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Chapter 1

Introduction

1.1 Introduction

1.1.1 What Is A Fixed Income Security?

The name “fixed income” is misleading. In the old days, this name referred to those
fixed rate bonds that paid fixed coupons and therefore provided a fixed stream
of cash payoffs. Today, however, from floating rate bonds and notes to mortgage
backed securities, there are an unbelievably number of fixed income derivatives that
pay floating interests and yet they are under the scope of fixed income security.
Today, fixed income securities really mean interest rate sensitive securities.

We should be aware that many interest rate derivatives now are also derivatives
of other assets. For example, a convertible bond is a derivative of at least two assets:
interest rate and stock. An asset swap is an interest rate derivative as well as a credit
derivative. Hence, we should define interest rate derivatives to include any derivative
asset whose value is sensitive to interest rate movement. However, by this definition,
literally all assets are interest rate derivatives, even the most straightforward stocks.
Stocks are sensitive to interest rate movement, as we have seen again and again
when the Fed raises or drops interest rates their values respond almost instantly.
So, where do we draw the line? As we can see, there is no clear definition of what
should be an interest rate derivative (or fixed income security). What we call fixed
income securities or interest rate derivatives are just by convention and experience.
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1.1.2 Trading Conventions

One thing very unique about fixed income securities markets is the trading and
quoting conventions. Fixed income securities have the most complex trading and
quoting conventions than any other securities. Lets try several examples here. Most
fixed income securities are quoted on the thirty second basis. For example, a bond
quoted at 100.16 does not mean the bond will be bought and sold at 100 dollars
and 16 cents. But rather, the bond will be bought and sold at 100 + 16/32, which
is 100 dollars and 50 cents. One tick in fixed income securities is 1/32. Stocks used
to have ticks too of 1/8 and 1/16 but they do not have that anymore.

Another interesting trading convention is dirty price versus clean price. Bonds
are quoted by the clean price but transacted by the dirty price. The difference is
the accrued interest. Investors who buy and sell bonds need to compute the accrued
interest by themselves and the add to the clean price to get the dirty price.

Daycount convention is another complexity in trading fixed income securities.
Due to the fact that we do not have equal number of days in every month, the
number of days between two consecutive coupons varies from time to time. For
example, a bond pays coupons on the fifteen of June and the fifteen of December.
From 2008/6/15 to 2008/12/15 is 183 days and yet from 2008/12/15 to 2009/6/15
is 182 days. Daycount convention is designed to equalize the difference in days.
Misusing daycount can lead to wrong a clean price calculation.

We should explain these conventions in details later in this chapter.

1.1.3 OTC Trading and Liquidity Risk

Another very unique feature of trading fixed income securities is that, except for a
small quantity of corporate bonds and standardized futures and options contracts,
nearly all fixed income securities are transacted in the over-the-counter (OTC) mar-
ket and in large notionals. This prohibits individual investors from trading the fixed
income securities. Institutional investors, like mutual funds, pension funds, hedge
funds, and insurance companies are the participants in the market.

Many of these companies buy and hold fixed income securities and count on
their interests. As a result only a small percentage of fixed income securities are
actively transacted. Although there is formal statistic of what percentage of fixed
income securities that are actively transacted but people believe that it is less than
10%. Hence, it is important to realize that fixed income securities usually suffer
very large bid-ask spreads. It is not unusual in the municipal bond market where
the bid-ask spreads can be as large as 10% of the face value! Compared to $9.95 flat
fee that discount brokers charge for trading large amount of stocks, fixed income
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securities investors pay large liquidity premiums.

1.2 How Many Interest Rates Are Out There?

You would not believe the number of interest rates that we observe on a daily basis.
These interest rates are highly related, either by tax, or by default risk, or by market
microstructure.

1.2.1 US Treasuries

To support the government work, the United State Treasury department borrows
money from its citizens (ironically, China and Japan own over 30% of the U.S.
Treasuries) by issuing IOUs. These IOUs are categorized, by their coupon structure
and issuance frequency, into the following three groups:

• T bills – zero coupon, up to 1 year

• T notes – semi-annual coupon, 1 10 years

• T bonds – semi-annual coupon, 10 30 years

• CMT (Constant Maturity Treasury)

• TIPS (Treasury Inflation Protected Security)

• STRIPS (Separate Trading of Registered Interest and Principal Securities)

Treasury bills (T bills) are less than one year zero coupon Treasury securities.
Three T bills are auctioned once a week on Thursdays – 4 week (Monday auction),
13 week, and 26 week T bills. Hence, these are “on-the-run" T bills.

Treasury notes (T notes) usually auctioned every month. The “on-the-run"
T notes are currently 2, 5, and 10 year T notes. Only 30-year Treasury bonds (T
bonds) are auctioned right now, four times a year, in February, May, August, and
November. 1

TIPS are inflation protected Treasuries and are auctioned for 5 and 10 years
only on an irregular basis. TIPS pay coupons that are inflation adjusted where the
adjustment is tied to CPI (Consumer Price Index) that is published by the monthly
by the Bureau of Labor Statistics of the United States Department of Labor.

1http://www.treasurydirect.gov/indiv/research/indepth/tbonds/res_tbond_faq.htm.
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CMTs are interpolated (weighted average of Treasury yields) Treasury inter-
est rates published on the fly by the Treasury department. Given that the actual
Treasury issues have fixed maturities, and hence cannot provide good benchmarking
for other interest rates (e.g. swap rates), the Treasury department compiles interest
rates for “constant maturities". 2 Note that CMT rates are “semi-annual par rates",
which means, it is the coupon rate of a Treasury issue of the given tenor sold at
the face value. Currently, there are 1, 3, 6 month, and 1, 2, 3, 5, 7, 10, 20, 30 year
CMTs available.

STRIPS are T-Notes, T-Bonds and TIPS whose interest and principal portions
of the security have been separated, or “stripped"; these may then be sold separately
in the secondary market. The name derives from the notional practice of literally
tearing the interest coupons off (paper) securities. The government does not directly
issue STRIPS; they are formed by investment banks or brokerage firms, but the
government does register STRIPS in its book-entry system. They cannot be bought
through TreasuryDirect, but only through a broker.

1.2.2 FED rates

There are two interest rates controlled by the Federal Reserve Bank.

• FED fund rate

• Discount rate

The Fed funds rate is the interest rate at which banks lend their federal funds
at the Federal Reserve to banks, usually overnight. Hence, it is an interbank lending
rate. This rate is usually higher than the short term Treasury rates.

The discount rate is the interest rate at which member banks may borrow
short term funds directly from a Federal Reserve Bank. The discount rate is one of
the two interest rates set by the Fed, the other being the Federal funds rate. The
Fed actually controls this rate directly, but this fact does not really help in policy
implementation, since banks can also find such funds elsewhere. This rate is lower
than the short term Treasury rates.

1.2.3 LIBOR based products

LIBOR stands for London InterBank Offer Rate and is an interbank rate between
major commerical banks, led by the Bank of England, in London. LIBORs have

2http://research.stlouisfed.org/fred2.
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become the benchmark interest rates in the financial industry (in place of Treasury
rates), mainly because these are the funding costs of most banks in the financial
industry. There are three popular LIBOR rates set by the major commerical banks:
1 month, 3 month, and 6 month rates. However, there are long term LIBOR deriva-
tives such as Eurodollar futures contracts and interest rate swaps.

• LIBOR (London Interbank Offer Rate)

• Eurodollar futures

• IRS (Interest Rate Swaps)

Given that U.K. has no central bank, unlike the U.S., the Bank of England
serves the role of the central bank for the U.K. As a result, LIBOR symbolizes the
government rate. However, technically the Bank of England is not the central after
all, LIBOR as a result remains a private interest rate.

LIBOR is published by the British Bankers Association (BBA) after 11:00 am
(and generally around 11:45 am) each day, London time, and is a filtered average
of inter-bank deposit rates offered by designated contributor banks, for maturities
ranging from overnight to one year. There are 16 such contributor banks and the
reported interest is the mean of the 8 middle values. The shorter rates, i.e. up to
6 months, are usually quite reliable and tend to precisely reflect market conditions.
The actual rate at which banks will lend to one another will, however, continue to
vary throughout the day.

Floating rate products use LIBORs as benchmarks, mainly because companies
that issue floating rate bonds cannot borrow at the Treasury rates. Although the
actual situations may change, by and large, LIBORs are in between AAA and AA
corporate yields.

1.2.4 Agencies

Agencies refer to three government supported financial institutions that underwrite
and guarantee residential mortgages.3

• corporate bonds of GNMA, FNMA, FHLMC

Government National Mortgage Association (GNMA, pronounced Gennie Mae),
Federal National Mortgage Association (FNMA, pronounced Fannie Mae), and Fed-
eral Home Loan Mortgage Corporation (FHLMC, pronounced Freddie Mac) are

3There are other similar agencies: Student Loan Marketing Association (Sallie Mae).



6 Chapter 1: Introduction

three government agencies that underwrite residential mortgages to the secondary
market.

These three agencies were set up after the World War II to help low income
and military veterans to purchase homes. Recently the congress, after recognizing
the historical mission has been successfully accomplished, announced that they were
no longer government agencies but private financial institutions. Yet, investors still
believe that there is implicit government backing when these three agencies are in
trouble. As a result, they issue corporate bonds with lower yields. An informal
rating for these three agencies is AAAA, one rating higher than the highest rating
given by rating agencies.

1.2.5 Corporates (Credit rating)

Corporations borrow to finance their investment projects. There is a wide variety of
forms of how corporate borrowing – ranging from short term borrowings like lines
of credit, commercial papers (90 days and 180 days typically), and bank term loans
(which themselves take various forms), to medium term corporate notes and bonds,
to long term corporate bonds (some can be as long as 100 years!)

There is a wide variety of forms within corporate bonds – fixed rate bonds,
floating rate bonds (floaters), bonds with sinking funds, bonds with amortizing
principals, convertible bonds, callable and puttable bonds, . . . etc. Corporate bonds
also vary in terms of covenants, collaterals, and seniorities.

Rating agencies rate corporate bonds by their default likelihoods and recovery
values once defaults happen. Hence, ratings provide investors a rough idea of how
risky corporate bonds are in a general way. In other words, ratings summarize all
the information with a single letter to help investors understand the credit risk of
corporate bonds. While ratings are very helpful, due to their simplicity, they are
often criticized to be inaccurate and behind market timing. Despite many rating
agencies that provide different rating systems, in general we have 9 rating groups:

• AAA

• AA

• A

• BBB

• BB

• B
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• CCC

• CC

• C

• D

where within each rating there could be multiple, usually three, sub-groups (called
notches).

Due to different business characteristics (business risk), we often classify com-
panies into industry sectors. The highest level of classification is to divide companies
into two groups: financial and industrial. Financial companies have high leverage
ratios due the nature of the business, hence cannot be compared with other industrial
firms. Industrial companies are further divided into many groups. Different service
companies classify industrial companies differently. For example, Compustat, the
largest financial data source, classifies the companies as follows:

• Division 0: Agriculture, Forestry, And Fishing

• Division 1: Mining, and Construction

• Division 2,3: Manufacturing

• Division 4: Transportation, Communications, Electric, Gas, And Sanitary
Services

• Division 5: Wholesale Trade, Retail Trade

• Division 6: Finance, Insurance, and Real Estate

• Division 7,8: Services

• Division 9: Public Administration

Combining every industry sector and every credit rating, we are able assign
each and every firm into a “cohort”. For example, 9 credit ratings (from AAA to C)
and 9 industry sectors result in 81 cohorts. Within each cohort, companies should
be rather homogenous since they belong the same industry and rating. As a result,
we can compute 81 cohort yield curves.



8 Chapter 1: Introduction

1.2.6 Sovereigns (USD denominated)

There are two major types of sovereign bonds traded in the United States (and
denominated in dollars):

• Yankee bonds

• Brady bonds

According to www.investopedia.com, a Yankee bond is a bond denominated
in U.S. dollars and is publicly issued in the United States by foreign banks and
corporations. According to the Securities Act of 1933, these bonds must first be
registered with the Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC) before they can be
sold. Yankee bonds are often issued in tranches and each offering can be as large as
$1 billion.

Due to the high level of stringent regulations and standards that must be
adhered to, it may take up to 14 weeks (or 3.5 months) for a Yankee bond to
be offered to the public. Part of the process involves having debt-rating agencies
evaluate the creditworthiness of the Yankee bond’s underlying issuer.

Foreign issuers tend to prefer issuing Yankee bonds during times when the U.S.
interest rates are low, because this enables the foreign issuer to pay out less money
in interest payments.

According to Wikipedia, Brady bonds are dollar-denominated bonds, issued
mostly by Latin American countries in the 1980s, named after U.S. Treasury Secre-
tary Nicholas Brady.

Brady bonds were created in March 1989 in order to convert bonds issued by
mostly Latin American countries into a variety or "menu" of new bonds after many
of those countries defaulted on their debt in the 1980’s. At that time, the market for
sovereign debt was small and illiquid, and the standardization of emerging-market
debt facilitated risk-spreading and trading. In exchange for commercial bank loans,
the countries issued new bonds for the principal and, in some cases, unpaid interest.
Because they were tradable and came with some guarantees, in some cases they were
more valuable to the creditors than the original bonds.

The key innovation behind the introduction of Brady Bonds was to allow the
commercial banks to exchange their claims on developing countries into tradable
instruments, allowing them to get the debt off their balance sheets. This reduced
the concentration risk to these banks.

The plan included two rounds. In the first round, creditors bargained with
debtors over the terms of these new claims. Loosely interpreted, the options con-
tained different mixes of “exit" and “new money" options. The exit options were
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designed for creditors who wanted to reduce their exposure to a debtor country.
These options allowed creditors to reduce their exposure to debtor nations, albeit
at a discount. The new money options reflected the belief that those creditors who
chose not to exit would experience a capital gain from the transaction, since the
nominal outstanding debt obligation of the debtor would be reduced, and with it
the probability of future default. These options allowed creditors to retain their
exposure, but required additional credit extension designed to “tax" the expected
capital gains. The principal of many instruments was collateralized, as were "rolling
interest guarantees," which guaranteed payment for fixed short periods. The first
round negotiations thus involved the determination of the effective magnitude of
discount on the exit options together with the amount of new lending called for
under the new money options.

In the second round, creditors converted their existing claims into their choice
among the "menu" of options agreed upon in the first round. The penalties for
creditors failing to comply with the terms of the deal were never made explicit.
Nevertheless, compliance was not an important problem under the Brady Plan.
Banks wishing to cease their foreign lending activities tended to choose the exit
option under the auspices of the deal.

By offering a “menu" of options, the Brady Plan permitted credit restructur-
ings to be tailored to the heterogeneous preferences of creditors. The terms achieved
under these deals indicate that debtors used the menu approach to reduce the cost of
debt reduction. Furthermore, it reduced the holdout problem where certain share-
holders have an incentive to not participate in the restructuring in hopes of getting
a better deal.

The principal amount is usually but not always collateralized by specially
issued U.S. Treasury 30-year zero-coupon bonds purchased by the debtor country
using a combination of International Monetary Fund, World Bank, and the country’s
own foreign currency reserves. Interest payments on Brady bonds, in some cases,
are guaranteed by securities of at least double-A-rated credit quality held with the
Federal Reserve Bank of New York.

Countries that participated in the initial round of Brady bond issuance were
Argentina, Brazil, Bulgaria, Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Mexico,
Morocco, Nigeria, Philippines, Poland, Uruguay.

1.2.7 Municipals (Munis)

According to Wikipedia, in the United States, a municipal bond (or muni) is a bond
issued by a state, city or other local government, or their agencies. Potential issuers
of municipal bonds include cities, counties, redevelopment agencies, school districts,
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publicly owned airports and seaports, and any other governmental entity (or group
of governments) below the state level. Municipal bonds may be general obligations
of the issuer or secured by specified revenues. Interest income received by holders of
municipal bonds is often exempt from the federal income tax and from the income
tax of the state in which they are issued, although municipal bonds issued for certain
purposes may not be tax exempt.

Muni bonds are as risky as corporate bonds. Rating agencies rate muni bonds
as they rate corporate bonds.

1.2.8 Retail Credits

The above credit risks are roughly categorized as corporate credits. That is, the
credit risk of an entity. In addition, there are also credit risks from individuals.
Individuals borrow money just like corporations do and they can default on their
loans as well. This is known as retail credit risk. Due to a number of various
reasons, we must model retail credit risk different from corporate credit risk. There
are a number retail loans that are transacted in the secondary market. The most
important one is residential home mortgages.

Mortgage rates

Home owners borrow from banks to purchase their homes and use their homes as
collaterals. These loans are called mortgages. Many mortgage banks lend home
owners with the deposits they receive from their depositors. Many others sell their
mortgages to the secondary market as mortgage-backed securities.

Regardless if a mortgage is lent directly by deposits or selling to the secondary
market, the interest rate charged (called mortgage rate) on the borrower is a function
of the borrower’s credit history, which is categorized as follows:

• prime

• Alt-A

• sub-prime

These mortgage rates reflect the credit quality of the borrowers and hence vary
widely. Prime borrowers are the safest. They must meet many strict criteria such
as low LTV (loan to value ratio, typically less than 80%) and low PI (payment to
income ratio, usually less than 1/3). Alt-A borrowers are less safe. They may not
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be high credit-risky but are classified as such due to lack of long credit history or
lack of documentation. Sub-prime borrowers are regarded as unsafe or high risk,
but they do not necessarily have bad credit history. Some may not have steady job
or regular income.

Credit cards

Credit card loans are the money owed by card owners by not paying the full amount
each month. It is notoriously well known that credit card interest rates are ex-
tremely high (like 18% on a per annum basis). Credit card loans, along with other
retail lendings are packaged in “asset backed securities" and transacted in the sec-
ondary market. A credit card loan can be short or long depending on the borrower’s
consumption and financing habit. It can range from a few days to several months.

Auto loans

Loans borrowed to purchase automobiles are packaged in asset backed securities as
well. However, unlike credit card loans, these auto loans are collateralized (by the
vehicles). As a result, they are much less risky than credit card loans. In fact, the as-
set backed securities backed by auto loans are consider extremely safe and they often
receive AAA ratings. Student loans Student loans are government subsidized loans
which are in many cases guaranteed by the government. The student loans that are
securitized in the secondary market are performed by SLM Corporation (commonly
known as Sallie Mae; originally the Student Loan Marketing Association).

Student loans

Student loans are government subsidized loans which are in many cases guaranteed
by the government. The student loans that are securitized in the secondary market
are performed by SLM Corporation (commonly known as Sallie Mae; originally the
Student Loan Marketing Association).

1.3 Types of Fixed Income Securities

To speculate or hedge the above interest rate changes/risks, there are a number of
different types of fixed income securities transacted in the marketplace, such as:

• bonds (fixed rate or floating rate),
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• options,

• futures/forwards, and

• swaps.

No matter how complex a fixed income security is, it can always be decom-
posed into a combination of the above types of contracts. These types of derivative
contracts are well explained in any standard options and futures textbooks. We
shall not repeat the effort here.

We should note that two of the types, bonds and options, require an upfront
payment. So they are like products to be purchased and owned. Two of the types,
futures/forwards and swaps, require no upfront payment. So they are commitments
made by two counterparties. Futures contracts that guaranteed by the exchange
and hence are free from default risk yet the forward contracts are subject to default
risk.

Different contract designs will represent the same risk very differently. For
example, credit default swaps are designed to protect default loss. A credit default
swap contract takes over the defaulted bond issue and pays the owner notional value
of the bond upon default. In return, the buyer pays in a series of premiums until
either default or maturity (whichever is earlier). This is a swap contract hence there
is no cash changed hands at inception. On the other hand, a put option will provide
exactly the same protection, yet the option requires an upfront payment. It can
be shown that these two contracts are priced very differently. Another example is
property index futures versus property index swaps. Chicago Mercantile Exchange
trades Case-Shiller property index futures while over the counter institutional in-
vestors trade RPX (Radar Logic) property index swaps.

1.4 Market Basics

1.4.1 Yield

Yield, or yield to maturity, represents an expected return of a fixed income security.
Yield is also known as the internal rate of return, which technically means the flat
discount rate that equates the cash flows and the price of the security. There are
various ways to define such a yield. The most elementary ones are:

P = c1

1 + y
+ c2

(1 + y)2 + · · ·+ cn

(1 + y)n
(1.1)
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where cj is the j-th period cash flow. The top line is discrete discounting and the
bottom line is continuous discounting. In a typical case the cash flows are fixed and
the principal is redeemed at the maturity:

cj = c for j < n and cn = 1 + c.

For example, a 10-year 6% coupon bond that pays annual coupons with a face
value of $1000 and a market price of $980 can be calculated to have the following
yield:

980 = 60
1 + y

+ 60
(1 + y)2 + · · ·+ 1060

(1 + y)10

The solution is y = 6.2753% in discrete timeThis yield is an expected return,
or internal rate of return, and not the actual return of the bond. The actual return
depends on how interest rates move and how each $60 is invested. If rates go up in
the next 10 years, the re-investment of each $60 will earn more than 6.2753% and the
final outcome will be more. On the other hand, if rates drop and the re-investment
incomes of $60 coupons will suffer less returns and the final outcome will be less.

In the above equation, the period over which the yield y is generated is consis-
tent with the length of the period. That is, if the period is semi-annual, then y is a
semi-annual yield. However, it is customary to report yields in an annual basis (per
annum) and hence this semi-annual yield needs to be multiplied by 2. As a result,
it is more convenient to embed annualization into the formula. There are two ways
to do that:

#1) P = c1

1 + y/m
+ c2

(1 + y/m)2 + · · ·+ cm×n

(1 + y/m)m×n

#2) P = c1

(1 + y)1/m
+ c2

(1 + y)2/m
+ · · ·+ cm×n

(1 + y)n

(1.2)

where m is the frequency the coupon is paid during a year. In a semi-annual (or
quarterly) case, m = 2 (m = 4). Now the total number of payments is 20 and each
ci = 60 ÷ 2 = 30 and the last payment is c20 = 1030. This way, y is automatically
already annualized (per annum). Take the same example but assume semi-annual
coupons, each coupon payment is now $30 but paid every 6 months. Hence,

980 = 30
1 + y/2 + 30

(1 + y/2)2 + · · ·+ 1030
(1 + y/2)20

980 = 30
(1 + y)0.5 + 30

(1 + y)1 + · · ·+ 30
(1 + y)9.5 + 1030

(1 + y)10
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and the yield now is equal to 6.2723% and 6.3706% respectively.
For quarterly (m = 4) where coupon payment at each quarter is $15 (last

payment is $1015) and 40 quarters, y = 6.2707%. As we can see now that more
frequent discounting leads to less yield. This is intuitive in that if an investment
is paying more frequently and reinvestment income is higher and hence you do not
need a high-return investment to generate the same total cash flow (in the example
it is 60× 10 + 1000 = 1600).

In the extreme case where discounting is continuous:

P = c1e
−y + c2e

−2y + · · ·+ cne
−10y

980 = 60e−y + 60e−2y + · · ·+ 1060e−10y

and y = 6.09%, which is the lowest.
The above demonstration, seen in most text books, however is not realistic.

We observe prices all the time and at no circumstances where we have an integer
number of periods. So how do we deal with this realistic situation?

The continuous discounting method is the easiest to adjust:

P = c1e
−y×t1 + c2e

−y×t2 + · · ·+ cne
−y×tn

where ti is the distance (per annum) between now and the payment date.
For example, we have a 6% coupon bond that matures on December 31, 2030

and today is August 26, 2020 and the bond is paying semi-annual coupons (i.e. $30
per six months). Given the maturity of December 31, 2030, we know that coupons
are paid on June 30 and December 31 every year. Hence, the next coupon payment
date is 12/31/2020. There are 127 days between now (8/26/2020) and end of the
year, which is 0.347 year (i.e. 127÷ 366 because 2020 is a leap year).4 Then we can
write the equation as:

P = 30e−y×0.347 + 30e−y×0.847 + · · ·+ 1030e−y×10.347

and the solution is y = 6.2877%.
The discrete case is more complicated. There are two discrete methods in

equation (1.2). For the first method, 0.347 year is 0.694 half-year. Hence,

980 = 30
(1 + y/2)0.694 + 30

(1 + y/2)1.694 + · · ·+ 1030
(1 + y/2)20.694 (1.3)

4Note that the method used here is daycount A/A, which will be explained later.
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Note that this is the same as the two-step discounting method. If we factor
out 1/(1+y/2)0.694, then it is the same as equation (1.2). In other words, we simply
use equation (1.2) and then discount the fractional period separately.

For the second method, it is more straightforward, given that the power of
1 + y is already per annum:

980 = 30
(1 + y)0.347 + 30

(1 + y)0.847 + · · ·+ 1030
(1 + y)10.347

Later, we will introduce daycount conventions which will modify the fractional
year (0.347) we compute here. Different daycount conventions will lead to different
results of the fractional year.

As we can see that how to discount has an impact on the yield. So we can
conclude that yields are not unique and highly dependent upon the methods used.
This demonstration hopefully can convince you that we should not use yields for
any serious modeling efforts but use prices.

1.4.2 Par Yield and Zero Rate

At the surface, it seems like the second method is superior, as it is more generic
and easier. Yet, the first method has one big advantage and hence remains as the
major discounting method (especially for securities that pay semi-annual coupons).
When the price is equal to the face value, the first method of equation (1.2) has a
nice result:

c = y

The bond in this case is called a par bond and the yield (also coupon rate) is
called the par yield.

Practitioners believe that when a bond is priced at par, its “convexity bias" is
the least. If it is priced below par (discount) or above par (premium), then the bias
is worse. Hence this makes it easier to compare bonds with different coupons. Note
that (to be discussed in Chapter 3 in details) higher coupons lead to shorter durations
and consequently less risk. Hence it is usually frowned upon when we compare yields
of different coupons and different maturities. However, it is customary in the fixed
income world that par yields are compared – known ad the par yield curve.

While coupon bonds have no unique yield result, zero-coupon bonds do. In
a zero-coupon bond, you pay a price now and receive the face value at maturity.
The internal return is the actual return. It is common that we only use continuous
formula to compute the yield of a zero-coupon bond:
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P = e−yτ

y = −1
τ

lnP

where τ represents time to maturity. When we build the yield curve, we use only
zero coupon bonds. Hence, the resulting yield curve is also called the zero curve. In
Chapter 2, we will define each term carefully and rigorously. Time indices will be
added to the variables.

1.4.3 Price Quote vs. Rate Quote or Volatility Quote

Unlike equities, not all fixed income securities are quoted in term of price. Many
markets use rate quotes and the swaption market is custom to volatility quotes. We
should note that in the Treasury auction market, bids are submitted in terms of
yields.

T Bills are Rate Quotes

It is important to differentiate rate quotes, that are to determine transaction prices,
and rates of return, that represent percentage return of an investment. Rate quotes
are subject to day count conventions. For example, T bill quotes are subject to
Actual/360 convention. Hence, a quote of 3.24 of a bill 21 days to maturity has a
price of:

100− 3.24× 21
360 = 99.81

The rate of return of this bill can be computed discretely as:

100− 99.81
99.81 × 365

21 = 3.285%

Hence 3.24 is not representing rate of return, 3.285 is.
Note that 99.81 is a percent quote. It represents the price to pay for acquiring

a bond is 99.81% of its face value. If the face value is $100, it costs $99.81; if it is
$100,000, it costs $99,810. If it is $1, then it costs 0.9981. This is known as the
discount factor.

Swaptions are Volatility Quotes

Swaptions are quoted by volatility, more specifically, Black volatility:
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C = P (t, TC)[w(t)N(d+)− wKN(d−)]

where

d± = lnw(t)− lnwK

v(t, T ) ± 1
2v(t, T )2

and w(t) is the current swap rate, wK is the strike price.
In other words, the quoting mechanism assumes that the underlying swap rate

follows a log-normal distribution.

1.4.4 Daycount

Daycount is a very special trading convention in the world of fixed income securities.
Other markets have trading conventions (e.g. CBOE does not specify maturity date
as a fixed date but the Saturday of the third Friday of the expiration month). The
daycount convention specifies how many days should be in a month and in a year.
There are 5 popular daycount conventions:

• 0: 30/360 (corporate fixed, fixed leg of IRS USD)

• 1: A/A (T notes/bonds)

• 2 A/360 (corporate floaters, T bills, floating leg of IRS to match with 30/360))

• 3: A/365 (floating leg of IRS to match with 30/365)

• 4: European 30/360

• -: 30/365 (fixed leg of IRS non-USD)

The code is what is used by the Excel function yearfrac(a,b,c) where a is the
beginning date, b is the ending date, and c is the code of the daycount convention.
Lets first study 30/360 convention. This convention assumes that there are exactly
30 days in a month for any fraction of a month. For example, from 1/2/2003 to
2/28/2003, both months are not full months. In a normal calendar, January has
29 days and February has 28 days. But under 30/360, there are only 28 days in
January (28 = 30 – 2) and 28 days in February. Hence, the period in years is:

0.155556 =
[30− 2

30 + 28
30

]
÷ 12
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This implies that there will be 1 day in January if we count from 1/29/2003
and 0 day if we count from 1/30/2003:

0.08055556 =
[30− 29

30 + 28
30

]
÷ 12

Interestingly, since there can be only 30 days in a month, it will be 0 day if we
count from 1/30/2003 and 1/31/2003:

0.07777778 =
[ 0
30 + 28

30

]
÷ 12

But on the other hand, if the ending date is 3/1/2003, then we will have a full
month for February. Hence, although there is only one day difference between 2/28
and 3/1, the 30/360 daycount treats it as three days apart:

0.163888889 =
[30− 2

30 + 1 + 1
30

]
÷ 12

The following table summarizes the result.

beginning ending daycount year frac
1/2/2003 2/28/2003 30/360 0.15556

1/29/2003 2/28/2003 30/360 0.08056
1/30/2003 2/28/2003 30/360 0.07778
1/31/2003 2/28/2003 30/360 0.07778
1/2/2003 3/1/2003 30/360 0.16389

Table 1.1: Daycount

Under A/A, the year fraction from 1/2/2003 to 2/28/2003 is 57 days (actual
number of days between 1/2/2003 to 2/28/2003) divided by 365 (which is the actual
number of days in year 2003):

0.156164 = # of days in between
# of days in a year = 57

365

which is the same as A/365 in a normal year (but not in a leap year, which will be
explained later):

0.156164 = # of days in between
365 = 57

365

Finally, under A/360, the year fraction from 1/2/2003 to 2/28/2003 is:

0.158333 = # of days in between
360 = 57

360
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beginning ending daycount code year frac
12/2/1995 3/1/1996 0 30/360 0.24722
12/2/1995 3/1/1996 1 A/A 0.2459
12/2/1995 3/1/1996 2 A/360 0.25
12/2/1995 3/1/1996 3 A/365 0.24658

Table 1.2: Daycount

In a leap year, there are 29 days in February (e.g. 1996). For example, from
12/2/1995 to 3/1/1996, we have the following results:
where each of the results above is calculated as follows:

0.247222 =
[30− 2

30 + 1 + 1 + 1
30

]
÷ 12

0.245902 = # of days in between
# of days in a year = 90

366

0.250000 = # of days in between
360 = 90

360

0.246575 = # of days in between
365 = 90

365

1.4.5 Accrued Interest

Accrued interest is another daycount convention in fixed income. For reason given
before I was born, bonds are quoted by their “clean price" instead of the real price
(called “dirty price"). Investors of bonds need to compute the price (dirty price)
they have to pay by adding accrued interest to the clean price.

Figure 1.1: Accrued Interest

Hence, the dirty price is:

Dirty Price = Clean Price + 60
182 ×

cpn
2
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1.4.6 Spreads

Spreads represent additional return of owning fixed income securities to Treasuries
if the security pays fixed coupons or LIBOR if the security pays floating coupons.
Hence, it is commonly used to indicate cheap/expensive of a fixed income security.
When a spread is large, the security is said to be cheap, and small is referred to
expensive.

Spreads are model-dependent. That is, we need a formula or model to compute
a spread.

• OAS

• z spread

• DM (Discount margin)

• LIBOR spread

• yield spread

• CDS spread

OAS (short for option adjusted spread) is the most popular spread used. There
is some common misunderstanding of what OAS really represents. For a long time
people regarded OAS as a measure of optionality in a fixed income security. But
the correct interpretation of OAS is the “additional optionality" after taking out
all known embedded options. For example, a callable bond is priced with the yield
curve and the call option. If there is any additional optionality remained, there will
be positive OAS. Hence, an OAS can be negative if we take too much option value
out of the bond price.

If one believes that the option value taken out is correct and still OAS is
non-zero, it means trading opportunity. Indeed investors use OAS to measure
cheap/expensive of a fixed income security.

A common optionality that cannot be taken out is credit risk. Credit risk is
an important option but unfortunately not properly modeled. We shall discuss how
to model credit risk later. Hence, often OAS is regarded as a measure of the credit
risk.

A z spread can be thought of OAS with no volatility in the underlying asset.
Hence it is similar to the deterministic OAS (only using the yield curve). The only
difference is market yield curve (OAS) versus model yield curve (z spread).



Market Basics 21

DM (short for discount margin) is used commonly with floaters. It represents
an additional income, just like OAS. Since floaters do not have a clean yield curve,
DM is added to the forward rates (which represents the expected rates). Since
floaters are all at par at issuance (DM = 0), DM represents how later on floaters
are transacted at discount or premium. Note that a risk free floater should always
be priced at par at coupon dates. Hence a positive DM represents that the credit
quality of the floater has deteriorated since its issuance. As a result, DM is a common
quoting language for a floater.

LIBOR spread is a very general term to measure the credit quality of a fixed
income security or the funding cost of a financial institution, relative to LIBOR.
This is because LIBOR is the benchmark for major investment banks. Similar to
DM, a LIBOR spread represents the credit quality over LIBOR. However, different
from DM, a LIBOR spread is not a quoting language. It is common term for the
credit quality.

Yield spread refers to the spread over a Treasury. Treasuries are default risk
free fixed income securities. Hence, the spread over a Treasury is the absolute
measure of credit risk. Depending on what duration of the security, a different
Treasury would be used. For example, mortgages are tied to 10 year Treasury;
floaters are tied to 6-month or 1-year Treasury. Since Treasuries are fixed rate
securities, we can only benchmark to their yields to maturity. As a the securities
that use yield spreads are fixed rate securities.

CDS spread is a credit spread reflecting the default risk of a security. Since
all the above spreads contain the credit component, we can view CDS spreads to be
contained in other spreads.

1.4.7 Spot and Forward Rates

The major building block in fixed income securities is the yield curve, or also known
as the term structure of interest rates. We shall discuss all the necessary details in
Chapter ??. But in this section, we shall introduce the basic idea.

In Figure 1.2, we demonstrate how various rates are defined. Let rt be a one-
period (say, one year) rate that moves randomly over time. We observe r0 but do
not observe r1, r2, and r3. However, we do observe all the yields y0t for all t. From
the yields, we can then compute the forward rates as follows:

• continuous time:
y0,n = 1

n

∑n

i=1 f0,i,i+1 (1.4)
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• discrete time:

y0,n = n

√∏n

i=1 (1 + f0,i,i+1) (1.5)

where ft,u,v represents the forward rate observed at time t for a forward rate covering
a future period between u and v. Hence, f0,i,i+1 is the forward rate observed today
(traded in the marketplace today) for a future period between i and i + 1 which is
one period forward rate). For example, f012, f023, f034 are one-year forward rates,
f013, f024 are two-year forward rates, and f014 is a three-year forward rate.

Figure 1.2: Spot and Forward Rates

Finally, we note that yield to maturity = rate of return = holding period return
= capitalization rate = spot rate
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1.4.8 Example

Here, there are some demonstrations of how to go from one set of rates (e.g. spot)
to another set of rates (e.g. forward). Example 1 (Figure 1.3) is given spot rates
as input and computes the forward rates (both discrete and continuous). Similarly,
Examples 2 and 3 are given discount factors and forward rates as inputs respectively
and compute the rest. Formulas are given by equations (1.4) and (1.5).

Figure 1.3: Spot and Forward Rates
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Figure 1.4: Spot and Forward Rates

Figure 1.5: Spot and Forward Rates
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1.5 Exercises

1. Why is a stock not a fixed income security even though its price is sensitive to
rate change?
2. Trading conventions are important for fixed income securities. Name a few.
3. Fixed income securities are predominantly traded in the OTC markets. Why is
that?
4. There are many interest rates in the fixed income markets. Name a few. Compare
them.
5. There are four basic contract types of fixed income securities. What are they?
How do they differ?
6. Given the following zero coupon bond prices:

Table 1.3: Add caption

TTM P
1 0.9
2 0.8
3 0.7
4 0.6

find the zero rates using (i) annual (ii) semi-annual, and (iii) continuous compound-
ing.
7. Someone computed and reported the following annually discounted yield curve
(zero rates) to you. How do you find out the discount factors?

Table 1.4: Add caption

TTM YTM
1 0.04
2 0.05
3 0.06
4 0.07

8. If the above yields are continuously discounted, what are the discount factors?
What are the 1-year forward rates?
9. Use annually discounted factors, compute the price of a 6%, 4-year coupon bond.
Also compute the yield of this coupon bond.
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Chapter 2

Term and Volatility Structures of
Interest Rates

The fundamental knowledge underlying the entire universe of fixed income securities
lies in the term structure of interest rates (or commonly known as the yield curve)
and the term structure of volatilities (or volatility curve). The former is the foun-
dation for fixed income securities that do not have any optionality and the latter is
the foundation for those that do. In this chapter, we study both term structures at a
very superficial level. In a later chapter, we study the fundamental factors that lie
under these two term structures.

2.1 Introduction

Different from stocks, fixed income securities are like (interest rate) derivatives –
duh!, in that the contracts will expire (and cease to exist) at a given future time.
As a result, for a given issuer, there are usually contracts with different expiration
dates. These contracts share the same fundamental risk (issuer risk which is usually
the credit risk) and yet they differ in time risk (time-to-maturity risk, or term risk).
Hence there exist interesting relationships among these securities of the same issuer
and often depicted in two term structures: return and volatility.

The return term structure, i.e. the term structure of interest rates, describes
how various returns of these securities (of the same issuer) are related. In the fixed-
income language, these returns are also called yield. Hence this term structure is
also known as the yield curve.

The volatility term structure, a.k.a. the term structure of volatilities, describes
how their volatilities are related. It is also called the volatility curve.
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The information of the yield curve can be inferred from traded prices of these
securities and the information of the volatility curve can be inferred from the prices
of the options written on these securities. Take US Treasuries as an example, there
are well over 100 US Treasuries traded in the marketplace (over the counter) and
Treasury bond futures options are traded also very frequently on the Chicago Mer-
cantile Exchange.

To analyze the yield and volatility curves separately and in combination, we
need to build an interest rate model. In this chapter, we will focus on the markets
and in Chapter ?? we will discuss how an interest rate model can be used.

2.2 What Is a Yield Curve (Term Structure of
Interest Rates)?

A yield curve (or term structure of interest rates) is a collection of yields with various
maturities. In Chapter 1, we have seen various interest rates. Hence theoretically
each interest rate category has a yield curve of its own. However, due to (lack of)
liquidity and too few contracts, it is usually not easy to see a full yield curve of
any of these interest rates except for US Treasuries and LIBOR (and more recently
OIS).

