﬁ) (Xtg1, a:r(f) + atAS(q)} — AVar [II; (Xy)]
= ’yEt |:Q:1F(11 (Xt+1, alt+(11) -+ atAS(Q)} )\’Y Et |: t+1 2atﬂt+1AS(q) + CL? (Agt(q))z}

=E; [Q;((f) (Xt+17a:-71-((11) + atASt(q)} - X\’E, |:(Ht+1 —a (As(q))) }
(27)
/E\:EP’ f[t+1 = Ht+1 - Et(Ht+1), Agt(q) = ASt(Q) - Et (ASt(Q))o

M ERF B HQN D (X,, a) e Ta ) R HL, FHI R EN—Qr @ (X,, ar) Wa, REH
A FONE AT A LU R R B A X i AT A

2(a) - 1
B, [AS) Tl41] + Tk [AS{]

*,(q) X — — 28
a’t ( t) ]Et [(Ast(q))g] ( )
S5EAAERALL, ERIEAS,. AS, BIAGHLMASY . ASY, FEHT%Eg = Onf,

PExT R AT 5 IR AR QLBS B 5e 4 — B, ™IRO IR 46 QLBSHES
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3.1.4. REBILS5 &4 QLBS HARINHE

AT (Model-Based) QLBS 1, 7] R 2614 3 b BUE T S st b 5 A8 Q - e

a:’(Q) Z ¢(q) q) (29)

Qt (Xt, a (Q) Z w(Q) ‘I) (30)

Hr{®, ()N, AT IR SR, 00 W) SiEA XK BAER =T ., OFFyIsF ]
17~] ﬁFﬁ}Elfri%iﬁ@J 5EnatEwmt, ME—mXAZTE W AAS, MFEARE %fﬁfri%ﬁ%?ﬁ%

y\jAs(Q)o

X T JE R B IR B R, Grau [10]& BAS [F] (1) 355 B8 00T 58 A0 A B AN T B3R AT I8 2 52
BT ) EGQEF$DXT7%{%TEEE/J%X Xt T MR B e A 5 e ) #E B, BRE KA E
(B-splines) AEMEIRML SR A JRERENT, - HAREITN BABIFreH .

%, EFIM4LQLBS fEt = 0 B« XU B R IR S " W5 0.

K
CéQLBS,(q) _ —E[Q* (q)(XO a (q) Xo)) Z *,(q) X(k) *, (q)<X(()k)>) (31)
k

4. BIEEKWERS O

1. SR E SHREEN

N T BAFQLBS VBRI AE SE PR T 3 4 1F N AOERS IERA e, ACTKE R £0RI IR R I BSM 5 QLBS @
(R SRR A R0 d P 0T i 4 B AT TEAT EU R 2% StoiljkoviefE SCHR [8] AT fst F 1 2 80 B3R AT
R ZHIER 1R

Table 1. Parameter settings

= 1. ZHERE

WA MR % RSB ah % TREERIZ TR B SR RIS 22 BREAAN L BIER IRER
Sy U o r Z B K N e ¢

100 0.03 0.15 0.05 100 24 10 000 12 4 0.02

% VI T TR SR B A. SRR H B, KRB SO = 0.001, 164

Ko MRS R, 47 HUS R A RS AR R — AN, T — RS B g PO,
ﬁ%%m%ﬁ%?%ﬂ&ﬂ@m L, A H AR R SRR ey — g, DUE U8
fer. b, AR#Halperin [6] FDixon [11], FATEIBE L — ORISR, LLICHER K
RGBS RO e RIS 3 S50 5 0 B e )
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FRAR R VB B, TR P S v MR R A 1 78 72 A B AL L 12524
YR, BB, R AT R 15 K AL = T/, W DR R B, 76
AN K Fy V7 A 3 i TG B35 30 AP B R S8, SR Iy sk, 5
MBI 25 PR P 4 B 3 T BN A, AT LA A R R 0 6 = b s, 50
Bk A S e L 1 WL 2T

Table 2. Stock price path simulation results

< 2. BB A R

0 1 2 22 23 24
1 100 115.58 119.62 74.92 84.48 86.03
2 100 91.87 86.56 43.49 40.45 40.49
9999 100 104.43 113.29 100.47 105.57 112.25
10000 100 100.86 84.54 117.34 120.87 123.52

