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Abstract: An investigation was made into the control variate
method of Monte Carlo simulation to price Asian options by
stochastic volatility model with central processing unit(CPU)
cluster and graphic processing unit(GPU) devices. By taking
arithmetic average Asian options with stochastic volatility
under discrete monitoring time as example, an efficient
control variate was chosen, and the computing efficiencies
between algorithm accelerating method and devices
accelerating method in CPU cluster and GPU were studied
respectively. The relationship between the computation
results and the parameters of the model was explored.
Numerical results show that an integration of the two

accelerating methods can shorten the computation time a lot.
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Message passing parameters
BE
MPI_ Send ( &prices 1, MPI_DOUBLE, 0,
tagl, MPI_COMM_WORLD)

MPI_Send ( &price2, 1, MPI_DOUBLE, 0,
tag2, MPI_ COMM_WORLD)

MPI_Send(&-priceCon, 1, MPI_DOUBLE, 0,
tag3, MPI COMM_WORLD)

MPIL_Send ( &priceCon2, 1, MPI_DOUBLE,
0, tagd, MPI_COMM_WORLD)

MPI_Send(&covsum, 1, MPI_DOUBLE, 0,
tagh, MPI_ COMM_WORLD)
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Tab.2 Relationship between numbers of CPUs and computation results
C BEHTE /s \2 E Vi E, R
1 2 787.82 1.291 03 0. 000 001 643 7 1. 290 93 0.000 1316 80. 059 87
2 1 396. 88 1.291 03 0. 000 001 643 4 1.290 75 0.000 1316 80. 064 11
4 699. 87 1.291 03 0. 000 001 649 0 1. 290 77 0.000 1315 79. 767 45
8 352. 56 1.291 03 0. 000 001 646 8 1. 290 65 0.000 1315 79. 859 67
16 177,47 1.291 05 0. 000 001 647 4 1. 290 81 0.000 1315 79. 838 97
32 88,27 1.291 04 0. 000 001 646 9 1. 290 37 0.000 1315 79. 847 65
64 44,43 1.291 03 0. 000 001 643 2 1. 289 91 0.000 131 4 79. 974 62
128 22,17 1. 291 00 0. 000 001 637 6 1. 287 83 0.000 131 3 80. 165 66
256 11.17 1.291 01 0. 000 001 634 0 1. 287 01 0.000 131 4 80. 435 27
30001 - A RN T 16 B, 16 B 5 RN L R
P A 16. WER FBLIRE m IHHBL5R, 0K 3.
w2000k ME 3 FALIEH,RE 80 £A. AL ENS
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T B RB/NMPURESE 3 AL BT RAR S B BB R
e FIREM. BB 4 oy, B 2 BAE o A—0. 10 B
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Fig. 1 Relationship between computing time and 3| 16 ZHfTiHEFR 5 P HIEZR, 2 sy M 0. 01
simulation times with 1 CPU and 16 CPU 3 0. 10, B %05 F 3ok , A BCR A 227K,
3 16 BHTHEREABEHESEROXR
Tab.3 Relationship between simulation times and computation results in 16 CPUs

m \2 E, Vi E; R
212 1.290 16 0.000 171578 1 1.298 75 0.017 488 618 4 81. 928 03
21 1.290 29 0. 000 103 950 5 1.299 70 0.008 301 557 8 79. 860 66
216 1.290 73 0.000 054 223 7 1.287 61 0.004 167 206 8 76. 852 08
218 1.290 92 0. 000 026 296 6 1.280 18 0.002 097 049 8 79. 746 17
220 1.291 06 0.000 013 223 8 1. 292 40 0.001 054 801 ¢ 79. 765 42
222 1.291 01 0. 000 006 536 1 1.287 01 0. 000 525 735 6 80. 435 27
22 1.291 03 0. 000 003 286 3 1.289 91 0.000 262 823 1 79. 974 62
218 1.291 05 0.000 001 647 4 1.290 81 0.000 131529 1 79. 838 97
228 1.291 04 0. 000 000 822 5 1.290 72 0. 000 065 789 1 79. 986 81
280 1.291 03 0. 000 000 410 9 1.290 93 0.000 032 897 9 80. 059 87
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Fig.2 Relationship between p,6y and R in 16 CPUs
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GPU & 371% . NVIDIA Tesla™ S2050 H& &
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HRE AR, B8 GPU & & Al 3 515 Gigaflop