2.2.1 A Sample: US Treasuries

There are a large number of US Treasury securities traded publicly, as mentioned
in Chapter 1. Treasury bills, notes, and bonds are the most important Treasury
securities. As of January of 2020, there are 40 T bills, 295 T notes and bonds, and
43 TIPS.1

Treasury securities (bills, notes, bonds, and TIPS) of chosen maturities are
auctioned regularly periodically.2 As we can see from Figure 2.1, the auctioned
securities are: 4-week (1-month), 8-week (2-month), 13-week (3-month)), 26-week
(6-month), and 52-week (1-year) T bills, and 2-year, 3-year, 5-year, 7-year, 10-year,
20-year, and 30-year T notes and bonds.

1To see all the history of outstanding Treasuries (and agency bonds), please see
https://www.newyorkfed.org/markets/soma/sysopen_accholdings.html.

2See https://www.treasurydirect.gov/instit/annceresult/annceresult.htm. The whole sched-
ule can be found here: https://www.treasury.gov/resource-center/data-chart-center/quarterly-
refunding/Documents/auctions.pdf.
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Treasury Auction System: TAAPS

According to Investopedia:
“Treasury Automated Auction Processing System (TAAPS) is a computer net-

work system developed by the Federal Reserve Bank. It is facilitated by Fed banks,
to process bids and tenders received for Treasury securities.

Treasury auctions began in 1929 with the auctioning of 3-Month Treasury Bills.
From 1973 through 1976 the auction system expanded to include bills, notes, bonds,
Treasury Inflation Protected Securities, or TIPS, and Floating Rate Notes, or FRNs.
Until 1993, bids were received in paper form and processed manually, which was an
extremely time-consuming and inefficient process. The TAAPS system created the
streamlined and efficient process needed to handle the growing volume of treasury
securities trades.”

The participants must be certified by the Treasury department. In general,
commercial banks are all certified.3

TreasuryDirect: retail

TreasuryDirect was established during the Clinton administration which argued that
individuals should be able to participate Treasury auctions as well as financial in-
stitutions. Prior to that, individuals can only participate in mutual funds to own
Treasury returns.

One hurdle to let individuals participate in Treasury auctions is the denomi-
nation of the Treasuries – $100,000.4 Hence, to facilitate individual participation,
the denomination is dropped to $1,000.

TreasuryDirect is a website run by the Bureau of the Fiscal Service under the
United States Department of the Treasury that allows US individual investors to
purchase Treasury securities such as Treasury Bills directly from the U.S. govern-
ment.

The individuals who participate in purchasing Treasuries via TreasuryDirect
cannot participate in bidding but can only take TAAPS prices as given.

3According to the Treasury website: TAAPS is an application for the exclusive use of institutions
that provides direct access to U.S. Treasury auctions.

4Treasury futures are $1 million denomination.
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Figure 2.1: Treasury Auction Schedule (partial list)

On-the-run Treasuries

These auctioned Treasuries are known as “on-the-run” issues. As time goes by and
new on-the-run issues roll out, existing old on-the-run issues become “off-the-run”
as then roll down in their maturities. These off-the-run issues in general have low
liquidity, compared to on-the-run ones. Due to this liquidity difference, their prices
are not comparable as off-the-run issues bear an extra risk (and hence their prices
should be lower). Hence, when we build a Treasury yield curve, it is customary that
we use only on-the-run issues. Nevertheless, some institutions will use all issues to
build the yield curve.

When we use only on-the-run issues to build the yield curve, every issue must
be correctly repriced. When we use all issues to build the yield curve, we try to
reprice on-the-run issues as much as possible and allow for larger errors for off-
the-run issues. The allowed errors are quite subjective and there is no science in
determining how much errors are appropriate. We shall discuss both methods in
this chapter.

Figure 2.2 is an example taken from barchart.com website, a snapshot on
8/24/2020. As we can see, the yield curve is not flat. This is because of inflation,
changing expectations and risk premiums for uncertainty.

To explain the shape of the yield curve, the old literature (John Keynes) has



What Is a Yield Curve (Term Structure of Interest Rates)? 31

provided three hypotheses, which we shall discuss later. In modern finance, due to
the needs for trading and hedging, we try to quantify such a shape. Various models
have been proposed. In a later chapter, we shall discuss them in much greater
details. In this chapter, we shall give a short introduction.

The following plot is a yield curve of selected Treasuries on a given day. This
is generally called “par curve” because (except for zero coupon bonds) these are
“on-the-run” bonds which are usually traded at par.5

Figure 2.2: On-the-run Treasury Issues

2.2.2 Coupon-bearing Yield Curve and Par Yield Curve

This regards mainly US Treasury securities. US Treasuries are one of the most liquid
fixed income securities traded publicly. The prices of these hundreds of Treasuries
are available every day. In Chapter 1, equation (1.3) as follows:

P = 1
(1 + y/2)t

(
c

2 + c/2
1 + y/2 + c/2

(1 + y/2)2 + · · ·+ 1 + c/2
(1 + y/2)2×n

)
(2.1)

where t is the yearfraction under the semi-annual basis (see equation (1.3) for the
numerical demonstration). As a result, every Treasury issue can obtain a yield which
can be plotted as the following example (taken from Chen and Scott (2002)):

5On-the-run bonds are those issued by the Treasury department, as mentioned in the previous
chapter. The become off-the-run once a new on-the-run comes to the market. As mentioned in
the previous chapter, Treasury notes are issued quarterly, hence 2, 3, 5 10 year T notes will be on
the run for only 3 months. Since all issues are at par at inception, unless there is high interest rate
volatility, these on the runs will be close to par.
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Figure 2.3: All Treasury Issues

A Remark
It should be noted that there is another yield curve calculation that takes no year-
fraction into account but use the clean prices.6 Yields using clean prices and without
yearfraction are not the correct internal rate of return of the bond.

Par Yield Curve

At issuance, yearfraction is 0 and all issues are auctioned at par. As a result, the
formula used in Chapter 1:

P = c/2
1 + y/2 + c/2

(1 + y/2)2 + · · ·+ 1 + c/2
(1 + y/2)n

where c is the coupon rate and the face value is set at $1. This formula has the
following property:

P = 1 ⇐⇒ c = y

Over time, if rates go up, then previously issued Treasuries will become less
than par (discount). Conversely, if rates drop, then previously issued Treasuries

6In the old days, before smart phones became widespread, a financial calculator by HP can
provide yields by taking the clean price of the bond. These yields are “clean yields”.
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will become more than par (premium). Hence at any given time, the hundreds of
Treasuries are mixed with par, discount and premium issues. The plot of all these
mixed yields against their corresponding times to maturity (or duration).

Constant Maturity Treasury (CMT) Curve

We should note that the on-the-run Treasury notes and bonds shown in Figure 2.2
are par at issuance. The prices will start fluctuating after issuance. Nevertheless
they remain on-the-run until their replacements come to auction.

According to the Treasury Auction Schedule (Figure 2.1), a 10-year note is
auctioned on August 5, 2020 first, and then on September 03, 2020 next. Hence, the
10-year note issued on August 5, 2020 will be on-the-run until its replacement on
August 5, 2020. During this period, the price of the 10-year note issued on August
5 will fluctuate away from par, although it still appears publicly as in Figure 2.2.
As a result, those rates shown in Figure 2.2 are not par yields.

Hence, the Treasury department “adjusts” those on-the-run prices and try to
result in a par yield for each bond. As a result, we can regard CMT rates as par
rates. But note that these rates are not actual market rates but computed by the
Treasury department.

2.2.3 Zero Coupon Yield Curve

Zero coupon bond yield curve (or zero curve) is the most important yield curve.
This is because from this yield curve, we can compute discount factors (or discount
curve) for all maturities. These discount factors are used to discount cash flows of
the futures. The relationship between the discount factor and the yield for any given
maturity is, under continuous time,

yt,T = − lnP (t, T )
T − t

or under discrete time,

yt,T = T −t

√
1

P (t, T ) − 1

For example, r0 = y01 = 6% and f12 = 8% (both annual), then P (0, 2) =
e−(8%+6%) = 0.8694 (continuous) or P (0, 2) = 1

(1+6%)(1+8%) = 0.8735 (discrete).
Hence, the two year yield y02 = − ln 0.8694

2 = 7% (continuous) or y02 =
√

1
0.8735 − 1 =

6.995%.
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A comment
Note that the coupon bond price is taken by the market, which is a result of

no arbitrage trading. Coupon bond price is determined by arbitrage (if zeros are
available)

Π(t, T1, · · ·Tn; c) = cP (t, T1) + cP (t, T2) + · · ·+ (100 + c)P (t, Tn)
= c

∑n

i=1 P (t, Ti) + 100P (t, Tn)

where P (t, Ti) is today’s (i.e. t = T0) price of a zero-coupon bond (face value $1)
maturing at time Ti. It is also a risk-free discount factor (discounting back to today
t = T0) of $1 paid at time Ti. This is no-arbitrage pricing because both zero-coupon
bonds and the coupon bond are traded securities and this relationship must hold or
arbitrage profits take place.7

The yield to maturity of this coupon bond is the internal solution to:

Π(t, T1, T2, ...Tn; c) =
n∑

i=1
e−y0i×(Ti−t)c+ e−y0n×(Tn−t)100

or

Π(t, T1, T2, ...Tn; c) =
n∑

i=1

c

(1 + y0i)Ti−t
+ 100

(1 + y0n)Tn−t

For example, a 1-yr 7% coupon bond should be sold at 100.77(100 face) be-
cause:

107e−6% = 100.77
and 2-yr 7% should be:8

7e−6% + 107e−6%−8% = 99.61

2.2.4 Forward Rate Curve

It is improtant to construct a forward rate curve, once the yield curve is constructed,
as demonstrated in Chapter 1. With a spline method, we obtain a continuous func-
tion for the yield curve, and hence it is quite easy to use the continuous discounting
to construct a forward rate curve.

7If the coupon bond is cheaper, then an arbitrageur will buy the coupon bond and sell the zeros.
Note that the cash flows will exactly match so no future obligations exist and the profit hence is
an arbitrage one. Reversely, the arbitrageur will sell the coupon bond and buy all the zeros.

8Note that 2 × 7% = 6% + 8% and hence 8% is known as the forward rate, as discussed in
Chapter 1.
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Recall the continuous yield and forward rate are, respectively:

y(t, T ) = − 1
T − t

lnP (t, T )

f(t, T ) = −∂ lnP (t, T )
∂T

As a result,

f(t, T ) = −∂y(t, T )
∂T

which implies that the forward rate is the first order differentiation (with respect
to maturity) of the yield. Or reversely, yield is an integration of the foward rate.
Readers are encouraged to compare this result with the discrete result in Chapter
1.

2.3 How to Fit a Yield Curve Function

The first step toward understanding a yield curve is to fit a function through the
market observed prices. There are two popular methods of doing so, each serves a
purpose. The first method is bootstrapping which is suitable for on-the-run Trea-
sury rates (and later on for LIBOR and OIS curves as well). The second method is
a functional form which can be a polynomial or a particularly parameterized func-
tion (e.g. Nelson and Siegel (1987)9). This method is useful if all Treasuries are
considered. It is also important to note that the bootstrapping method is best used
for zero-coupon bonds (i.e. zero rates) while the functional form method can blend
zero-coupon bonds and coupon bonds together.

2.3.1 Bootstrapping

As mentioned, the bootstrapping method is best to use zero rates. Hence, to demon-
strate the bootstrapping method, we use the CMT (constant maturity Treasury)
rates compiled by the Treasury department. CMT rates are calculated by the US
Department of Treasury and are published daily on its website at Daily Treasury
Yield Curve Rates page by 6:00 PM Eastern Time each trading day.

9“Parsimonious Modeling of Yield Curves,” Journal of Business, Vol. 60, No. 4 (Oct., 1987),
pp. 473-489.
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CMT rates are weighted averages of on-the-run Treasuries. The exact method-
ology can be found on the Treasury website: https://home.treasury.gov/policy-
issues/financing-the-government/interest-rate-statistics/treasury-yield-curve-methodology,
if readers are interested. Given that on-the-run Treasuries are presumably par bonds
(but they can be off par so CMT essentially practically “restore” them back to par),
we can reasonably assume that CMT rates are par rates. Table 2.4 is collected from
the St. Louis Federal website (FRED). These are CMT rates on 2/19/2016. CMT
rates are:

t CMT (%)
0.083333 0.26 not used

0.25 0.30 not used
0.5 0.44

1 0.53
2 0.74
3 0.91
5 1.24
7 1.54

10 1.78
20 2.19
30 2.64

Table 2.1: CMT Rates on 2/19/2016

The bootstrapping process can be seen from the following table.

0.5 1 2 3 5 · · · 30
0.44 0.53 0.74 0.91 1.24 · · · 2.64

rate disc. fact t
0.44% 1.0000 0.5 not used 0.265 0.37 0.455 0.62 · · · 1.32
0.53% 0.9947 1 100.265 0.37 0.455 0.62 · · · 1.32
0.74% 0.9890 1.5 0.37 0.455 0.62 · · · 1.32
0.74% 0.9853 2 100.37 0.455 0.62 · · · 1.32
0.91% 0.9775 2.5 0.455 0.62 · · · 1.32
0.91% 0.9731 3 100.455 0.62 · · · 1.32
1.25% 0.9575 3.5 0.62 · · · 1.32
1.25% 0.9515 4 0.62 · · · 1.32

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

. . .
...

2.79% 0.4544 28.5 · · · 1.32
2.79% 0.4482 29 · · · 1.32
2.79% 0.4420 29.5 · · · 1.32
2.79% 0.4359 30 · · · 101.32

Table 2.2: Cash Flows of CMTs
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0.5 1 2 3 5 · · · 30
100 100 100 100 · · · 100

rate disc. fact t
0.44% 1.0000 0.5 not used 0.264994 0.369992 0.45499 0.619986 · · · 1.319971
0.53% 0.9947 1 99.73501 0.368044 0.452595 0.616723 · · · 1.313023
0.74% 0.9890 1.5 0.365917 0.449979 0.613159 · · · 1.305435
0.74% 0.9853 2 98.89605 0.448318 0.610895 · · · 1.300616
0.91% 0.9775 2.5 0.444764 0.606053 · · · 1.290305
0.91% 0.9731 3 97.74935 0.603301 · · · 1.284447
1.25% 0.9575 3.5 0.593619 · · · 1.263835
1.25% 0.9515 4 0.589943 · · · 1.256008
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
2.79% 0.4544 28.5 · · · 0.59984
2.79% 0.4482 29 · · · 0.591597
2.79% 0.4420 29.5 · · · 0.583467
2.79% 0.4359 30 · · · 44.17008

Table 2.3: CMT Valuation (at Par)

As we can see, the method used here is piece-wise flat. Now we can see how
the other methods can be used.

Piece-wise Flat

In the next few subsections, we use a hypothetical example as follows:

i τ y(τ) = (ai)
0 0 1%
1 0.25 2
2 0.5 3
3 1 4
4 2 5
5 3 6
6 5 7
7 7 8
8 10 9

Table 2.4: Hypothetical Zero Rates

Piece-wise flat is the most fundamental method in building the yield curve. It
is obvious that it is non-continuous (or more precisely left-continuous). The curve
jumps at every knot point.
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Figure 2.4: Piece-wise Flat

Piece-wise Linear

Piece-wise linear is continuous but non-smooth (i.e. non-differentiable). The first
order derivative is non-continuous.

Figure 2.5: Piece-wise Linear

Splines

The spline method is a polynomial function between any two yields.

y(τ) = ai + bi(τ − τi) + ci(τ − τi)2

y(τ) = ai + bi(τ − τi) + ci(τ − τi)2 + di(τ − τi)3

...
(2.2)

where τi < τ < τi+1 and for convenience τ0 = 0.
The two most popular ones are quadratic and cubic (power 2 and power 3).

One can go one more power to have quartic splines. Adams (2001) argues that the
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quartic spline gives the smoothest interpolator of the forward curve,10 yet many
agree that this is an overkill.

Quadratic spline is not only continuous but smooth (first order differentiable).
Hence it makes sense to connect the slopes from the left and the right. The quadratic
equation given in equation (2.2) is:

y(τ) = ai + bi(τ − τi) + ci(τ − τi)2 (2.3)

First of all, it is obvious that at any τ = τi,

y(τi) = ai (2.4)

for all i = 0, 1, · · · , n. Hence we know that the constants of the quadratic equation
are key rates at the knot points.

First of all, at τ = 0, y(0) = a0 which is the instantaneous rate. This rate does
not exist in reality (only in theory). Hence it must be estimated (using a model) or
approximated by a very short term rate (e.g. overnight rate).

From equation (2.4), we know that y(τi+1) = ai+1. Given that the function is
continuous, by equation (2.3), it must be the case that:

ai+1 = y(τi+1)
= ai + bi(τi+1 − τi) + ci(τi+1 − τi)2 (2.5)

which allows us to solve for ci as follows:

ci = (ai+1 − ai)− bi(τi+1 − τi)
(τi+1 − τi)2 (2.6)

c0 hence is:

c0 = (a1 − a0)− b0τ1

τ 2
1

which relies on b0. To solve for b0, we need another equation.
Now we take the first order derivative:

y′(τ) = bi + 2ci(τ − τi) (2.7)
10Adams, Ken, “Smooth interpolation of zero curves,” Algo Research Quarterly, 4(1/2):11—22,

2001.
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At τ0 = 0, y′(0) = b0. This is an extra degree of freedom, and we can, for the
sake of convenience, set it to 0. That is: b0 = 0. Then c0 = (a1−a0)

τ2
1

.

As a general case, the slope must be the same at the knot points, which means
that the slopes from two ends must be equal. From equation (2.7)

#1 y′(τi) = bi−1 + 2ci−1(τi−1 − τi)
#2 y′(τi) = bi + 2ci(τi − τi) = bi

(2.8)

Hence, bi is:

bi = bi−1 + 2ci−1(τi−1 − τi) (2.9)

which relies on previous coefficients bi−1 and ci−1 only. Using this result, we can
then obtain ci by plugging it in equation (2.6).

The following is an example of a quadratic spline.

Figure 2.6: Quadratic Spline

As we can see, at the knot points (t = 0.25, 0.5, 1, 2) the function is both
continuous and differentiable.

Cubic spline is twice-differentiable. There are many varieties of cubic spline.11

• natural cubic spline.
The second derivative of the interpolator at τ1 and at τn are zero.

• financial cubic spline
The function is linear on the left and horizontal on the right.

11See “Methods for Constructing a Yield Curve” by Hagan and West for details.
http://web.math.ku.dk/∼rolf/HaganWest.pdf
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• quadratic-natural spline proposed in McCulloch and Kochin (2000)
The function is linear on the right and quadratic on the left.

• Bessel method
It is also often called the Hermite method. It is popular among software
vendors. The values of bi for 1 < i < n are chosen to be the slope at τi of the
quadratic that passes through (τi, rj) for j = i− 1, i, i + 1. The value of b1 is
chosen to be the slope at τ1 of the quadratic that passes through (τi, rj) for
j = 1, 2, 3; the value of bn is chosen likewise.

• monotone preserving cubic spline by Hyman (1983)
The values of bi for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

2.3.2 Using a Functional Form

Nelson-Siegel

The following is the Nelson and Siegel function.

y(τ) = β0 + β1

1− exp
(
−τ/λ1

)
τ/λ1

+ β2

1− exp
(
−τ/λ2

)
τ/λ2

− exp
(
−τ/λ2

)
where τ is the time to maturity measured in years and λ1 and λ2 are two arbitrary
constants (to make the yield curve more flexibly shaped). The corresponding formula
for the instantaneous forward rate is:

f(τ) = β0 + β1 exp
(
−τ/λ1

)
+ β2

τ

λ2
exp

(
−τ/λ2

)

The model is typically applied by fitting the zero rate curve, y(τ), to a set of
bond prices, but one can alternatively fit a model for the forward rate curve using
the formula for f(τ). Yet Gurkaynak, Sack, and Wright (2006) use a variation of
the model to fit the par yield curve.12

Haugen

Haugen13 suggests the following function:
12See https://www.federalreserve.gov/pubs/feds/2006/200628/200628pap.pdf.
13Modern Investment Theory, Prentice Hall.
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y(τ) = β0 + (β1 + β2τ)e−β3τ

Arbitrary Function

Given that there is no theoretical foundation of any of the fitting methods, one
can simply seek the function of the best fit. Hence, one can just use a polynomial
function between yields and times to maturity.

y(τ) = β0 + β1τ + β2τ
2 + · · ·

2.3.3 Using a Model

See the example Figure 2.3 which is a three-factor CIR model.

2.3.4 A Discussion

In this section, I demonstrate how to construct a yield curve. The example of the
bootstrapping is a piece-wise flat spot curve. Although this is the standard method
used by the industry (e.g. Bloomberg), it should be noted that it is not theoretically
preferred. As indicated in Section 2.2.4, forward rates are differentiation of the spot
rates. Hence if the spot rate curve is non-continuous (and hence non-differentiable),
then the forward curve will not exist. As a result, it is more preferred that the for-
ward curve to be piece-wise flat. Later in this chapter, we will see how bootstrapping
is applied on the forward curve.

The purpose of having a function for the yield curve is that now discount factor
can be computed at any time to maturity. In reality cash flows arrive throughout
the calendar year. In order to discount any cash flow at any given time, we must
know the discount factor at that time.

2.4 Three Hypotheses

Pure expectation hypothesis

There is no uncertainty of interest rates. The shape of the yield curve is entirely
determined by the expectations of future interest rates.
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Liquidity preference

This hypothesis is proposed to explain upward sloping yield curve. It adds to the
pure expectation hypothesis by including liquid premiums on longer term Treasury
issues. It assumes that investors demand a higher yield for a longer term Treasury
issue.

Market segmentation (Preferred habitat)

Market segmentation or preferred habitat hypothesis argues that different bonds
have different clienteles who demand different yields.

Modern theories

None of the above hypotheses assumes random interest rates. Interest rates move
randomly. Furthermore, the more volatile interest rates move, the more curvature is
the yield curve. As a result, modern interest rate theories now replace the traditional
hypotheses to explain the yield curve.

One such theory is Cox-Ingersoll-Ross (1985) where interest rates that are
driven by multiple economic factors move randomly. The shape of the yield curve
is a function of the parameters of the model.

2.5 How Treasury Rates Change

As we have discussed, prices of Treasuries move around after issuance. So what
cause the movements? Unlike stocks whose prices are moved in general by the
fundamentals of the companies (disregarding noise trading), Treasury rates are U.S.
government rates and hence the drivers must be related macroeconomic conditions
of the nation.

Not only is it important to understand why Treasury rates move, but it is also
important to know how differently they move. That is, long term rates move very
differently from short term rates (and medium term rates too). Here we examine a
few popular ones.
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2.5.1 Roll Down Effect

As time goes by, fixed income securities become closer and closer to maturity. As a
result, assuming no new issues are introduced to the market, not only will the yield
curve becomes shorter and shorter, the shape of the yield curve will change, even if
nothing else changes.

This roll down effect is very similar to the “time decay” (a.k.a. theta) in options
whose prices will change over time even though the market is completely still. This
is important in that such change in value must be considered when calculating the
price change of a derivative security.

It is quite obvious to see that if there is absolutely no uncertainty, then today’s
forward curve will become tomorrow’s yield curve. As a result, the difference be-
tween today’s yields are their corresponding forward rates give the roll down effect.

2.5.2 Curve Steepening/Flattening

According to Investopedia (for dummies):
“A flattening yield curve can indicate economic weakness as it signals that

inflation and interest rates are expected to stay low for a while. Markets expect
little economic growth, and the willingness of banks to lend is weak.”
and

“A steepening curve typically indicates stronger economic activity and rising
inflation expectations, and thus, higher interest rates. When the yield curve is steep,
banks are able to borrow money at lower interest rates and lend at higher interest
rates. An example of a steepening yield curve can be seen in a 2-year note with a
1.5% yield and a 20-year bond with a 3.5% yield. If after a month, both Treasury
yields increase to 1.55% and 3.65%, respectively, the spread increases to 210 basis
points, from 200 basis points.”

2.5.3 Hump

“The humped yield curve does not happen very often, but it is an indication that
some period of uncertainty or volatility may be expected in the economy. When the
curve is bell-shaped, it reflects investor uncertainty about specific economic policies
or conditions, or it may reflect a transition of the yield curve from a normal to
inverted curve or from an inverted to normal curve. Although a humped yield curve
is often an indicator of slowing economic growth, it should not be confused with
an inverted yield curve. An inverted yield curve occurs when short-term rates are
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higher than long-term rates or, to put it another way, when long-term rates fall
below short-term rates. An inverted yield curve indicates that investors expect the
economy to slow or decline in the future, and this slower growth may lead to lower
inflation and lower interest rates for all maturities.”

A humped yield curve has important implications to those investors who spec-
ulate/arbitrage on the butterfly trading strategy. Here is Investopedia again:

“When short-term and long-term interest rates decrease by a greater degree
than intermediate-term rates, a humped yield curve known as a negative butterfly
results. The connotation of a butterfly is given because the intermediate matu-
rity sector is likened to the body of the butterfly and the short maturity and long
maturity sectors are viewed as the wings of the butterfly.”

2.5.4 Inversion

“On rare occasions, the yield on short-term bonds is higher than the yield on long-
term bonds. When this happens, the curve becomes inverted. An inverted yield
curve indicates that investors will tolerate low rates now if they believe rates are
going to fall even lower later on. So, investors expect lower inflation rates, and
interest rates, in the future.”

Given that this is not normal (and does not make sense), one should look out
for substantial macroeconomic risks.

Take a look at this. On July 25, 2019:

Figure 2.7: Swiss Yield Curve
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2.6 Yield Curves of Various Interest Rates

In Chapter 1, we discussed various interest rates. For any interest rate mentioned
in Lesson 1II. there exists a yield curve to reflect how investors view the future
dynamics and uncertainty of this interest rate. We give a few examples of how a
yield curve is constructed.

2.6.1 LIBOR Curve

According to Wikipedia (adapted):
“The London Inter-bank Offered Rate is an interest-rate average calculated

from estimates submitted by the leading banks in London. Each bank estimates
what it would be charged were it to borrow from other banks. The resulting rate
is usually abbreviated to LIBOR. It was formerly known as BBA LIBOR (British
Bankers’ Association) before the responsibility for the administration was trans-
ferred to Intercontinental Exchange. It is the primary benchmark, along with the
Euribor, for short-term interest rates around the world.”14

Figure 2.8: LIBOR

These LBIOR rates are only up to a year (Figure 2.8). To complete the LIBOR
curve, derivative contracts must be involved: Eurodollar futures and fixed-floating
interest rate swaps. An example of the ED futures quotes is given in Figure 2.9.
Only up to 4 years of ED futures will be selected. Beyond 4 years, industry use
interest rate swaps (Figure 2.10).

14Due to LIBOR scandal, they will not be published any more after end-2021, and market
participants are strongly encouraged to transition to other risk-free rates.
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Figure 2.9: EuroDollar Futures

ED futures prices are not forward prices. The former is the risk-neutral ex-
pectation of the bond price and the latter is the ratio of two bond prices. Hence
to generate LIBOR curve, we must convert the futrues prices to forward prices.
There are a number of different ways to do that. The easiest way is to do a simple
convexity adjustment.

forward rate = futures rate− 1
2σ

2τiτj

where τ1 = Ti − t and τ2 = Tj − t are times to maturity of the futures contract and
and the underlying bond respectively.15

In Chapter 9, we have the following futures rate equation (equation (9.19)):

futures rate = 100−QFP (2.10)

where QFP is quoted futures price. Hence the forward rate can be computed as:

forward rate = futures rate− 1
2σ

2τi¼

Recall that the forward rate is:

Ψ(t, Ti, Ti + ¼) = 1
1 + forward rate

4
(2.11)

15This easy convexity adjustment can be found in Hull.
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Figure 2.10: IRS Quotes (Reuters)

If we want to be really rigorous, we need to employ a pricing model (Vasicek,
CIR, HJM, or LMM).

Lastly, we need to use swap rates to fulfill the LIBOR curve beyond 4 years
(note that the fixed leg of a swap is semi-annual and floating leg is quarterly – see
Chapter 1 for the conventions):

NPV =
∑2n

i=1 P (t, Ti)
w(t, T2n)

2 −
∑4m

j=1 P (t, Tj)f(t, Tj−1, Tj)
(

days(Tj−1, Tj)
360

)
(2.12)

where 4m = 2n, w(t, T2n) is the fixed swap rate for maturity of n years, and
f(t, Tj−1, Tj) is the forward 3 month LIBOR rate for the payment period from Tj−1
to Tj. We solve for the discount factors (recursively) by setting the NPV’s for all of
the swaps are set to zero to build the forward 3 month LIBOR curve.

Note that the above NPV is evaluated right on the coupon date of both legs.
Otherwise, the equation will be very complex. This is because the daycount con-
vention is Act/360 of the floating leg and is 30/360 for the fixed leg (see Chapter 1
for daycount conventions) and furthermore the fixed leg coupon frequency is semi-
annually (mimicking Treasuries) and the floating leg coupons are paid quarterly
(mimicking corporate floaters). For the details of interest rate swaps, see Chapter
5.

Because the equation is evaluated on the coupon date of both legs, the fixed
leg will have exactly every half year for its year fraction (again, see Chapter 1) while
the floating leg will be the exact number of days (Actual) divided by 360 days for
the year.
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<See Excel>

Remark

It is understandable that LIBOR market (interbanks), Eurodollar futures market
(CME), and swap market (OTC) are quite different in may ways (market micro-
structure, participants, locations, regulations, etc.) and hence no one would expect
their rates are consistent. As a result, when building a curve using prices from these
different markets, it is expected that the curve will not be continuous. As a result
of that, various smoothing techniques are used. There is no consensus to which
smoothing method is best.

2.6.2 OIS Curve

Due to the LIBOR scandal, OIS (overnight index swap) rates have replaced LIBOR
as the industry standard discount rates. The LIBOR scandal was a series of fraudu-
lent actions connected to the Libor (London Inter-bank Offered Rate) and also the
resulting investigation and reaction. LIBOR is an average interest rate calculated
through submissions of interest rates by major banks across the world. The scandal
arose when it was discovered that banks were falsely inflating or deflating their rates
so as to profit from trades, or to give the impression that they were more creditwor-
thy than they were. LIBOR underpins approximately $350 trillion in derivatives.
It is currently administered by Intercontinental Exchange, which took over running
the Libor in January 2014.

The most liquid instruments that can be used to build OIS curve are Fed Fund
Futures and OIS swaps that pay at the daily compounded Fed Fund rate. However,
Fed Fund Futures are currently only liquid up to two years and OIS swaps up to
ten years. Beyond ten years, the most liquid instruments are Fed Fund versus 3M
LIBOR basis swaps, which are liquid up to thirty years.

The problem is that to price these basis swaps one needs both the OIS curve,
to project the Fed Fund rate, and the LIBOR curve, to project the LIBOR rate. In
the past one could have generated the LIBOR curve data separately, by using the
single curve for both forward projection and discounting.16

D(t, T ) = exp
(∫ T

t
r(u)du

)
=
∏n−1

i=0

(
1 + Ri

360

)

16See finpricing.com>lib>irOIS (the URL is too long to be listed here.)
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Figure 2.11: OIS Curve

where Ri is the daily Fed Funds rate for day i, n is the number of days, and T − t =
n

days per year . Note that D(t, T ) is random.
The discount function is derived from market input quotes by setting the net

present value (NPV) of each swap to be equal to zero. For OIS with one cash flow,
the fixed rate is swapped versus the compounding of the Fed Funds rate, and the
NPV is calculated as follows.

NPV = D(t, T )w(t, T )days till T
360 − 1

D(t, T )

[∏n−1
i=0

(
1 + Ri

360

)
− 1

]

0 = 1
D(t, T )

[
w(t, T )days till T

360 + 1− 1
D(t, T )

]

D(t, T ) = 1
w(t, T )days till T

360 + 1

where w(t, T ) is the fixed swap rate for maturity T . By setting the NPV = 0, one
can solve for the discount function for maturity T .

2.6.3 Credit Curve

A credit curve is a term structure of credit spreads over a benchmark risk-free curve
(which could be U.S. Treasuries, LIBOR, or OIS). Either Treasury yield curve,
LIBOR yield curve, or OIS yield curve is like a “government” yield curve. The
issuer represents the government. Hence ideally, we would like to have a yield curve
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of a company (which is an issuer). However, no company can issue enough bonds
to complete a meaningful yield curve.

However, corporate bonds are complex (many covenants and optionalities).
Hence, the price-yield relationship is not clear, which impacts the clarity of the
yield curve.

There are two important risk aspects of a corporation’s credit risk. The first is
its business nature. The credit risk from different natures of business (e.g. high tech
versus retail, manufacturing versus financial) cannot be fairly compared. Another
is credit rating. Companies in different rating groups are also viewed as different
types of companies. As a result, most media report “cohort curves” which is a
sector-rating yield curve.

The yield curve construction method is complex and lack of consensus. An
example is given below (as a muni-AAA (sector-rating) curve):

Figure 2.12: Muni AAA Curve

2.6.4 FX Curve

Forward FX trades are very popular not only for speculators and arbitrageurs who
seek trading profits but also for international corporations that would like to stabilize
their revenues and costs. Corporations engage in FX forwards to lock in desired FX
rates in the future.

FX forwards are a very liquid market (unlike other assets that are more actively
traded in futures markets, which are centralized exchanges). As a result, it is quite
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straightforward to build a forward for a currency.
A sample is given below Figure 2.13.

Figure 2.13: FX Forward Quotes

2.6.5 Inflation Curve

Inflation curves are important for the government to monitor their monetary policies.
As well-known, high expected inflation (which usually is accompanied by prosperity)
urges the Central Bank to raise interest rates and reversely during recession (low
inflation) the Central Bank tends to lower interest rates.

While we observe current inflation levels, expected inflation must be estimated.
Historically, expected inflation is conducted via surveys (of prominent macroe-
conomists), until U.S. Treasury TIPS came along.

They were first auctioned in January 1997 after the market expressed a strong
interest in the inflation-indexed asset class. In 2009, 20-year TIPS were discontinued
in favor of 30-year TIPS. Treasury now offers 5-year, 10-year, and 30-year TIPS.17

Given that the coupons of TIPS are inflation protected (i.e. inflation-indexed),
the prices of TIPS reflect how the market views the expected inflation.

17Taken from the Treasury-Direct website.
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Coupons paid on TIPS are inflation-indexed (CPI, consumer price index). Let
I(t) be the CPI index at time t and c0 is the contractual coupon rate (and the face
value is assumed to be $1).

ΠTIPS(t, T ; c0) =
∑n

i=1 ciP (t, Ti) + cnP (t, Tn)

=
∑n

i=1 c0
I(Ti)
I(t) P (t, Ti) + I(Tn)

I(t) P (t, Tn)

=
∑n

i=1 c0Preal(t, Ti) + Preal(t, Tn)

where Preal is under the real economy. Note that:

−1
Ti − t

lnPreal(t, Ti) = {−(ln I(Ti)− ln I(t))− lnP (t, Ti)}
1

Ti − t
ι(t, Ti) = yt,Ti

− yreal
t,Ti

indicating that expected inflation (ι) is the difference between nominal and real
yields. This is the usual common sense that nominal rate is equal to real rate plus
inflation.

Figure 2.14: Real Rates Time Series (Chen, Cheng, and Liu)

2.7 LIBOR Floater

Floaters, or floating rate bonds, pay floating coupons that are indexed to some
benchmark interest rate, say the 3 month LIBOR. Floating rate bonds are popular
for corporations to fund their operations. Like fixed rate bonds, floaters are always
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priced at par at inception. The company (or the underwriter, usually an investment
bank) will set the spread so that the price of the floater is at par. The spread is
then called LIBOR spread. Usually the index is the 3-month LIBOR. A timeline of
LIBOR is given below:

Figure 2.15: LIBOR Timeline

A risk free floater is a floater whose spread is 0. That is, such a floater pays
the benchmark interest rate. For such a floater, the value is always at par at coupon
dates. In between coupon dates, the value can deviate slightly from par but it must
converge to par when it approaches the coupon date.

P =
[

L1

(1 + L1)
+ L2

(1 + L1)(1 + L2)
+ · · ·+ Ln−1∏n−1

i=1 (1 + Li)
+ 1 + Ln∏n

i=1 (1 + Li)

]
(2.13)

where L is the LIBOR that is changing over time. Note that this equation always
leads to $1, because:

1 + Ln

(1 + L1)(1 + L2) · · · (1 + Ln) = 1
(1 + L1)(1 + L2) · · · (1 + Ln−1)

which combines with the coupon in the previous period Ln−1 to become:
1 + Ln−1

(1 + L1)(1 + L2) · · · (1 + Ln−1)

which is exactly parallel to the result of n coupons. Repeating this process we obtain
the following result for the risk free floater:

P = 1 + L1

(1 + L1)
= 1

As a result, we can see that no matter how many coupons to be paid by
the floater, its value is always equal to 1 plus the next coupon discounted by the
LIBOR. Hence, the risk free floater is always priced at par at coupon dates. In
between coupon dates, the discounting is not perfect. The cash flow is still 1 + L1
and yet the discounting is not a full period. For example, if we purchase the floater
in exactly the middle of the period, then we could compute the value as:

P = 1 + L1

1 + 1/2L1
> 1
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While the value is no longer par, it is still very close to par. For example, if
the LIBOR is 3%, then the above value is $1.014.

It is easy to tell that the maximum of the above value is 1 +L1. This happens
immediately before the coupon is paid. At 3% LIBOR, the value is $1.03.

Because the value of the risk free floater does not fluctuate more than its
coupon rate, it has a very small sensitivity to the interest rate. Hence, it has very
short duration. It is easy to compute the Fisher-Well duration to be just the length
of the coupon period.

A corporate floater varies slightly. A corporate floater has a spread at inception
due to its default probability. The larger is the default probability, the larger is the
spread.

Figure 2.16: LIBOR Spread Timeline

The equation is (P0 is used to present the time of issuance 0 and reflect that
the spread to be s0):

P0 =
[

L1 + s0

(1 + L1 + s0)
+ L2 + s0

(1 + L1 + s0)(1 + L2 + s0)
+ · · ·+ 1 + Ln + s0∏n

i=1 (1 + Li + s0)

]
= 1

(2.14)
where s0 is the initial spread. By the same math, we can show that the value is $1.
As times goes by the default risk of the firm may change and hence the spread at
time 1 is different from the initial spread. The price at time 1 will not be par if the
spread has changed.

P1 =
[

L2 + s0

(1 + L2 + s1)
+ · · ·+ 1 + Ln + s0∏n

i=2 (1 + Li + s0)

]
̸= 1

Note that now the numerator and the denominator have different spreads and
they will not cancel each other. Hence the value will not be par. Should the spread
remain the same (i.e. s1 = s0), the bond price would still be at par.

This demonstrates that even on the coupon dates, the value of a corporate
floater will not be priced at par. If the value cannot be at par on coupon dates, it
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will deviate from par even more in between coupon dates. Hence, corporate floaters
have much more interest rate risk (duration) than the risk free floater.