FEACH, BT QLBS YRR B PR AR By i — o 1B HBUE A 1 B 75 B i, K
i1 FEAd I B-splines 1 3 o BO S L0 ph ATERAL Sh RN s Bk A7 180, B TR TR HE
N12, Mr#CN4RIB-splines:

0.8

06
0.4 \
0.2 \ \ j
0.0 \\\ \

100 200 300 400 500

0

Figure 1. The graph of the fourth-order basis functions of the
B-spline function (N = 12)

1. BREZEE (N =12) IV 3R HEIE
4.2. B{ELW
4.2.1. RSP MHOIG

TESE— L Ses b, WA BRI R W g = 0, A T RIEME A IER Y, RATHQLBS 4
AFATRUNZ € [80,120] T~ 45 H I BRAE BRIIBLGT 1%, 5 Black-ScholesTo 73 145 A M@ A7 i 2 AT LE
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B 2 3MIE 2 g5 T PRR T I ARSI M AT o ) 45

Table 3. QLBS? vs BSM put option prices and hedging (t = 0, ¢ = 0)
#* 3. QLBS'Y vs BSM FEMBUMHE S5xtm (¢ =0, ¢=0)

IR Z BSM A QLBS DA Mk AHXT 2 (%) BSM At QLBS W%l of bl % 15 22 (%)

80 0.25 0.23 8.00 -0.04 -0.03 25.00

90 1.40 1.36 2.86 -0.16 -0.14 12.50

100 4.53 4.47 1.32 -0.39 -0.35 10.26

110 10.13 10.07 0.59 -0.64 -0.59 7.81

120 17.76 17.72 0.23 -0.83 -0.77 7.23
QLBS'? vs BSM prices QLBS'? vs BSM Optimal hedge

175 = BSM price —— BSM hedge
—— QLBS'9 price =01 —— QLBS@ hedge

Option Price
Option Hedge
Loy

~

80 85 90 95 100 105 110 115 120 80 85 90 95 100 105 110 115 120
Strike Z Strike Z

Figure 2. QLBS vs BSM put option prices and hedging (t=0, ¢g=0)
2. QLBS vs BSM AR S50 (=0, ¢ =0)

272 R R T AT B I3 B0 R ARUN B i 28, 7T LA BIQLBS' & #r S5 BSMARHT R LT
HA. MHETAUER BT, BRSO M B Hn, xR PR 3 3% 1O R E
EEER, W FESSEMR (Z > 100), QLBSY HIM AR X 1R 24 1E2% LA Yo 161K 15 1B 12 3]
WZ = 80if, T WIRIN AR, SEOEXRERAOK. B 24 BB T %1t = 08 QLBS 2
IR B AR e 5BSM B KIfET Delta. AT LA BP9 2600 i il 2L BEAT BN IO AR AL 35 )L - —
B, XTERE R, QLBS FIBSM X Lbse JUTAR . SR 1T BEA IR W EREE TR, %)
MR BN R0 % 7. BIEKRE, ELSABH T, ASCEIMQLBS AL Hf Lo
TR I IBSMAR R e 45 2R, 5] I B R B & T i R Deltasxsf i SRS o

4.2.2. ENEERIE

FEEE AT, JATEEATBUN Z = 100, FHREAFBAN R € [0%5%]%F HIBUE U 5
Wi, [ 3HI% AJEoR T QLBSWAERIAN & 4341 BSM AR 1% 2% [X 7] P ) -k X AL 4%

ATLLEF], RS INFRIR T ARSI B R, 3 80E B i k. QLBS@ L%
ARG TXAMATON, R EERHY 8. BEE R R BT, IR R R I, I
AQLBS il £k 72 B AN X 8] JL T 5 b (BSMI 22 8 &, % 448 7 25 T BRI 25 36 S 1 B b
B, q=0 BTSN hitie, WFlte > 0 LR, X F&MMER, QLBS 5BSMY
A REXIEL RN AT T I]ISwk~Fay, PIscIZRE Bl TR, R U S R B

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2026.154167 395 I FH#e e t J


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2026.154167

TH

Table 4. QLBS? vs BSM put option prices and hedging ¢ € [0%, 5%)]
#* 4. QLBS'Y vs BSM H BB % S50 (g € [0%,5%))

B35 % (%) BSM ik QLBS DU s M i AR 1522 (%) BSM X3 QLBS Oyt o A X 15 22 (%)

