T oM F TR & 4R 2003, 2002); 168~172
Joumal of Zhgiang Forestry (Ollege

:  1000-502 (2003)02-0168-05

CE

( . 3652000

. BLF Black-Scholes # BUZ 77 ik it45 LA T3 B89 KSR 7 R AW, R4 A
WA B S o by FHEAR 0.5 A, F o HAAkEe A AAHET A E G Zhib)
WRE, IEEEAATI RS . R A, GCRIEE 1 2 5 R B S AR S R
M R, 242629 hm' (HR#h 15~31 a) AkH09 iR 418G B AR IRIE, M Bkdbel if
AEFERBEKR. 2247

: KA Black-scholes B AR 77 3y AT 145

. F326.25 : A
1973 Black-Scholes » ,
(1
(call option)  B-S ) 15~31 Pinus massoniana
, 4 (6=0.25, 0.30, 0.35, 0.40)

1 AR ER

K K

L6
) e

2 2002-07-02; ;. 2003-01-02
(1968~ ),



20 2 169
@ . ) (
) ( ). @ )
, s M
X Y My,
X %, My, , Y%
b CY’ Y%’ CY’ b
(Vv (1) <G, . ,
, C
2 MR R EM AR
B-S 3 B O .
; @ ; ©
, WTO
21 o .
b 2 b b
g |
dl = Hd¢t+ oldw (). @
s I , O , {(w (t): £0) Wiener
1) = zoexp[owuwuz—%azt]o @)
Y /1
L= 1In[F1].j= 1.2 = N. 3)
J
@ N ,
1 A 1 N — A N N1 _
ﬁff: I\Jﬁ; (L,—L) o= JN—IE (L,—L)= JWSL° @
N
L= %;LJ S, L
22
F(t) = V(O{SENd) —EWU+ V) N}, 3

(5) () . BS o . LV



170 2003 6
3 ! 3
(m); S (D) t C m ) EC) t m
2
-3 S o
( *m )sdi=[ln +(v+ 20 /6lts de=di—alt;e 0 ¢ :
E() 2
Y 0 ¢ s F (1)t s NC*)
I
:N(d) - j e 2 dx o
'27{ —oco
'
E= A+ D Ha+0""7.  .f j « -
=1
—3
m ); C (%) .
B AN \ N R \
3 HAACE M AL By A SE ) R A
2
, 2 426. 29 hm , 15~31
2
ao 0 N 1395 <°hm 7, 1, 2, 3
—2 —2 —2
450 chm % 4 270 °hm % 5 0 45 chm 2,
—3 —3 —3
87.92 °m 7, 6.5 °‘m, 1606 m .
3
. S (t) =253 °m. )

Y=5.0% (7.5% ~5.0%), C=5.0%.

5 (14~18 cm, 20~24 an, 26~28 cm, 30~38 cm =40 an), 1990 ~2000
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Table 1  Pretax value of mason pine forest using the B-S formula
0 E (v / /
1 N (d]) dz N (dz)

/a /hm? /1’ /Cm ) ¢ om D C *m™ 3 C *hm2) ()
15 8. 31 8 778 174 1 36L. 9 102176 0.84658 —0 14014 0 4424 164. 2 16 895 1 441 348
16 13840 13 536 181 3 3%. 8 09938 08400 —020614 041824 163. 6 16 001 2214 490
17 18480 24 R5 164 4 377.3 10796 0.859 9% —015724 043750 173.3 23 430 4329 900
18 23806 279 191 2 460. 1 096803 09335 —030476 0 38020 165. 0 15 788 37 58 535
19 19593 18 42 197 1 498. 1 095417 0899 —035330 036180 165. 4 15 568 3050 307
20 23L.73 29 980 177 0 460. 6 1.04473 08518 —029691 038321 175. 1 2 653 5249 498
21 276.00 33 474 185 4 516. 5 101942 0845 % —035535 036111 174. 4 21 152 5837 &6
22 3® 13 37 M7 195 4 571 6 099145 083934 —041567 0 33869 173. 2 19 544 6413 076
23 RB. 53 9 %7 210 4 646. 2 095043 082901 —043832 031236 170. 6 17 257 1700 370
24 111.00 15 &5 1851 597. 0 1L.048% 08328 —042075 033691 181. 0 25 854 2869 755
25 MU T3 12322 196 9 666. 8 101737 08455 —048263 031457 179. 1 23 296 2206 870
26 12420 11757 2356 837. 7 09105 081874 —061916 026733 170. 4 16 130 2003 393
27 2. 8 5 708 175 8 656. 3 L1110 08672 —04854 03701 190. 0 36 308 1 084 520
28 58. 80 5377 254 2 99%. 5 0.88777 081270 —06968 024142 170. 1 15 555 914 628
29 15467 19 &6 218 5 89%. 4 09945 084001 —06096 026724 181. 2 23 238 3594 283
30 18 53 1969 247 8 1071. 0 092942 0884 —071374 Q23755 177. 7 18 882 349 891
31 57. €0 4177 3217 1460. 0 078568 07872 —0&464 018778 163. 2 11 835 681 686