Another way to look at it is that a corporate floater is actually a mixture of
fixed rate bond (fixed initial spread as part of the coupon) and floating rate bond
(LIBOR coupon). The floating portion has no interest rate risk but the fixed portion
does. The larger is the fixed rate portion, i.e. spread, the larger is the duration.

In many high yield bonds where the spreads can be quite comparable to (or
even larger than) the LIBOR, the duration can be quite long.

Remark

Note that corporate floaters pay semi-annual coupons and swaps have a quarterly
floating leg. The formula needs to be adjusted accordingly (i.e. Li/m) and the
number of coupons/periods is m× n.

2.8 Volatility and Volatility Term Structure

Volatility is important in pricing options. As a result, in addition to the term
structure of interest rates that depict the level of interest rates, we must also concern
the volatility of various interest rates.

Many models assume a constant volatility value, or flat volatility curve. Yet
reality suggests that the volatility curve is non-flat. For interest rates, it is partic-
ularly not so. By construction, interest rate volatility curve is non-flat, as we shall
see in the section.

2.8.1 Volatility Smile and Volatility Term Structure in Eq-
uities

Volatility is defined as the standard deviation of the log price. In equity, volatility
is defined as

√
Vt(lnST )/(T − t) where t is current time and T is maturity time of

the option. In the Black-Scholes model, this quantity is assumed to be constant,
σ. However, empirically, a overwhelming body of evidence suggests that this is not
true.

First, the literature has documented that stock returns are fat-tailed. That is,
the possibility of extreme large profits and losses are more likely than what normality
suggests. This causes the option prices for deep-in and deep-out-of the money to be
underpriced by the Black-Scholes model. In other words, The Black-Scholes price
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is less than the market price using the same volatility as the at-the-money. As a
result, we must jag up the volatility for in and out-of money options to match the
market prices, causing a volatility smile.18 See Figure 2.17 below.

Figure 2.17: Volatility Smile/Skew

18The smile usually is not symmetrical. And it is called a smirk or skew.
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Another empirical fact is that volatility is not constant over time. Figure 2.18
shows how volatile S&P 500 index is over time. Individual stocks are even more
volati

Figure 2.18: S&P Volatility
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In the Black-Scholes, the volatility that enters into the option formula is:

σ2(T − t) =
∫ T

t
σ2(u)du =

∫ T

t
σ2du

If the volatility σ(u) is not constant (or even random) as the data suggest,
then the result of the Black-Scholes will fail terribly. Then,

1
T − t

∫ T

t
σ2(u)du

will demonstrate a curve (as a function of T ).

Figure 2.19: S&P Volatility Term Strucure

Note that the volatility term structure is downward sloping empirically. This
is partially known as the put option puzzle.19 What it says is that short term put
options are unreasonably expensive (calls as well). There are several explanations
of such a phenomenon:

• bid-ask spread
Since out-of-money options are low in price, same bid-ask spreads will account
for more price biases than more at or in-the-money options.

• hedge
Put options are common hedges (to prevent large losses). Since they are in
high demand, their prices are unreasonably high.

Combining volatility smile and term structure, practitioners watch over the
entire volatility surface:

19The puzzle refers to abnormal returns in investing in put options.
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Figure 2.20: S&P Volatility Surface

2.8.2 Volatility Surface in Fixed Income

Similarly, here the volatility is the standard deviation of the long bond price√√√√V
[

lnP (T, s)
s− T

]

But since log bond price is yield − lnP (T, s)/(s− T ) = yT,s shown above, the
volatility of log bond price is equivalent to the volatility of the yield√

V(yT,s)

Note that at any future time T , the yield till s is the same as the spot rate.
Hence, the volatility computed here is also known as the “rate volatility” or “rate
vol”.

Given that the future time T and the time to maturity s˘T are arbitrary,
there are a whole matrix of volatilities to specify, known as the volatility cube, as
the diagram below depicts.
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Figure 2.21: Interest Rate Volatility Cube

In the above diagram, some models take “yield vols” as inputs. Yield vols
are volatilities of all the yields one period (could be one month or one week) from
now. In the above table, this would be the first column of the table. Note that in
continuous time, yT,s2 = yT,s1 + fT,s1,s2 . As a result, we can write any yield vol as:

V[yT,s2 ] = V[yT,s1 ] + V[fT,s1,s2 ] + 2K[yT,s1 , fT,s1,s2 ]

and this is the relationship between two rate vols, forward vol, and the covariance
between the two. To link the rate volatility to the yield volatility, we need an interest
rate model. The following is the market of swaptions:

Figure 2.22: Swaption Quotes
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2.8.3 Shape Restriction

Fixed income securities have maturity dates. Near the maturity date the volatility
must be small as the value of the security should be very close to the face value.
However, the farther into the future, the volatility should be larger. As a result, the
volatility curve for the diagonal (lower left to upper right) of the above table (given
maturity time s but changing T) must present a humped shape as follows:

Figure 2.23: Volatility

On each column of the above table, the general shape is downward sloping as
empirically long term yields tend to fluctuate less than the short term yields.

Figure 2.24: Volatility

As Figure 2.22 shows, the market quotes in terms of volatility, more specifically
the Black volatility. Hence we must know how to compute the Black volatility:
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C = P (t, T )[w(t, T, s)N(d+)− wKN(d−)]

where

d± = lnw(t, T, s)− lnwK

v(t, T, s) ± 1
2v(t, T, s)2

and P (t, T ) is the discount factor, w(t) is the current swap rate, wK is the strike
price, T is the option maturity, s is the maturity of the swap contract, and v(t, T, s)
is the volatility of the swap rate.

2.8.4 Sources of Volatility

From option prices, we can back out the volatilities.

US Treasuries

Available options on US Treasuries are options various interest rates and T bond
futures options. Options on various Treasury interest rates (13-week, 5-year, 10-
year, and 30-year)20 are cash settled contracts but these contracts are not liquid.
On the other hand, options on T bond futures are very liquid. However they contain
complex delivery options (details are discussed in Chapter 9) and futures themselves
are already derivatives. Hence T bond futures options are derivatives on derivatives.

There are not enough options to construct a volatility surface for Treasuries,
as shown in Figure 10.5.

LIBOR

However, the LIBOR market has a large number of options written on swaps (a.k.a.
swaptions) which have the described structure by Figure 2.22. Hence, swaptions can
provide a complete volatility surface for underlying LIBOR.

Actually, besides swaptions, caps and floors and Eurodollar futures options
are also LIBOR based options that can provide volatility information. In reality,
these volatility numbers are often inconsistent with those from swaptions. While
there seems to be arbitrage opportunities, we need to note that there is a liquidity
difference (swaptions and caps/floors are traded on over-the-counter and Eurodollar
futures options are traded on the exchanges (CME and LIFFE).)
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Figure 2.25: Swap

Figures 2.25 and 2.26 are Bloomberg screen shots of swap cash flows and
swaption volatilities respectively. These volatility numbers are known as the Black
vol.

20See http://www.cboe.com/LearnCenter/pdf/IRO.pdf



Volatility and Volatility Term Structure 65

Figure 2.26: Swaption Volatilities

FX

FX forward curve is demonstrated in Figure 2.13. FX options are quoted quite
differently from those of Treasuries or LIBOR. They are not quoted by strikes but
by deltas. Also they are not quoted by a single option, but by a portfolio of options.
The typical quotes of FX options are:

• RR (risk reversal): x Delta Call – x Delta Put

• BF (butterfly): (x Delta Call + x Delta Put ) ÷ 2 – ATM

over

• 10 delta

• 25 delta

• ATM (50 delta)

• 75 delta

• 90 delta

The quotes are in Black volatility and one must translate the quotes to prices
in order trade.

We will discuss the details of FX market in Chapter 6.
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Figure 2.27: FX Option Quotes

Figure 2.28: FX Volatility Curve

Lognormal Vol (Black Vol) vs. Normal Vol (Basis Point Vol)

Theoretically speaking, volatility is a result of a chosen model. Identically speak-
ing, we match an option pricing model with the market price and solve for the
volatility input as the implied volatility. To obtain a lognormal vol, the model must
assume lognormality of the underlying asset. Similarly, to obtain a normal vol, the
model must assume normality of the underlying asset, which is quite different from
a lognormal model.

However, a short cut can be obtained via a stochastic process formula:21

21Discussions of models will be introduced in details later.
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dV = µLNV dt+ σLNV dW

= µNdt+ σNdW
(2.15)

where W is a Brownian motion and dW is understood as a normal random variable
with mean 0 and variance dt.22

As a result, if one believes that σLN is constant, then the asset V follows a
lognormal distribution and σLN is the volatility (as lognormal vol). On the other
hand, if one believes that σN is constant (and hence σLN is not) then the asset V
follows a normal distribution and σN is the volatility (as normal or bp vol).

It is an empirical observation that when V is close to 0, then normal vol is
more reasonable. If V is high, then lognormal vol is more reasonable. The two can
be related via equation (2.15):

σLNV = σN

For example, a swaption option has a 0.5 lognormal volatility and the swap
rate is 2.5%. Then its normal (bp) vol is 1.25%.

22Details will be introduced later.
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Chapter 3

Duration and Convexity

3.1 Introduction

Duration and convexity are very close to delta and gamma in option. It is first
and second order derivatives of the bond price (or any fixed income security) with
respect to a specific interest rate (or a collection of interest rates). Depending on
which interest rate(s) chosen, we have different durations and convexities. This
lesson introduces various duration and convexity calculations and how to use them.
Finally, we shall talk about a very simple idea of immunization.

Recall equation (1.2) in Chapter 1 which will be used in our first part of the
chapter as a demonstration. In that equation, the discount periods are integers.
There is no yearfraction which is the reality when we compute the duration and
convexity of an actual case.

3.1.1 Taylor’s Series Expansion

In the universe of fixed income, participants believe that the price of a fixed income
security (bond, swap, ...) is a function of the yield curve. Hence, the change in the
price is then a result of the rate change. Taylor’s series expansion then provides a
nice tool to analyze how the changes of various interest rates affect the price of the
fixed income security.

Let P (later, time indices will be added for accuracy) be the price of a fixed
income security and yi be the i-th interest rate on the yield curve that affects the
price. Then Taylor’s series expansion gives:



70 Chapter 3: Duration and Convexity

dP (y1, y2, · · · yn, t) = ∂P

∂t
dt+

∑n

j=1
∂P

∂yj

dyj + 1
2
∑n

i=1

∑n

j=1
∂2P

∂yi∂yj

dyidyj + o(dt)

(3.1)

where o(dt) includes terms that are small and lim
dt→0

o(dt)
dt

= 0. The first term is similar
to Theta in option and known as “roll-down” on the yield curve. As time goes by,
the life of a fixed income security become shorter. If nothing else in the economy
changes (hence, the yield curve stays exactly the same), the yield will become less (in
an upward sloping situation). The second term is duration with respect to various
interest rates, and the third is convexity with respect to various interest rates.

3.2 Duration

We return to equation (1.2) where no yearfraction is considered. We first use the
case of annual coupons to demonstrate and then use both annual and semi-annual
coupons in the numerical examples.

3.2.1 MaCaulay Duration

MaCaulay duration is to treat the bond as a function of only its own yield. And
more importantly it is computed off the clean price and assume the next coupon
date. In other words, there is no yearfraction in the MaCaulay duration calcula-
tion. As a result, the MaCaulay duration is not an accurate measure of interest
rate risk. However, the MaCaulay duration does have some insight and interesting
interpretations and hence remains quite popular.

Recall equation (1.2) in Chapter 1. We first assume a coupon bond that pays
annual coupons (where we can best see the intuition):

P =
∑n

i=1
ci

(1 + y)i

or

P =
∑n

i=1
c

(1 + y)i
+ 1

(1 + y)n

The MaCaulay duration is defined as the interest rate sensitivity but scaled
by the price and yield, as follows:
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DMaCaulay = −∂P
∂y

1 + y

P
(3.2)

which can be shown as:

∂P

∂y

1 + y

P
= 1
P

∑n

i=1 i
ci

(1 + y)i

=
∑n

i=1 i× wi

(3.3)

Equation (3.3) is very intuitive and has nice interpretations:

1. interest rate elasticity

−dP
dy

1 + y

P
= −

dP/P
d(1+y)/1+y

= − %∆ in P

%∆ in 1 + y

2. weighted average of coupon payment times

∑n

i=1 i× wi

where ∑n
i=1 wi = 1. Because of this interpretation, the MaCaulay duration

can be be regarded as the payback method popular in capital budgeting.1

3. mass center
In physics, MaCaulay has an interpretation of “mass center”:

Figure 3.1: Duration is the mass center

Recall in the previous chapter, and in most text books, we use integer periods
to simplify the calculation:

1In capital budgeting, the most conservative method to measure worthiness is how soon the
investment can be paid back. Yet, usually it is calculated without discounting.
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• annual coupons:

P =
[

c

(1 + y) + c

(1 + y)2 + · · ·+ 1 + c

(1 + y)n

]
N (3.4)

• semi-annual coupons:

P =
[

c/2
(1 + y/2) + c/2

(1 + y/2)2 + · · ·+ 1 + c/2
(1 + y/2)2n

]
N (3.5)

• any arbitrary frequency:

P =
[

c/m

(1 + y/m) + c/m

(1 + y/m)2 + · · ·+ 1 + c/m

(1 + y/m)mn

]
N (3.6)

The MaCaulay duration in the general case:

DMaCaulay = 1
m

1
P

[
mn∑
i=1

i
c/m

(1 + y/m)i
+mn

1
(1 + y)mn

]
N (3.7)

Modified MaCaulay Duration

The modified MaCaulay duration is simply to multiply the MaCaulay duration by
1 + y.

Dmod = DMaCaulay × (1 + y) (3.8)

Example

Assume a 8%, 10-year, face = $100,000 coupon bond and its current price =
$105,000.

If the coupons are paid annually, then we solve the following equation for the
yield (e.g. Excel Solver to solve for the yield so that the price which at the bottom
of Table ?? is equal to $105,000):

1.05 =
∑10

i=1
0.08

(1 + y)i
+ 1.08

(1 + y)10

and the answer is y = 7.2789%.
The duration under annual coupons is to apply equation (3.7) and set m = 1.

A convenient tabulated form is given in Table ??. The discount factor in the Table is
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i payment disc fact PV PV × i
1 $8,000 0.93215 $7,457.20 $7,457.20
2 $8,000 0.868903 $6,951.22 $13,902.45
3 $8,000 0.809948 $6,479.58 $19,438.75
4 $8,000 0.754993 $6,039.94 $24,159.76
5 $8,000 0.703766 $5,630.13 $28,150.64
6 $8,000 0.656015 $5,248.12 $31,488.73
7 $8,000 0.611504 $4,892.04 $34,244.25
8 $8,000 0.570014 $4,560.11 $36,480.88
9 $8,000 0.531338 $4,250.70 $38,256.34

10 $108,000 0.495287 $53,490.96 $534,909.56
sum: $105,000.00 $768,488.55

Table 3.1: Duration: Annual Coupons

annual: (1 + 0.072789)i. PV is just coupon amount multiplied by the corresponding
discount factor. The last column is PV multiplied by the first column t.

The MaCaulay duration is simply the sum of PV × t and divided by the
current price of the bond:

$768, 488.55÷ $105, 000.00 = 7.32 (years)

This tabulation method is quite popular as it lays out all the details and very
efficient to be used in Excel.

If the coupons are paid semi-annually, then we solve the following equation for
the yield (e.g. Excel Solver):

1.05 =
∑10

i=1
0.04

(1 + y/2)i
+ 1.04

(1 + y/2)20

and the answer is y = 7.2872%.
The duration under semi-annual coupons is to apply equation (3.7) and set

m = 2. A convenient tabulated form is given in Table ??.
Again, the MaCaulay duration is simply the sum of PV × t and divided by

the current price of the bond:

$1, 500, 666.81÷ $105, 000.00 = 14.2921( half-years)

which is equal to 7.15 years.
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t payment disc fact PV PV × t
1 $4,000 0.964845 $3,859.38 $3,859.38
2 $4,000 0.930926 $3,723.70 $7,447.40
3 $4,000 0.898199 $3,592.79 $10,778.38
4 $4,000 0.866622 $3,466.49 $13,865.96
... ... ... ... ...

16 $4,000 0.564053 $2,256.21 $36,099.37
17 $4,000 0.544223 $2,176.89 $37,007.18
18 $4,000 0.525091 $2,100.36 $37,806.55
19 $4,000 0.506631 $2,026.53 $38,503.98
20 $104,000 0.488821 $50,837.35 $1,016,747.00

$105,000.00 $1,500,666.81

Table 3.2: Duration: Semi-annual Coupons

The reader can easily practice other popular frequencies: m = 4 (quarterly
for swaprs) and m = 12 (monthly for mortgage-backed securities). As we see, more
frequent discounting shortens the duration because of the higher yield.

Price-Yield Plot

It is very common and useful to understand the price-yield relationship which is
depicted in Figure 3.2 (which uses annual coupons). Duration is roughly represented
by the slope of this convex function. As we can see, as the discount rate goes up,
the slope goes down and consequently the duration goes down (shorter).

Using the same yield (y = 7.2789%) but lower the coupon to 10%, we can com-
pute the bond price to be $118,867.83 (using the same yield) and now its duration
is 7.04 years which is shorter than the duration under 8%. Hence, we can conclude
that when the yield is higher or the coupon is higher, the duration is shorter.

This gives an interesting case for zero-coupon bonds. As the coupon is zero,
a zero-coupon bond must have very long duration. As it turns out, the time to
maturity of a zero-coupon bond is its duration. As a bond starts paying coupons, its
duration shortens (hence higher the coupon, shorter is the duration). This coincides
with the payback intuition discussed earlier. If a bond does not pay coupons, then
it pays back its investors at the maturity and hence the payback time is time to
maturity and so is its duration. Once the bond starts to pay coupons, its duration
shortens and so is its payback time (investors get their investment back sooner).
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Figure 3.2: Price-Yield Relationship (Semi-annual Coupons)

Alternative Method

Despite that the tabulation method is quite insightful and easy to set up, it can
take a very large space in Excel if the bond has many coupons. This is the case
in, for example, mortgage-backed securities whose coupons are monthly and a typ-
ical mortgage is 30 years long (hence 360 months). As a result, it might be more
convenient to use an alternative method which is numerical derivatives.

From equation (3.2), we know that the MaCaulay duration is:

DMaCaulay = −∂P
∂y

1 + y

P

=



P (y)− P (y+)
y+ − y

1 + y

P (y)
P (y−)− P (y)

y − y−
1 + y

P (y)
P (y−)− P (y+)

(y+ − y−)/2
1 + y

P (y)

(3.9)

where y+ is a (VERY) little bit more than y and y− is (VERY) little bit less;
furthermore P (y) is the price at the current yield which is the market price, P (y+)
is price discounted at y+ which is less then P (y); and P (y−) is price discounted at
y− which is more than P (y).

It is clear that the partial derivative is replaced (approximated) by the tiny
change of yield. P (y) is still the current price but P (y+) and P (y−) are recomputed
prices using y and y−. Using Excel PV(r,n,c) where r is rate, n is number of
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payments, and c is payment amount, we can easily compute the present value of all
coupons. Then separately adding the discounted principal (face value÷ (1 + y/m)i,
we obtain the price of the bond.

Now, we can easily change the yield y to y+ or y−. It is obvious that in equation
(3.9) ∂P/∂y which is a continuous differentiation is replaced (approximated) by the
bracketed term which is a discrete difference. As we know, as y+ or y− gets closer
and closer to y, this discrete approximation will be more and more accurate.

The first equation of the bracketed term is using only y+ (and similarly the
second equation which uses only y−) is a one-sided first-order difference and the
third equation is two-sided. Frankly, as y+ or y− gets closer and closer to y, they all
converge. Yet the error is the smallest in the third equation. Readers are welcomed
to try all three and compare. For the sake of simplicity and demonstration, we use
the first equation: y+ only. The results are shown in Figure 3.3.

Figure 3.3: Numerical Duration

The market yield is y = 7.2872%. At this market yield we have the market
price of the bond as $105,000. Arbitrarily (provided that it is small), we add 1 basis
point (0.01%) to the yield to have y+ = 7.2972% and recompute the price to be
$104,927.64. As a result, we obtain the duration as follows:

105, 000− 104, 927.64
0.0001 × 1

105, 000 × (1 + 7.2872%) = 7.14
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which is almost equal to the duration result computed earlier. As the shift size (ε)
gets smaller (e.g. one-tenth of 1 basis point), the result gets more accurate.

Problems with MaCaulay Duration

MaCaulay duration does not measure true interest rate risk. Two bonds with the
same MaCaulay duration do not necessarily have the same interest rate risk, hence
the same yield. In other words, when we find two bonds with the same duration
but different yields it does not mean that there is an arbitrage opportunity. As a
result, the MaCaulay duration can be at most viewed as a rough or crude way to
understand interest rate risk. Should the yield curve be flat, MaCaulay would be
more useful.

3.2.2 MaCaulay Duration with Yearfraction

The demonstrations in the above sub-section apparently are text-book-only demon-
strations and nowhere close to reality. Nevertheless, they do provide the basic
knowledge for us to quickly adapt to real cases. As we discussed in previous chap-
ters, bond prices move constantly and hence yields change constantly. As each day
goes by, the time to maturity gets shorter by one day and yearfraction needs to be
computed by the chosen convention (see Chapter 1).2

To do that, we first redraw the timeline with the current date in between two
coupon payment dates, as shown in Figure 3.4.

Figure 3.4: Time Line

In between any two coupon dates (e.g. Ti−1 and Ti for i = 1, · · · , n and T0 = t),
it is assumed to be half year (semi-annual coupons), or 0.5. In general,

Ti − Ti−1 = 1
m

where m is frequency.
2For example, under A/A, it is 1/365 in a normal year and 1/366 in a leap year.
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Readers can assume any frequency as needed. There is a yearfraction which
between the current time t and the next coupon date (T1).

Recall the discussion in Chapter 1 on two-step discounting (equation (1.3)).
We can discount all the coupons till time T1 and the result is further discounted
to today using yearfraction. That is, recall from Chapter 1 the yield to maturity
formula:

P =
[

c/2
(1 + y/2)2(T1−t) + c/2

(1 + y/2)2(T2−t) + · · ·+ 1 + c/2
(1 + y/2)2(Tn−t)

]
N

= c/2
(1 + y/2)2(T1−t)

[
c/2

(1 + y/2) + c/2
(1 + y/2)2(T2−T1) + · · ·+ 1 + c/2

(1 + y/2)2(Tn−Tn−1)

]
N

= c/2
(1 + y/2)2(T1−t)

[
c/2

(1 + y/2) + c/2
(1 + y/2)2 + · · ·+ 1 + c/2

(1 + y/2)2n

]
N

where c is coupon rate, Tj is the coupon time, y is yield to maturity and N is
notional. Duration is the first order derivative:

dP

dy
=
 n∑

j=1
− 2(Tj − t)

c/2
(1 + y/2)2(Tj−t)−1 − 2(Tn − t)

1
(1 + y/2)2(Tn−t)−1

N
MaCaulay duration is “scaled’ interest rate sensitivity measure:

DMaCaulay = −dP
dy

1 + y

P

Following the same example as in Chapter 1, equation (1.3) and assume the
maturity of the bond is December 31, 2030, and current date is August 26, 2020.
Hence the half-year yearfraction is 0.694. The result is given in Table 3.3. This is
similar to Table ?? but with yearfraction (daycount A/A).

3.2.3 Fisher-Weil Duration

The Fisher-Weil duration is similar to the MaCaulay duration. The difference is
that Fisher-Weil duration allows the yield curve to be non-flat. But we know that
MaCaulay duration does not assume a flat yield curve (this is misunderstanding)
but rather using a bond’s own yield as the risk factor.

This is rarely used in practice nowadays but occasionally referenced due to the
early reference to the non-flat yield curve.
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t payment disc fact PV PV × t
0.694 4000 0.975469 $3,901.88 $2,707.86
1.194 $4,000 0.95817 $3,832.68 $4,576.18
1.694 $4,000 0.941177 $3,764.71 $6,377.37
2.194 $4,000 0.924485 $3,697.94 $8,113.24
2.694 $4,000 0.908089 $3,632.36 $9,785.53

... ... ... ... ...
8.694 $4,000 0.732611 $2,930.44 $25,477.25
9.194 $4,000 0.719618 $2,878.47 $26,464.65
9.694 $4,000 0.706856 $2,827.42 $27,409.02

10.194 $4,000 0.69432 $2,777.28 $28,311.56
10.694 $104,000 0.682006 $70,928.66 $758,510.36

$133,215.82 $1,096,486.48

Table 3.3: Duration with Yearfraction

3.2.4 Partial Duration (Key Rate Duration)

Given the following example of zero rates:

Table 3.4: Add caption

t zero rates
0.083333 0.26 not used

0.25 0.30 not used
0.5 0.44%

1 0.53%
2 0.74%
3 0.91%
5 1.25%
7 1.55%

10 1.80%
20 2.23%
30 2.79%

Move one rate at a time. These are zero rates.

Dkey = P+ − P−

0.0002

= P (yield shifted down by 1 bp)− P (yield shifted up by 1 bp)
0.0002
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The results are: key rate duration are 1.98%, 3.93%, 5.81%, 9.34%, 645.03%
respectively.

3.2.5 Effective Duration

Effective duration measures the price change of the entire yield curve change (parallel
shift). Hence it is more than just the sum of key rate durations. Other rates must
be moved as well.

The computation:

Deff = 1
P

P+ − P−

0.0002

= 1
P

P (whole y.c. shifted down by 1 bp)− P (whole y.c. shifted up by 1 bp)
0.0002

Figure 3.5: Triangular Rule for Key Rate Duration

3.2.6 PV01 (DV01)

This is price sensitivity with respective to any chosen risk factor change (1 bp
usually). This is very similar to duration except that it is strictly differentiation.
This is not scaling by price. Also the risk factors are necessary the yield curve.
PV01 or DV01 hence can refer to spreads, equities, or foreign currency factors. A
pricing model is usually required.

ABS/MBS Deals

https://www.sec.gov/comments/s7-08-10/s70810-170.pdf has all INTEX screenshots
A mortgage-backed security (MBS) is a type of asset-backed security (an ’in-

strument’) which is secured by a mortgage or collection of mortgages. The mortgages
are aggregated and sold to a group of individuals (a government agency or invest-
ment bank) that securitizes, or packages, the loans together into a security that
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investors can buy. Bonds securitizing mortgages are usually treated as a separate
class, termed residential;[1] another class is commercial, depending on whether the
underlying asset is mortgages owned by borrowers or assets for commercial purposes
ranging from office space to multi-dwelling buildings.

Figure 3.6: Deal Screenshot (from INTEX)

An asset-backed security (ABS) is a security whose income payments and
hence value are derived from and collateralized (or “backed”) by a specified pool of
underlying assets.

INTEX is the most dominant vendor in the world of ABS/MBS to provide
ABS/MBS deal information. It also provide modeling options should subscribers
choose to use them. Details of ABS/MBS will be discussed in Chapter 12.

Intex Solutions, Inc. is the world’s leading provider of structured fixed-income
cashflow models and related analytical software. Our clients include the world’s
best known financial institutions including most major investment banks, regional
broker dealers, issuers and investment managers. Intex was founded in 1985, and
remains an independent, privately-held company with headquarters near Boston,
Massachusetts. Intex also supports its extensive international client base with staff



82 Chapter 3: Duration and Convexity

and representatives in London, Shanghai and Tokyo.
ABS/MBS are complex deals associated with various varieties of securitization.

As a result of that, the cash flows of a particular ABS/MBS are irregular and
random. INTEX has a cash flow model to estimate the cash flow stream of each
deal.

The following is a sample (screenshot) of an INTEX deal screen.
This is about detailed deal information. One can use the CUSIP to look up

INTEX or Bloomberg for other functions.

Figure 3.7: Deal Screenshot (from INTEX)

Figure 3.8: Deal Cash Flows (from INTEX)

Now let us compute the duration of the sample. Unlike bonds that pay semi-
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annual coupons, ABS/MBS deals pay monthly coupons Table 3.5. The trade date
of this deal is October 1, 2010. The yield of this deal is

t date cash flow PV t × PV
0.046575 10/18/2010
0.123288 11/15/2010 8733.71 8680.038 1070.144
0.232877 12/25/2010 8733.71 8632.606 2010.335
0.317808 1/25/2011 8733.71 8596.025 2731.885
0.40274 2/25/2011 8733.71 8559.598 3447.293

0.479452 3/25/2011 8733.71 8526.83 4088.206
0.564384 4/25/2011 8733.71 8490.697 4792.013
0.646575 5/25/2011 8733.71 8455.875 5467.358
0.731507 6/25/2011 8733.71 8420.043 6159.32
0.813699 7/25/2011 8216.22 7888.652 6418.988
0.89863 8/25/2011 7129.52 6816.27 6125.305

0.983562 9/25/2011 6062.01 5771.104 5676.238
1.065753 10/25/2011 5013.5 4753.336 5065.882
1.150685 11/25/2011 3983.55 3760.828 4327.528
1.232877 12/25/2011 2971.72 2794.064 3444.737
1.317808 1/25/2012 1977.61 1851.505 2439.928
1.40274 2/25/2012 1000.8 933.0119 1308.773

1.479452 3/25/2012 40.9 37.98371 56.19508
102968.5 64630.13

duration 0.627669

Table 3.5: Example

WAL

The weighted average life (WAL) is the average length of time that each dollar of
unpaid principal on a loan, a mortgage, or an amortizing bond remains outstanding.
Calculating WAL shows an investor, an analyst, or a portfolio manager how many
years it will take to receive roughly half of the amount of the outstanding principal.
The formula is useful in measuring the credit risk associated with fixed-income
securities.

See mortgage-backed securities in Chapter 12

WAL = 1
P

∑n

i=1 i× ci

which is similar to equation (3.3) but without discounting.
Weighted average life = $91,000 / $23,000 = 3.96 years
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time cash flow t x cf
1 $1,000 $1,000
2 $2,000 $4,000
3 $4,000 $12,000
4 $6,000 $24,000
5 $10,000 $50,000

$23,000 $91,000

Table 3.6: Add caption

WAL gives investors or analysts a rough idea of how quickly the bond in
question pays out returns. Since rational investors want to receive returns earlier, if
two bonds were compared, the investor would select the one with the shorter WAL.
Stated differently, the most significant credit risk of a loan is the risk of loss of
principal and a smaller WAL indicates a higher likelihood that the principal will be
repaid in full.

WAM

WAM (weighted average maturity) is similar to duration:

WAM =
∑n

i=1 wiTi

wi = ci∑n
i=1 ci

WALA

Investopedia:
The weighted average loan age (WALA) measures the average age of the loans

in a pool of mortgage-backed securities (MBS). The weights are based on the dollar
amount of each loan at each maturity in proportion to the aggregate total of the
pool and can be weighted on the remaining principal balance dollar figure or the
nominal value of the loan.

CANNOT FIND FORMULA. SEE https://www.sifma.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/chsf.pdf
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3.3 Convexity

Convexity measures the secondary interest rate risk – large sudden movements of
interest rates. When interest rates move gradually slowly, the duration alone can
hedge the risk away. But when changes are large, then duration alone cannot hedge
the risk completely and one must have the additional protection by hedging the
convexity.

3.3.1 MaCaulay Convexity

Convexity is the second derivative of the price with respective to a chosen risk factor.
Take equation (3.1) as an example, if we recognize the bond price as a function of
only its own yield, then the second derivative of equation (3.1) can be taken as:

1
2

1
P

∂2P

∂y2

Convexity measures the curvature. It is second order derivative. We use the
same example as in duration but we need to move the yield both up and down. To
achieve better accuracy, the shift size is 0.000002 which is much smaller than 1 bp
in the duration example.

C = 1
2P

P+ − 2P + P−

ϵ2

= 1
2P (y)

P (y − ϵ)− 2P (y) + P (y + ϵ)
ϵ2

(3.10)

where ϵ is the shift size.
The numerical result is given in Figure 3.9:
The convexity is 240.68. Note that convexity does not have a unit. Hence, the

number by itself has little meaning. Only if it is compared with another convexity
number (of another bond), we can draw any conclusion.

3.3.2 Dollar Convexity

Besides the MaCaulay convexity, we can also compute convexity results for key rates
and the whole yield curve, or any chosen risk factors (which then require pricing
models). The formula is same as equation (3.10) but without dividing by half of the
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Figure 3.9: Compute Convexity

bond price.3 Readers are welcomed to perform all the exercises and compare results
of various methods.

In doing so, dollar convexity is exactly the same as gamma in derivatives.
Given that it is not scaled by price, as in gamma, the second derivative directly
has a dollar unit. As a result, it can be added (or multiplied) to other derivatives
(obviously delta, or dollar duration).

In a later section, we will discuss trading strategies (immunization, yield curve
riding, and barbell), dollar duration and dollar convexity will be used. Also note
that dollar duration and dollar convexity are used for P&L attribution in risk man-
agement.

3C = P +−2P +P −

ϵ2
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3.4 Yield Curve Trading Strategies

Modern fixed income hedge funds have complex trading strategies based upon so-
phisticated interest rate models. Yet, good old yield curve trading strategies still
worths a lot of attention. The basic principles of fixed income trading remain un-
changed.

3.4.1 Immunization

One of the most important applications of duration and convexity is immunization.
The example provided in this section is based upon MaCaulay duration and con-
vexity which can only be valid under a flat yield curve. While unrealistic, it still
provides the basic intuition of how immunization works.

10-year zero duration 10

coupon rate 0% yield/0.5yr 10.00%
# of years 10 # of periods 10
principal $1,931

yield to maturity 10% pvifa 6.144567106
coupon value $ - pay at the end (annuity) $ -
principal value $744.48
bond value $744.48

coupon rate 0% yield/0.5yr 10.00%
# of years 10 # of periods 10
principal $1,931

yield to maturity 10% pvifa 6.144567079
coupon value $ - pay at the end (annuity) $ -
principal value $744.48
bond value $744.48

Table 3.7: Zero-coupon Bond

Behind the brilliance of immunization, although it needs to be substantially
modified in order to work in reality, provides the golden rule in fixed income trading.
It is equivalent to the equity trading rule: buy low, sell high. As we will see in the
following example (under MaCaulay), duration neutral and convexity maximization
is equivalent to buy low and sell high.

In fixed income trading, it always involves two securities. Whose prices being
closely related, fixed income securities (e.g. various Treasuries) are highly connected
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20-year 7% duration 10

coupon rate 7% yield/0.5yr 10.00%
# of years 20 # of periods 20
principal $1,000

yield to maturity 10% pvifa 8.51356
coupon value $595.95 pay at the end (annuity) $70.00
principal value $148.64
bond value $744.59

coupon rate 7% yield/0.5yr 10.00%
# of years 20 # of periods 20
principal $1,000

yield to maturity 10% pvifa 8.51356
coupon value $595.95 pay at the end (annuity) $70.00
principal value $148.64
bond value $744.59

Table 3.8: Coupon Bond

(via common risk factors, and in the MaCaulay case – yield), we can easily find a
trading rule through which there is an arbitrage profit.

The following example is taken from Modern Investment Theory by Robert
Haugen. Assume two Treasury securities. The first is a 10 year zero-coupon bond,
face value = $1931 and price = $744.48. The second is a 20 year, 7% coupon
(semi-annual), and face value = $1000. The price = $744.59.

Using the formulas given before, we can easily compute the yield for both
securities to be 10%. Given that the first security is a zero coupon bond, its duration
must be equal to its maturity = 10 yrs. The second security is a coupon-bond so
we need to use the formula of equation (3.5) and it is also 10 yrs. Hence these two
bonds have equal price and equal duration.

If we buy one and sell the other then there is no dollar investment today. Since
they also have the same duration, the risk is 0. But since the coupon bond has a
higher convexity than the zero-coupon bond, we should buy the coupon bond and
sell the zero-coupon bond (positive convexity). Doing so, we are guaranteed to make
money and not lose money. The result is explained in Table 3.9.

As we can see, no matter if the yield rises (to 12%) or falls (to 4%), this
portfolio always makes money. This seems too good to be true! So what is the
catch? The catch is that in the example, the yield can only move once (and it must
move right away) and then stays fixed for the rest of the lives the bonds.
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Immunization rate stay at 10% rate fall to 4% rate rise to 16%

coupon future value
1 70 165.06 70 99.63 70 266.21
2 70 150.05 70 95.8 70 229.49
3 70 136.41 70 92.12 70 197.84
4 70 124.01 70 88.57 70 170.55
5 70 112.74 70 85.17 70 147.02
6 70 102.49 70 81.89 70 126.74
7 70 93.17 70 78.74 70 109.26
8 70 84.7 70 75.71 70 94.19
9 70 77 70 72.8 70 81.2

10 70 70 70 70 70 70
future value of past coupons 1115.62 840.43 1492.5

present value of future coupons 815.66 1243.33 565.01

20 year bond value in 10 years 1931.28 2083.75 2057.51

liability value 1931 1931 1931

portfolio value 0.28 152.75 126.51

Table 3.9: Immunization Explained

Figure 3.10 explains what is going on. Bond 1 (zero-coupon) and bond 2
(coupon) have their price-yield curves (see Figure 3.2) tangent at 10% (current
yield) and $744.5. However, bond 2 (coupon bond) has a higher curvature (i.e.
convexity). As a result, no matter how yield changes (rises or falls), bond 2 always
has a higher value than bond 1. This indicates that if you buy bond 2 and sell bond
1, you are guaranteed to make money (and will not lose money if the yield stays the
same at 10%).

Certainly both bonds have very long lives and this diagram is a static descrip-
tion of the two bonds. As economy changes, they will no longer be tangent and
there is no guarantee that bond 2 will be more convex than bond 1 in the new en-
vironment. Consequently, continuous rebalancing is required and under continuous
rebalancing there is no guarantee of an arbitrage profit.

Nevertheless, the concept of immunization remains valid – keep DURATION-
NEUTRAL and POSITIVE CONVEXITY and do it as frequently as environment
demands. Undoubtably, when interest rates change over time, immunization be-
comes quite challenging.
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Figure 3.10: Immunization

3.4.2 Riding on the Yield Curve

The yield curve is generally upward sloping. This means that the short term interest
rates are always lower than the long term interest rates. Hence, it makes sense to
borrow at the short end of the yield curve (short sell) and invest in the long end of
the yield curve.

When the yield curve is steep, this strategy generate attractive profits.
The risk of this strategy is that it ignores the fact that the shape of the yield

curve is changing over time. The slope of the yield curve can steepen or flatten.
This strategy will lose money if the yield curve flattens.

3.4.3 Barbell

The Barbell strategy is less risky than riding the yield curve. The Barbell strategy
picks three points of the yield curve. It longs the two ends and short the middle
one.

To implement the strategy, one must make sure the duration of the portfolio
is 0 (duration neutral). Hence, there is no short term fluctuation risk. Also, it is
not subject to the risk of changing slope of the yield curve.

The Barbell trade is a convexity trade. It takes advantage of the three point
shape of the yield curve. If the yield curve is linear, then there is no profit to be
made.