1000 5.36 5.42 1.11 -0.43 -0.33 23.626
4000 5.36 5.31 0.93 -0.43 -0.37 13.95
7000 5.36 5.33 0.56 -0.43 -0.39 9.30
10000 5.36 5.34 0.37 -0.43 -0.40 6.98
13000 5.36 5.33 0.56 -0.43 -0.40 6.98
QLBS'%) vs BSM prices vs q QLBS%) vs BSM optimal hedge vs q
—— BSM price —— BSM hedge

-0.36

—— QLBS'? price —— QLBS'% hedge

-0.38
-0.40

-0.42

o
o

-0.44

Option price
Optimal Hedge

-0.46
5.0

-0.48

4.5 -0.50

Dividend yield q (%) Dividend yield q (%)

Figure 3. QLBS? vs BSM put option prices and hedging,q € [0%, 5%]
3. QLBSY vs BSM & BIIBUN K 5508 ,q € [0%, 5%

I, BRI I TS E, TR 2 A SRR T . SAENTIRARLL, QLBS i pp
ST R 12, S AR X R 2 KRR T%-10% /2 4. AT RERI IR 4R . QLBS' SR A 3 i
[AIHESE, TIBSM Deltas@ AL (8] N RIEHTXT i, B S S OV IR R 2D I, 2 ANA]
T G b 7 A 0 S B R e R R R AR TR HLU, e i Sk~ A TR AT SR A P T ZE AN oK
P7 ZEEREAR G R, TASC SR RIS R AR H0N10000 2%, X0k~ X0 R f Ge it iR 22 B
WU RS, VYRR R E I R G BRI, ESINESRFE, QLBS BRI E fr
550t e 2 THT ) B R T 75 40 20 (BSM. JE . 358 I A S 51N BRI TR 3 1O QLBS 4 & A J2 T 2 47
MHAEER.

4.2.3. SHHPnL4#pSLis

g3, JATRM S ASCHFE RT3 2 8, IR — 442 B AR 72 2LBSM Delta
5QLBS'Y Myt phskims. xR, AT B HE R

Viear = erat (Vi — aiSt) + ar (Styar + ¢SiAt) (32)
THEO A 2 am BV, X PoLE SR

e =Vr —max(Z — Sr,0) (33)
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G H A RFE.
K 4 s T PRSI ) 2 smnt iR Z BT, A B ROR T MR ZE AR HEZE F195% Jr A E
SRR bR
Hedging PnL distribution Hedging risk indicators
. BSM Delta 175 Emm  Std of error
“ QLBS'? Hedge ’ N 95% quantil
0.4
1.50
03 1.25
"g 1.00
802 075
0.50
0.1
0.25
0.0 0.00
-15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 BSM QLBS@

Teminal hedging PnL

Figure 4. Hedging PnL distribution and risk indicators
4. XPuL 5340 R AR TR bR

ATELEF], Delta X pi1 5 QLBS W % s 1 15 2 43 A7 35 BLOA H Lo 52 3L ALK AR 1) BELUBEFEIR, 3 1A
PO PR A Te e IF ELPT AR 0 A JLF A, A B S 1R b iR 22 I ks e 22 F195% 73 L
B, QLBS' [ XK bR S 2 T M Delta, %5 L, QLBSOAEZ A X ph 2 H IR I 5 & 4 LLBSM
Deltafiilr, RIALANS 123 HE 1 =G B2 B B 7 e

4.2.4. BEREME ST

B, ARAEASC R LS SRS SRR, IRATER EIES BRI Z g = 0.02 KT, 73
LT SR RIS AL AR RO, N TR D O E A TR 25 RO R 22 B RS . 4 RN SANER 6.5
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Table 5. Volatility model coefficients
& 5. FRRISHAEBI TS B

BAKK BSMMf#E  QLBSH#E  M#%iR%E(%) BSM Delta QLBSXay  XFifiR 2z (%)

1000 5.36 5.42 1.11 -0.43 -0.33 23.626
4000 5.36 5.31 0.93 -0.43 -0.37 13.95
7000 5.36 5.33 0.56 -0.43 -0.39 9.30
10000 5.36 5.34 0.37 -0.43 -0.40 6.98
13000 5.36 5.33 0.56 -0.43 -0.40 6.98