242029 21599 47700 416
2, (1D 77703 0.16%.
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Table 2 Contrast of the option pricing approach and the net present values of forest havesting
1) I
/ *
/ 1% / " /
/a / hm?
m3 (m3°hm2) (. °m 3) C ) (w*hm2) ( °m 3) C ) (m**hm 2 ¢ °m3) )
15 8. 31 8 778 102 9 164. 2 14413488 102.0 915 1681 325 130.5 213.8 1877113
16 138 40 13 536 97 8 163. 6 2 214 490 115.5 177 2 2398 756 147. 0 198.9 2 03 097
17 1&34. &0 24 985 1332 173. 3 4329 900 1280 169 1 4225923 162 0 190. 8 4 767 761
18 238 06 2 779 957 165. 2 3758 535 140.2 160 9 3665 288 1.5 180. 6 4 113759
19 195. 93 18 442 94 1 165. 4 3050 307 152.0 155 8 287349 19%.0 173.5 3199 935
20 231. 73 29 RO 129 4 175. 1 5 249 4% 163.3 153 6 4605 074 210 0 170. 5 5 111550
21 276. 00 33 474 121 3 174. 4 5 837 866 174.0 151 3 5065 989 225 8 166. 4 557154
22 328 13 37 27 112 8 173. 2 6413 076 184.2 150 0 5555395 241. 5 163.3 6 046 404
23 R 53 9 %7 101 2 170. 6 1700 370 193.8 149 8 1493 159 2558 161. 9 1 614 08
24 111. 00 15 855 142 8 181. 0 2 869 755 202. 8 151 3 2398 487 270.0 162.0 2 568 849
25 A 73 12 322 130 1 17. 1 22 068 703 211.2 152 7 1881 265 28.0 161. 3 1 987 546
26 124. 20 11 757 94 7 170. 4 2 003 393 219.1 154 3 1813 81 300. 0 160. 6 1 838 469
27 2. 87 5 708 191 1 190. 0 1084520 2264 158 0 901 &84 3135 162. 6 RN7 92
28 58. 80 5 377 91 4 170. 1 914 628 233. 1 160 5 863 146  327. 0 163.0 876 776
29 154. 67 19 86 128 2 181. 2 3594 283 239.3 164 9 3271 444 336 8 167.0 331195
30 18. 53 1 969 106 2 171.7 349 891 245.0 169 5 333 773 346. 8 170. 6 335 969
31 57. €0 4177 725 163. 2 8168  250.0 174 8 729 %4 332 174. 8 729 965
242629 275 % 47 700 416 43 758 002 47 622713
* =0 30; * * 1 25 a 23 a I
29 a, 26 a 30 a 7=0 0
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Application of option pricing approach in forest assets evaluation

ZHOU Xiu-hua

(The Management Station of Forest Resources of Mingxi County, Mingxi 365200 Fujian, China)

Abstract: The option theoty and the option pricing approach are applied to evaluating the forest assets. It is found
that the sensitivity of the evaluation value to the price fluctuation parameter o is about 0. 5. With the increases in o
value, forest age, forest invest efficiency Cinput-output ratio ), the evaluation value will increase, vice versa.
Compared to net present value method of harvesting, the evaluation for 2 426. 29 hm” mason pine (from 15 to 31
years aged region) by the option pricing approach is in consistence with the result by net present value method of
harvesting as the wtation age is equal to the quantitative maturity. But for forest at other ages, the evaluation is

defferent by both methods. [ Ch, 2 tab. 7 ref. ]
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