Although there is no duration risk, the strategy will have convexity risk. That
is, similar to riding the yield curve, once convexity changes the strategy will lose
money.
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Spreads

4.1 Introduction

Spreads carry important information about risks of securities. There are many
reasons to cause a spread. The most popular one is credit spread which refers to
likelihoods of default. Besides default, other reasons include liquidity, noise trading,
market segmentation, among numerous others.

A spread could be used to explain a particular source of risk, such as credit or
liquidity. It could also be used to explain market imperfections such as noise trading
and market segmentation.

4.2 Option Adjusted Spread (OAS)

OAS has a very long history in the fixed income markets. In the early days, it was
regarded as a credit spread (i.e. default likelihood). Over time, as the markets grew
more sophisticated, people realized that credit spreads can be separately evaluated
and regarded OAS as the value of various optionalities embedded in fixed income
securities. Then as more and more models can price optionalities accurately, OAS
has become a trading index signaling profit potentials.
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4.2.1 Static OAS

Given that OAS is the most ancient spread, we begin our chapter with OAS. Our
first example is a static OAS. Assume a 5-year corporate bond that pays 4% coupon
(semi-annaul) with $100 face value. The corporate bond is priced at par (assuming
at issuance).

The zero curve has been bootstrapped out to be the following table:

t zero rate
1 1.2408%
2 1.9340%
3 2.3394%
4 2.6271%
5 2.8502%
6 3.0326%
7 3.1867%
8 3.3202%
9 3.4380%

10 3.5434%

Table 4.1: Zero Curve

A bench marked 5-year Treasury issue is paying 3.5% and is priced at par:

100 =
∑10

i=1
ci

(1 + ri)i

= 1.75
(1 + 1.2408%/2) + 1.75

(1 + 1.9340%/2)2 + · · ·+ 101.75
(1 + 3.5434%/2)10

This is reasonable as Treasuries do not suffer default risk and hence their
coupons should be less than the corresponding corporate bonds. The OAS of the
corporate bond can be computed as:

100 =
∑10

i=1
ci

(1 + (ri + s)/2)i

= 2
(1 + (1.2408% + s)/2) + 2

(1 + (1.9340% + s)/2)2 + · · ·+ 102
(1 + (3.5434% + s)/2)10

and then we can solve for the spread as 0.5062%, or 50.62 basis points.
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The second static example is embedded optionality. For example, some Trea-
sury bonds (longer than 10 years to maturity) can be called.1 And hence for these
callable Treasuries, they must offer higher coupons. As a result, the analysis is iden-
tical to that of the corporate bond. Using the same example and assume a callable
Treasury pays a 4% coupon, we can calculate the OAS to be 50.62 basis points.

As we can see now, static OAS is just to fill the gap between the zero Treasury
yield curve and price of the target bond. It does not distinguish where the spread
comes from – either it is a credit risk or a call option.

We should note that it is possible for OAS to be negative. For example, an
embedded put option can generate a negative OAS.

Finally, we should note that today’s OAS is different what is discussed here.
Today’s OAS is computed after considering all possible optionalities (e.g. put and
call) and risks (e.g. credit and liquidity). Apparently these optionalities and risks
must be evaluated via models. Hence, today’s OAS is a trading indicator. In other
words, after considering all optionalities and risks, if there is a positive OAS, then it
indicates that the bond is too cheap (buy indication). Otherwise (a negative OAS),
then the bond is too expensive (sell (or short-sell) indication.

4.2.2 With Model

We use the Ho-Lee model for interest rate risk, Jarrow-Turnbull model for credit,
and Chen model for liquidity. These models are reviewed in Chapter ??. For those
who are not familiar with these models, please review Chapter ?? first.

< See Excel >.
Our example is a callable Treasury. A 3-year, 7% coupon bond is priced at

$100.25 (no accrued interest so the quoted price is 100:08). In this case, we can
calculate the OAS. This OAS is a static one that can be easily computed off today’s
yield curve, as follows:

yield yld + spd disc fact PV
4.9979% 5.4582% 0.9482 6.6377
5.9998% 6.4601% 0.8823 6.1762
6.5021% 6.9624% 0.8172 87.4361

Table 4.2: Ho-Lee Model (yield curve)

The spread can be solved to be 0.4603% (or 46 basis points). As this spread
1There is a call rule for these Treasuries. Details of the rule will be discussed in Chapter 9.
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is added to the yields, the sum of PVs will be precisely 100.25.
Note that in this case the OAS reflects only liquidity and trading noise –

which is regarded as a trading opportunity. If the OAS is positive, then the bond is
underpriced and it is a good buy. Reversely, if the OAS is negative, then the bond
is a good sell.

A 3-year callable bond pays an 8.5% coupon (it must be higher than the
straight bond in order to compensate the call option) and is priced at $99.5 (no
accrued interest). The first call date is at year 2 (so only year 2 and year 3 can be
called) and the call price is $108.

0 1 105.3494 99.5
1 2 98.5471 118.7408 98.5471 108.5
2 3 96.9331 106.7549 117.6670 96.9331 106.7549 108.5
3 4 108.5 108.5 108.5 108.5

Table 4.3: Ho-Lee Model

The OAS solved is 0.0462% (or 4.62 basis points). As emphasized before, this
OAS is in addition to the call option value. We can see the comparable 8% straight
bond has a value of $105.35 under the same OAS. Hence the option value is $5.85.
In other words, for the callable bond selling at 99.5, it contains an OAS of 25.66 bps
and also an option value of 5.85.

The following table (Table 4.4) presents the calculations of the yields with and
without OAS. The left panel contains yields directly from the HL model. The right
panel are added by OAS. Discount factors (discrete) are computed then from the
OAS-added yields. These discount factors are used to discount cash flows (coupons
and principal).

4.2.3 Z Spread

Z spread is to set the volatility of a model to 0. In the HL case, it is δ = 1. In such
a case, there is no uncertainty. Note that the OAS for the 7% straight bond is not
impacted as it is only a result of today’s yield curve. The OAS remains at 46 basis
points.

For the callable bond, the OAS becomes 2.26% and the optionality has no
value (since no volatility). This is the same OAS as the 8.5% straight bond.

One may question that if Z spread is the same as static OAS then why would
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0 1 4.9979 5.2545 0.9501
2 5.9998 6.2564 0.8857
3 6.5021 6.7587 0.8218
4 6.8009 7.0575 0.7613

1 2 14.1453 2.7308 14.4019 2.9874
3 14.5620 3.1058 14.8185 3.3623
4 14.8649 3.3784 15.1214 3.6349

2 3 22.6455 10.3809 -0.6572 22.9020 10.6375 -0.4006
4 23.0680 10.7612 -0.3149 23.3246 11.0178 -0.0583

3 4 31.7248 18.5523 6.6971 -3.9726 31.9814 18.8089 6.9537 -3.7160

Table 4.4: Yields (in %)

0 1 0.950078
2 0.885707
3 0.821846
4 0.761258

1 2 0.874111 0.970993
3 0.758536 0.935999
4 0.655438 0.898424

2 3 0.813656 0.903853 1.004022
4 0.657507 0.811362 1.001168

3 4 0.757683 0.841688 0.934984 1.038595

Table 4.5: Discount Factors

anyone want to build a model for Z spread. The answer lies in technology conve-
nience. Usually a bank will have a large portfolio of bonds, some with and some
without optionalities. It is a lot easier to set the volatility to 0 to obtain the static
OAS than building a separate system for just static OAS. Also note that the static
OAS discussed previously usually is applied to flat yield curve. For non-flat market
yield curve, it is a lot easier to just set the volatility to 0.

4.3 LIBOR Spread

LIBOR is introduced in Chapter 2. The LIBOR rates that are quoted are: 1-week,
1-month, 2-month, 3-month, 6-month, and 1-year.

Note that LIBOR are regarded as risk-free rate in this case. However, we
know that it is not in that these are lending (offer) rates among commercial banks
in London. Nevertheless, for the sake of convenience, they are adopted as risk-free.
Another argument (historically only) is that A-rated banks borrow funds at LIBOR
and as a result to those banks, LIBOR is risk-free.
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A LIBOR spread refers to corporate bonds that pay floating coupons indexed
to LIBOR, that is LIBOR and an added spread, symbolized as L+s. As an index for
the floating coupons, LIBOR here is commonly referred to as the 3-month LIBOR.

The spread is purely meant as a credit spread, i.e. an extra coupon compen-
sating a default likelihood. This is because upon default, investors will not receive
the principal back (known as loss given default, or LGD) and hence at normal times
the coupon a a bit higher.

4.3.1 Floating Rate Corporate Bond

A floating rate corporate bond, or often called a corporate floater, pays an extra
amount over LIBOR as in equation (2.14), which we restate under semi-annual
coupons as follows:

1 = (L1 + s0)/2(
1 + L1+s0

2

) + (L2 + s0)/2(
1 + L1+s0

2

) (
1 + L2+s0

2

) + · · ·+ 1 + (L2n + s0)/2∏2n
i=1

(
1 + Li+s0

2

) (4.1)

We have explained why this equation is an identity of 1 (par value). Unlike the
risk-free floater whose value is always at par on coupon payment dates, corporate
floaters will not be. This is because the spread will change as time goes on. For
example, after 6 months, the spread will move up or down to s1 and the price will
not be at par:

1 ̸= (L1 + s0)/2(
1 + L1+s1

2

) + (L2 + s0)/2(
1 + L1+s1

2

) (
1 + L2+s1

2

) + · · ·+ 1 + (L2n−1 + s1)/2∏2n−1
i=1

(
1 + Li+s1

2

) (4.2)

Obviously, this is because the numerator and the denominator do not match
anymore. Unlike fixed rate bonds, floaters do not have known coupons at trade
date. As a result, it is not possible to compute the yield. To remedy this problem,
industry use forward rates (introduced in Chapter 1) to compute the yield.

The diagram clearly depicts how each future LIBOR can be replaced with the
proper forward as follows:

• L1 = f(0,¼,½)

• L2 = f(0,¾, 1)
...
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Figure 4.1: Corporate Floater Example

• L2n = f(0, 2n−¼, 2n)

P =
f(0,¼,½)+s0

2(
1 + y

2

) +
f(0,½,¾)+s0

2(
1 + y

2

)2 + · · ·+
1 + f(0,2n−¼,2n)+s0

2(
1 + y

2

)2n (4.3)

where f(t, Ti, Tj) is the discrete forward rate between Ti and Tj observed today t.
See the example: <See Excel>

LIBOR fwd rate coupon disc fact PV disc fact PV
0.25 1.2408% 2.6271%
0.5 1.9340% 0.016886 0.986758 0.016662 0.977389 0.016504

0.75 2.3394% 3.4901%
1 2.6271% 0.021201 0.967065 0.020502 0.955289 0.020253

1.25 2.8502% 3.9442%
1.5 3.0326% 0.023471 0.945342 0.022188 0.933688 0.021914

1.75 3.1867% 4.2550%
2 3.3202% 0.025025 0.922574 0.023087 0.912576 0.022837

2.25 3.4380% 4.4916%
2.5 3.5434% 0.026208 0.899246 0.023568 0.891942 0.023376

2.75 3.6363% 4.6025%
3 3.7168% 0.026763 0.875876 0.023441 0.871774 0.023331

3.25 3.7849% 4.5643%
3.5 3.8406% 0.026572 0.85312 0.022669 0.852062 0.022641

3.75 3.8839% 4.3771%
4 3.9147% 1.025635 0.831566 0.852883 0.832795 0.854144

1.005000 1.005000

Table 4.6: Example (y = 4.6269%)
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4.3.2 Relationship with CDS

LIBOR spreads are often compared to CDS spreads. If these two securities have the
same payment frequency, then it is said that they must be equal to avoid arbitrage.

0 i · · · n

default no default · · · default no default
sell risk-free floater −(1 + a1) −L1 −(1 + a1) −(1 + Ln)

buy risky floater R + a2 L1 + s0 R + a2 1 + Ln + s0
buy CDS 1−R + a3 −s0 1−R + a3 −s0

0 0 · · · 0 0

Table 4.7: Arbitrage between Corporate Floater and CDS

where a is accrued interest. The analysis shows that if the frequency of CDS is
matched with that of corporate, then it must be true that CDS spread and LIBOR
spread are same.

However, CDS pays quarterly and corporate floaters pay semi-annually, and
hence their spreads are not equal.

4.4 Yield Spread

Yield spread is commonly referred to fixed rate corporate bonds. Unlike corporate
floaters that are indexed to LIBOR, fixed rate corporate bonds are indexed to Trea-
suries. As a result, the extra yield in excess to the corresponding Treasury is called
the yield spread.

4.4.1 Fixed Rate Corporate Bond

Yield spread of a corporate fixed contains credit and liquidity. In this subsection, we
discuss the credit part using the Jarrow-Turnbull model and in a later subsection,
we discuss the liquidity part using the Chen model. Here, we focus on credit part
only. The Jarrow-Turnbull model is described by Figure 4.2.

Each coupon is weighted by the corresponding survival probability Q(t, Ti) and
then discounted by the risk-free discount factor P (t, Ti):
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Figure 4.2: Jarrow-Turnbull Model

Π∗(t, T ; c) =
∑2n

i=1
c∗

2 P (t, Ti)Q(t, Ti) + P (t, T2n)Q(t, T2n)

+
∑2n

i=1 RiP (t, Ti)[Q(t, Ti)−Q(t, Ti−1)]

where Π∗ and c∗ are corporate bond price and coupon rate respectively, and (inten-
sity λ):

Q(t, Ti) = Q(t, Ti−1)e−λi(Ti−Ti−1)

and then the spread is:
s = y∗ − y

The notation is parallel to that of risk-free but with an asterisk in superscript.
The yield of this bond is:

Π∗ = 1 =
∑2n

i=1
c∗/2

(1 + y∗/2)i
+ 1

(1 + y∗/2)n

Π = 1 =
∑2n

i=1
c/2

(1 + y/2)i
+ 1

(1 + y/2)n

If the risk-free rate is flat and the default intensity is flat, and recovery is 0,
then:

P (t, T ) = e−r(T −t)

Q(t, T ) = e−λ(T −t)

and λ is the spread.
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Take two corporate bonds as an example: one 5-year, 6% (semi-annual 3%)
and the other 10-year, 7% (semi-annual 3.5%). Also assume piece-wise flat λ and
recovery rate of 0.4. Both bonds are issued at par value. Solve for the two λ’s as in
the following table.

<See Excel>

A B C D E F G H I
t P λ Q −dQ c/2 = 3% rec=0.4 c/2 = 3.5% rec=0.4

0.5 0.9753 0.0149 0.9926 0.0074 0.029042 0.0029 0.033882 0.0029
1 0.9512 0.0149 0.9852 0.0074 0.028114 0.0028 0.0328 0.0028

1.5 0.9277 0.0149 0.9779 0.0073 0.027216 0.0027 0.031752 0.0027
2 0.9048 0.0149 0.9706 0.0073 0.026347 0.0026 0.030738 0.0026

2.5 0.8825 0.0149 0.9634 0.0072 0.025505 0.0025 0.029756 0.0025
3 0.8607 0.0149 0.9562 0.0072 0.02469 0.0025 0.028805 0.0025

3.5 0.8395 0.0149 0.9491 0.0071 0.023902 0.0024 0.027885 0.0024
4 0.8187 0.0149 0.9420 0.0071 0.023138 0.0023 0.026995 0.0023

4.5 0.7985 0.0149 0.9350 0.0070 0.022399 0.0022 0.026132 0.0022
5 0.7788 0.0149 0.9281 0.0070 0.74447 0.0022 0.025298 0.0022

5.5 0.7596 0.0330 0.8339 0.0942 0.022168 0.0286
6 0.7408 0.0330 0.8202 0.0137 0.021267 0.0040

6.5 0.7225 0.0330 0.8068 0.0134 0.020402 0.0039
7 0.7047 0.0330 0.7936 0.0132 0.019572 0.0037

7.5 0.6873 0.0330 0.7806 0.0130 0.018776 0.0036
8 0.6703 0.0330 0.7678 0.0128 0.018013 0.0034

8.5 0.6538 0.0330 0.7552 0.0126 0.01728 0.0033
9 0.6376 0.0330 0.7428 0.0124 0.016578 0.0032

9.5 0.6219 0.0330 0.7307 0.0122 0.015904 0.0030
10 0.6065 0.0330 0.7187 0.0120 0.451165 0.0029

Table 4.8: Yield Spread

Column F is the coupon present value (including principal) and column E
is recovery value. The total is 100%. Similarly, columns H and I are survival and
recovery values respectively and also sum to 100%. Hence λ = 0.0149 and λ = 0.0330
are the two intensity values in the Poisson process.

Note that as default likelihoods go up, the survival value goes down but the
recovery value goes up. Hence there is a tradeoff between the two values.2 See
Figure 4.3. The net result is going down. This is because the sensitivity of the
survival value with respect to intensity is higher than that of the default value.

The yields of the two bonds are 6% and 7% respectively because they are
both priced at par (otherwise, we need to solve for the yields using the semi-annual
formula in Chapter 1). And hence the yield spreads are 1% and 2% respectively.

2Note that such tradeoff does not exist in CDS.
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Figure 4.3: Survival and Recovery (Default) Value

4.4.2 Par Spread

The above example is par spread since the bonds are evaluated at issuance so at
par. On any trading day, bond prices are above (premium) or below (discount) par.
And we need to use yearfraction to discount.

<See Excel>
Say in two months the prices of the two bonds drop to 0.98 and 0.95 respec-

tively. Assume no change in the risk-free rate and hence these changes are due to
worsening credit of the company.

In this example, the spread is not a par spread. However, market participants
would like to know where the market stands and par spread is the only way to see
that. But if there is no new issuance, then we need to recreate a “fake" par bond in
order to compute the par spread.

To do that, we need to artificially reduce or raise the coupon (which is equal
to yield as we are solving for a par bond), till the bond price is at par. Then the
difference between this artificial yield and the par risk-free yield is the par spread.

The results are 4.8775% and 9.8352% for the 5-year and 1-year bonds respec-
tively.

4.4.3 Spread Duration and Spread 01

spread duration can be defined as the same way as interest rate duration introduced
in Chapter 3 as:
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t P lam Q -dQ 0.06 0.4 0.07 0.4
0.333333 0.9835 0.0269 0.9911 0.0089 0.029241 0.0035 0.034115 0.0035
0.833333 0.9592 0.0269 0.9779 0.0132 0.028138 0.0051 0.032828 0.0051
1.333333 0.9355 0.0269 0.9648 0.0131 0.027077 0.0049 0.03159 0.0049
1.833333 0.9124 0.0269 0.9519 0.0129 0.026056 0.0047 0.030399 0.0047
2.333333 0.8899 0.0269 0.9392 0.0127 0.025074 0.0045 0.029253 0.0045
2.833333 0.8679 0.0269 0.9267 0.0125 0.024128 0.0044 0.02815 0.0044
3.333333 0.8465 0.0269 0.9143 0.0124 0.023219 0.0042 0.027088 0.0042
3.833333 0.8256 0.0269 0.9021 0.0122 0.022343 0.0040 0.026067 0.0040
4.333333 0.8052 0.0269 0.8901 0.0120 0.021501 0.0039 0.025084 0.0039
4.833333 0.7853 0.0269 0.8782 0.0119 0.710354 0.0037 0.024138 0.0037
5.333333 0.7659 0.0754 0.8457 0.0325 0.022671 0.0100
5.833333 0.7470 0.0754 0.8144 0.0313 0.021293 0.0094
6.333333 0.7286 0.0754 0.7842 0.0301 0.019998 0.0088
6.833333 0.7106 0.0754 0.7552 0.0290 0.018782 0.0083
7.333333 0.6930 0.0754 0.7273 0.0280 0.017641 0.0077
7.833333 0.6759 0.0754 0.7003 0.0269 0.016568 0.0073
8.333333 0.6592 0.0754 0.6744 0.0259 0.015561 0.0068
8.833333 0.6430 0.0754 0.6494 0.0250 0.014615 0.0064
9.333333 0.6271 0.0754 0.6254 0.0240 0.013727 0.0060
9.833333 0.6116 0.0754 0.6023 0.0232 0.381237 0.0057

0.937132 0.042867 0.830805 0.119195
0.98 0.95

Table 4.9: Par Spread Example

Π∗ =
∑2n

i=1
ci

(1 + y+s0
2 )i

D∗ = −dΠ
∗

ds

1
Π∗ = 1

Π∗
1

2(1 + y+s0
2 )

∑2n

i=1 i
ci

(1 + y+s0
2 )i

Hence, it is extremely similar to the duration of the interest rate. This indicates
that the risk of a corporate bond with respect to its spread is just the same as to
its yield. We can verify this via the differentiation method.

The spread 01 is similar to the DV01 in interest rate. We can perturb only one
spread in the market or the entire spread curve. Again, the magnitudes are similar
to the DV01s in interest rate.

4.4.4 Spread Convexity and Spread 10/Spread 25

Often banks compute large shocks in the spread. This is to design to capture
some convexity effect. This is because gammas often times are difficult to compute,
especially in a complex portfolio. This is also seen when vega is used to replace
gamma.

It captures 1 to 2% in addition to duration. However, large shock sizes can be
problematic in situations where spreads are small (then 25 basis shocks will lead to
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negative spreads).

4.5 Liquidity Spread

4.5.1 Bid/Ask Spread

The most known liquidity spread is the bid-ask (or bid-offer) spread. Market makers
(especially in OTC markets) provide liquidity (help transactions) to the market and
then charge b/a spreads as their profit. The higher is the liquidity in the market
(i.e. stiffer competition), the narrower is the b/a spread.

Unfortunately, OTC markets consist of mostly a handful institution traders
and they buy and sell in large quantities. Also note that many fixed income securities
have large denominations. Hence, the b/a spreads are always wide.

The dealer’s revenue comes from investors who are willing to pay Ka − S or
S −Kb as a price for immediacy where S is the true (informed) price, Ka and Kb

are ask and bid.
The objective of a dealer is to choose the b/a spread which maximizes his/er

expected profit:

max pE[max{Ka − S, 0}] + (1− p)E[max{S −Kb, 0}]

where p is the percentage of investors who seek to buy and 1− p is the percentage
of investors who seek to sell. The former is a put option and the latter is a call
option.3

An order flow is given in the following example:
In this example, we can see both the sell orders and the buy orders arranged in

the order of their prices. The buy orders are arranged in a decreasing order and the
sell orders are arranged in an increasing order. It is seen that in the top of the table
the two order flows intersect. However, the sell order indicates 59,100 shares and
yet the buy order wants a lot more (134,084 shares). This would force the market
maker to move a bit in order to accommodate a trade.

Here is another example from the CDS market (taken from Chen, Fabozzi, and
Sverdlove). In Table 4.10, we can see on average how bid and ask quotes differ in
the CDS market. The data are broken down by credit ratings – AAA, AA, A, BBB,

3The theory here is a simplified version of the Copeland-Galai model: Thomas E. Copeland
and Dan Galai, “Information Effects on the Bid-Ask Spread," The Journal of Finance, Vol. 38,
No. 5 (Dec., 1983), pp. 1457-1469.
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Figure 4.4: Order Flow

and BB and two business sectors (financial and industrial). The total number of
observations in their dataset is 9316. The left column of each sector is the liquidity
spread estimated with only the hazard factor and the right column is estimated with
both the hazard and liquidity factors.

FIN INDU Total

AAA
2.67% -0.24% 0.77% -0.13% 1.54% -0.18%

164 240 404

AA
1.18% -0.20% 13.49% -0.31% 8.66% -0.28%

195 386 581

A
5.09% -0.06% 8.31% -0.43% 6.96% -0.27%

2182 3435 5617

BBB
2.82% -0.24% 3.87% -0.10% 3.78% -0.11%

191 2022 2213

BB
0.32% -0.25% 2.67% 0.09% 1.04% 0.22%

181 144 325

Total
4.21% -0.07% 6.69% -0.29% 5.75% -0.21%

2913 6261 9316

Table 4.10: Percentage difference between Mid-implied and Ask-implied Liquidity
Spreads

4.5.2 Liquidity Gap

This is analogous to the b/a spread analysis. Lack of demand will bring the price
down and lack of supply will bring the price up. A former model is provided by
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Chen (2014).

Figure 4.5: Demand Squeeze

X∗(t) = e−r(T −t)
{
KN(−h−)− V (t)eµ(T −t)N(−h+)− eµ(T −t) − er(T −t)

eµ(T −t) (eσ2(T −t) − 1)×

eµ(T −t)

(eµ2(T −t))
{
K[N(h−)−N(h+)] + V (t)eµ(T −t)

[
N(−h+)− eσ2(T −t)N(−h+ − σ

√
T − t)

]}}

where
h± = ln V (t)− lnK + (µ± 1/2σ2)(T − t)

σ
√
T − t

To compare, we present the liquid price (put option) as follows:

X(t) = Ke−r(T −t)N(−d−)− V (t)N(−d+)

where
d± = ln V (t)− lnK + (r ± 1/2σ2)(T − t)

σ
√
T − t

4.6 Discount Margin

Investopedia:
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Figure 4.6: Liquidity Discount

“A discount margin (DM) is the average expected return of a floating-rate
security (typically a bond) that’s earned in addition to the index underlying, or
reference rate of, the security. The size of the discount margin depends on the
price of the floating- or variable-rate security. The return of floating-rate securities
changes over time, so the discount margin is an estimate based on the security’s
expected pattern between issue and maturity.

Another way to view the discount margin is to think of it as the spread that,
when added to the bond’s current reference rate, will equate the bond’s cash flows
to its current price.”

As we have learned in Chapter 2, “bonds and other securities with variable
interest rates are usually priced close to their par value. This is because the interest
rate (coupon) on a variable rate bond adjusts to current interest rates based on
changes in the bond’s reference rate.”

“The discount margin is one of the most common calculations: It estimates
the security’s spread above the reference index that equates the present value of all
expected future cash flows to the current market price of the floating rate note.

There are three basic situations involving a discount margin:

• If the price of floating rate security, or floater, is equal to par, the investor’s
discount margin would be equal to the reset margin.

• Due to the tendency for bond prices to converge to par as the bond reaches
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maturity, the investor can make an additional return over the reset margin if
the floating rate bond was priced at a discount. The additional return plus
the reset margin equals the discount margin.

• Should the floating rate bond be priced above par, the discount margin would
equal the reference rate less the reduced earnings.”

From the above description of Investopedia, it is clear that DM is very close
to LIBOR spread as LIBOR is a common benchmark for floating rate fixed income
securities. Yet, it is not limited to LIBOR but any reference benchmark index
interest rate.

Again from Investopedia:
“The discount margin formula is a complicated equation that takes into ac-

count the time value of money and typically needs a financial spreadsheet or cal-
culator to calculate accurately. There are seven variables involved in the formula.
They are:
P = the floating rate note’s price plus any accrued interest
c(i) = the cash flow received at the end of time period i (include principal in period
n)
I(i) = the assumed index level at time period i
I(1) = the current index level
d(i) = number of actual days in period i, assuming the A/360-day count convention
d(s) = number of days from the start of the time period until settlement date
DM = the discount margin, the variable to solve for

All coupon payments are unknown, with the exception of the first, and must
be estimated in order to calculate the discount margin. The formula, which must
be solved by iteration to find DM, is as follows:

The current price, P , equals the summation of the following fraction for all
time periods from the beginning time period to maturity:

P =
∑n

i=1
c(i)(

1 + I(1)+DM
100

d(1)−d(s)
360

)∏i
j=2

(
1 + I(j)+DM

100
d(j)
360

)”

It is easily seen that if I(i) = L(i) which is LIBOR, then c(i) could be (L(i) +
s0)× 100 and DM is very close to s0 which is LIBOR spread at current time 0.



108 Chapter 4: Spreads

4.7 Basis

Basis can be regarded as a spread, although it is mostly caused by market im-
perfections. Since such bases exist and they directly impact P&L’s, they must be
understood (modeled) and managed.

4.7.1 Futures Basis

Futures basis is the difference between two futures prices with different maturities.
The following is an example from CME. There are three maturities in the example.
Because futures prices will converge to the spot price at the maturity, it is quite
popular for futures traders to speculate on the changes in spot.

Figure 4.7: Treasury Bond Futures (CME)

4.7.2 FX Basis

There are two meanings to FX basis, depending on which market you are in. The
first basis is the discrepancy between market quotes and the curve. The other basis
is the interest rate differential between two countries, e.g. LIBOR and T bills. This
market is usually floating-floating interest rate swap.
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4.7.3 CDS - Bond Yield Basis

This refers to the difference between bond yield spread and its corresponding CDS
spread. Many believe that the major source of the difference is liquidity. Yet market
infrastructure has a substantial influence.

FIN INDU Total

AAA
20.85% 24.31% 5.68% 10.49% 11.84% 16.10%

164 240 404

AA
16.66% 19.84% 14.44% 20.30% 15.18% 20.15%

195 386 581

A
27.60% 36.72% 28.18% 35.69% 27.95% 36.09%

2182 3435 5617

BBB
35.60% 47.98% 58.68% 136.37% 56.69% 128.74%

191 2022 2213

BB
83.20% 98.68% 53.88% 70.55% 70.21% 86.22%

181 144 325

Total
30.46% 39.48% 37.46% 67.78% 34.70% 57.90%

2913 6261 9316

Table 4.11: CDS Spread as a Percentage of Bond Yield

4.7.4 LIBOR basis

LIBOR basis swaps are swaps of one LIBOR maturity for another LIBOR maturity
with a spread added to one of the LIBOR’s. One leg of the swap is the 3M LIBOR
index rate and the other leg is another LIBOR rate (1M, 6M, or 12M). These basis
swaps are used to build LIBOR forward curves for 1M, 6M, and 12M.

4.7.5 LIBOR Treasury Basis

LIBOR is traditionally empirically higher than Treasury rates.



110 Chapter 4: Spreads

4.7.6 LIBOR OIS Basis

Due to LIBOR scandal, the industry has moved to OIS discounting (see Chapter 2
To build the OIS curve, one needs information from LIBOR-OIS basis swaps.

4.8 Gamma and Vega

Finally, we review the related risk measures to convexity. As we know, convexity is
similar to gamma which is second order differentiation with respect to the underlying
asset, and hence the similarity is obvious. Vega is the first order differentiation with
respect to the volatility of the underlying asset. How on earth vega is related to
convexity?

Lets look at the Taylor’s series expansion of equation (3.1) in Chapter 3:

dP = ∂P

∂y
dy + ∂2P

∂y2 dy
2 + ∂P

∂v
dv + ∂P

∂t
dt+ o(dt)

where y represents the whole yield curve (i.e. vector of yields) and v represents the
whole volatility curve. The first term is clearly the effective duration (i.e. price
impact on whole yield curve shift). The second term is the convexity on the whole
yield curve. The last term is the vega which the price impact of the volatility curve
shift.

In the fixed income world, the P&L is explained by four major factors: delta,
gamma, vega, and theta. Note that theta is not a random effect. It is completely
deterministic and known as the roll down effect (introduced in Chapter 2). Delta is
similar to duration and is kept neutral when trading. Gamma and vega are similar
to convexity that need to be maximized (see immunizaton in Chapter 3).

4.8.1 Supplementary Effect

Theoretically speaking, vega is the first order risk (∂V/∂σ) but since the volatility is
not a traded asset, and also the only way to retrieve the market volatility information
is through options, it is regarded as the second order risk, similar to gamma. Hence,
often it is used to replace gamma.

But vega is much easier to compute since it is technically a first order differ-
entiation.
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4.8.2 Complementary Effect

After all, vega and gamma are not the same. Indeed one is convexity on the un-
derlying asset and the other is the volatility sensitivity of the underlying asset.
Theoretically, gamma is caused by the distribution of the underlying asset of a cho-
sen maturity and vega is caused by either jumps (short term) or volatility being
random over time (long term).

If a model is accurate, then the two cannot substitute each other as described
in the previous subsection.
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Chapter 5

Interest Rate Swaps

There are many swap contracts very popular in the market place (interest rate swaps,
currency swaps, asset swaps, residential property index swap, equity swap, total
return swap, credit default swaps, . . . ) In this chapter, we shall introduce interest
rate swaps and in Lesson 13 we shall discuss credit default swaps.

5.1 Introduction

Interest rate swaps are one of the most liquid interest rate derivative contracts in the
marketplace. In its December 2014 statistics release, the Bank for International Set-
tlements reported that interest rate swaps were the largest component of the global
OTC derivative market, representing 60%, with the notional amount outstanding in
OTC interest rate swaps of $381 trillion, and the gross market value of $14 trillion.

An IRS (interest rate swap) is a fixed versus floating swap contract. Usually
both legs of the swap contact have the same notional, hence there is no swap of
the notional (as opposed to other swaps, e.g. currency swaps, that swap the final
notionals.) As a result, it is strictly a coupon swap.

It has associations with forward rate agreements (FRAs), and with zero coupon
swaps (ZCSs) which will be discussed toward the end of this chapter.

5.2 Comparative Advantage Analysis

The comparative advantage analysis (CAA) is a classical international trade theory
that contends that both countries (counterparties) will benefit by trading (swapping)
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goods. CAA is not a pricing tool. It provides at most the upper and lower bounds
of the price of swap.

5.2.1 Basic Idea

We start with an example. Let company A be able to borrow in the fixed rate
market at 10% and in the floating rate market at L + 1%. And also let company B
be able to borrow in the fixed rate market at 12% and in the floating rate market
at L + 1.5%. The following table summarizes this situation.

floating fixed
A L+100 0.1
B L+150 0.12
diff 50 0.02

Table 5.1: Basic Information

A is better than B in both markets. Yet A is “more better" than B in fixed
rate market. Hence A should issue fixed and B should issue floating and they swap.

Figure 5.1: IRS

A ends up paying L+50, saving 0.5%; B ends up paying 11%, saving 1%. Total
saving = 1.5% = difference of differences.

We can easily alter the arrangement between the two companies, as follows:

Figure 5.2: IRS

Now, company A gets all the comparative advantage (1.5%) and company B
gets nothing. Can you write down another arrangements for this result?
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5.2.2 With a Financial Intermediary

It is rarely two companies can find each other and engage in an IRS. What happens
in reality is that the two companies’ affiliated banks trade with each other usually
and help facilitate an IRS for their clients. Hence a financial intermediary is usually
added to the swap diagram, as follows:

Figure 5.3: IRS

In this case, company A gets 50 bps; company B gets 50 bps, and the bank
gets 50 bps. As we can see, the arrangements in this example are arbitrary. We can
alter any term in this transaction and provide any comparative advantage to any
participating party (the two companies and the bank).

5.3 No Arbitrage Analysis

The above CAA explains the motivation and market structure of IRS well. Yet the
pricing part is far from reality. In reality, IRS is a liquid market and market makers
actively set the swap rates. Corporations or retail investors can only place orders
and wait for them to be filled.

5.3.1 IRS as a Series of Forward Contracts

Since the swap market is competitive, swap rates will not deviate from the other
interest rates, otherwise arbitrage will take place. As a result, we can derive swap
rates from the yield curve.

Assume a two-period example as follows:

Figure 5.4: Time Line

Let T1 and T2 be two arbitrary future time points and P (t, T1) and P (t, T2) be
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two zero coupon bond prices. Then the forward price of P (t, T2) at time T1 is

Ψ(t, T1, T2) = P (t, T2)
P (t, T1)

(5.1)

This result can be achieved by the following arbitrage argument:

t T1 T2
long forward Ψ(t, T1, T2): cost=0 P (T1, T2)−Ψ nothing
short P (t, T2) −P (T1, T2)
buy Ψ units of P (t, T1) Ψ
P (t, T2)−ΨP (t, T1) 0 0

Table 5.2: No Arbitrage Argument of Forward Price

Given that this portfolio has no cash flow in periods T1 and T2, it should not
cost anything today and equation (5.1) is obtained. A forward rate is the rate of
return of the forward price:

f(t, T1, T2) = 1
T1 − T2

[
1

Ψ(t, T1, T2)
− 1

]

A Two-Year Example

To get the result of the swap rate being a weighted average of forward rates, we
examine the following simple (2pd) example.

2-Period Example
now one yr later two yrs later
long swap: cost 0 ℓ1 − w0 ℓ2 − w0
short 1y fwd: cost 0 f1 − ℓ1 nothing happens
short 2y fwd: cost 0 nothing happens f2 − ℓ2
short (f1 − w0) of P0,1 −(f1 − w0) nothing happens
short (f2 − w0) of P0,2 nothing happens −(f2 − w0)
(f1 − w0)× P0,1 0 0
+(f2 − w0)× P0,2

Given that the portfolio generates no cash flow in the future, the value of the
portfolio today must also be 0 to avoid arbitrage. As a result,
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−(f1 − w0)× P0,1 − (f2 − w0)× P0,2 = 0

w0 = f1P0,1 + f2P0,2

P0,1 + P0,2

Using the 4-year HL model,

spot fwd disc fact weight wt avg
1 5% 5% 0.9512 0.277907 0.013895
2 6% 7% 0.8869 0.259118 0.018138
3 6.50% 7.50% 0.8228 0.240395 0.01803
4 6.80% 7.70% 0.7619 0.22258 0.017139

pv01 3.4228 swp rate 0.0672

Table 5.3: HL Example of 4-year Swap Rate

5.3.2 IRS as a Portfolio of Bonds

An alternative way to form a risk-free portfolio (better way because prices as opposed
to rates are used):

2-Period Example
now one yr later two yrs later
long swap: cost 0 ℓ1 − w0 ℓ2 − w0
short (1 + ℓ1 − w0) of P0,1 −(1 + ℓ1 − w0) nothing happens
long (1 + w0) of P0,2 short (1/P1,2) of P1,2 (1 + w0)− (1 + ℓ2)
(1 + ℓ1 − w0)× P0,1 − (1 + w0)× P0,2 0 0

Note that 1 + ℓ1 = 1
P0,1

and 1 + ℓ2 = 1
P1,2

. As a result, we have:

w0 = 1− P0,2

P0,1 + P0,2

The term structure is such that :one-year rate is 5% and two-year rate is 7%
(hence the forward rate is 9%) discount factors are:

P0,1 = 1
1.05 = 0.9524

P0,2 = 1
1.072 = 0.8734
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Hence, the swap rate is:

w0 = P0,1ℓ1 + P0,2f2

P0,1 + P0,2
= 0.9524× 0.05 + 0.8734× 0.09

0.9524 + 0.8734 = 0.1262
1.8258 = 6.91%

The swap rate formula is:

w(t, Tn) = 1− P (t, Tn)∑n
i=1 P (t, Ti)

(5.2)

disc fact annuity swp rate
1 0.9524 0.9524 0.049979
2 0.8900 1.8424 0.059705
3 0.8278 2.6702 0.06449
4 0.7686 3.4388 0.067291

Table 5.4: HL Model Swap Rates

This result is unrealistic in that it assumes the same annual frequency of both
floating and fixed legs. We know that in reality an IRS has quarterly frequency for
the floating leg (due to 3-month LIBOR) and semi-annual frequency for the fixed
leg. One might question if the above formula is inaccurate.