IR AR TR Y], QLBSORUE L R SR T B — R, SRR AR
RGN B T REARGE T iR 22, JUHL A8 R 38 B b ST MO ARE s I 8] 25 B0 1 n R AR B e BT
Il B IS TR AR 22, (EAE A BRAEAS SR AT T 2 [ IR JBOR R A5 IR IR R 220 A SCR R I 2R HES
BOREOGAE TH RS TR B RT3 T IR R R RS I, (B3 DO iR BE 9 H bR, T 24 48
SR RIs R ST Re A AL AL
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Table 6. Robustness analysis of timesteps

= 6. W HDEAIR LD B

BFEEEC BSMANMAS  QLBSIME %R ZE (%) BSM Delta  QLBSXf ) XHiRZE (%)

12 5.36 5.32 0.75 -0.43 -0.41 5.06

24 5.36 5.34 0.37 -0.43 -0.40 6.98

36 5.36 5.33 0.56 -0.43 -0.40 7.93

48 5.36 5.32 0.75 -0.43 -0.38 13.22

60 5.36 5.30 1.12 -0.43 -0.39 10.39
5. &5ip

A SR B R S AT NN G IIQLBSHL RS, B0 AIE 1 A SO QLBS @ B B BT LURS #E HL
JE 113E I Black-Scholes A5 7 (1 5 4/ 45 SRR AU w500, 380k 1IN A A3 (1 QLBS A= A iy my
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S 3CHR

[1] Black, F. and Scholes, M. (1973) The Pricing of Options and Corporate Liabilities. Journal of
Political Economy, 81, 637-654. https://doi.org/10.1086,/260062

[2] Merton, R.C., et al. (1971) Theory of Rational Option Pricing. The Bell Journal of Economics
and Management Science, 4, 141-183. https://doi.org/10.2307/3003143

[3] Krausz, J. (1985) Option Parameter Analysis and Market Efficiency Tests: A Simultaneous
Solution Approach. Applied Economics, 17, 885-896.
https://doi.org/10.1080,/00036848500000042

[4] Broadie, M. and Detemple, J. (1995) American Capped Call Options on Dividend-Paying
Assets. Review of Financial Studies, 8, 161-191. https://doi.org/10.1093/rfs/8.1.161

[5] Sutton, R.S., Barto, A.G., et al. (1998) Reinforcement Learning: An Introduction, Volume 1.
MIT Press.

[6] Halperin, I. (2017) QLBS: Q-Learner in the Black-Scholes (-Merton) Worlds. SSRN Electronic
Journal. https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3087076

[7] Halperin, I. (2019) The QLBS Q-Learner Goes NuQLear: Fitted Q Iteration, Inverse RL, and
Option Portfolios. Quantitative Finance, 19, 1543-1553.
https://doi.org/10.1080/14697688.2019.1622302

[8] Stoiljkovic, Z. (2025) Advanced Option Pricing and Hedging with Q-Learning: Performance
Evaluation of the QLBS Algorithm. The Journal of Derivatives, 32, 48-79.
https://doi.org/10.3905/j0d.2025.1.222

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2026.154167 398 I FH#e e t J


https://doi.org/10.1086/260062
https://doi.org/10.2307/3003143
https://doi.org/10.1080/00036848500000042
https://doi.org/10.1093/rfs/8.1.161
https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3087076
https://doi.org/10.1080/14697688.2019.1622302
https://doi.org/10.3905/jod.2025.1.222
https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2026.154167

TH

[9] Hull, J.C. and Basu, S. (2016) Options, Futures, and Other Derivatives. Pearson Education
India.

[10] Grau, A.J. (2008) Applications of Least-Squares Regressions to Pricing and Hedging of Finan-

cial Derivatives. PhD Thesis, Technische Universitat Miinchen.

[11] Dixon, M.F., Halperin, I., Bilokon, P., et al. (2020) Machine Learning in Finance, Volume
1170. Springer.

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2026.154167 399 I #ev

pei|


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2026.154167

	1 引言
	2 BSM模型
	2.1 经典BSM模型
	2.2 考虑分红的BSM模型

	3 QLBS模型
	3.1 QLBS 模型在含分红情形下的扩展
	3.1.1 市场设定与含分红的股票增量
	3.1.2 复制组合与自融资约束
	3.1.3 最优动作价值函数和奖励函数
	3.1.4 函数逼近与含分红 QLBS 期权价格


	4 数值实验结果与分析
	4.1 参数设置与路径模拟
	4.2 数值实验
	4.2.1 模型合理性检验
	4.2.2 定价精度验证
	4.2.3 对冲PnL分布实验
	4.2.4 参数稳健性分析


	5 结论