T BRI E B, TF R A 1 Bl Tesla b3 58, CUDA
toolkit A< Ky 4. ORC2. £ GPU RSB ES
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Tab.4 Relationship between simulation times and computation results in GPU

m \2 Ep Vi E, R

212 1.290 84 0.000 163 312 7 1. 305 42 0.013 812 387 8 82.576 30
21 1.291 04 0.000 098 771 9 1.288 65 0.007 931 041 8 80. 296 53
216 1. 291 06 0.000 051 564 3 1.292 53 0.004 156 417 0 80. 606 50
218 1.291 04 0.000 026 205 1 1.292 52 0. 002 096 669 6 80. 009 88
220 1.291 04 0.000 013 163 9 1.289 96 0.001 051 314 6 79. 863 70
222 1.291 04 0. 000 006 588 7 1.291 59 0. 000 526 194 6 79. 863 60
22 1.291 03 0.000 003 291 3 1.290 96 0. 000 263 096 3 79. 937 97
226 1.291 03 0. 000 001 645 7 1.290 97 0. 000 131 567 2 79. 944 65
228 1.291 03 0. 000 000 822 6 1.290 99 0. 000 065 797 1 79.982 09
2% 1.291 03 0.000 000 411 3 1.291 02 0. 000 032 898 3 79.985 12
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PR I A 4 N X 45 R B Rome , HoAt
SRR AEREON 2, SR ANE 5.
M5 BTLIE i, B WL A= A4 % B 3 hn, AR
Hifr ik Es N, [E 2 R BeE 2R k.
3.3 CPU&K#IHES GPUtHRTEK L%
HREARMSHORBA R, Y& m, 53] CPU
SRS GPU MR s H i A 4 B,
ME 4 7T A GPU R A RLE R T 16 B89

CPU SR E. esh, EH BB MR R P TiEH
R BE R WEE NSRRI EEE R E—
8, (B R R G R B MR R 2 rik A3 H RS
HEMEURECE T B ERS RP Ik
LIRB—E MR ZEM, W 2 B AR J7 3k BF
AL REIRZ(EA 0. 000 05. BB AYEE S4F R
DIEEET RS 22 KU EREHE, i E 2408
10 753.99 s, PREHERIZBITERG R D TIEE



®5y Z) &5 . BRI E LRGSR E I ik 797
*5 GPUHEHHRNSABESITEERNXR
Tab.5 Relationship between observation points and computation results in GPU

m \'2 E, Vi E R

12 1.291 04 0.000 013 163 9 1. 289 96 0. 001 051 315 79. 863 70
24 1.275 71 0.000 012 863 5 1.275 02 0. 001 025 462 79.718 72
36 1.270 62 0.000 012 757 5 1. 269 80 0.001 016 344 79. 666 47
48 1. 268 07 0.000 012 633 5 1.268 10 0. 001 012 853 80.172 28
60 1. 266 57 0.000 012 645 0 1.266 22 0. 001 010 277 79. 895 53
72 1. 265 54 0.000 012 629 4 1. 265 69 0. 001 007 621 79. 783 69
84 1.264 82 0.000 012 599 5 1.264 34 0. 001 006 047 79. 848 24
96 1.264 28 0.000 012 608 9 1. 264 50 0. 001 005 038 79. 708 84
108 1. 263 86 0.000 012 602 6 1.263 26 0. 001 003 552 79.630 71
120 1.263 52 0.000 012 578 9 1. 262 55 0. 001 002 578 79.703 19
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Fig.4 Computation time against simulation times
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