Amazingly, the above formula needs no adjustment. While setting up an arbi-
trage argument/trading for a real swap that has different frequencies (quarterly for
floating and semi-annual for fixed) is more difficult, the mathematical proof is very
straightforward. I provide that in the Appendix.1

5.4 Swap Value

A swap contract has 0 value at beginning (in that the floating leg value must equal
to the fixed leg value) but as time passes it will have a positive or negative value
afterwards. If it has a positive value (rates rise) then it is called “in-the-money”;
and otherwise it is called “out-of-the-money”.

To compute the swap value, one can easily perform as reverse swap and mon-
etize the moneyness of the swap contract, or one can cancel the swap with one’s
counterparty for the same cash.

1This requires certain familiarity of the forward measure.
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5.4.1 Reverse swap

If the swap is in the money, then one can monitize by doing a reverse swap. For
example, (assuming annual payments) at year 0, a 5-yr swap rate is 10% (in exchange
for LIBOR). After 1 year, the 4-yr swap rate (hence mature in year 5) is 12%. In
this situation, the swap is in the money by 2%. The owner of the swap can do a
reverse swap (pay floating and receive 12%) and in doing so, he nets in 2% for the
next 4 years.

Assume the yield curve to be flat (and hence the yields are equal to the current
swap rate of 12%) and a 4-year annuity value is 3.0373 and the swap value is:

(2%)(3.0373)(notional) = 6.0704%× $100, 000 = $6, 070.

In our HL example, the 4-year swap rate is 6.7291% (see Table 5.4). After 1
year, if the year curve has become:

yr disc fact annuity swp rate swp val $100,000
2 0.934481 0.934481
3 0.869173 1.803654
4 0.807014 2.610668 7.3922% 1.7312% $1,731

Table 5.5: Swap Value

In the example, the new yield curve results in a (3-year) new swap rate of
7.3922%. Hence the swap value is:

((7.3922− 6.7291)%)(pv01)(notional) = 0.6631%× 2.6107× $100, 000 = $1, 731.

The general equation for the swap value at any future time s is:

Vswap(s) = (w(s, Tn)− w(t, Tn))
∑n

i=k
P (s, Ti)

where Tk−1 < s < Tk. It is quite straightforward to mathematically derive the swap
value. Nevertheless, a reverse swap is the easiest and the most intuitive way to
obtain such value.

SEE EXCEL

5.4.2 Another Calculation

The two counterparties exchange only swap rate and LIBOR at each fixing date.
There is no notional exchange at maturity. However, if we add the notional to both
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legs (so that they cancel), then we effectively turn the floating leg into a LIBOR
floater and the fixed leg into a fixed rate bond with the swap rate being the coupon
rate.

We kow that LIBOR floaters are always at par at coupon dates. The fixed
rate bond is also at par at inception (the coupon of the fixed rate bond is set so that
the swap has 0 value).2

The fixed leg can then be viewed as a fixed rate bond and the floating leg can
be viewed as a floater:

1 = Π(t, T , w) =
∑n

i=1 w(t, Tn)P (t, Ti) + P (t, Tn)
1 =

∑n

j=1 P (t, Tj)f(t, Tj−1, Tj) + P (t, Tn)

Note that different from equation (2.12), here both fixed leg (top equation)
and floating leg (bottom equation) are added a face value (and therefore its discount
factors are P (t, Tn for the fixed leg and P (t, Tn) for the floating leg respectively. The
fixed leg then becomes a fixed rate bond with a coupon of the swap rate Π(t, T , w)
and the floating leg is by definition (see Chapter 2 for the floater discussions) par.
Since at inception the fixed leg is also at par (i.e. Π(t, T , w) = 1), the swap contract
is at 0 value.

Over time, the floating leg remains at par and yet the fixed leg will move away
from par as the swap rate changes (as a result of yield curve changes which is a
consequence of economic conditions change). For example, lets assume a 10 year
swap. After one year,

Π(T1, T , w) =
∑n

i=2 w(t, Tn)P (T1, Ti) + P (T1, Tn)
1 =

∑n

j=2 P (T1, Tj)f(T1, Tj−1, Tj) + P (T1, Tn)

and Π(T1, T , w) ̸= 1. Then the swap value is:

Vswap(T1) = 1− Π(T1, T , w)
̸= 0

because w(T1, Tn) ̸= w(t, Tn) as interest rates have moved.
Using the same HL example before, we can easily verify that at inception the

two legs have the same value:
2Recall equation (2.12) in Chapter 2 which exemplifies that the discount factors are set so that

the two legs are equal value.
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yr disc fact fixed leg
1 0.9524 0.067291
2 0.8900 0.067291
3 0.8278 0.067291
4 0.7686 1.067291

PV= 1

Table 5.6: Fixed Leg Value (par)

As a result, the swap have no value. In a year, the yield curve has changed
and the bond is no longer at par:

yr disc fact fixed leg
2 0.934481 0.067291
3 0.869173 0.067291
4 0.807014 1.067291

PV= 0.982688

Table 5.7: New Fixed Leg Value (not par)

Now the bond price is equal to 0.9827 but the floating leg is still 1. Hence, the
difference between the two legs is the swap value: 1 − 0.9827 = 0.01731 or $1,731
(per notional of $100,000).

Note that in reality, the floating leg of the swap is quarterly and the fixed leg
is semi-annual. The fixed leg has 20 semi-annual periods and the floating leg has 40
quarters. Hence the formula needs to be adjusted as:

1 = Π(t, T , w) =
∑2n

i=1 w(t, T2n)P (t, Ti) + P (t, T2n)

1 =
∑4m

j=1 P (t, Tj)f(t, Tj−1, Tj) + P (t, T4m)

where T4m = T2n is the tenor of the swap (in years). At inception, the swap has
equal value as both legs are priced at par. In three months, i.e. Tj = T1 = ¼. Then

Π(¼, T , w) =
∑2n

i=1 w(t, T2n)P (¼, Ti) + P (¼, T2n)

1 =
∑4m

j=2 P (¼, Tj)f(¼, Tj−1, Tj) + P (¼, T4m)

5.4.3 DV01/PV01

An IRS is “at the money” at inception. But over time it can be either in or out of
the money, as the swap rate moves up or down. The value is equal to:
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Vswap(s) = N
∑2n

i=1 (w(s, T2n)− w(t, T2n))P (s, Ti)

for s > t, is a result of doing a reverse swap. Hence the DV01/PV01 is:

∂V

∂w(t, T2n) = N
∑2n

i=1 P (s, Ti)

which is the risk-free annuity. Following the same example, we have:

disc fact
2 0.934481
3 0.869173
4 0.807014

DV01 2.610668

Table 5.8: DV01/PV01

5.4.4 Swaption

Swaps in general come with a cancellation clause. That is, to avoid the trouble of
doing the reverse swap, ISDA regulates counterparties that must allow cancellations
and out-of-money side should pay the its counterparty the present value of the future
cash flows (i.e. value of the swap). This right to cancel is a put option of the swap.
It is like buying a receiver swaption struck at the current swap rate. Certainly the
option to cancel is an American (more precisely Bermudan) option that permits
cancellation any time till maturity and a receiver swaption is a European option.

Another option which is opposite to cancellation is the option to enter a swap.
There is a strike swap rate at which the owner of the option can enter a swap. As a
result, if the market swap rate at the time of entering is higher than the strike swap
rate, then the buyer makes money. This is a call option.

The payoff of the option is:

max{w(s, Tn)− wK , 0}
∑n

i=1 P (s, Ti)

This is known as the payer option. A receiver option is the same option but to
enter a short swap (i.e. pay floating). In this situation, the option has value when
the swap rate falls:

max{wK − w(s, Tn), 0}
∑n

i=1 P (s, Ti)
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A quick approximation to roughly estimate the option value is to use the
Black-Scholes model. That is, we assume that the swap rate follows a log-normal
process. Then we can use the Black-Scholes formula to value max{w − K, 0} and
then multiply Black-Scholes value by ∑P (s, Ti) which is assumed known today (i.e.
using the forward curve).

Industry uses the Black (which is same as Black-Scholes) model for swaptions.
We know from risk-neutral pricing, the Black-Scholes model can be derived as:

C = Êt

[
exp

(
−
∫ s

t
r(u)

)
max{w(s, Tn)− wK , 0}

∑n

i=1 P (s, Ti)
]

= P (t, s)Ẽ(s)
t

[
max{w(s, Tn)− wK , 0}

∑n

i=1 P (s, Ti)
]

= P (t, s) [w̄(s, Tn)N(d+)− P (t, s)wKN(d−)]
∑n

i=1 Ψ(t, s, Ti)

(5.3)

where
d± = ln w̄(s, Tn)− lnwK√

v(t, s, Tn)
± 1

2v(t, s, Tn)

v2(t, s, Tn) = V[lnw(s, Tn)]

w̄ is the forward swap rate, Êt and Ẽ(s)
t are risk-neutral and s-forward measures

respectively.3

Using the same example as before, we evaluate a one-year option to enter a
three-year swap (one into three or 1×3). The following table shows today’s discount
curve and forward curve:

disc fact fwd curve
1 0.9524
2 0.8900 0.934481
3 0.8278 0.869173
4 0.7686 0.807014

sum 3.4388 2.6107

Table 5.9: Discount and Forward Curves

The forward swap rate is 7.3922% (= (1−0.8070)/2.6107). Assume a volatility
of 25% and a strike swap rate of 6.5%. Then, we can compute the Black call option
value as 0.007363 (d+ = 0.54575 and d− = 0.48325). Then, the swaption value is
$1,922.23 (= 0.007363× 2.6107× 100, 000).

3Discussions of risk-neutral pricing and forward measure can be found in Chapter ??.
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Swaptions are a very active market. Various option maturities into various
swap tenors (x × y) at various strikes are actively quoted. Liquidity, however,
concentrates mostly on ATM swaptions.

For the Black (Black-Scholes) model to hold, one must accept that:

• there exists a swap measure under the s-forward expectation and

• the swap rate follows a log-normal distribution (as assumed in the Black-
Scholes model)

Unfortunately, none of the above two conditions can be true. The condition
for the first requirement to hold is the existence of the swap measure, which can
only be true under the extreme case. The second requirement essentially demands a
weighted sum of interest rates to follow a log-normal distribution, which contradicts
all existing interest rate models.4

Nevertheless, the swaption market continues to assume it did and submit
quotes in terms of the Black volatility. Users must convert them to prices using
the Black formula.

Here is the swaption volatility matrix (ATM)

s w a p t e n o r
1Y 2Y · · · 30Y

o 3M
p 6M
t 9M

1Y
m 2Y
a ...
t 20Y

Table 5.10: Swaption Vol Matrix

Detailed discussions of the volatility surface of ATM swaptions are given in
Chapter 10. As in equities, the swaption market provides useful information about
future volatilities of swaps.

A more correct way to evaluate swaptions is to model them via options on
coupon bonds. Given that floater at any reset date is priced at par, we can then

4For the Black-Scholes model to work correctly, the swap measure to exist. See Chapter ??.
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rewrite equation (5.3) as follows (we assume the option maturity date s is a reset
date):

C = Êt

[
exp

(
−
∫ s

t
r(u)

)
max{w(s, Tn)− wK , 0}

∑n

i=1 P (s, Ti)
]

= Êt

[
exp

(
−
∫ s

t
r(u)

)
max{1− Π(s, T , wK), 0}

] (5.4)

Note that the above formula is precisely the coupon bond option pricing for-
mula. Note that the call option on swap rate now is a put option on the coupon
bond (with the strike price at 1). I will discuss how to evaluate this formula in
Chapter ??.

5.4.5 Exposure

After the global financial crisis in 2008, counterparty exposures have become crucial
for banks to closely monitor. A swap contract that usually lasts decades with the
counterpary is more important than any other contract to calculate and manage its
exposure.

Exposure is like a call option. From the fixed leg’s perspective, when interest
rates rise (so will the swap rate), it is in-the-money and if its counterparty defaults,
then it will not be able to cash in the payoff, hence losing money. This is a potential
loss in the future. Hence its value is equal to the option to cancel (since it cannot
be canceled due to counterparty default).

Figure 5.5: Exposure

This can be easily computed by the Black-Scholes model. However, the expo-
sure to a counterparty is an American option and the Black-Scholes model can only
compute European values. The actual calculation of a swap exposure is complex
(see CVA in the lecture notes of RM).
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5.5 FRA and ZCS

As explained earlier, FRA is closely related to IRS.
iotafinance.com:
“A forward rate agreement (FRA) is a cash-settled OTC contract between two

counterparties, where the buyer is borrowing (and the seller is lending) a notional
sum at a fixed interest rate (the FRA rate) and for a specified period of time starting
at an agreed date in the future.

An FRA is basically a forward-starting loan, but without the exchange of the
principal. The notional amount is simply used to calculate interest payments. By
enabling market participants to trade today at an interest rate that will be effective
at some point in the future, FRAs allow them to hedge their interest rate exposure
on future engagements.

Concretely, the buyer of the FRA, who locks in a borrowing rate, will be
protected against a rise in interest rates and the seller, who obtains a fixed lending
rate, will be protected against a fall in interest rates. If the interest rates neither
fall nor rise, nobody will benefit.

The life of an FRA is composed of two periods of time – the waiting period,
or forward, and the contract period. The waiting period is the period up until the
start of the notional loan and may last up to 12 months although durations of up to
6 months are most common. The contract period spans the duration of the notional
loan and can also last up to 12 months.”

Figure 5.6: Forward Rate Agreement

FRAs are used very commonly in mortgages. When applying for a mortgage,
usually a commitment is granted for 3 to 6 months for the home buyer to be able
to close the property. To avoid rate fluctuations during this commitment period,
mortgage granting banks will seek a equal period FRA to lock in an interest rate.
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A zero coupon swap (ZCS) is a variety of IRS where the fixed leg pays no
periodic fixed coupons but only one principal at maturity. In other words, a ZCS is
an exchange of cash flows in which the stream of floating interest-rate payments is
made periodically, as it would be in a plain vanilla swap, but where the stream of
fixed-rate payments is made as one lump-sum payment at the time when the swap
reaches maturity, instead of periodically over the life of the swap.

Continuing the previous HL example,

disc fact fwd
1 0.9524 0.049979
2 0.89 0.070112
3 0.8278 0.075139
4 0.7686 0.077023

Table 5.11: 4Y ZCS

For a 4-year ZCS, the notional is:

0.3011 =

0.9524× 0.04998 + 0.89× 0.07011+
0.8278× 0.07513 + 0.7686× 0.07702

0.7686

Following the same calculation, we can obtain ZCS for all tenors as follows:

disc fact fwd ZCS
1 0.9524 0.049979 0.049979
2 0.89 0.070112 0.123596
3 0.8278 0.075139 0.208021
4 0.7686 0.077023 0.301067

Table 5.12: 4Y ZCS

5.6 Overnight Index Swap (OIS)

Wikipedia:
An overnight indexed swap (OIS) is an interest rate swap over some fixed term

where the periodic floating payment is generally based on a return calculated from a
daily compound interest investment. Note that the swap term is not over-night; it is
the reference rate that is an overnight rate. The swap exchanges a fixed term rate for
the variable geometric average of the reference daily or overnight rate compounded
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over the term of the swap. The reference for a daily compounded rate is an overnight
rate (or overnight index rate) and the exact averaging formula depends on the type
of such rate.

Main page:
https://www.bis.org/statistics/derstats.htm
IRS:
https://stats.bis.org/statx/srs/table/d5.1
CDS:
https://stats.bis.org/statx/srs/table/d5.2

5.6.1 Floating Leg

An OIS, or Overnight Index Swap, is an interest rate swap whose floating leg pay-
ments are calculated as a geometric average of the daily fixings of some underlying
O/N (overnight) or T/N (tomorrow next index (these indices are generally volume-
weighted averages of reported daily transactions). The annualized floating leg rate
is defined as

cflt(t, n) =
∏n

i=1 (1 + riδ(1))− 1
δ(n)

where n is the number of days from the first fixing day of the coupon period, r is
the value of the underlying index at time t, and δ(·) is the year fraction according
to an appropriate day count convention.

For example, two parties enter into an OIS contract. The notional amount is
£100 million. It starts today and finishes in 4 working days (today included). The
reference index is SONIA (Sterling Overnight Index Average) Index. Party A agrees
to pay a fixed overnight rate of 0.74%.

Each day that goes by, the Bank of England will publish a new SONIA rate;
we end up with the following:

day SONIA %
1 0.735
2 0.735
3 0.733
4 0.736

Table 5.13: SONIA
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The first thing we can do is calculate the value of the floating leg of the contract
(convention is A/360):[(

1 + 0.736%× 1
360

)(
1 + 0.733%× 1

360

)(
1 + 0.735%× 1

360

)2
− 1

]
÷
( 4

360

)
= 0.734773%

which is £734,773 and is exchanged for the fixed leg payment of £740,000.
As in any swap, the fixed leg amount is calculated at inception of the swap to

have 0 NPV.

5.6.2 OIS Curve

from https://finpricing.com/
The most liquid instruments that can be used to build OIS curve are Fed Fund

Futures and OIS swaps that pay at the daily compounded Fed Fund rate. However,
Fed Fund Futures are currently only liquid up to two years and OIS swaps up to
ten years. Beyond ten years, the most liquid instruments are Fed Fund versus 3M
LIBOR basis swaps, which are liquid up to thirty years.
from https://quant.stackexchange.com/questions/49973/overnight-index-swaps-ois-
vs-fed-funds-futures

Figure 5.7: Fed Fund Futures
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OIS is based on swaps of a fixed interest rate versus a floating rate that is
calculated by compounding the daily overnight Fed Funds rate. The overnight Fed
Funds rate is treated as the interest rate for discounting so that there is a direct
relationship between the com-pounding of this daily interest rate and the discount
function. The discount function D(0,T) is derived from market input quotes by
setting the net present value (NPV) of each swap to be equal to zero. For OIS with
one cash flow, the fixed rate is swapped versus the compounding of the Fed Funds
rate, and the net present value (NPV) is calculated as follows.

0 = NPV = P (t, T )× w(t, T )× days(t, T )
360 − P (t, T )×

(∏n−1
i=0

(
1 + ri

360

)
− 1

)

where w(t, T ) is the fixed swap rate for maturity T , ri is the daily Fed Funds rate
for day i, n is the total number of days, and

T − t = n

days per year

Given a set of market input quotes for swaps with NPV = 0, one can calculate
the discount function for all of the maturity dates associated with the market quotes.

5.7 Basis Swaps

A basis swap is an exchange of one floating rate for another. It could be the exchange
of USD LIBOR for USD OIS or vice versa.

Basis risk occurs for positions that have at least one paying and one receiving
stream of cash flows that are driven by different factors and the correlation between
those factors is less than one. Entering into a basis swap may offset the effect of
gains or losses resulting from changes in the basis, thus reducing basis risk. Here
are some examples:

• against exposure to currency fluctuations (for example, 1 mo USD LIBOR for
1 mo GBP LIBOR)

• against one index in the favor of another (for example, 1 mo USD T-bill for 1
mo USD LIBOR)

• different points on a yield curve (for example, 1 mo USD LIBOR for 6 mo
USD LIBOR)
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5.7.1 LIBOR Basis Swap

The standard U.S. LIBOR curve methodology builds a forward rate curve for 3-
month LIBOR. Additional LIBOR forward curves are built for 1-month, 6-month,
and 12-month LIBOR using the market quotes for basis swaps. LIBOR basis swaps
are swaps of LIBOR of any tenor for 3-month LIBOR with a spread added to the
target LIBOR (3-month LIBOR in the U.S. market). The basis swaps are used to
build LIBOR forward curves for 1M, 6M, and 12M. The basis swap contracts range
from 1 year to 30 years.

A basis swap is swap of two different LIBOR floating rates in which one leg is
based on 3-month LIBOR and one of the legs includes a spread. The other LIBOR
floating rate can be 1-month LIBOR, 6-month LIBOR, or 12-month LIBOR. The
maturities for these swaps range from 1 year to 30 years. The swap valuation for
a swap of 1-month LIBOR versus 3-month LIBOR, with a maturity of N years, is
based on the following formula.

NPV =
∑12n

i=1 P (t, Ti)× (f(t, Ti−1, Ti) + s1m,n)×
(

days(Ti−1, Ti)
360

)

−
∑4m

j=1 P (t, Tj)× f(t, Tj−1, Tj)×
(

days(Tj−1, Tj)
360

)

where f(t, Ti−1, Ti) is the forward 1-month LIBOR (since Ti− Ti−1 = 1m and s1m,N

is the spread associated with the basis swap for 1-month LIBOR with maturity T12n

or T4m. The discount function for these swaps is the OIS discount function. The
3-month LIBOR forward rates are taken from the 3-month LIBOR forward rate
curve, which is built prior to building the additional LIBOR forward rate curves
from basis swaps.

The goal is to build forward rate curve f(t, Ti−1, Ti) (which is monthly) and
f(t, Tj−1, Tj) (which is quarterly) for the different LIBORs by setting the NPV for
the basis swaps to zero. Bootstrapping is used to build the curve sequentially: the
forward rate curve is extended to the maturity of each market swap so that the NPV
for the swap is zero.
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5.8 Appendix

Swap Rate Derivation

At inception, the two legs must have the same value:

Vfx = Vft

The fixed leg is an annuity of the swap rate and the floating leg is the discounted
expected value of (random) LIBOR rates:

∑2n

i=1 w(t, T2n)Ê
[
exp

(
−
∫ Ti

t
r(u)du

)]
=
∑4m

j=1 Ê
[
exp

(
−
∫ Tj

t
r(u)du

)
L(Tj, Tj + ¼)

]

where T4m = T2n. Hence, we can solve for the fixed swap rate as:

w(t, T2n)
∑2n

i=1 P (t, Ti) =
∑4m

j=1 P (t, Tj)f(t, Tj, Tj + ¼)

w(t, T2n) =
∑4m

j=1 P (t, Tj)f(t, Tj, Tj + ¼)∑2n
i=1 P (t, Ti)

It is worth noting that now the swap rate is no longer the weighted average
of forward rates in that the numerator has 4m terms and the denominator has only
2n terms. Yet, note that the numerator, no matter what frequency, can always be
simplified into two terminal terms:

∑4m

j=1 P (t, Tj)f(t, Tj, Tj + ¼) =
∑4m

j=1 P (t, Tj)
(
P (t, Tj−1)
P (t, Tj)

− 1
)

=
∑4m

j=1 P (t, Tj−1)− P (t, Tj)

= 1− P (t, T4m)

where we recognize that P (t, T0) = P (t, t) = 1. Note that P (t, T4m) = P (t, T2n).

Zero Coupon Swap Derivation

Let K be the notional of the ZCS. Then similar to the regular IRS, we set the NPV
to 0:

0 = Êt

[∑n

i=1 exp
(
−
∫ Ti

t
r(u)du

)
ℓ(Ti−1, Ti)

]
− Êt

[
exp

(
−
∫ Tn

t
r(u)du

)
K

]
=
∑n

i=1 P (t, Ti)f(t, Ti−1, Ti)−KP (t, Tn)
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Solving for the face value K:

K =
∑n

i=1 P (t, Ti)f(t, Ti−1, Ti)
P (t, Tn)

= 1− P (t, Tn)
P (t, Tn)
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Chapter 6

Foreign Currency Swap

6.1 Introduction

From a macro perspective, exchange rates are regarded as a symbol of a nation’s
economic and political strengths. From a micro perspective, exchange rates play a
central role in multi-national conglomerates in terms of their profits and investments,
and diversification.

In the past decades, most prominent examples are Japan and China. Japan’s
development after WW2 and China’s development after Chairman Deng Xiaoping’s
lift of the iron curtain have been nothing but phenomenal. Their exchange rates
against dollar pretty much tell the whole story.

In this chapter, we will demonstrate calculations related to foreign currency
transactions, which include:

• spot
Spot rates reflect the purchasing power parity theorem.

• forwards (and futures)
Forward rates must follow the interest rate parity theorem.

• swaps
This is the most active market and used to build the FX curve.

• options
FX options must obey the international put-call parity theorem.
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Figure 6.1: JPY vs. USD

Due to the nature of exchange rates being the relative worthiness of the pur-
chasing power by the two countries, there is a triangular rule that no-arbitrage must
obey.

The most important takeaway of FX markets is the quanto risk premium. If
the exchange rate is correlated with interest rates of the two countries, then

6.2 Spot Exchange Rate

Exchange rates carry important information about the relative economic strengths
of two countries. A strong currency helps its citizens buy foreign goods cheaper and
is a symbol of national pride.

It is never enough to emphasize the importance of how exchange rate can
help economic development of a country. Often we heard that developing countries
like recent China or an earlier Japan try to manipulate the exchange rates in order
to export goods to earn foreign reserves. It impacts directly on exports (higher
exchange rate (i.e. depreciation of domestic currency) leads to cheaper domestic
goods in a foreign country) and imports (lower exchange rate (i.e. appreciation of
domestic currency) allows its citizens to consume cheaper foreign goods).

It also indirectly transfer inflation out of or into the country. A weaker currency
lures foreign capitals (due to cheaper investments) and fuel money supply and also
more expensive imported goods help raise the prices.
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Figure 6.2: CNY vs. USD

6.2.1 Purchasing Power Parity, PPP

The first question is how the level of an exchange rate is determined. Fundamentally
speaking, it is determined by the purchasing power parity between two countries.

According to Wikipedia:
Purchasing power parity (PPP) is a measurement of prices in different countries

that uses the prices of specific goods to compare the absolute purchasing power of the
countries’ currencies. In many cases, PPP produces an inflation rate that is equal to
the price of the basket of goods at one location divided by the price of the basket of
goods at a different location. The PPP inflation and exchange rate may differ from
the market exchange rate because of poverty, tariffs, and other transaction costs.

To understand PPP, we can use a classical comparative advantage example
(similar to the one used in FX swap later in this chapter and in IRS in Chapter 5).
There are two nations and each nation lives one person. This person produces fruit
domestically. The American (A) produces apples and the Brazilian (B) produces
oranges.

A B
apples oranges product

100 200 capacity
1 dollar 1 real per product

Table 6.1: PPP Explained
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If A (America) consumes half of its production and trades half of its production
(i.e. 50 apples) with B (Brazil) for half of its production (i.e. 100 oranges), then the
exchange rate between the two countries is 1:2. If the American pays $1 per apple
and the Brazilian pays 1 real per orange, then the exchange rate between dollar
and real is 1:2 (dollar more expensive). If the Brazilian spends only half real for an
orange, then the exchange rate between dollar and real is 1:1. Hence, directly we
can see the exchange rate is a factor of money supply.

If Brazil prints a lot of money, then the price of oranges (given same produc-
tivity which is 100 oranges) goes up and consequently the value of real goes down
and the exchange rate goes in America’s favor. This indicates that PPP is also
connected to inflation.

The exchange rate between apples versus oranges is known as the “real” ex-
change rate and the one between dollar and real is “nominal” exchange rate. As
seen, the nominal rate includes inflation. This is parallel to the argument between
nominal versus real interest rates.

So far, we assume that the productivity of the two nations is same. One can
add different productivity levels to the analysis. Let B be more productive than
A. Imagine B invents a machine that can double the production of oranges (to 400
oranges). So easily, B can use 200 oranges to trade for 100 apples with A. But A’s
productivity does not change; so for A to produce 200 apples A will have to work
double shifts. So clearly, the qualify of life for B is twice as good as for A. In other
words, B’s purchasing power is twice as A’s. While the nominal exchange rate is
1:2, the real exchange rate is 1:1.

6.2.2 Triangular Relationship

Define Υ and Y as the exchange rates between the domestic currency (from now
on this is assumed to be USD, $) and two other (any) foreign currencies (from now
on this is assumed to be British pound, £, and Japanese yen, ¥). Known as cross-
currency arbitrage, exchange rates among (any) three nations form a closed circle.
Their triangular relationship is described as follows:

Then, the exchange rate between £and ¥must be:

X = Υ
Y

For example, the exchange rate between dollar and yen is Y = 0.01 (1 dollar
= 100 yen) and pound is Υ = 1.5 (1 pound = 1.5 dollars). Then in Japan (end of
arrow), 1 pound is worth 150 yen.
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Figure 6.3: Triangle of Three Currencies

Assume log-normally distributed exchange rates. Then,

lnX = ln Υ− ln Y

and
σ2

X = σ2
Υ + σ2

Y − 2ρΥY

σ2
Y = σ2

Υ + σ2
X − 2ρXΥ

σ2
Υ = σ2

X + σ2
Y + 2ρXY

Hence, it is clear that the volatilities of the three exchange rates cannot be
arbitrary and are confined by the cross-currency correlations. Furthermore, the
correlation matrix must be positive semi-definite (i.e. its determinant must be 0):

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
1 ρ12 ρ13
ρ12 1 ρ23
ρ13 ρ23 1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ = 1 + 2ρ12ρ23ρ13 − (ρ2
13 + ρ2

12 + ρ2
23) = 0

If one of them is 100% then the other two must be equal to each other:
1 + 2ρ23ρ13 − (ρ2

13 + 1 + ρ2
23) = 0

(ρ13 − ρ23)2 = 0
ρ13 = ρ23

If one of them is −100% then:
1− 2ρ23ρ13 − (ρ2

13 − 1 + ρ2
23) = 0

2− (ρ13 + ρ23)2 = 0

ρ13 + ρ23 =


√

2
−
√

2

Such limitations provide arbitrage opportunities (i.e. violation of these limi-
tations present profit opportunities).
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6.2.3 Exchange Rate and Imports/Exports

Investopedia:
The relationship between a nation’s imports and exports and its exchange

rate is complicated because there is a constant feedback loop between international
trade and the way a country’s currency is valued. The exchange rate has an effect
on the trade surplus or deficit, which in turn affects the exchange rate, and so on. In
general, however, a weaker domestic currency stimulates exports and makes imports
more expensive. Conversely, a strong domestic currency hampers exports and makes
imports cheaper.

For example, consider an electronic component priced at $10 in the U.S. that
will be exported to India. Assume the exchange rate is 50 rupees to the U.S. dollar.
Neglecting shipping and other transaction costs such as importing duties for now,
the $10 electronic component would cost the Indian importer 500 rupees.

If the dollar were to strengthen against the Indian rupee to a level of 55 rupees
(to one U.S. dollar), and assuming that the U.S. exporter does not increase the
price of the component, its price would increase to 550 rupees ($10 x 55) for the
Indian importer. This may force the Indian importer to look for cheaper components
from other locations. The 10% appreciation in the dollar versus the rupee has thus
diminished the U.S. exporter’s competitiveness in the Indian market.

At the same time, assuming again an exchange rate of 50 rupees to one U.S.
dollar, consider a garment exporter in India whose primary market is in the U.S. A
shirt that the exporter sells for $10 in the U.S. market would result in them receiving
500 rupees when the export proceeds are received (neglecting shipping and other
costs).

If the rupee weakens to 55 rupees to one U.S. dollar, the exporter can now
sell the shirt for $9.09 to receive the same amount of rupees (500). The 10% depre-
ciation in the rupee versus the dollar has therefore improved the Indian exporter’s
competitiveness in the U.S. market.

The result of the 10% appreciation of the dollar versus the rupee has rendered
U.S. exports of electronic components uncompetitive, but it has made imported
Indian shirts cheaper for U.S. consumers. The flip side is that a 10% depreciation
of the rupee has improved the competitiveness of Indian garment exports, but has
made imports of electronic components more expensive for Indian buyers.

When this scenario is multiplied by millions of transactions, currency moves
can have a drastic impact on a country’s imports and exports.
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Foreign Reserves

Exports are essential for developing nations to build up their foreign reserves. These
foreign reserves are regarded as safety reservoir to maintain economic stability and
avoid economic crises such as inflation. For example, dollar reserves have been
regarded as equivalent to gold as the most valuable foreign reserve for any nation
since the WW2.

6.3 Interest Rate Parity, IRP, and FX Forward

IRP explains the relationship between the spot exchange rate and the forward ex-
change rate. IRP states that the difference between the two is the interest rate
differential between the two countries. The following table explains. Todya’s ex-
change rate is 1:100 (or $0.01 per yen) and the interest rates in the US and Japan
are 5% and 2% respectively.

today (yen) maturity (in 1 year)
exchange rate is 1:100 (quote: $0.01 per yen)
1-year US rate is 5%
1-year JP rate is 2%
strategy 1: use US$1 to buy 100 yen (earn 2%) 102 yen
strategy 2: invest US$1 domestically (earn 5%) $1.05

Table 6.2: IRP Explained

So, forward exchange rate must be 102/1.05 = 97.14, i.e. 1:97.14 (quote:
0.0103) or arbitrage should take place.

Mathematically, let X0 be the current exchange rate. Then

RUS =
1

X0
RJP

X1

1.05 =
1

0.01 × 1.02
X1

X1 = X0
RUS

RJP

= 1
0.01 ×

1.05
1.02 = 0.0103

In continuous time, we denote:
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RUS

RJP

= erUS

erJP
= erUS−rJP

Note that forward price does NOT reflect the expected future spot value; but
rather a price to lock in to buy a foreign currency in the future. The no-arbitrage
condition described above forces the forward price to follow IRP. If one expects that
the future spot exchange rate (E[X1]) to be higher than the forward, one can sell
forward to speculate. But there is risk and risk premium makes:

Et[XT ] < ΨX(t, T )

where ΨX(t, T ) is the forward FX rate settled at time T .

FX Forward and FX Futures

Currency forward contracts are the most liquid forward contracts available in the
marketplace (unlike other assets where futures contracts are more liquid, due to
trading in centralized exchanges). This is because many international corporations
use FX forwards to hedge their revenue volatility.

In Chapter 2, we see a Bloomberg screenshot 2.13. Here we have another
euro-dollar quotes:

Figure 6.4: FX Forward Quotes (euro)
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The FX futures are not very liquid. FX futures are traded at exchanges around
the world, with the most popular being the Chicago Mercantile Exchange (CME).

Figure 6.5: FX Futures Quotes (from slideplayer.com)

Note that forward contracts have rolling maturities and futures contracts have
fixed maturities. IRP applies to forward prices only. Yet forward and futures prices
are close to each other.1 A helpful tutorial from CME about the basics of FX fu-
tures and be found on https://www.cmegroup.com/education/courses/introduction-
to-fx/importance-of-fx-futures-pricing-and-basis.html.

6.4 FX Swaps

FX swaps are one type of interest rate swaps. Yet they are more complex in that
there are two different currencies in two legs (hence there is one more dimension to
the problem).

6.4.1 Comparative Advantage Analysis

As in interest rate swaps in Chapter 5, we begin with the comparative argument
by Adam Smith. Assume that companies A (for American) and B (for British)

1Note that they are equal to each other if interest rates are not random.
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have their borrowing costs in their own countries (domestic) and the other country
(foreign) as follows:

Table 6.3: Add caption

US UK
A 0.08 0.116
B 0.1 0.12
diff 2 0.004

Both companies borrow fixed in both countries but we can see the comparative
advantages of these companies. They can borrow more cheaply in their own countries
and more expensively in the other country. Now, they can engage in a foreign
currency (FX) swap, as described below:

Figure 6.6: FX Swap

6.4.2 No-Arbitrage (trading) Analysis

The comparative advantage analysis explains the motivation of a swap and yet its
pricing is pretty arbitrary, not an exact science. In the market, however, the price
is determined by the forward curve, or arbitrage will take place.

Note that here we use annual cash flows which are not realistic. The reason why
I am not using a realistic frequency is because the daycount conventions in different
countries are different. Also holidays of different countries can easily complicate
the convention. As a result, I am keeping the examples here simple. Readers must
adapt the idea here to a real situation with proper daycount conventions.

Fixed-Fixed Swap

Given the following domestic discount factors (in the example a discrete annual 5%
rate is used and hence the yield is 5% for annually compounded cash flows):

The exchange rate right now is $1.5 per pound. The swap is hence for $150
for £100. Assume in both countries the interest rate is (annual compounding) 5%.
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t = 0 t = 1
disc fact disc fact

1 0.952381
2 0.907029 0.952381
3 0.863838 0.907029
4 0.822702 0.863838
5 0.783526 0.822702

Table 6.4: Domestic Discount Curves

Hence in Table 6.7, left box, it show the cash flows in both legs. Since it is a fixed-
fixed swap, there is no uncertainty in the cash flows. On the domestic leg, you pay
$7.5 which is $150× 5%. On the foreign leg, you receive £5 which is £×5%. If the
exchange rate does not change in the next 5 years, then the swap will be net 0 since
the two legs have equal value and are net 0.

$ £ $ £ net
init 150 100 t=1 200 100
int rate 5% 5% int rate 5% 5%

1 -7.5 5
2 -7.5 5 2 10 -5 2.5
3 -7.5 5 3 10 -5 2.5
4 -7.5 5 4 10 -5 2.5
5 -157.5 105 5 210 -105 52.5

Table 6.5: FX Swap Example: Exchange Rate Changes

However, if the situation changes in time 1. The exchange rate rises to $2 per
pound. In this case, you will be making (the contract is now called “in-the-money”).
To monetize the profit, you can either cancel the contract (and according to ISDA
your counterparty must pay you) or equivalently you can engage in a reverse swap
as in the right box of Table 6.7. In this reverse swap, you receive domestic cash flows
($10) and pay foreign cash flows (£5). The next is $2.5 for four years. Discounting
(using the forward discount factors in Table 6.4) this cash flow stream and sum them
up yields $50.

Now, let assume a different situation. The exchange rate stays the same but
the domestic interest rate changes, from 5% to 8%. Then the forward discount
factors becomes:
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t = 0 t = 1
disc fact disc fact

1 0.952381
2 0.907029 0.925926
3 0.863838 0.857339
4 0.822702 0.793832
5 0.783526 0.735030

Table 6.6: Domestic Discount Curves

Then the reverse swap generates $16 per year, yielding a $8.5 net difference.
PV’ing this cash flow stream back using the forward discount factors, we obtain a
present value of $64.90.

$ £ $ £ net
init 150 100 t=1 200 100
int rate 5% 5% int rate 8% 5%

1 -7.5 5
2 -7.5 5 2 16 -5 8.5
3 -7.5 5 3 16 -5 8.5
4 -7.5 5 4 16 -5 8.5
5 -157.5 105 5 216 -105 58.5

Table 6.7: FX Swap Example: Domestic Interest Rate Changes

Certainly the exchange rate or the interest rate can move in the other direction
and in that case, the fixed leg loses money (the contract is then “out-of-the-money”).

Fixed-Floating Swap

Now we turn to a more standard contract: fixed-floating swap. We first introduce
the floating payments to the domestic leg (and the foreign leg remains fixed). We
change the forward curve from flat in Table 6.7 to upward sloping in Table 6.7.
Hence, the payments on the domestic leg are non-constant. To make sure that it is
a fair swap (i.e. today’s swap contract has no value), the foreign leg must pay the
swap rate using equation (5.2) from Chapter 5:

w(t, Tn) = 1− P (t, Tn)∑n
i=1 P (t, Ti)
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which is 5.3449%.

exch rate 1.5 $/£
swap rate 0.053449 $150 £100

floating 5.3449%
fwd rate disc fact

1 0.03 0.970874 1 4.5 5.34493 -3.5174
2 0.05 0.924642 2 7.5 5.34493 -0.5174
3 0.06 0.872303 3 9 5.34493 0.982604
4 0.065 0.819064 4 9.75 5.34493 1.732604
5 0.0675 0.767273 5 160.125 105.3449 2.107604

Table 6.8: Fixed-Floating Swap (Domestic Floating)

We now compute the present values of both legs. By using sumproduct in
Excel, we can find the PV of the domestic leg to be exactly $150 and the foreign leg
to be exactly £100 (which is worths exactly $150).

While the swap now at inception is fair, there is no guarantee over time the
value of the swap contract will remain 0. As the exchange rate and interest rates in
both countries move around, the values will change.

Floating-Floating Swap

Now we turn to floating-floating swap, or known as a differential (diff) swap. We
need curves in both countries. Due to the fact that there is a difference in the curves
of the two countries (known as basis), a spread must be added to compensate the
basis (so that the swap is fair). The basis is just the difference between the two
curves of two countries.

Table 6.9 is the domestic leg and Table 6.10 is the foreign leg. The basis curve
is given in Table 6.10 as the difference in two curves. The payments of the domestic
leg are with the spread (last column).

The first step is to convert the foreign cash flows into domestic money, which is
the last column of Table 6.10. As we can see, using the foreign curve on foreign cash
flows yields the par value of the leg. After converting the cash flows into domestic
money and discounted at the domestic curve, it is not the same as applying the
exchange rate on the foreign leg.

The next step is to solve for the spread so that the domestic leg value is equal
to the foreign leg value under domestic currency. In our example, the spread is
4.3233 basis points.
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exch rate 1.5 $/£
spread 0.443093
swap rate 0.053449

$150
floating spd added

fwd rate disc fact
1 0.03 0.970874 4.5 4.943093
2 0.05 0.924642 7.5 7.943093
3 0.06 0.872303 9 9.443093
4 0.065 0.819064 9.75 10.19309
5 0.0675 0.767273 160.125 160.5681

150 151.9293

Table 6.9: Domestic Leg

100
floating

basis fwd rate disc fact fx curve
1 0.0001 0.0301 0.97078 3.01 1 1.5 4.515
2 0.0002 0.0502 0.924376 5.02 2 1.5054 7.557108
3 0.0003 0.0603 0.871806 6.03 3 1.5072 9.088416
4 0.0004 0.0654 0.81829 6.54 4 1.5165 9.91791
5 0.0005 0.068 0.766189 106.8 5 1.5194 162.2719

100 151.9293

Table 6.10: Foreign Leg

6.5 Quanto Effect

The most prominent feature in FX derivatives is the “quanto” effect. The quanto
effect refers to the risk in exchanging one currency for another. It is caused by
interest rate risks in IRP (introduced earlier) and the exchange rate risk.

Due to this effect, there are two option contracts, one of which is exposed to
the quanto effect and the other is not.

6.5.1 Compo Option

The composite (compo) option is designed for investors who:
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• want to execute an option strategy on a foreign stock

• want to fix the strike in their own currency

• get the payout of the option in their own currency

The compo option is exposed to quanto effect. One of the reasons that a
composite option is traded is to protect the value in their own currency on a foreign
investment.

Example

A US investor owns GSK stock whose price is £13 per share. The exchange rate
is $2 per pound which is worth $26 per share. To protect this holding, he buys 1Y
ATM compo put on GSK at strike = $26.

After 1Y, stock goes down to £11 and the exchange rate also goes down from
$2 per pound to $1.5 per pound. Then, the dollar value of GSK has gone down from
$26 to $16.5.

Because the strike price of the compo option is fixed in dollars, the option
will pay the investor exactly the difference between $26 and $16.5. As a result, the
compo option totally offsets the loss of the stock.

If a (London) trader sells the compo put on GSK, he will want to hedge himself.
Unfortunately, the trader can only execute his delta on the local stock, which is not
quoted in the compo currency. When delta hedging, he will still have an FX risk, as
the payout on the compo option will be in the compo currency and his delta hedge
is in the local currency of the underlying stock.

Suppose for the argument’s sake that he hedges the compo option on a delta
= 1, he makes £2, which is worth $3 at maturity. As the dollar value of GSK goes
from $26 to $16.5, the trader loses $9.5 on the compo option and makes $3 on his
delta hedge.

Just delta hedging is clearly not enough!

The trader would need to buy dollars on the notional of his delta hedge to be
fully immune to all the risks of the compo option on GSK.

As an FX hedge, the trader would sell £13 to receive $26 for every GSK share
he shorted as part of his delta at inception of the trade.

At maturity, the trader can buy back these £13 for $19.5. Then, total profit
on his FX hedge = $6.5 → $6.5 + $3 = $9.5 = the loss on the compo option.
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In summary, to hedge the FX exposure on a compo option, one just needs to
realize that: if one sells/buys stocks as a delta hedge, then one needs to sell/buy
the currency of the stock and buy/sell the compo currency in the same notional as
the delta hedge.

Obviously, the FX hedge is not static and should be adjusted along with any
delta adjustments. In other words, to be perfectly hedged against both stock move-
ments and FX movements, one need to have at any time the same notional of FX
hedge as delta hedge.

Additionally, one also needs to put an FX hedge in place for the premium paid
for the compo option at inception of the trade. For the call/put option, the FX
hedge on the premium paid works in the opposite/same direction to the FX hedge
on the notional of the delta hedge.

The reason a trader wants to hedge the FX exposure on the premium is that
in order to buy the compo option in the compo currency the trader would first need
to sell the local currency to buy the compo currency. This effectively gives him an
FX position which still needs to be hedged.

Counterintuitively, no FX hedge needs to be executed on the premium if the
trader sells a compo option, as the trader receives the premium in the compo cur-
rency and the model used to determine the price and the delta of the option assumes
financing in the compo currency.

To sum up (and extend the logic to other positions of the compo option):

1. Long Compo Call

• FX hedge on delta notional –> Sell local currency to buy compo currency
• FX hedge on premium paid –> Buy local currency to sell compo currency

2. Short Compo Call

• FX hedge on delta notional –> Buy local currency to sell compo currency
• FX hedge on premium paid –> None

3. Long Compo Put

• FX hedge on delta notional –> Buy local currency to sell compo currency
• FX hedge on premium paid –> Buy local currency to sell compo currency

4. Short Compo Put

• FX hedge on delta notional –> Sell local currency to buy compo currency
• FX hedge on premium paid –> None
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6.5.2 Quanto Option

The quanto option is designed for investors who:

• want to execute an option strategy on a foreign stock

• are only interested in the % return of that strategy

• want to get paid this return in their own currency

The quanto option is not exposed to quanto effect.
The FX rate will be fixed to the prevailing FX rate at inception of the option

transaction and the payout of the quanto option will be this FX rate times the
payouf of the regular option.

Example:

A US investor is long 1Y call on British Petroleum (in £). He wants to get his
return in dollars.

Assume the price of BP is £5 per share. The exchange rate is $2 per pound.
Assume in one year, BP stock price = £5.5 (i.e. 10% return).

The payout of the option at maturity of the quanto ATM call option is $1
regardless of the change in the exchange rate. BP’s share has increased by 10% –>
US investor expects a 10% return on his USD investment.

The main theme of a quanto option is the difference in forward compared to a
regular option.

Hedging FX exposure on the quanto option might not be very intuitive but is
very simple in practice.

This is because the FX hedge is captured by the delta hedge, which in turn is
because the option notional in the local currency keeps changing with the changing
FX.

Namely, the notional of the quanto option is agreed in the quanto currency.
Therefore the notional in the local currency changes whenever the FX changes.

This implies that if the quanto currency halves in value w.r.t the local currency,
the notional of the quanto option in the local currency halves, and therefore the
trader needs to halve his delta hedge even though the stock price might not have
moved.
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A trader sells an ATM quanto call on BP at a strike of £5. The notional is
$10 million. The delta of the ATM option is roughly 0.5. Assume that the current
exchange rate is $2 per pound.

For the delta hedge, the trader would need to buy £2.5 million worth of BP
stock.

Suppose that exchange rate raises against dollar to $4 per pound. Even though
the stock price did not change, the trader would need to change his delta hedge to
be long £1.25 million of BP stock.

There is no need for a trader to put on FX hedge in place for a quanto option.
This is because the equation prescribes financing in the local currency.

If the trader buys a quanto option, he effectively ensures financing in the local
currency because he would first need to sell the local currency to buy the quanto
currency in order to pay for the quanto option.

Therefore the trader will only need to do an FX hedge if he sells a quanto
option, which is selling the quanto currency and buying the local currency on the
premium amount. This ensures financing in the local currency.

6.6 FX Options

An exchange rate option (FX option) is an option to buy (i.e. call) or sell (i.e. put)
a chosen foreign currency at a specified domestic price (i.e. strike). It is best to
view an exchange rate as the domestic price of a foreign currency. That is, it is best
to view foreign currencies as commodities and exchange rates are merely prices of
these currency commodities.

6.6.1 Option Quotes

The typical quotes of FX options are:

• ATM (at-the-money)

• RR (risk reversal): x Delta Call – x Delta Put

• BF (butterfly): (x Delta Call + x Delta Put ) ÷ 2 – ATM

over

• 10 delta
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• 25 delta

• ATM (50 delta)

• 75 delta

• 90 delta

First of all, from BF and RR, we can solve for individual option prices:

Call = BF + ATM + 1
2RR

Put = BF + ATM− 1
2RR

Note that RR provides a unique way to identify the strike price of the call and
put in RR. The call delta:

∆C = ∂C

∂S
= N(d1)

∆P = ∂P

∂S
= −N(−d1)

Hence,
∆C + ∆P = 1

which implies that put and call of the same delta can reproduce a forward contract
(which has ∆ = 1) and hence they must have the same strike.

Recall put-call parity:

C(t)− P (t) = S(t)− e−r(T −t)K

which then can solve for the strike.
See Excel for an example

6.6.2 International Put/Call Parity (Equivalence)

In addition to PPP and IRP, the option prices of the two nations must obey a special
parity – international put-call parity. That is, the domestic call is equivalent to a
foreign put and vice versa. The following diagram (Figure 6.7) visualizes the parity.

Take the Japanese yen as an example. Assume that at maturity, the exchange
rate is 1:90 (i.e. $0.0111 per yen). Also assume a domestic call option struck at
$0.01. Then the intrinsic value of the option is $0.0011 (S −K):
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Figure 6.7: International Put/Call Parity

exercise: pay $1, get 100 yen → sell 100 yen, get $1.1111 → profit $0.1111
At the same time, a (foreign) put option in Japan has a strike price at ¥100.

Since the exchange rate is ¥90 per dollar), the intrinsic value is ¥10 (K − S):
exercise: sell $1, get 100 yen → sell 100 yen, get $1.1111 → profit $0.1111
(or sell $1, get 100 yen → sell 90 yen, get $1 → profit 10 yen)
Given that in two countries, both options have exactly the same exercise value:

$0.0011 (or ¥10), their current prices must be also exactly the same.

6.6.3 Volatility Smile

The standard FX option (option on exchange rates) provide the volatility smile.
From Chen, Hsieh, and Huang...

Figure 6.8: FX Volatility Smile



FX Math 155

6.6.4 Exotic FX Options

Different from equities, there are a number of exotic FX options traded in the
marketplace. The typical ones are: barrier, digital, lookback and Asian:

• barrier option: When the price reaches a specific threshold, then this kind of
option starts or stops to exist.

• digital option: The buyer only receives a payoff if the underlying fx rate is
above or below a specific price level at a previously agreed time.

• Asian option: The return is calculated based on the average price of the un-
derlying fx rate during the whole lifetime of the option.

• lookback option: Also known as a hindsight option, a lookback option allows
the holder the advantage of knowing history when determining when to exercise
their option.

6.7 FX Math

In this section,2 I briefly demonstrate how financial math can go hand-in-hand with
the analyses in the previous sections. In particular, the change of measure that is
essential to financial math is heavily employed here in the world of FX.

6.7.1 Quanto

Consider the interest rate parity theorem and a simple Black-Scholes type model:

dY (t)
Y (t) = (r(t)− r∗(t))dt+ σdŴY

dP (t, T )
P (t, T ) = r(t)dt+ vP (t, T )dŴP

dP ∗(t, T )
P ∗(t, T ) = r∗(t)dt+ v∗

P ∗(t, T )dŴ ∗
P ∗

(6.1)

and dŴidŴj = ρijdt and i, j = Y, r, r∗. We further assume that:

P ∗(t, T ) = µ∗(t)dt+ v∗
P ∗(t, T )dŴP ∗ (6.2)

2This section could be skipped without any significance if the reader is not equipped with
quantitative finance background.
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which is the domestic measure of the foreign bond price. In other words, the dollar
measure of pound (still in pound) is different from the pound measure of pound.

Now, we can define the dollar price of the foreign bond is:

Q(t, T ) = Y (t)P ∗(t, T )

Then, the return of the this asset must be the domestic risk-free rate r, using
Ito’s lemma:

dQ

Q
= 1
Q

{
∂Q

∂Y
dY + ∂Q

∂P ∗dP
∗ + ∂2Q

∂Y ∂P ∗ (dY )(dP ∗) + o(dt)
}

= 1
Q
{P ∗ [(r − r∗)Y dt+ σY dWY ] + Y [µ∗P ∗dt+ v∗

P ∗P ∗dWP ∗ ] + Y P ∗ρY,P ∗σv∗
P ∗}

= (r + µ∗ − r∗ + ρY,P ∗σv∗
P ∗)dt+ {σdWY + v∗

P ∗dWP ∗}
= rdt+ vQ(t, T )dŴQ

Given that Q must earn the domestic risk-free rate (since it is a domestic
asset), we conclude that

µ∗ = r∗ − ρY,P ∗σv∗
P ∗ (6.3)

and v2
Q(t, T ) = σ2 + v∗2

P ∗ + 2ρY,P ∗σv∗
P ∗ . Hence,

ρY,P ∗σv∗
P ∗

is known as the “quanto” effect. What this says is that the domestic measure of the
foreign risk-free rate must be adjusted by the quanto effect.

We can easily see that if any of the the following is 0, then µ∗ = r∗:

• correlation is 0

• foreign risk-free rate is deterministic (i.e. v∗
P ∗ = 0)

• exchange rate is deterministic (i.e. σ = 0)

Combining equations (6.1), (6.2), and (6.3), we arrive at the famous change of
measure equation between two countries:

d̂W
∗
P ∗ = d̂W P ∗ − ρY P ∗σdt (6.4)

the difference between domestic and foreign measures is the quanto.
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6.7.2 Compo and Quanto Options

The IRP theorem restricts the drift of the exchange rate to be the difference be-
tween the two rates. (Note alternatively we can view the foreign interest rate as
a “dividend” that takes away the return from investing in the domestic risk-free
bond.)

We also modify the Black-Scholes option formula as follows:

Ct = P ∗
t,TYtN(d1)− Pt,TKN(d2)

where

d1 =
ln Yt − lnK − lnPt,T + lnP ∗

t,T + v2/2
√
v

d2 = d1 − v
√
T − t

v2 = V[ln YT − lnDt,T + lnD∗
t,T ]

Dt,T = exp
{
−
∫ T

t
rudu

}

D∗
t,T = exp

{
−
∫ T

t
r∗

udu

}

The quanto effect exists when the exchange rate and the two interest rates are
all random and correlated. To see this more clearly, we use the Nikkei option3 as an
example.

Define a “variable rate” call option that pays max{S∗
T −K, 0} in yen. Then in

dollars, it is YT max{S∗
T −K, 0} at time T . Now we can simply discount it back at

the domestic rate r:

C∗
t = e−r(T −t)Êt[YT max{S∗

T −K, 0}]
= e−r(T −t)e(r−r∗)(T −t)YtÊ(Y )

t [max{S∗
T −K, 0}]

= e−r∗(T −t)Yt

[
er∗(T −t)S∗

tN(d+)−KN(d−)
]

= Yt

[
S∗

tN(d+)− e−r∗(T −t)KN(d−)
]

(6.5)

where
d± = lnS∗

t − lnK + (r∗ ± 1/2v∗)(T − t)√
v∗(T − t)

3The Nikkei index put option is ...
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and hence there is no quanto effect in the option price.
Define a “fixed rate” call that pays Ȳ max{S∗

T −K, 0}. Then,

C̄t = e−r(T −t)Ȳ Êt[max{S∗
T −K, 0}]

= e−r∗(T −t)Ȳ
[
e(r∗+ρσY v∗)(T −t)S∗

tN(d+)−KN(d−)
] (6.6)

where
d± = lnS∗

t − lnK + (r∗ ± 1/2v∗2)(T − t)
v∗
√
T − t

and hence the quanto effect exists.

6.7.3 International Put/Call Parity

The international put-call equivalence is to stipulate that the domestic call (or put)
is equal to the foreign put (or call). Because of the symmetry, we just discuss
domestic call here.

A domestic call has a payoff as CT = max{YT − K, 0} and a foreign put
C∗

T = max
{

1
K
− 1

YT
, 0
}

and the two payoffs are equivalent as CT = YTKC
∗
T . Hence

it must be true that Ct = YtKC
∗
t .

Domestic call is the Black-Scholes result:

Ct = e−r∗(T −t)YtN(d+)− e−r(T −t)KN(d−) (6.7)

where
d± = ln Yt − lnK + (r − r∗ ± 1/2σY )(T − t)

σY

√
T − t

Foreign put is the Black-Scholes model as well (the notation P is used for put
here only):

P ∗
t = e−r∗(T −t)K∗N(−d∗

−)− e−r(T −t)Y ∗
t N(−d∗

+) (6.8)

where K∗ = 1/K and Y ∗
t = 1/Yt and

d∗
± = ln Y ∗

t − lnK∗ + (r∗ − r ± 1/2σY )(T − t)
σY

√
T − t

= −d∓

and hence Ct = YtKP
∗
t is verified.



FX Math 159

But to prove the result, we need the change of measure. Note that the equiv-
alent payoff in foreign currency is YTKC

∗
T = 1

Y ∗
T
K max{K∗ − Y ∗

T , 0} and this is a
dollar payoff under the foreign measure and needs to take the foreign expectation
at the domestic risk-free rate:4

e−r(T −t)Ê∗
t

[
1
Y ∗

T

K max{K∗ − Y ∗
T , 0}

]
= e−r(T −t)Ê∗

t

[
max

{
1
Y ∗

T

−K, 0
}]

(6.9)

Note that, by Ito’s lemma,

1
Y ∗

T

= 1
Y ∗

t

exp
{

(r − r∗ + σ2)(T − t)−
∫ T

t
σdŴ ∗

Y ∗

}

= Yt exp
{

(r − r∗)(T − t) +
∫ T

t
σdŴY ∗

} (6.10)

where dŴ ∗
Y ∗ = −dŴY ∗ + σdt is the change of measure between two countries (com-

pare with equation (6.4)). Then the result is proved.

4Note that this is because there is no quanto effect and hence a dollar payoff needs to be
discounted at the domestic rate. When the interest rate is random, then this discount rate contains
a quanto adjustment. See text.
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Chapter 7

Credit Default Swap

7.1 Introduction

Credit default swap (CDS) is one of the greatest Wall Street innovations in history.
For the first time, investors can transfer unwanted credit risk at a price. Conversely,
for those who seek yield enhancements, it provides an additional vehicle.

Even since its introduction in mid 1990’s, the growth of the CDS market has
been exponential. Although suffered a short cutback after the 2008 Lehman crisis,
the market has rebounded and stayed healthy ever since.1

According to ISDA, a credit event can be one of the following:

1. failure to pay

2. restructuring,

3. repudiation/moratorium.

4. default

There are two main buidling blocks for the evaluation of CDS: probability of
default (PD) and loss given default (LGD) which is also known as 1 minus recovery.
There are two streams of models for the evaluation of CDS: reduced form models
and structural models. The former assumes sudden defaults and the latter assumes

1The setback was really only limited to the CDO market. The single-name CDS market has
largely remained unhurt.
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gradual defaults. As a result, reduced form models assume a Poisson jump pro-
cess for defaults and structural models assume firm value falling below a default
threshold.

7.2 The Contract

It is a swap (follows swap convention) and yet it does not quite follow the swap
conventions. Its floating leg is one payment and furthermore probabilistic. Its fixed
leg is quarterly (not semi-annually). Figure 7.1 demonstrates the payments of the
two legs of a CDS contract.

The fixed leg payments are similar to a standard fixed-floating swap. The
floating leg, on the other hand, differs slightly from the standard fixed-floating swap.
Not only is the only payment random, it is also (probabilistically) unlikely to happen.
The payment of the floating leg occurs only if default occurs, which is an unlikely
event.

Figure 7.1: Two Legs of CDS

7.2.1 CDS spread

s(t, Tn) =
∑n

i=1 P (t, Ti)[Q(t, Ti−1)−Q(t, Ti)]∑n
i=1 P (t, Ti)Q(t, Ti)

(7.1)

7.2.2 CDS as a Perfect Hedge to Corporate Floaters

That is why the fixed payment is called “spread".
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7.2.3 CDS as a Put Option

But there is a big difference. Put options also carry market risk (CDS also do but
relatively much smaller).

7.2.4 CDS as an Insurance Policy

That is why the fixed payment is called premium. Note that put options are like
insurance policies and price is also called premium.

7.2.5 CDS as short Credit (Bond)

CDS is not a perfect hedge to fixed rate corporate bonds, but close enough.

7.3 Bootstrapping

Please see my Global Risk Management: A Quantitative Guide lecture notes Chap-
ters 13 ∼ 15.

7.4 Big Bang

After the Big Bang, single-name CDS follow the index quoting convention and hence
no longer is a pure swap contract.

Consider a CDS contract on Bank of America with notional value of 10M
dollars. The quoted 5Y CDS spread is 326 basis points. A protection buyer needs
to

Before the Big Bang: pay $326,000 per year
fixed 500: receive $756,788 upfront and pay $500,000 per year

Figure 7.2: Before the Big Bang
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After the Big Bang: fixed 100: pay $990,254 upfront plus $100,000 per year

Figure 7.3: After the Big Bang

Figure 7.4: After the Big Bang

7.4.1 Upfront, Running Spread, and Par Spread

There are two running spreads: 100 basis points and 500 basis points for high grade
and high yield respectively.

Due to running spread, the upfront can be negative.

Vprot = Vprem

(1−R)
∑4n

i=1 P (t, Ti)[Q(t, Ti−1)−Q(t, Ti)]

= s

4
∑4n

i=1 P (t, Ti)Q(t, Ti)

=


UHG + 0.01

4
∑4n

i=1 P (t, Ti)Q(t, Ti)

UHY + 0.05
4

∑4n

i=1 P (t, Ti)Q(t, Ti)

Running spread is not informative as it is a contractual spread. Hence it is
still customary in the industry to compute the par spread as before.

See Excel for an example
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7.5 Recovery

Recovery value determines the protection leg value of a CDS. In case of a cash settled
CDS, this amount is usually set at 40% to reflect the average recovery rate of senior
unsecured bonds and 15% to reflect the average recovery of junior unsecured bonds.

However, in the case of physically settled CDS, an actual bond is delivered
and its value will not be discovered until the liquidation process is finished. Under
this situation, how can one estimate the value in order to evaluate today’s CDS?
Apparently, some kind of expectation of this value needs to be constructed.

In this section, we focus on the recovery impact of the CDS contract. In
addition to estimating a recovery value, various recovery clauses can also heavily
impact the evaluation of CDS contracts.

7.5.1 Cash versus Physical Settlement

Although it is more difficult to transact, the majority of the CDS contracts are
physically settled. In other words, an actual bond needs to be delivered upon default
of the company. When CDS was first introduced in early/mid 90’s, CDS contracts
were primarily written on actual bonds, known as issue-based CDS. These CDS
contracts were mainly issued by those banks that actually owned bonds and would
like to hedge their default risks. The other side (yield enhancement) of the contract
was investment banks, hedge funds, or trading houses who made a profit from a
positive carry (just like their other positive carry deals).

7.5.2 Distressed Bond Market

There is no clear definition for distressed debts. In the most severe case, a debt is
in distress because its company is in default. Nevertheless, many high yield (a.k.a.
junk) bonds that are at the brink of default are also targets for those distressed
bond investors.

In general, a bond that is traded at a large discount, usually 30% or more, can
be regarded as a distressed debt. Also, a bond that is traded by price (an otherwise
normal healthy bond will be traded by yield) can be regarded as a distressed debt.

https://expertinvestoreurope.com/distressed-debt-funds-mushroom-to-4-year-high
(interview of Preqin)

The number of distressed debt funds globally has jumped to 60 from 51, while
capital targeted jumped to $72bn (€63.8bn), more than double as much as a year
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before.
The alternative data and analytics provider has found that out of the 60 funds,

42 have a regional focus on North America and 10 on Europe. But only seven of
these funds are domiciled in Europe (see charts below).

Figure 7.5: Allocation of Distressed Debts

Figure 7.6: Examples of Distressed Debts

As of June 2020, there is currently $68bn in ‘dry powder’, which it believes
will be deployed in the coming months given the significant defaulting likelihood in
the aftermath of the crisis.

Most distressed debt managers are seeking out low-rated bonds, such as triple-
Bs, in anticipation of them being downgraded to junk.

A spokesperson for UBS’s alternatives and sustainable & impact investing
teams told Expert Investor that they estimate “about half a trillion dollars across
credit segments are trading at distressed levels”, as of mid-June.

“Specifically, in the high-yield space, about $125bn of US and €25bn of Euro-
pean high yield [bonds] are trading at spreads above 1,000 points.
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Figure 7.7: Sizes of Distressed Debts

“In the leveraged loan market, we estimate that about $125bn of US and €15bn
of European leveraged loans, including collateralised loan obligations, are currently
in distress.

“In the private credit space, we estimate that around 20%, or $120bn of out-
standing loans, may require borrowers to seek alternative sources of liquidity,” the
UBS teams explained.

“In 2019, distressed debt investors raised $15.3 billion, down from $17.4 billion
in 2018, according to PitchBook data. Far fewer companies were in distress, of
course, during the past decade’s unprecedented economic expansion.”

“In recent years, the largest individual vehicle was Blackstone’s latest GSO
Capital Solutions fund, which gathered more than $7 billion in 2018. Other top
players in the market include recent funds raised by Apollo Global Management
and Clearlake Capital.”

7.5.3 Cheapest to Deliver Option

As in the T bond futrues contracts, CDS contracts also embed a CTD option. The
contractual description of the CTD in CDS is similar to the that in T bond futures.
Basically, the short side of the CDS contract can choose any bond of the given name
to deliver, hence leaving the option for the short side to deliver the cheapest bond.

In the early days of CDS trading, CDS were written on bonds, known as issue-
based CDS. As the market developed over time, experiencing difficulty in delivery,



168 Chapter 7: Credit Default Swap

Figure 7.8: High Yield Debts

issue-based CDS faded out and in replacement were issuer-based CDS that allow for
the CTD option.

7.5.4 Restructuring Clauses

https://www.bis.org/publ/qtrpdf/r_qt0503h.pdf
Since the original ISDA agreement in 1999, there have been six general cate-

gories of credit events under which payments from the protection seller to the protec-
tion buyer can be mandated: bankruptcy, failure to pay, repudiation/moratorium,
obligation acceleration, obligation default and restructuring. In practice, the three
principal credit events for corporate borrowers are bankruptcy, failure to pay and
restructuring.

Full restructuring (FR)

The full-restructuring clause was the standard contract term in the 1999 ISDA
credit derivatives definitions. Under this contract option, any restructuring event
qualifies as a credit event (and any bond of maturity up to 30 years is deliverable).
The problems with this arrangement became clear in 2000, when the bank debt of
Conseco Finance, restructured to include increased coupons and new guarantees,
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Figure 7.9: Distressed Debts

and thus not disadvantageous to holders of the previous debt, still constituted a
credit event and triggered payments under the ISDA guidelines.

Some banks delivered long-dated bonds to profit from buying discounted lower-
priced bonds and receiving par value in return, which was perceived as a distortion
of the CDS market.

Modified restructuring (MR, introduced in 2001)

In 2001, to limit the scope of opportunistic behaviour by sellers in the event of
restructuring agreements that did not cause loss, ISDA published a modified re-
structuring clause. While restructuring agreements still counted as credit events,
the clause limited the deliverable obligations to those with a maturity of 30 months
or less after the termination date of the CDS contract. Under this contract option,
any restructuring event (except restructuring of bilateral loans) qualifies as a credit
event.

Modified-modified restructuring (MMR, introduced in 2003)

In 2003, a further modification of the modified restructuring clause was introduced,
in response to the perception on the part of some market participants (particularly
in Europe) that the modified restructuring had been too severe in its limitation of
deliverable obligations. Under the modified-modified restructuring term, the remain-
ing maturity of deliverable assets must be shorter than 60 months for restructured
obligations and 30 months for all other obligations.
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No restructuring (NR)

Under this contract option, all restructuring events are excluded under the contract
as “trigger events”. The advantage to this contract is that so-called “soft” credit
events under restructuring that do not constitute a true loss for the protection
buyers, but still might encourage opportunistic behaviour on their part, are ruled
out. In August 2002, JPMorgan Chase announced that it would no longer include
restructuring clauses in its non-sovereign CDS contracts used for hedging purposes
(see CGFS (2003)). In addition, some of the most popular CDS indices in North
America (for instance, the DJ.CDX.NA.IG and DJ.CDX.NA.HY indices) are traded
under the no-restructuring definition.

7.6 Sovereign CDS

https://www.bondvigilantes.com/blog/2010/02/25/sovereign-cds-qa/
Credit Default Swaps (CDS) are contracts made by two market participants to

either increase or reduce credit exposure to an entity – in this case a sovereign nation
rather than a company. Quoted in basis points per year, a CDS price indicates the
cost per year to either buy or sell exposure to the possibility of a sovereign defaulting
or restructuring. Selling protection means you receive the premium every year of the
contract but bear the risk of capital losses in the event of default; buying protection
means that you pay the premium but will receive a payment equivalent to the losses
suffered by bond holders in the event of default or restructuring. In other words
sovereign CDS behave a little like insurance contracts – you can take the role of the
insurer, or be insured.

7.7 CDO CDS

CDO CDS refer to the securitized notes in a CDO (collateralized debt obligations).
These CDOs are known as synthetic CDOs (which are different from cash CDOs)
in which both assets and liabilities are CDS.

7.8 Capital Structure Arbitrage

CDS not only provides a tool to transfer credit risk, it also facilitate arbitrage trading
and bridge the debt and equity markets.
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Recognizing (or approximating) CDS as a bond, then one can replace bonds
with CDS (similar to synthetic CDO) and find discrepancies between CDS and
equity or the option written on equity. To do that, we need to link CDS with bonds
and adopt structural models.

Choices of structural models:

• Merton (KMV)

• Geske

• Leland (or Leland-Toft)

• Barrier (flat or exponential (Black-Cox))

• Madan-Unal (hybrid)

• CreditGrades™(hybrid)

7.8.1 CDS versus Put

The rationale here is that CDS is like a put option on the company’s stock. As
the company’s credit risk increases, CDS spread widens and the put option value
goes up. Upon default, the put option pays the strike (as the company’s stock is
worthless) and CDS pays one minus recovery. Hence, if we choose the number of
shares of the put option so that the payout upon default is equal to the notional
times one minus recovery, people believe that the two must be equivalent.

However, such arbitrage is not perfect. Although the payouts upon default
are equal, today’s investment amounts are not. In other words, it is not a 0-cost
arbitrage. The main reason is that put options also carry equity risk (i.e. volatility)
and CDS do not. Hence, they are fundamentally different securities. They become
closely related to each other when a company is near default. As a result, such
an arbitrage might work well for risky companies and not well for good quality
companies.

7.8.2 CDS versus Stock

The rationale here is that CDS is a bond. If the bond spread is equivalent to the
CDS spread, then buying a bond is equivalent to shorting a CDS. Credit structural
models argue that the equity of a firm is a (compound) call option and hence the
liabilities are a covered call (or put). As a result, the difference between the corporate
debt value and the risk-free debt value is the CDS spread.



172 Chapter 7: Credit Default Swap

While there are a number of structural models to choose from, the Credit-
Grades model is the easiest to implement and requires the least amount of data.
The CreditGrades model (2002) was developed by Goldman Sachs, JP Morgan,
Deutsche Bank, and RiskMetrics. This is essentially a random barrier model. The
technical document can be downloaded from creditgrades.com. The main equation
is its approximation formula for the survival probability, as follows:

Q(t) = N

[
−A2 + ln d

A

]
− d ·N

[
−A2 −

ln d
A

]
(7.2)

where

A =
√
σ2ξ2t+ λ2

d = 1
1− ξ e

λ2

ξ = E

E +D

and N [·] is normal probability, σ is the asset volatility, λ is the volatility parameter
for the stochastic barrier, E is the equity value and D is the “target” debt value.
Hence, it is logical to view ξ as the leverage ratio. With the survival probability
function, we can proceed with CDS valuation. Using equation (7.1), we can solve
for the asset value and volatility.

Use data to do a long HW
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Other Swaps

8.1 Variance Swap

As its name suggests, a variance swap (or var swap) exchanges one variance measure
for another. Usually it is the implied variance swapping for actual variance. Since
implied variance reflects an expected variance of the future (for a given tenor),
variance swaps can be regarded as expected views versus actual results.

Investopedia
Similar to a plain vanilla swap, one of the two parties involved in the trans-

action will pay an amount based upon the actual variance of price changes of the
underlying asset. The other party will pay a fixed amount, called the strike, speci-
fied at the start of the contract. The strike is typically set at the onset to make the
net present value (NPV) of the payoff zero.

At the end of the contract, the net payoff to the counterparties will be a
theoretical amount multiplied by the difference between the variance and a fixed
amount of volatility, settled in cash.

The variance swap, in mathematical terms, is the arithmetic average of the
squared differences from the mean value. The square root of the variance is the
standard deviation. Because of this, a variance swap’s payout will be larger than
that of a volatility swap, as the basis of these products is at variance rather than
standard deviation.

Directional traders use variance trades to speculate on future levels of volatility
for an asset, spread traders use them to bet on the difference between realized
volatility and implied volatility, and hedge traders use swaps to cover short volatility
positions.
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A variance swap is a pure-play on an underlying asset’s volatility. Options also
give an investor the possibility to speculate on an asset’s volatility. But, options
carry directional risk, and their prices depend on many factors, including time,
expiration, and implied volatility. Therefore, the equivalent options strategy requires
additional risk hedging to complete.

Unlike options that require delta hedging, variance swaps do not require addi-
tional hedging. Also, the payoff at maturity to the long holder of the variance swap
is always positive when realized volatility is more significant than the strike. The
analogy can be made to CDS (which is a swap contract) versus a default protection
option.

Buyers and seller of volatility swaps should know that any significant jumps
in the price of the underlying asset can skew the variance and produce unexpected
results.

According to Bossu and Wasserstein (2016),1 a term sheet is given in Figure
8.1. The floating leg of the swap pays a historically calculated variance:

σ2 = 10, 000× 252×∑nA
i=1 r

2
i

nE

where
r2

i = ln Vi

Vi−1

and nA is the actual number of trading days, nE is the expected number of trading
days, V0 is the closing level of the index on the trade date, and Vi is the closing level
of the on date i.

The fixed leg pays a fixed amount K.
As in any swap, the fixed amount of the fixed leg is calculated at inception to

render NPV 0.
These sample terms reflect current market practices. In particular:
1. Asset returns are computed on a logarithmic basis rather than arithmetic.
2. The mean return, which appears in the habitual statistics formula for

variance, is ditched. This has the benefit of making the payoff perfectly additive
(i.e. 1-year variance can be split into two 6-month segments.)

3. The 252 scaling factor corresponds to the standard number of trading days
in a year. The 10, 000 = 1002 scaling factor corresponds to the conversion from
decimal (0.01) to percentage point (1%).

1“Introduction to Variance Swaps,” Wilmott magazine technical note, 50-55.
https://www.wilmott.com/wp-content/uploads/2016/07/111116_bossu.pdf



Variance Swap 175

4. The notional is specified in volatility terms (here €50,000 per ‘vega’ or
volatility point.) The true notional of the trade, called variance notional or variance
units, is given as:

Variance Notional = Vega Notional
2K

With this convention, if realized volatility is 1 point above the strike at matu-
rity, the payoff will approximately be equal to the vega Notional.

[Structure Finance] The notional for a variance swap can be expressed either as
a variance notional or a vega notional. The variance notional represents the P&L per
point difference between the strike squared (implied variance) and the subsequent
realized variance.

Since most market participants are used to thinking in terms of volatility, trade
size is typically expressed in vega notional. The vega notional represents the average
P&L for a 1% change in volatility.

The vega notional = variance notional × 2K
The P&L of a long variance swap can be calculated as:

P&L = Nvega

(
σ2 −K2

2K

)
= Nvariance

(
σ2 −K2

)

When the realized variance is close to the strike, the P&L is close to the
difference between implied variance and realized variance multiplied by the vega
notional.

The variance swap payout, expressed in vega notional, is locally linear around
the strike.

For a vega notional of €100k, a gain of €500k is expressed as a profit of 5 vegas
(i.e. 5 times the vega notional).

8.1.1 Volatility Swap

The fair strike of a variance swap is slightly higher than that of a volatility swap.
This is to compensate for the fact that variance is convex in volatility, as illustrated
in Exhibit 2 in the next page. Identical strikes for the two instruments would
otherwise lead to an arbitrage.
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Figure 8.2: Variance vs. Volatility Swap

Intuitively, the difference in fair strikes is related to the volatility of volatility:
the higher the ‘vol of vol’, the more expensive the convexity effect of variance. This
phenomenon is clearly observed when the implied volatility skew is steep, as skew
accounts for the empirical fact that volatility is non constant. In fact, the fair strike
of variance is often in line with the implied volatility of the 30% delta put.

8.1.2 Forward Starting Variance Swap

Forward-starting variance swaps can be synthesized with a calendar spread of two
spot-starting variance swaps, with appropriate notionals. This is because the vari-
ance formula is designed to be perfectly additive. Taking annualization into account,
we can indeed write:

3× Realized3Y = Realized1Y + 2× Forward Realized1Y ×2Y

where Realized1Y is the future 1-year realized volatility, Realized3Y is the future
3-year realized volatility, and Forward Realized1Y ×2Y is the future 2-year realized
volatility starting in 1 year.

Thus, for a given forward variance notional, we must adjust the spot variance
notionals as follows:

Variance Notional1Y = 1× Forward Variance Notional1Y ×2Y

2
Variance Notional3Y = 3× Forward Variance Notional1Y ×2Y

2

The resulting implicit fair strike for the forward variance swap is:√
3×K2

3Y var − 1×K2
1Y var

2
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For example, with K1Y var = 18.5 and K1Y var = 19.5, the fair strike of a 2-year
variance swap starting in 1 year would be:√

3× 19.52 − 1× 18.52

2 ≈ 20

The corresponding replication strategy for a long €h100,000 forward vega no-
tional position (equivalent to 2,500 forward variance units) would be to buy 3 ×
2,500/2 = 3,750 variance units of the 3-year variance swap and sell 2,500/2 = 1,250
variance units of the 1-year.

8.1.3 S&P 500 Variance Futures

http://cfe.cboe.com/education/finaleuromoneyvarpaper.pdf
The CBOE variance futures contracts offer an alternative to variance swaps.

They provide an opportunity to gain the same exposure to variance as their OTC
counterpart. These products trade on the CBOE Futures Exchange with quarterly
expirations and are listed under the futures symbols VT (for three-month variance)
and VA (for 12-month variance). Per its contract specifications, the price of a
CBOE variance futures contract at maturity is identical to the settlement value for
a variance swap under the realisation that N prices map to N-1 yields.

The contract multiplier for the CBOE variance future contracts is US$50 per
futures point change. Thus, at the beginning of the realised variance observation
period, trading a single variance futures contract is equivalent to trading a US$50
variance notional variance swap. This identity does not hold once the contract enters
its observation period, because the denominator of the futures contract remains fixed
throughout the period. For example, trading a 12-month variance contract half way
through its observation period is equivalent to trading a US$25 variance notional
with six months to expiration.

8.2 Total Return Swap

Total return swap, or TRS (especially in Europe), or total rate of return swap, or
TRORS, or Cash Settled Equity Swap is a financial contract that transfers both the
credit risk and market risk of an underlying asset.

By Moorad Choudhry (http://www.yieldcurve.com/Mktresearch/LearningCurve/TRS.pdf):
A total return swap (TRS), sometimes known as a total rate of return swap

or TR swap, is an agreement between two parties that exchanges the total return
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from a financial asset between them. This is designed to transfer the credit risk
from one party to the other. It is one of the principal instruments used by banks
and other financial instruments to manage their credit risk exposure, and as such
is a credit derivative. They are used as credit risk management tools, and also as
synthetic repo instruments for funding purposes. One definition of a TRS is given
in Francis etal. (1999), which states that a TRS is a swap agreement in which the
total return of a bank loan or credit-sensitive security is exchanged for some other
cash flow, usually tied to Libor or some other loan or credit-sensitive security.

8.3 Index Swap

Wikepedia:
A property derivative is a financial derivative whose value is derived from

the value of an underlying real estate asset. In practice, because individual real
estate assets fall victim to market inefficiencies and are hard to accurately price,
property derivative contracts are typically written based on a real estate property
index. In turn, the real estate property index attempts to aggregate real estate
market information to provide a more accurate representation of underlying real
estate asset performance. Trading or taking positions in property derivatives is also
known as synthetic real estate.

Property derivatives usually take the form of a total return swap, forward
contract, futures, or can adopt a funded format where the property derivative is
embedded into a bond or note structure. Under the total return swap or forward
contract the parties will usually take contrary positions on the price movements of
a property index.

The only index used for writing property derivative contracts in the UK are the
various property indices published by the Investment Property Databank (IPD) now
owned by MSCI. The IPD Annual Index covers approximately 12,000 directly held
UK property investments, market revalued in December 2015 at just under £202
billion equivalent to 49% of the UK investment market. IPD indices have also been
used in a number of other countries such as Australia, France, Germany, Italy, Japan
and Switzerland as the basis for commercial property derivatives. In the United
States commercial property utilizes the National Council of Real Estate Investment
Fiduciaries (NCREIF) property index the NPI. There are two main residential real
estate indices in the United States which trade - Radar Logic’s RPX, and the main
index - S&P/Case-Shiller Home Price Indices.

• NPI Appreciation Swap for Fixed
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• NPI Total Return Swap for Fixed

• NPI Property Type Total Return Swap

• Similar products on IPD in U.K

8.4 Inflation Swap

An inflation swap is a contract used to transfer inflation risk from one party to
another through an exchange of fixed cash flows. In an inflation swap, one party
pays a fixed rate cash flow on a notional principal amount while the other party
pays a floating rate linked to an inflation index, such as the Consumer Price Index
(CPI). The party paying the floating rate pays the inflation adjusted rate multiplied
by the notional principal amount. Usually, the principal does not change hands.
Each cash flow comprises one leg of the swap.

The advantage of an inflation swap is that it provides an analyst a fairly
accurate estimation of what the market considers to be the ’break-even’ inflation
rate. Conceptually, it is very similar to the way that a market sets the price for any
commodity, namely the agreement between a buyer and a seller (between demand
and supply), to transact at a specified rate. In this case, the specified rate is the
expected rate of inflation.

Simply put, the two parties to the swap come to an agreement based on their
respective takes on what the inflation rate is likely to be for the period of time in
question. As with interest rate swaps, the parties exchange cash flows based on
a notional principal amount (this amount is not actually exchanged), but instead
of hedging against or speculating on interest rate risk their focus is solely on the
inflation rate.

Inflation swaps are used by financial professionals to mitigate (hedge) the risk
of inflation and to use the price fluctuations to their advantage. Many types of
institutions find inflation swaps to be valuable tools. Payers of inflation are typically
institutions that receive inflation cash flows as their core line of business. A good
example might be a utility company because its income is linked (either explicitly
or implicitly) to inflation.

Zero coupon swaps are most common, where the cash flows are swapped only
at maturity.

An example of an inflation swap would be an investor purchasing commercial
paper. At the same time, the investor enters into an inflation swap contract receiving
a fixed rate and pays a floating rate linked to inflation. By entering into an inflation
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swap, the investor effectively turns the inflation component of the commercial paper
from floating to fixed. The commercial paper gives the investor real LIBOR plus
credit spread and a floating inflation rate, which the investor exchanges for a fixed
rate with a counterparty.

Figure 8.3: Inflation Swap (JPM)

8.4.1 Year-on-Year Inflation Swap

Each year, at time Ti,
Party B pays Party A the fixed amount

NϕiK

Party A pays Party B the floating amount

Nψi

[
ι(Ti)
ι(Ti−1)

− 1
]

where:
K is the contract fixed rate
N the contract nominal value
M the number of years corresponding to the deal maturity
i the number of years (0 < i <= M)
ϕi is the fixed-leg year fractions for the interval [Ti − 1, Ti]
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ψi is the floating-leg year fractions for the interval [Ti − 1, Ti]
T0 is the start date
Ti is the time of the flow i
TM is the maturity date (end of the swap)
ι(T0) is the inflation at start date (time T0)
ι(Ti) is the inflation at time of the flow i (time Ti)
ι(TM) is the inflation at maturity date (time TM)

8.4.2 Zero Coupon Inflation Swap

At time TM = M years
Party B pays Party A the fixed amount

N [(1 +K)M − 1]

Party A pays Party B the floating amount

N

[
ι(TM)
ι(T0)

− 1
]

For example, assuming two parties enter into a five-year zero coupon inflation
swap with a notional amount of $100 million, 2.4% fixed rate, and the agreed upon
inflation index, such as CPI, at 2.0% when the swap is agreed upon. At maturity,
CPI is at 2.5%.

Fixed Leg = $100,000,000 * [(1.024)5 – 1)]
= $100,000,000 * [1.1258999 – 1]
= $12,589,990.68
Inflation Leg = $100,000,000 * [(0.025 ÷ 0.020) – 1]
= $100,000,000 * [1.25 – 1]
= $25,000,000.00
Since the compounded inflation rose above 2.4%, the inflation buyer profited,

else the inflation seller would have profited.
The currency of the swap determines the price index that is used to calculate

the rate of inflation. For example, a swap denominated in U.S. dollars would be
based on the Consumer Price Index (CPI), a proxy for inflation that measures price
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changes in a basket of goods and services in the United States. A swap denominated
in British pounds would typically be based on Great Britain’s Retail Price Index
(RPI).

Like every debt contract, a zero coupon inflation swap is subject to the risk
of default from either party either because of temporary liquidity problems or more
significant structural issues, such as insolvency. To mitigate this risk, both parties
may agree to put up collateral for the amount due.

Other financial instruments that can be used to hedge against inflation risk are
real yield inflation swaps, price index inflation swaps, Treasury Inflation Protected
Securities (TIPS), municipal and corporate inflation-linked securities, inflation-linked
certificates of deposit, and inflation-linked savings bonds.

8.5 Equity Swap

Equity swaps originally refer to exchange physical assets (e.g. real estate). It stemed
from an old business tradition “buy-and-lease-back” which allows the company not
to list the equipment/property on their balancesheet. Such a pracitce gradually
grew into swaps and now with a digital world often it refers to just exchange of two
streams of cash flows.

Investopedia:
An equity swap is an exchange of future cash flows between two parties that

allows each party to diversify its income for a specified period of time while still
holding its original assets. An equity swap is similar to an interest rate swap, but
rather than one leg being the "fixed" side, it is based on the return of an equity
index. The two sets of nominally equal cash flows are exchanged as per the terms
of the swap, which may involve an equity-based cash flow (such as from a stock
asset, called the reference equity) that is traded for fixed-income cash flow (such as
a benchmark interest rate).

Swaps trade over-the-counter and are very customizable, based on what two
parties agree to. Besides diversification and tax benefits, equity swaps allow large
institutions to hedge specific assets or positions in their portfolios.

Equity swaps should not be confused with a debt/equity swap, which is a re-
structuring transaction in which the obligations or debts of a company or individual
are exchanged for equity.

Because equity swaps trade OTC, there is counterparty risk involved.
For example, one party will pay the floating leg (typically linked to LIBOR)
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and receive the returns on a pre-agreed-upon index of stocks relative to the notional
amount of the contract. Equity swaps allow parties to potentially benefit from
returns of an equity security or index without the need to own shares, an exchange-
traded fund (ETF), or a mutual fund that tracks an index.

Most equity swaps are conducted between large financing firms such as auto
financiers, investment banks, and lending institutions. Equity swaps are typically
linked to the performance of an equity security or index and include payments linked
to fixed rate or floating rate securities. LIBOR rates are a common benchmark for
the fixed income portion of equity swaps, which tend to be held at intervals of one
year or less, much like commercial paper.

Assume a passively managed fund seeks to track the performance of the Stan-
dard & Poor’s 500 index (S&P 500). The asset managers of the fund could enter
into an equity swap contract, so it would not have to purchase various securities
that track the S&P 500. The firm swaps $25 million at LIBOR plus two basis points
with an investment bank that agrees to pay any percentage increase in $25 million
invested in the S&P 500 index for one year.

Therefore, in one year, the passively managed fund would owe the interest on
$25 million, based on the LIBOR plus two basis points. However, its payment would
be offset by $25 million multiplied by the percentage increase in the S&P 500. If the
S&P 500 falls over the next year, then the fund would have to pay the investment
bank the interest payment and the percentage that the S&P 500 fell multiplied by
$25 million. If the S&P 500 rises more than LIBOR plus two basis points, the
investment bank owes the passively managed fund the difference.

Since swaps are customizable based on what two parties agree to, there are
many potential ways this swap could be restructured. Instead of LIBOR plus two
basis points we could have seen one bp, or instead of the S&P 500, another index
could be used.

One can view equity swaps as financing the purchase of an equity index (via
e.g. LIBOR). Such swaps are popular for those investors who want run a positive
(or negative) carry trade.

8.6 Commodity Swap

Investopedia:
A commodity swap is a type of derivative contract where two parties agree

to exchange cash flows dependent on the price of an underlying commodity. A
commodity swap is usually used to hedge against price swings in the market for a
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commodity, such as oil and livestock. Commodity swaps allow for the producers of
a commodity and consumers to lock in a set price for a given commodity.

Commodity swaps are not traded on exchanges. Rather, they are customized
deals that are executed outside of formal exchanges and without the oversight of an
exchange regulator. Most often, the deals are created by financial services compa-
nies.

A commodity swap consists of a floating-leg component and a fixed-leg com-
ponent. The floating-leg component is tied to the market price of the underlying
commodity or agreed-upon commodity index, while the fixed-leg component is spec-
ified in the contract. Most commodity swaps are based on oil, though any type of
commodity may be underlying the swap, such as precious metals, industrial metals,
natural gas, livestock, or grains. Because of the nature and sizes of the contracts,
typically only large financial institutions engage in commodity swaps, not individual
investors.

Generally, the floating-leg component of the swap is held by the consumer
of the commodity in question, or the institution willing to pay a fixed price for
the commodity. The fixed-leg component is generally held by the producer of the
commodity who agrees to pay a floating rate, which is determined by the spot market
price of the underlying commodity.

The end result is that the consumer of the commodity gets a guaranteed price
over a specified period of time, and the producer is in a hedged position, protecting
them from a decline in the commodity’s price over the same period of time. Typi-
cally, commodity swaps are cash-settled, though physical delivery can be stipulated
in the contract.

In addition to fixed-floating swaps, there is another type of commodity swap,
called a commodity-for-interest swap. In this type of swap, one party agrees to pay
a return based on the commodity price while the other party is tied to a floating
interest rate or an agreed-upon fixed interest rate. This type of swap includes a
notional principal–a predetermined dollar amount on which the exchanged interest
payments are based–a specified duration, and pre-specified payment periods. This
type of swap helps protect the commodity producer from the downside risk of a poor
return in the event of a downturn in the commodity’s market price.

In general, the purpose of commodity swaps is to limit the amount of risk for
a given party within the swap. A party that wants to hedge their risk against the
volatility of a particular commodity price will enter into a commodity swap and
agree, based on the contract set forth, to accept a particular price, one that they
will either pay or receive throughout the course of the agreement. Airline companies
are heavily dependent on fuel for their operations. Swings in the price of oil can be
particularly challenging for their businesses, so an airline company may enter into
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a commodity swap agreement to reduce their exposure to any volatility in the oil
markets.

Example

As an example, assume that Company X needs to purchase 250,000 barrels of oil
each year for the next two years. The forward prices for delivery on oil in one year
and two years are $50 per barrel and $51 per barrel. Also, the one-year and two-year
zero-coupon bond yields are 2% and 2.5%. Two scenarios can happen: paying the
entire cost upfront or paying each year upon delivery.

To calculate the upfront cost per barrel, take the forward prices, and divide
by their respective zero-coupon rates, adjusted for time. In this example, the cost
per barrel would be:

Barrel cost = $50/(1 + 2%) + $51/(1 + 2.5%)2 = $49.02 + $48.54 = $97.56.
By paying $97.56 × 250,000, or $24,390,536 today, the consumer is guaranteed

250,000 barrels of oil per year for two years. However, there is a counterparty risk,
and the oil may not be delivered. In this case, the consumer may opt to pay two
payments, one each year, as the barrels are being delivered. Here, the following
equation must be solved to equate the total cost to the above example:

Barrel cost =X/(1 + 2%) +X/(1 + 2.5%)2 = $97.56.
Given this, it can be calculated that the consumer must pay $50.49 per barrel

each year.



186 Chapter 8: Other Swaps

Figure 8.1: Variance Swap



Chapter 9

Exchange Traded Derivatives

9.1 Introduction

Exchange traded interest rate derivatives have provided a great way for investors
(institutions) to hedge short and long term interest rate risks. Thanks to exchanges,
these derivatives are very liquid and provide great hedges and investment opportu-
nities. Some of these derivatives (e.g. T bond futures) are even much more liquid
than their underlying assets.

MarketsWiki (CME-CBOT merger):
The merger between cross-town rivals Chicago Mercantile Exchange and the

Chicago Board of Trade was approved by shareholders and completed on July 12,
2007. The plan for the merger was announced on October 17, 2006, and it was far
more hard fought and expensive than originally intended.

Ultimately, the CBOT stockholders received $11.3 billion for the exchange[1].
The CME’s initial proposal valued CBOT at $7 billion.

Earlier attempts between the two exchanges to reach a merger agreement had
been stonewalled by floor traders, who at the time owned each of the exchanges.
However, CME became a publicly held for-profit corporation in 2002, the CBOT
in 2005, creating a common currency for valuing the exchanges and the interests of
members thus paving the way for a merger.

More history about CME-CBOT merger and ICE can be found on the website.



188 Chapter 9: Exchange Traded Derivatives

9.2 T Bond Futures

T bond/note futures are futures contracts written on U.S. Treasury bonds/notes.
Similar to commodity futures contracts, actual T bonds/notes will be delivered.
Also similar to commodity futures, several delivery options are present. One of
such options is a quality option. In commodities, goods are not so easy to control
their quality when they are harvested (due to weather, pests, etc.) and as a re-
sult, exchanges must allow the short side the flexibility to deliver whatever quality
upon delivery. To avoid any loss for the buy side, exchanges then allow more (or
less) quantity for lower (or higher) quality of the goods. There are also timing op-
tions (again due to the uncertainty of harvest) to allow the short side to delivery
successfully.

T bond and T note futures have similar flexibilities. But given that T bond
futures are more liquid and those delivery flexibities are more valuable, the discuss
of this section limits to T bond futures, although those flexibilities apply to T note
futures as well.

9.2.1 Delivery Process

T bond futures are traded on CBOT/CME in Chicago. It is a physically delivered
contract (i.e. at the settlement day of the futures contract, an actual Treasury note
or bond must be delivered at the futures price). To facilitate delivery, any bond
that is at least 15 years to first call or maturity can be used for delivery. Hence
the futures contract is not on a specified bond, but rather on a basket of bonds.
Currently there are more than 2 dozens of such Treasury bonds that can be chosen
for delivery.

The choice belongs the short side of the futures contract. It is reasonable to
assume that the short side will deliver the cheapest bond possible. This is known
as the cheapest-to-deliver option, or quality option. The long side is fully aware of
such an option and hence will lower the futures price accordingly (i.e. the market
futures price reflects the quality option).

To further facilitate delivery, a flexible delievery time is considered. First, the
delivery time is not a day but a whole month. Delivery of T note or bond can take
place at any day of the settlement month. Delivery is a three-day process:

1. position day

2. notice of intention day

3. delivery day
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and as a result, the earliest position day can be 2 days before the first day of the
delivery month.

This particular delivery process creates a few interesting delivery options,
known as timing options. Figure 9.1 demonstrates what these timing options are.

Figure 9.1: Derlivery Time Line

Due to this specially designed delivery process, in most of the delivery month
(nearly 17 days), delivery takes place as the futures contract is being traded. In
other words, one can sell a futures contract and delivers immediately. As imagined,
the futures price cannot be different from the underlying T bond price.

However, in the last 7 business days (as Figure 9.1 demonstrates), the futrues
market is closed and only delivery can take place. In other words, the futures price
cannot change but the underlying deliverable bonds can still trade and their prices
fluctuate. This is known as the end-of-month timing option. Throughout the chapter
we use v for the starting time and T for the ending time of this period.

For the rest of the delivery month, there are two sections of each day, the
accrued interest period and the wild card period. For a regular futures trading day
i between 7:20 a.m. and 2 p.m. Chicago time, both bond and futures markets are
open simultaneously. The futures market closes at 2 p.m. but there is no official
closing time for the bond market. Since the short has till 8 p.m. to make the delivery
decision, the wild card period is defined over 3 p.m. (ui) to 8 p.m. (ui + h) Eastern
time.

9.2.2 Quotes

Similar to the underlying T bond quotes, T bond futures are quoted by clean price.
The long side of the futures contract will have to pay:

quoted futures price× conversion factor + accrued interest
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where the accrued interest is computed from last coupon date to the settlement
date. In return, the long side will receive the underlying bond whose value is:

dirty price = clean price + accrued interest

where the accrued interest of the bond is the computed from the last coupon date
till the purchase date of the bond.

The delivery profit (or loss) is the difference of the two. Note that if the bond
is purchased the same date as the settlement date (i.e. delivery date) of the futures
contract, then the accrued interests on both sides are equal.

quoted futures price× conversion factor− quoted bond price (9.1)

This situation happens in the first 17 (roughly) days of the delivery month
where both futures and bonds are traded (and hence the settlement date is the
same as the purchase date). However, in the last 7 days, the futures contracts are
not traded and the settlement date is fixed but the purchase date of the bond will
vary. (Note the in the conversion factor calculation, this is ignored.)

9.2.3 Quality Option and Conversion Factor

As explained earlier, the quality option gives the short side of the futures contract a
flexibility to deliver the cheapest of dozens of T bonds. To overcome such unfairness,
CBOT/CME adopts the same practice of the commodity futures and allow for a
conversion factor to trade quality of the delivery (T bond) for the futures price
received by the short side. That is, a lower quality bond is accompanied by lower a
futures price. In other words, the exchange hopes to eliminate the quality option.

Unfortunately, the conversion factor is formula-based and will not change with
the market condition. As a result, it fails to successfully negate the quality option.
Empirically, literature has documented substantial value for the quality option.

The conversion factor can be computed easily by the following process:

1. round the time to maturity down to the nearest quarter,

2. use 6% (or semi-annual 3%) to discount to the next coupon date,1

3. use 1.4889% (=
√

1.03− 1) to discount for any quarter left (simply divide the
above result by

√
1.03

1It was used to be 8% and was lowered to 6% in to reflect the new norm that interest rates
have been much lower than decades ago.
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4. (natural) round the result to 4 digits

As result of this process, 6%, 20 year is the standard bond. Deliver 1 unit if
it is standard bond and deliver proportionally if it is other bond. An example:

i=6%
cpn mat cf QBP Φ*cf payoff

0.05 20 0.8844 0.8844 0.8844 0
0.06 15 1 1 1 0
0.06 20 1 1 1 0
0.08 20 1.2311 1.2311 1.2311 0
0.08 25 1.2573 1.2572 1.2572 0

Table 9.1: Conversion Factor and 6% Flat Yield Curve

where futures price, Φ, (= standard bond price) = 1 (par).

i=8%
cpn mat cf QBP Φ*cf payoff

0.05 20 0.8844 0.703108 0.709374 0.006265
0.06 15 1 0.82708 0.802072 -0.02501
0.06 20 1 0.802072 0.802072 0
0.08 20 1.2311 1 0.987469 -0.01253
0.08 25 1.2573 1 1.008444 0.008444

Table 9.2: Conversion Factor and 8% Flat Yield Curve

where Φ = 0.8021. Note that the conversion factors stay the same regardless of the
yield curve. Also note that the QBP’s (quoted bond prices which is clean prices)
are observable in the marketplace (but here they are computed using flat discount
rate).

CBOT (later merged into CME in 2007) has decided that beginning with the
March 2000 contract, Treasury futures will equalize the deliverable bonds by pricing
them to a 6% yield. All that means is that the same rule applies relative to the
6% yield level: When yields are below 6%, the cheapest-to-deliver bond will have a
short duration; when they are above 6%, a long-duration bond will be cheapest to
deliver.

9.2.4 CTD Bond

If the conversion factor did the job, then the quality option would have been elimi-
nated and the futures price would be the same regardless of which bond is delivered.
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Unfortunately, the conversion factor does not do a good job and hence which bond
will be actually delivered matters a lot and will affect the futures price.

In other words, the futures price traded today is a function of which bond is
expected to be delivered. It is no surprise that today’s futures price is closely related
to today’s cheapest-to-deliver bond (with the expectation that today’s cheapest is
the settlement day cheapest).

Besides the CTD bond today, traders also consider the Second CTD bond in
that while small there is still a chance that the second cheapest will become the first
cheapest in the near future. Hence they follow the second cheapest closely as well
and adjust the futures price accordingly (not as much as the first cheapest). To be
really comprehensive, traders consider the third CTD bond. But the likelihood for
the third cheapest to become the first cheapest is really small.

Jone’s Extreme Duration Rule

To monitor the first, second, and third CTD bonds, Robert Jones provides a simple
rule of thumb, known as the extreme duration rule.2 He proves that the cheapest
bond is the shortest-duration bond. However, the proof is valid under flat yield curve
(the only situation where yield has meaning). Under a stochastic environment, his
argument is an approximation.

Exchange Option Idea

A more accurate method than Jone’s duration rule is the exchange option idea.
We can think of the futures contract is written on the CTD bond today but is
accompanied by an exchange option that allows the trader to switch to another
bond should that bond becomes the cheapest on settlement.

The exchange option formula for the stocks is:

C = Ê
[
e−r(T −t) max{X(T )− Y (T ), 0}

]
= X(t)N(d+)− Y (t)N(d−)

(9.2)

where
d± = lnX(t)− ln Y (t)±½v2(T − t)

v
√
T − t

v2 = σ2
X + σ2

Y − 2ρσXσY

2Robert A. Jones, Spring 1985, “Conversion factor risk in treasury bond futures: Comment,”
Journal of Futures Markets, V5, N1, 115-119.
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and X and Y are two stocks and σX , σX , and ρ are their respective volatilities
and correlation. Note that in the final equation, the risk-free rate is not present
(although it is in the valuation).

In the case of Treasuries, unfortunately, this result does not hold exactly. First,
the discounting in the first line of equation (9.2) is stochastic and correlated with
X and Y because they are bonds. Hence, it does not disappear as in the case of
stocks. Secondly, these stocks do not pay dividends but here they pay coupons. As
a result, the log-normal assumption will not hold for Treasuries.

Nevertheless, this idea is widely used in practice due to its simplicity and
empirically it has shown certain reliability. This idea clearly includes the likeli-
hood of second CTD bond to become the first cheapest. One can extend this idea
to exchange option on multiple assets so even the third CTD bond today can be
included.

Option on Min/Max

Clearly, the exchange option model does not do a perfect job. It can take care of
the second cheapest to deliver but when the volatility is large and the probability of
the third cheapest to suddenly becomes the cheapest increases, then the exchange
option model will miss some option value.

The min/max option was derived by Rene Stulz in 1982. The pricing formula
involves multi-variate normal probabilities. Interested readers can find the lengthy
equation in the original paper. Multi-variate normal probabilities cannot be eval-
uated easily. Often times we rely on Monte Carlo with importance sampling (if
probabilities are too small (options are too way out-of-money)).

However, the Stulz formula is for equity options and fails to consider the term
structure of interest rates. As a result, it cannot estimate the correlations (co-
movements) among bonds accurately. Nevertheless, it is a convenient approxima-
tion.

Note that the probability for the third cheapest to become the cheapest is
really small in reality. Unless experiencing abnormal volatility in term structure,
the exchange option formula provides a good enough approximation.

The Dry Spell

The dry spell refers to the 1994-1999 period where the only deliverable option is the
11¼% 2015 bond, which had been the shortest duration bond for the period. It has
not changed for the entire duration of 5 years.
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9.2.5 Timing options

As described in Figure 9.1, there are three periods for timing option. The first and
also most valuable option is the last week (7 business days) of the delivery month.
This is the period where the futures market is closed but bonds are still traded. As
a result, the short side of the futures contract can wait for the best moment to buy
the bond and make the delivery and make a profit:

max{Φ(v)× CFj −Bj(t)}

where v < t < T is the end-of-month period.
Then, there is a 6 hour window (from 3 to 9) that futures market is closed

and bond market is open. This happens daily at the beginning (roughly 17 days) of
the delivery month, known as the wild card timing option (or wild card play). This
option value is small as the next day the futures market resets and will wipe out all
the gain in the wild card option. The only situation where the wild card option can
be valuable is the CTD bond swings in price hugely. In this situation, the delivery
profit from the wild card period will not be eliminated as the bond price swings
back high in the next day.

Lastly is the daily normal day time window when both futures and bonds are
traded. In this window, there is no possibility of arbitrage as one can easily buy or
sell bonds (and reverse in futures) should any discrepancies exist. This is known as
the accrued-interest timing option for the sake of the possibility of any discrepancy
in two accrued interests. Other than liquidity, this option has no real economic
value.

9.3 Valuation of T Bond Futures

In this section, I shall demonstrate in details how each method of valuation (i.e.
computing futures price) is carried out. We first must notice that futures price is
not the price of the futures contract, but rather the price to be paid in the future
in order to exchange for the underlying asset (in our case a Treasury bond).

The classical risk-neutral pricing theory states that the futures price is the



Valuation of T Bond Futures 195

risk-neutral expectation of future asset price as:

Φ(t, Tf , T ) = Êt[Π(Tf , T ; c)]

= Êt

[
c
∑n

j=1 P (Tf , Tj) + P (Tf , Tn)
]

= c
∑n

j=1 Êt[P (Tf , Tj)] + Êt[P (Tf , Tn)]

= c
∑n

j=1 Φ(t, Tf , Tj) + Φ(t, Tf , Tn)

(9.3)

where P (·, ·) is the zero coupon bond price, Π(·, ·; ·) is the coupon bond with a
coupon rate c, T =< T1, · · · , Tn > is a vector of coupon payment dates between Tf

the settlement date of the futures contract and the maturity of the bond Tn.
Note that in theory these are actual values and hence dirty prices. In reality,

future prices and bond prices are quoted without accrued interests (i.e. clean prices).
The accrued interests are important and will be discussed later.

T bond futures is more complex than this. The payoff upon delivery (at
settlement time Tf ) is:

max
j
{Φ(Tf )× qj − Πj(Tf )} (9.4)

where qi is the conversion factor of the i-th bond. The futures price is set so that
the expected value should be 0. The notation here is simplified.

If there is no timing option so the futures contract is marked to market every
day, then there is no discounting necessary. And the futures price is the solution to
the above equation when it is 0 value:

Êt[max{Φ(Tf )× qj − Πj(Tf )}] = 0
Êt

[
max

{
Φ(Tf )− Πj(Tf )

qj

}]
= 0

Φ(t) = Êt

[
min

{Πj(Tf )
qj

}] (9.5)

However, there are timing options! Hence discounting is necessary and will
complicate the computation. I will discuss this later with a proper interest rate
model.

9.3.1 Cost of Carry

An industry popular method without employing a complex interest rate model is
the cost-of-carry (CoC) method. This method is standard in commodity futures
contracts. The standard CoC method assumes that there is an arbitrage between
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the underlying spot and its futures. If the futures price is too high relative to
spot, then anyone can sell the futures and buy the spot, store the commodity till
settlement date, and then make the delivery. Hence the futures price can never
exceed the spot price and its “cost of carry”. If the reverse is true (i.e. futures
price is too low), usually it is not easy to short-sell the spot (not easy to short-sell
commodities) and hence the arbitrage is not as easy.

Similar to commodity futures, we do not know which bond will be delivered
and need to assume that the current cheapest is the cheapest at settlement.

πi = [Φ(t)× qi + ai(Tf )]− [Π(t) + ai(t)]× (1 + rf )Tf −t

where rf is the risk-free rate, qi is the conversion factor of the i-th bond, ai(t) is the
accrued interest of the i-th bond evaluated at time t, Φ is the futures price, Π is the
bond price.

For a chosen bond (i) to deliver, the delivery profit is πi. As a result, to choose
the cheapest bond to delivery, one must maximize the profit over all bonds (i.e. loop
over all i’s). Once the cheapest bond is chosen, then we can use its forward price
Ψ(t) to approximate the futures price (but note that the forward price is higher than
the futures price, and hence the market futures price should be lower than the CoC
estimate).

Clearly, this method is very crude. First it ignores the probability of the other
bond (second cheapest or the third cheapest) to become the cheapest at settlement.
Secondly, the compounding (rf ) is applied outside of the expectation.

mini HW

9.3.2 Using the Exchange Option Model

As shown in equation (9.2), we can implement this “Black-Scholes” type equation
3 by simply assuming the coupon bonds (CTD and next CTD) follow a log-normal
distribution with a constant volatility. Given that there is no discounting in the
formula, one can easily obtain an option value and subtract it from the futures price
without the option, i.e. equations (9.2) and (9.5):

3The actual discoverer for the formula is William Magrabe in 1978: William Margrabe, “The
Value of an Option to Exchange One Asset for Another”, Journal of Finance, Vol. 33, No. 1,
(March 1978), pp. 177-186.
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Φ(t, u) = Êt

[
min

{
X(u)
qX

,
Y (u)
qY

}]

= Êt

[
Y (u)
qY

−max
{
X(u)
qX

− Y (u)
qY

, 0
}]

= ΦY (t, u)
qY

−
[
X(u)
qX

N(d+)− Y (u)
qY

N(d−)
]

≈ ΨY (t, u)
qY

−
[
X(u)
qX

N(d+)− Y (u)
qY

N(d−)
]

(9.6)

where Φ is the futures price and Ψ is the forward price, and d+ and d− are similar
to equation (9.2) but with the adjustment of the conversion factors, i.e. X(t) →
X(t)/qX and Y (t) → Y (t)/qY . Note that the last line of equation (9.6) is to ap-
proximate the futures price (which is the result of the risk-neutral expectation) by
the forward price which requires no model.4

There are two approximations. The first approximation is Êt[Y (u)] = ΦY (t, u) ≈
ΨY (t, u), since the futures price of bond Y does not exist (but the forward does).
Here we approximate the futures price by the forward price (which is higher than the
futures price). The second approximation is the exchange option. We understand
from equation (9.2) that only with discounting we can apply the formula. Here, we
ignore the discounting but apply the formula anyway. So we are under-subtracting.

Given that we are over-estimating the futures price for bond Y and under-
subtracting the option value, the futures price computed using the exchange option
formula is over-estimated. Note that this evaluation only considers CTD and the
second CTD bonds. To include the third CTD bond, we lose the close-form solution
and must employ a numerical method. Then it might be better to pursue a full term
structure model without approximation errors.

mini HW

9.3.3 Using an Interest Rate Model

It is quite straightforward to use a lattice model such as he Ho-Lee model to evaluate
the quality options and all the timing options.

For notation and symbols used here, please refer back to Chapter 1. In addi-
tion,

ai(t) = accrued interest of the ith bond
4Recall that a zero-coupon bond forward is simply a ratio of two zero-coupon bonds. And a

coupon bond forward is the sum of discounted zero-coupon bond forwards.
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qi = conversion factor of the ith bond
Qi(t) = quoted coupon bond price of the ith bond
Φ(t) = quoted futures price with all delivery options
Φ∗(t) = futures price with the quality option and continuous marking to mar-

ket
Φ∗∗(t) = futures price with the quality option at the absence of continuous

MTM

Note that the transaction price of a coupon bond is the quoted price plus the
accrued interest. In other words, for the i-th coupon bond in the delivery set for
the futures contract, Qi(t) = Π(t, T ; ci)− ai(t) where Π(t, T ; ci) is the coupon bond
notation defined in Notation that has the coupon and maturity of the i-th bond.
Also note that Φ(t) is the quoted futures price of the cheapest-to-deliver bond. The
actual futures price needs to be adjusted by the conversion factor and the accrued
interest of the cheapest-to-deliver bond.

9.3.4 Quality Option under no Marking to Market

The above evaluation of the quality is correct only if marking to market is applied
continuously throughout the life of the futures contract. Unfortunately, in the last 7
business days of the delivery month, the futures market is not open and the futures
contract is not marked to market. The futures price used for settlement in this
period is the last settlement price at the beginning of the 7-day period. Since the
futures price is already determined, the actual payoff at the last delivery day, T,
is not necessarily 0. The short can actually gain or lose. To avoid arbitrage, the
futures price at the beginning of the 7-day period should be set so that the expected
present value of payoffs at maturity is 0. Under this circumstance, the futures price
at the beginning of the 7-day period is a forward price, not a futures price. Formally,
label the futures price as Φ∗∗(v) to represent the futures price at the beginning of
the end-of-month period, v, should be so set that:

Êv

[
exp

(
−
∫ T

v
r(u)du

)
max{Φ∗∗(v)qi −Qi(T )}

]
= 0 (9.7)

where r(u) is the instantaneous rate. Using the forward measure, we can then rewrite
the above equation as:

Ẽ(T )
v [max{Φ∗∗(v)qi −Qi(T )}] = 0 (9.8)

which can be expanded as follows:
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0 = Ẽ(T )
v [max{Φ∗∗(v)qi −Qi(T )}]

0 = Ẽ(T )
v [Φ∗∗(v)q1 −Q1(T ) + max{Φ∗∗(v)(qi − q1)− (Qi(T )−Q1(T )), 0}]

0 = Φ∗∗(v)q1 −Ψ1(v) + Ẽ(T )
v [max{Q1(T )−Qi(T )− Φ∗∗(v)(q1 − qi), 0}]

(9.9)

and the futures price at time v can be written as:

Φ∗∗(v) = Ψ1(v)
q1
− 1
q1
Ẽ(T )

v [max {Q1(T )−Qi(T )−K∗∗
i }] (9.10)

where K∗∗
i = (q1 − qi)Φ∗∗(v). Note that Ψ1(v) = Ẽ(T )

v [Q1(T )] is the forward price
of the first bond. The interpretation of this result is similar to that of (9.6), except
that the risk neutral measure is replaced by the forward measure and the futures
price becomes the forward price. However, unlike (9.6), the futures price at time
v has no easy solution, because it appears on both sides of the equation. This
futures price has to be solved recursively using a numerical method. In a lattice
framework suggested by Boyle (1989), we first choose an initial value for the futures
price at time v, calculate payoffs at various states at maturity T , and then work
backwards along the lattice. We adjust the futures price until the discounted payoff
computed from the lattice is 0. Once the futures price at time v is set, we can then
travel back along the lattice and use the risk neutral probabilities till the end of
the last wild card period, un + h. Then the similar procedure for the end-of-month
period is repeated for the last wild card period to arrive at the futures price at the
beginning of the wild card period un. Again, the risk neutral expectation is taken
at un−1 + h and a recursive search is to compute the futures price at un−1. The
process is repeated until the delivery month is over. Since the futures price becomes
a forward price which cannot be obtained without a recursive search. The search for
the “forward price” takes place at every node at all the times (i.e., u1, u2, · · · , un,
v). As a result, to compute the futures price with the quality option is prohibitively
expensive.

9.3.5 Timing Options

Besides the quality option, there are three timing options embedded in the Treasury
bond futures price. The most valuable one is the end-of-month (EOM) timing
option. Without the EOM timing option, we know that the futures price should be
set according to (9.5). With the EOM timing option, deliveries can occur any time
in the end-of-month period as long as the current delivery payoff is more than the
present value of the expected payoff. This is similar to the early exercise decision of
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an American option. There is no closed-form solution to compute American option
prices. Precisely as Boyle (1989) has observed, the pricing of quality and timing
options would need a lattice model.

As in an American option, early delivery (i.e. early exercise) is activated if
the delivery payoff is larger than the continuation value (expected value of future
payoffs). However, this delivery decision is intertwined with the recursive process in
computing the quality option value. That is, every time we start with a trial value
for the futures price at the beginning of the EOM period. This futures price will
not change throughout the EOM period since the futures market is closed. We then
work backwards from the end of the EOM period with an early delivery decision
checked at every node until we reach the beginning of the EOM period. If the
expected payoff computed via this backward induction at the beginning of the EOM
period is not 0, then the trial futures price must be revised. The process continues
until the payoff at the beginning of the EOM period is 0. The computation cost of
such a recursive algorithm in a two-dimensional lattice is high.

In addition to the EOM timing option that refers the last 7 trading days of the
delivery month, there are two other timing options in the rest 15 days of the delivery
month – the accrued interest timing option and the wild card timing option. The
accrued interest timing option refers to the flexibility for the short to deliver the
cheapest bond any time in the delivery month when both futures and spot markets
are open. This is everyday from 7:20 a.m. to 2:00 p.m. (Chicago time) from the
first day of the delivery month to right before the end-of-month period. Since the
futures market is open, the futures contract is marked to market and deliveries can
take place any time. As a result, the futures price can never be greater than the
cheapest-to-deliver bond price. If the futures price were greater than the cheapest
bond price, then deliveries would take place instantly. The short will sell the futures,
buy the cheapest bond, make the delivery, and earn an arbitrage profit. Formally,
for t < v,

Φ(t) > min
{
Qi(t)
qi

}
⇔ max {Φ(t)qi −Qi(t)} > 0 (9.11)

Therefore, the futures price in the period where both markets are open must be
less than the cheapest-to-deliver bond price to avoid arbitrage. On the other hand,
if the futures price is lower, one can long futures and short spot but the delivery
will not occur because the short position of the futures contract will lose money if
he makes a delivery. Consequently, the delivery will be postponed and there is no
arbitrage profit to be made. If the futures price is always less than the cheapest-
to-deliver bond price (adjusted by its conversion factor), the delivery payoff now is
negative as opposed to 0 at the end. As a result, the short will never deliver until
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the last day. Consequently, the accrued interest timing option has no value. We
restate this result in the following proposition.
Proposition.
The accrued interest timing option without the wild card and end-of-month options
has no value. The existence of the other timing options will lower the current
futures price, further reducing the incentive for the short to deliver early. We state
this result in the following Corollary.
□

Corollary.
The accrued interest timing option with the end-of-month options has no value.
□

While the accrued interest timing option is worthless, the wild card timing
option is not. When the futures market is closed, there is no marking to market
in the futures market and the futures contract becomes a forward contract. Boyle
(1989) has demonstrated that in a case of forward contracts timing options will
have value. We shall extend Boyle’s analysis to the wild card option in Treasury
bond futures. Similar to the end-of-month option, the wild card option refers to
the flexibility in delivery in a 5-hour period every day for about 15 days where the
futures market is closed but the bond market is open. However, the wild card option
is different from the end-of-month option in that the futures market will reopen after
each wild card period and the futures contract will be marked to market. If bond
prices drop in the wild card period, given that the futures price is fixed, the short can
benefit from delivering the cheapest bond. However, the short can equally benefit
from the marking to market when the futures market reopens on the next day. As
a result, the incentive for the short to deliver in the wild card period is minimal.
Delivery can take place in a wild card period only when the payoff from immediate
delivery exceeds the expected present value of marking to market on the next day.

The modeling of the wild card period requires a very fine grid. To model the
wild card option properly, we need at least two steps in each wild card period to
allow for early exercise. As a result, it requires a minimum of four steps per day.
Given that practically the wild card option has very little value due to the next-day
marking-to-market, we will not evaluate the wild card option in this chapter.



202 Chapter 9: Exchange Traded Derivatives

9.4 T Bond Futures Options

Given the complexity of the T bond futures, their options are even more difficult to
evaluate. As a result, the numerical lattice used for T bond futures in the previous
section, will be used for T bond futures options. Chen and Yeh (2002) have provided
closed-form upper bonds for these options. A quick sketch is given below. The basic
idea is that we use futures-style options as upper bounds of American option bounds.

American options require numerical methods, namely lattice models, to pro-
vide accurate price estimates. The computations can become expensive when more
than one state variable is involved. Analytical upper bounds can therefore provide a
useful guideline for how high the American values can reach . In this paper, we derive
analytical (closed-form) upper bounds for American option prices under stochastic
interest rates, stochastic volatility, and jumps where American option prices are dif-
ficult to compute with accuracy. In a stochastic volatility model (Heston (1993) and
Scott (1997)) that has two random factors, we demonstrate that the upper bound
only needs a very small fraction of the time of the American option to compute.

We find that An American option is bounded from above by the risk neutral
expectation of its maturity payoff if this expectation is greater than the intrinsic
value at all times. To show that we shall prove this theorem using a discrete ap-
proximation similar to the lattice approach. Let T be the maturity of the option
contract. At T, the payoff is given by X(T ). At T − ∆t, the payoff is either the
discounted terminal value:

ÊT −∆t[δ(T −∆t, T )X(T )] (9.12)

or the intrinsic value:

X(T −∆t) (9.13)

whichever is larger where δ(t, s) represents the discount factor from time t to time s.
At T −2∆t, the larger quantity of the above result is discounted and compared with
the early exercise value, i.e. the payoff is either the continuation American value:

ÊT −2∆t[δ(T − 2∆t, T −∆t) max{ÊT −∆t[δ(T −∆t, T )X(T )], X(T −∆t)}] (9.14)

or the intrinsic value:

X(T − 2∆t) (9.15)
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whichever is larger. This process is repeated until the current time is reached and
the American option value is obtained. Now, consider a function at time T − ∆t,
ÊT −∆t[X(T )]. It is certainly true that:

ÊT −∆t[X(T )] > ÊT −∆t[δ(T −∆t, T )X(T )] (9.16)

provided that the values of the discount factor are less than one for all sample
paths. If ÊT −∆t[X(T )] > X(T − ∆t) is also true, then at T − 2∆t, it is true that
this expected payoff is greater than the continuation value, i.e.:

ÊT −2∆t[X(T )] = ET −2∆t[ÊT −∆t[X(T )]]
> ÊT −2∆t[δ(T − 2∆t, T −∆t) max{ET −∆t[δ(T −∆t, T )X(T )], X(T −∆t)}]

(9.17)
As a result, as long as we can show that Êt[X(T )] > X(t) for all t, then

Êt[X(T )] is an upper bound of the American value. The result will hold in continuous
time as ∆t reaches a limit.

9.5 Ultra T Bond Futures (and Options)

In 2015, the CME Group (former CBOT and CME) introduced a new T bond futures
contract known as Ultra T bond futures. The key feature distinguishing the Ultra
T-Bond from the existing T-Bond futures contract is the relatively narrow range of
deliverable securities. The deliverable basket for Ultra T-Bond futures comprises
cash Treasury bonds with at least 25 years of remaining term to maturity. By
comparison, deliverable securities for the existing T-Bond contract are bonds with
remaining terms to maturity of 15 years or more.

9.6 Eurodollar Futures

Eurodollar futures are futures contracts settled on LIBOR. A three-month LIBOR
is a money market account rate that can be translaterd a discount bond as:

L = 4
(

1
P (t, t+ ¼) − 1

)
(9.18)
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9.6.1 Quote

The Eurodollar futures quotes can be converted to the futures price as:

ΦED = 100− 100−QFP
4 (9.19)

where QFP is quoted futures price.

9.6.2 Delivery

The delivery of Eurodollar futures is cash eual to:

1− L3m

4 (9.20)

where L3m is a 3-month LIBOR. Given the relationship between LIBOR and discont
factor in equation (9.18), we know it is:

1−
(

1
P (t, t+ ¼) − 1

)
= 2− 1

P (t, t+ ¼)

ED futures are cash settled and hence no delivery options to be evaluated.

9.6.3 Pricing

Recall that the futures price is the risk-neutral expectation of the underlying payoff.
Hence, ED futures price must be:

ΦED = Ê
[
2− 1

P (t, t+ ¼)

]
(9.21)

which needs a pricing model for LIBOR before we can evaluate ED futures.
Please be reminded that Φ(t, T, T + ¼) = Ê[P (T, T + ¼)] and readers should

not be confused between the two. Equation (9.21) is the pricing formula for ED
futures and the latter is the futures for pure discount bond.

We can use the simple Vasicek or CIR model to evaluate ED futures or lattice
models like the Ho-Lee model to evaluate ED futures.
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9.7 Euro Dollar Futures Options

These options are quite straight for evaluate. Given that the underlying futures have
no complex embedded options, the same lattice used for ED futures can be used for
options. One can also work out the closed-form formula under the Vasicek model
(CIR model is more difficult) but note that the option is written on the reciprocal
of the zero coupon bond as opposed to the zero coupon bond.

For example, a call option on ED futures:

CED = Êt

[
exp

(
−
∫ TC

t
r(u)du

)
max{ΦED −K, 0}

]

= Êt

[
exp

(
−
∫ TC

t
r(u)du

)
max

{(
2− 1

P (TC , TC + ¼)

)
−K, 0

}]

= Êt

[
exp

(
−
∫ TC

t
r(u)du

)
min

{
2−K− 1

P (TC , TC + ¼) , 0
}]

which is a put option on bond.
Note that if the bond price is log-normally distributed, so is its reciprocal.

Hence, a similar formula to the Vasicek bond option formula can be derived.

9.8 Relationship between Furutres and Forward
Prices

We do not have a specific place to discuss forward contracts. Rather, forward con-
tracts are discussed in various places when they are relevant. Here we address very
important characteristics of forward contracts and how they are different/similar
from/to futures contracts.

Contratually, forward and futures are identical. They both allow long and
short sides of the contract to lock in an agreed price (the price can be a rate such
as in the forward rate agreement (FRA) contract but for the sake of consistency
we only use price) for a given time horizon. However, due to their differences in
trading, the agreed price can vary quite substantially between the two contracts.
The differences can be roughly summarized as follows:

1. exchange traded vs. over-the-counter traded

2. fixed maturity vs. rolling maturity

3. risk-neutral expectation vs. forward expecation (medium)



206 Chapter 9: Exchange Traded Derivatives

4. marking-to-market vs. no marking-to-market

In this section, we discuss how the above differences cause potentially large
price differences. The first item contributes to larger bid/offer spreads in forward
contracts (than in the futures contracts). Such a liquidity impact not only is reflected
in bid/offer spreads, but can also lower the mid price. Discussions on how liquidity
can lower the mid price can be found in Chen (2012). The second item causes
difficulties to build an interest rate curve using futures contracts. A brief discussion
of how to reconcile the two contracts for the curve-cooking purpose can be found in
Section 2.6.1 in Chapter 2 (known as convexity adjustment). The third difference
is purefly theoretical. These expectations are important in model building which is
beyond the scope of this book.

Last and the most important is the impact of marking-to-market. The pioneer
work of Cox, Ingersoll, and Ross (1981) sets up the foundation of why futures price
and forward price differ. An example is given in Figure 9.2.
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In Figure 9.2, Φ0,3 = S0(1 + r)3; or Φ0.3 = S0
∏3

i=1 (1 + ri); or Φt,T =
St exp

{∫ T
t rudu

}
[must know how many shares of stock to short].

In Figure 9.2, a three-period equity example is provided. When the interest
rate is deterministic (known at current time), the futures price and the forward
price are equal. When interest rate is random, there is no such guarantee. Then the
futures price does not necessarily link to the forward price.

Note that:

St = Et

[
exp

{
−
∫ t

t
rudu

}
ST

]
= Pt,T Ψt,T = Pt,T Φt,T + cov[Dt,T , ST ]

This leads to:

Pt,T [Ψt,T − Φt,T ] = cov[Dt,T , ST ]

Hence we know:

Ψt,T > Φt,T cov[Dt,T , ST ] > 0
Ψt,T < Φt,T cov[Dt,T , ST ] < 0

In the case of interest rates, ST is the bond price at time T , which is PT,s where
s is the maturity date of the bond. When rates are high, discounting Dt,T is low
(i.e. severe) and so is the bond price PT,s usually. Reversely, when rates are low,
discounting Dt,T is high and so is bond price PT,s. Given that the future bond price
and discounting move in the same direction, the covariance is positive, and hence
the foward price is larger than the futures price.
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OTC Derivatives

10.1 Introduction

Interest rate derivatives traded over the counter are voluminous and complex (equity-
linked notes, credit-linked notes, various return swaps and index swaps). Yet the
most prominent are swaptions and caps/floors. These are LIBOR based products.
We focus on these two products in this chapter

A cap (or floor) is an embedded option in a floater where the issuer can avoid
paying more than the cap rate as the interest rate. A floor, similarly, is an embedded
option owned by the investor who is guaranteed to receive a minimum of interest
regardless how low the floating interest rate is. A collar is the combination of both
a cap and a floor.

Caps and floors are often stripped out and transacted independently of their
underlying floaters. Then they become options on LIBOR.

Besides caps and floors, swaptions are another liquid LIBOR derivatives. These
are options on swaps. Like caps and floors, swaptions can be independently traded
or embedded in swaps as option to enter or option to cancel.

10.2 Caps/Floors/Collars

A cap is a collection of European rate call options (or called caplets); it is quite
easy to price. The difficulty is that the floating rate is not a traded asset but an
index so the usual Black-Scholes does not apply (note that many financial firms use
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the Black-Scholes model anyway ignoring the fact that interest rates are not traded
assets.) Luckily, with a simple transformation, we can turn the rate call to a bond
put which is possible to use a known term structure model (such as CIR or Vasicek).
Similarly, floor is a collection of rate puts that should be turned into a series of bond
calls.

Figure 10.1: Cap Example

Figure 10.2: Cap Example

Example. Yield curve: R01 = 5%, and R02 = 6%, hence f12 = 7%. RX = 5%.
Also we have P01 = 0.9512, P02 = 0.8816, F12 = 0.9324, and X = 1/(1 + 5%) =
0.9524. Let V = 0.36. Then

d = ln f12 − lnRX + V/2√
V

= ln 7%− ln 5% + 0.36/2
0.6 = 0.86

d−
√
V = 0.26

C = e−5%[7%N(0.86)− 5%N(0.26)] = 0.023

In terms of bond price

C = 1
X
P0t[XN(−d+

√
V )− FN(−d)]

where
X = 1

1 + τRX

d = lnF − lnX + V/2√
V

= 0.9324− 0.9524 + 0.36/2
0.6 = 0.35

d−
√
V = −0.25

C = 1
1.051.05[0.9524N(0.25)− 0.9324N(−0.35)] = 0.23
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A cap is a limitation on the borrower that at each payment date he cannot
charge the market rate if the market rate is higher than the contractual cap rate.
Hence, we can write the cap payoff as a series of rate call to be received at the end
of period j.

max{Rj − R̄, 0}τ (10.1)

for j = 1, · · · , n reflecting the fixing dates < T1, · · · , Tn > of a cap/floor where τ is
the accrued period and usually τ = ¼ in swaps and ½ in bonds. Given that Rj is
not a traded asset, we must turn it into a bond price. To do that,

max{Rj − R̄, 0}τ

= max
{

1
τ

(
1

P (Tj, Tj + τ) − 1
)
− R̄, 0

}
τ

= max
{

1
P (Tj, Tj + τ) − (1 + τR̄), 0

}

= (1 + τR̄)
P (Tj, Tj + τ) max{K − P (Tj, Tj + τ), 0}

(10.2)

where K = 1/(1 + τR̄). The present value (at current time t) of this payoff is
therefore:

πj = Êt

[
exp

(
−
∫ Tj+τ

t
rudu

)
max{Rj − R̄, 0}τ

]

= (1 + τR̄)Êt

[
exp

(
−
∫ Tj+τ

t
rudu

)
1

P (Tj, Tj + τ) max{K − P (Tj, Tj + τ), 0}
]

= 1
K

Êt

[
exp

(
−
∫ Tj

t
rudu

)
max{K − P (Tj, Tj + τ), 0}

]
(10.3)

and the cap value is:

Vcap =
∑n

j=1 πj (10.4)

Equation (10.3) is a standard option on the zero-coupon bond and hence has
closed-form solutions if certain term structure models are adopted. For example,
both Vacicek and Cox-Ingersoll-Ross models have closed-form solutions to the zero
coupon bond option. Using the Vasicek model,1 we can write the formula for a

1But note that we need to use the put-call parity to obtain the put option formula below.
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caplet as:2

πj = P (t, Tj)
K

{
N
(
− ln P (t,Tj+τ)−ln K−ln P (t,Tj)−½v2

j

vj

)
−P (t, Tj + τ)

P (t, Tj)
N
(
− ln P (t,Tj+τ)−ln K−ln P (t,Tj)+½v2

j

vj

)} (10.5)

where (Vasicek)

v2
j = 1− e−2α(Tj−t)

2α σ2
(

1− e−ατ

α

)2

(10.6)

In Chapter 14, I shall present a more general form that does not reply on
the Vasicek model. There, the only requirement is for the bond price to follow a
log-normal distribution.

The floor can be dealt with the same way:

max{R−Rj, 0}τ

= max
{
R− 1

τ

(
1

P (Tj, Tj + τ) − 1
)
, 0
}
τ

= max
{

(τR + 1)− 1
P (Tj, Tj + τ) , 0

}

= (τR + 1)
P (Tj, Tj + τ) max{P (Tj, Tj + τ)−K, 0}

(10.7)

where K = 1/(1 + τR) and the pricing formula is:

ζj = Êt

[
exp

(
−
∫ Tj+τ

t
rudu

)
max{R−Rj, 0}τ

]

= (τR + 1)Êt

[
exp

(
−
∫ Tj+τ

t
rudu

)
1

P (Tj, Tj + τ) max{P (Tj, Tj + τ)−K, 0}
]

= 1
K

Êt

[
exp

(
−
∫ Tj

t
rudu

)
max{P (Tj, Tj + τ)−K, 0}

]
(10.8)

and
2Interested readers can use the Cox-Ingersoll-Ross model for the caplet.
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Vfloor =
∑n

j=1 ζj (10.9)

Under the Vasicek model we can write each floorlet ξj as follows:3

ζj = P (t, Tj + τ)
K

N
(

ln P (t,Tj+τ)−ln K−ln P (t,Tj)+½v2
j

vj

)
−P (t, Tj)N

(
ln P (t,Tj+τ)−ln K−ln P (t,Tj)−½v2

j

vj

) (10.10)

Note that usually lenders do not charge an upfront free for the cap and vice
versa for the floor. What is a common practice is that the charged interest rate
contains a mark-up, or spread, if there is a cap; and a mark-down, or negative spread,
if there is a floor. That is, Rj = 1

P (Tj ,Tj+τ) + sc (for cap) or Rj = 1
P (Tj ,Tj+τ) − sf

(for floor) where the spread is constant throughout the life of the loan. This being
the case, a cap or a floor contract is to solve for the spread so that the NPV is 0 at
inception.

Note that the spread is computed as:

Vspread = τ × s×
∑n

j=1 P (t, Tj) (10.11)

and hence by equating the value of the spread payments with the value of the cap,
we solve for the spread as follows:

sc =
∑n

j=1 πj

τ
∑n

j=1 P (t, Tj)

sf =
∑n

j=1 ζj

τ
∑n

j=1 P (t, Tj)

(10.12)

where πj is the caplet value and ζj is the floorlet value. For a floater to both have
cap and floor, which is called a “collar", the two spreads should be netted out to be
sc − sf .

10.3 Swaptions

As briefly discussed in Chapter 5, swaptions (payer and receiver) are options to
enter and cancel a swap. The payer option (option to enter) is a call and the
receiver option (option to cancel) is a put.

3Interested readers can use the Cox-Ingersoll-Ross model for the caplet. See equation(??).
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These embedded options are stripped out of their underlying swaps and traded
in the market. Industry uses the Black (which is same as Black-Scholes) model for
swaptions:

C = P (t, s) [w̄(s, Tn)N(d+)− P (t, s)wKN(d−)]
∑n

i=1 Ψ(t, s, Ti) (10.13)

where

d± = ln w̄(s, Tn)− lnwK√
v(t, s, Tn)

± 1
2v(t, s, Tn)

v2(t, s, Tn) = V[lnw(s, Tn)]

w̄ is the forward swap rate. The put option value can be obtained via put-call parity.
Clearly, this is not correct. Not only does the swap rate not follow lognormal,

it cannot even be used as an underlying asset. (Details see Chapter 14.)
We have to turn the call option on the swap rate into the put option on the

coupon bond:

max{w(t, Tn)− wK , 0}
∑n

j=1 P (t, Tj)

= max
{
w(t, Tn)

∑n

j=1 P (t, Tj)− wK

∑n

j=1 P (t, Tj), 0
}

= max{1− Π(t, T ;wK), 0}

(10.14)

The option of a coupon bond has a true closed-form solution under a factor
model (e.g. Vasicek or Cox-Ingersoll-Ross). In the above equation, w(t, Tn)∑n

j=1 P (t, Tj) =
1 (see Chapter 5 for the derivation).

In Chapter 14, swap and swaption will be discussed in details. There, the swap
measure will be derived and fully discussed. The swaption valuation there does not
necessarily require a factor model such as the Vasicek or Cox-Ingersoll-Ross models.

A Tj-maturity swap rate under no arbitrage is given as:

w(t, Tj) =
∑j

i=1 P (t, Ti)f(t, Ti, Ti+1)∑j
i=1 P (t, Ti)

(10.15)

where
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f(t, Ti, Ti+1) = F (t, Ti, Ti+1)− 1

= 1
Ψ(t, Ti, Ti+1)

− 1

= P (t, Ti)
P (t, Ti+1)

− 1

and j = 1, · · · , n.
Now, we can define an option on a swap. A j×m swaption (where j+m = n)

has a payoff at expiry, Tj, as a coupon bond option:

max{w(Tj)− wK , 0}
∑n

k=j+1 P (Tj, Tk)

= max{1− Π(Tj, < Tj+1, · · · , Tn >;wK), 0}
(10.16)

which is a put option struck at par (i.e. $1 in the above equation) on a coupon
bond. Jamshidian (1989) derives the valuation model as follows:

Cswap
j×m = Êt

[
exp

(
−
∫ Tj

t
r(u)du

)
max{1− Π(Tj, < Tj+1, · · · , Tn >;wK), 0}

]

= P (t, Tj)Ẽ(Tj)
t

[
max

{(
wK

∑n

k=j+1 Kk +Kn

)
−(

wK

∑n

k=j+1 P (Tj, Tk) + P (Tj, Tn)
)
, 0
}]

= P (t, Tj)Ẽ(Tj)
t

[
wK

∑n

k=j+1 max {Kk − P (Tj, Tk), 0}+ max{Kn − P (Tj, Tn), 0}
]

= P (t, Tj)
{
wK

∑n

k=j+1 χj,k(Kk) + χj,n(Kn)
}

(10.17)
where the European “forward” (i.e. without discounting) put option (on price)
formula is defined as:

χj,k(Kk) = KN
(
− ln Ψ(t,Tj ,Tk)−ln Kk−1/2v2

j,k

vj,k

)
−Ψ(t, Tj, Tn)N

(
− ln Ψ(t,Tj ,Tk)−ln Kk+1/2v2

j,k

vj,k

)
(10.18)

where k = j + 1, · · · , n,
wK

∑n

k=j+1 Kk +Kn = 1 (10.19)
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and
v2

j,k = Ṽ[lnP (Tj, Tk)] = Ṽ[ln Ψ(Tj, Tj, Tk)]

=
∫ Tj

t
ξ(u, Tj, Tk)2du

=
∫ Tj

t

{∑k−1
ℓ=j

ξ(u, Tℓ, Tℓ+1)
}2
du

(10.20)

with ξ(u, Tj, Tk) being the instantaneous volatility function for the forward price.4
The last line above is derived in Chapter 14.

For equation (10.17) to hold, Jamshidian shows that (Jamshidian theorem
(1989)) the last line of (10.17) can be achieved only if “selected exercises” have no
value. That is, if any Kk < P (Tj, Tk) (or Kk > P (Tj, Tk)) then all Kk < P (Tj, Tk)
(or Kk > P (Tj, Tk)). The trick is to find such Kk’s so that this condition holds. We
need to solve for “little strikes” Kk. For at-the-money swaptions, the solution to Kk

is simple:

Kk = Ψ(t, Tj, Tk) (10.21)

for k = j + 1, · · · , n.
The proof is given in the Appendix. For in- and out-of-money options, this

solution does not hold and yet a mild modification of the assumption (i.e. by adding
an affine assumption), we can still break a swaption into a series of zero coupon bond
options. The details are given in the Appendix.

10.3.1 Cap (Floor) as a Special Case of Payer (Receiver)
Swaption

We can see a caplet is a variation of a j × 1 swaption (i.e. with a different strike
price). Hence, by comparing (10.10) and (10.18), we can see that caps and swaptions
can be consistently priced via a series of put options (χj,k) which is in turn dependent
on the function.

Change of the volatility notation:

vj = vj,j+1 (10.22)

4Details of this equation are available in Chapter 14.
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where vj,j+1 is defined earlier as:

v2
j,j+1 = Ṽ[lnP (Tj, Tj+1)] = Ṽ[ln Ψ(Tj, Tj, Tj+1)]

=
∫ Tj

t
ξ(u, Tj, Tj+1)2du

Note that Tj+1 may not equal Tj + τ .

10.3.2 Function ξ(t, ·, ·) and a Piece-wise Flat Approxima-
tion

In this section, we present the main result of the paper, which is to demonstrate how
the two markets can be evaluated consistently, using the methodology introduced
in this paper. We can see that both swaptions (10.17) and caps (25) under our
model are functions of zero-coupon bond put options that have the Black-Scholes
type solution with the volatility function ξ(t, ·, ·).

Moreover, the ξ(t, ·, ·) function can be uniquely identified, for any given num-
ber of swaptions. This is drastically different from the existing LMM where an
approximation form of the volatilty function must be exogenously given, and hence
swaptions cannot be priced without errors. On the other hand, given that each
piece of the ξ(t, ·, ·) function is mapped to a swaption, all swaptions are, by con-
struction, perfectly priced. This is important because only in such a case (perfect
calibration) we can accurately price exotic derivatives and find the correct number
and combinations of swaption contracts to hedge.

Recall the volatility function in (10.20) for the bond put option is an integration
of the function (which can be written in a discrete form in terms of a summation)
as follows:

v2
j,k =

∫ Tj

t
ξ(u, Tj, Tk)2du

=
∑j−1

ℓ=0

∫ Tℓ+1

Tℓ

ξ(u, Tj, Tk)2du

=
∑j−1

ℓ=0

∫ Tℓ+1

Tℓ

{∑k−j−1
m=0 ξ(u, Tj+m, Tj+m+1)

}2
du

=
∑j−1

ℓ=0

{∑k−j−1
m=0 ξℓ,j+m,j+m+1

}2
∆ℓ+1

(10.23)

where ∆ℓ = Tℓ − Tℓ−1 and k = j + 1, · · · , n. Note that the last line of (10.23) is to
replace ξ(u, Tj+m, Tj+m+1) with a fixed value ξu,j+m,j+m+1. The description of the
volatility function (10.23) is given in Figure 10.3.
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Figure 10.3: ξ Table

Figure 10.3 depicts how each swaption can uniquely identify a ξu,j+m,j+m+1
value between any two consecutive future periods for time u. This allows us then to
bootstrap a piece-wise flat (half) surface for ξu,j+m,j+m+1 as shown in Figure 1.

In Figure 10.3, to compute each ξ value, we first travel top-down and then
left-right. For example, the 1 × 1 swaption defines the value for ξ012. Then we
need to use the 1 × 2 swaption to uniquely define ξ123. This is because the 1 × 2
swaption requires both ξ012 and ξ123 to complete the volatility for the put option
χ1,3. Hence, since is solved for by the 1 × 1 swaption, ξ123 can be solved for by the
1× 2 swaption. As we can see, this bootstrap process can only be valid if a future
volatility function ξ123 is known today (time 0). This is how our model is different
from the existing LMM where the drift adjustment is stochastic. Admittedly, the
fact that ξ123 can be known at time 0 is the result of the log-normality assumption
for the forward price (or 1 + forward rate). In other words, the ξ function in our
model can be either deterministic (which requires log-normality) or stochastic (such
as the Cox-Ingersoll-Ross model) and yet the former allows for bootstrapping of the
volatility function.

Figure 10.4 helps visualize the surface of the ξ function which is the lower-left
half triangle. Vertically along the first column, it fills in the first period ξ values
(i.e. ξ1,j,j+1 for j = 1, · · · , n− 1). These are the ξ values for various forward prices
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(1 + forward rates) in the first period.

Figure 10.4: Swaption Volatility Grid

Then the second column depicts the ξ values in the second period. This column
can be filled only if the first column is completely filled. The process continues until
the entire half surface is filled.

In Figure 10.4, we demonstrate a case where not all swaptions of all tenors
are traded. In this case, we must adopt an interpolation method to fill those values
that do not have swpation contracts. The simplest method is piece-wise flat where
all values that do not have supporting swaption contracts will take the preceding
values. In Figure 10.4, we have three swaptions: 2×3, 2×6, and 4×3, which define
the corresponding boxes in Figure 10.4. For example, the 2×3 swaption requires the
following values (which are identical):

For example, the 2×3 swaption requires the following ξ values (which are
identical):

ξ0,2,3 ξ1,2,3
ξ0,3,4 ξ1,3,4
ξ0,4,5 ξ1,4,5

Then the the 2×6 swaption is used to solve for additional ξ values (which are
identical):

ξ0,5,6 ξ1,5,6
ξ0,6,7 ξ1,6,7
ξ0,7,8 ξ1,7,8

And finally the 4×3 swaption is used to the remaining ξ values (which are
identical):



220 Chapter 10: OTC Derivatives

ξ2,5,6 ξ3,5,6
ξ2,6,7 ξ3,6,7
ξ2,7,8 ξ3,7,8

As we can see, our model is flexible enough to accomondate any number of
swaptions. Since each swaption has at least one ξ value, all swaptions can be exactly
repriced. In the Appendix, more details are given to clarify the bootstrapping
process.

In the following numerical example, we demonstrate how calibration is im-
plemented and perfect repricing can be achieved. We use a simple example where
swpations are quoted annually. We use maturities up to 4 years only, as a demon-
stration of the algorithm. The term structure is given as:

i P(0,i) y(0,i)
1 0.9807 0.018
2 0.9494 0.027
3 0.9160 0.0323
4 0.8829 0.0361

Table 10.1: Term Structure (an example)

and the swaption quotes are:

2278.10 1x1
5461.08 4207.68 1x2 2x1
8840.52 9157.93 5863.36 1x3 2x2 3x1

Table 10.2: Swaption Prices (an example)

Since 2278.10 is a 1×1 swaption, it is a put option on P (T1, T2).

Cswap
1×1 = P (t, T1)(1 + wK)χ1,2

where (directly from equation (10.18) with j = 1 and k = 2)

χ1,2 = K2N
(
− ln Ψ(t,T1,T2)−ln K2−1/2v2

1,2
v1,2

)
−Ψ(t, T1, T2)N

(
− ln Ψ(t,T1,T2)−ln K2+1/2v2

1,2
v1,2

)
(which is also a cap). From equation (10.21) we solve for

K2 = Ψ(t, T1, T2) = 0.9494
0.9807 = 0.9681
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Then by (10.19):
(1 + w2)K2 = 1

we solve for w2 = 0.0330 and the option value is P (0, 1)× χ1,2 = 2205.34.
Using this put option value, we can solve for the implied volatility in equation

(10.18) as
vj,k = v1,2 = 0.058233

According to equation (10.20), ξ0,1,2 = v1,2 = 0.058233.
Next, 5461.08 is a 1×2 swaption. According to equation (10.17), it is a portfolio

of two put options: j = 1 and k = 1, 2 in equation (10.18), i.e.

Cswap
1×2 = P (t, T1) {wK(χ1,2 + χ1,3) + χ1,3}

The first option χ1,2 in the above equation is identical to the one in the 1×1
swaption and hence v1,2 is already solved just now. The second put option is:

χ1,3 = K3N
(
− ln Ψ(t,T1,T3)−ln K3−1/2v2

1,3
v1,3

)
−Ψ(t, T1, T3)N

(
− ln Ψ(t,T1,T3)−ln K3+1/2v2

1,3
v1,3

)

From equation (10.21) we solve for

K3 = Ψ(t, T1, T3) = 0.9160
0.9807 = 0.9340

and
w3(K2 +K3) +K3 = 1

allows us to solve for the swap rate as w3 = 0.0347.
Given that, we need to solve for v1,3 with this swaption price of 5461.08.

According to equation (10.20),

v2
1,3 = {ξ0,1,2 + ξ0,2,3}2

Hence solving for v1,3 from equation (10.18), then we can solve for ξ0,2,3 =
0.084293. The option values are: 2205.34 and 5203.94 respectively.

Similarly, 4207.68 is a 1×3 swaption and we can solve for the put option value
χ1,4, then v1,4 = 0.235671, and then ξ0,3,4 = 0.093145. The process continues if there
are more 1×j swaptions.

After the first column, we proceed to the second column, i.e. 2×j swaptions.
A 2×1 swaption composes of a single put option:

Cswap
2×1 = P (t, T2)(1 + wK)χ2,3
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where

χ2,3 = KN
(
− ln Ψ(t,T2,T3)−ln K−1/2v2

2,3
v2,3

)
−Ψ(t, T2, T3)N

(
− ln Ψ(t,T2,T3)−ln K+1/2v2

2,3
v2,3

)

which can be used to solve for v2,3 = 0.11115. Given that v2
2,3 = ξ2

0,2,3 + ξ2
1,2,3 and

ξ0,2,3 = 0.084293, we can solve for ξ1,2,3 = 0.07245.
A 2×2, similar to 1×2, is a portfolio of two put options, χ2,3 and χ2,4 where the

latter requires the knowledge of the volatility v2
2,4 = {ξ0,2,3 +ξ0,3,4}2 +{ξ1,2,3 +ξ1,3,4}2.

The bootstrap continues with more swaptions are included. An exhibit is provided
in the Appendix for easy understanding of the bootstrap procedure.

The example is completed and the volatility matrix is given as follows:

0.058233 v1,2
0.142526 0.11115 v1,3 v2,3
0.235671 0.24725 0.160624 v1,4 v2,4 v3,4

Table 10.3: Volatility Matrix

which uses of the following ξ matrix:

0.05823 ξ012
0.08429 0.07245 ξ023 ξ123
0.09315 0.09974 0.08471 ξ034 xi134 ξ234

Table 10.4: ξ Matrix

Now we can apply real data taken from Bloomberg on March 15, 2017, as
shown in Figure 10.5. Each volatility is the Black volatility on an x into y swaption
where x (option tenor) is plotted horizontally as x-axis and y is the remaining life of
the swap after the maturity of the option and plotted as the y-axis. The volatility
is shown on the z-axis. For example, a 3M option into a 10Y, or 3M×10Y, swap
(i.e. the swap maturity date is 10.25 years) is shown as x=3M and y=10Y.

These are Black volatility quotes and need to be converted to prices. We note
that in the swaption market, price quotes are available and are exchangeable with
(Black) volatility quotes via the Black formula. The resulting ξ function is plotted
in Figure 10.6.
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Figure 10.5: Swaption Volatility Surface; March 15, 2017

10.4 Other Derivatives

There are a large number of OTC fixed income derivatives. In fact, most of the
fixed income derivatives are traded over the counter. Besides the swaps and swap-
tions introduced in previous and this chapters, there are three notable categories of
contracts:

1. Equity-linked contracts
2. Credit-linked contracts

10.4.1 Equity-linked Notes

Investopedia:
An equity-linked note (ELN) is an investment product that combines a fixed-

income investment with additional potential returns that are tied to the performance
of equities. Equity-linked notes are usually structured to return the initial invest-
ment with a variable interest portion that depends on the performance of the linked
equity. ELNs can be structured in many different ways, but the vanilla version
works like a strip bond combined with a call option on a specific security, a basket
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Figure 10.6: Fitted ξ Function

of securities or an index like the S&P 500 or DJIA. In the case of a note linked to
an equity index, the security would typically be called an equity index-linked note.

In practice, an equity-linked note will have a participation rate, which is the
percentage amount that the investor in the note participates in the appreciation of
the underlying equity. If the participation rate is 100%, then a 5% increase in the
underlying is a 5% increase for the eventual payout on the note. However, the cost
of structuring the ELN and managing it can lower the participation rate. In the
case of a 75% participation rate, for example, a 5% appreciation in the underlying
is only worth 3.75% to the investor.

Equity-linked notes can also use different structures and features. Some will
use an averaging formula to smooth out returns on the equity-linked portion or a
periodic cap that limits the ELN’s upside by realizing returns at a particular level on
a regular basis. There are also types of equity-linked notes that use dynamic hedging
instead of options, deploying leverage to increase returns from the underlying equity.
Overall, equity-linked notes can be a powerful tool for investors who want to protect
their principle while still having the potential upside of an equity investment.

Labor Force Participation Rate

The labor force participation rate is a measure of an economy’s active workforce.
The formula for the number is the sum of all workers who are employed or actively
seeking employment divided by the total noninstitutionalized, civilian working-age
population.
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The U.S. labor participation rate stood at 61.4% as of July 2020, according
to the federal Bureau of Labor Statistics, which publishes updates monthly.1 The
monthly figures have hovered around 63% since 2013, after a sharp decline in the
wake of the Great Recession. It remains to be seen what the effect will be of 10
million newly unemployed Americans in just two weeks thanks to the Covid-19
pandemic.

Convertible Bonds

An overwhelming majority of corporate bonds are traded over the counter (a small
portion are traded on NYSE and regional exchanges). Many of the corporate bonds
embed an option to convert to stock. This is a cheap method for the companies to
pay lower interests (and use conversion as a reward).

As a result, convertible bonds are a hybrid product of both equity and interest
rates (since corporations are credit risk, convertible bonds also bear credit risk but
yet the credit risk is usually dealt with by a simple adjustment to the discount
factor).

Convertible bonds will be discussed in details in Chapter 11.

10.4.2 Credit-linked Notes

A typical credit-linked note functions similarly to a bond in that payments are made
semi-annually, but with a credit default swap attached. Under this structure, the
coupon, or price of the note, is linked to the performance of a reference asset. It
offers borrowers a hedge against credit risk and gives investors a higher yield on the
note for accepting exposure to a specified credit event.

These are interest rate derivatives whose payoffs are linked to credit quality.
Give examples
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Chapter 11

Other Credit Derivatives

11.1 Introduction

Investopedia:
A credit derivative is a financial asset that allows parties to handle their ex-

posure to risk. Credit derivative consisting of a privately held, negotiable bilateral
contract between two parties in a creditor/debtor relationship. It allows the creditor
to transfer the risk of the debtor’s default to a third party.

Various types of credit derivatives exist, including:

• credit default swaps (CDS)

• collateralized debt obligations (CDO)

• total return swaps

• credit default swap options

• credit spread forward

• credit default basket

11.2 Default Basket

A default basket contract, known as 1st ∼ nth to default, is a credit derivative
contract that is catered to investors who seek a partial and yet effective protection
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of their bond portfolios. If a bond investor who is concerned with the default loss
of his bond portfolio, then the basket contract can provide the protection from the
loss of default at any given level (from the most expensive 1st to default to the least
expensive nth to default).

The default basket contract is a correlation play. If all bonds default indepen-
dently (low correlation), then the 1st to default basket is most expensive (details
later). On the contrary, if bonds default together (high correlation), then the 1st
to default basket is least expensive. Hence, for those who sell default baskets (i.e.
speculators who seek yield enhancements), they look for correlation tightening or
loosening.

Default baskets usually contain only a handful of bonds (if the portfolio is
large, then the default basket is not an efficient way to hedge). For example, assume
a portfolio of 5 bonds. To gain the perfect default protection, the owner of the
portfolio can purchase individual CDS contracts. Say each spread is s1 ∼ s5. And
the total premium paid is: ∑n

i=1 siNi where Ni is the notional of the ith bond.
This can be very expensive if bonds are high yield. Hence, investors of such

portfolios will seek a cheaper alternative. Realistically, not all bonds will default at
the same time. In other words, buying all individual CDS is not cost effective. It
would ideal to just buy the protection of the first bond that defaults. The others
will likely not default (although their prices might be heavily influenced) and still
can be sold back to the market.

The 1st to default basket contract (FTD) is a CDS contract that pays principal
minus recovery on whichever bond that defaults first in the contract period. The
probability of this happening, for a given period (say 1 year), is:

pFTD = Pr[B1 ∪B2 ∪ · · · ∪Bn] (11.1)

where Bi represents the default event of bond i and pi = Pr[Bi] is the default
probability of each individual bond. The total default probability of all bonds in a
given period is: ∑n

i=1 pi

which is greater than pFTD.
Hence, we know that buying FTD is much cheaper than buying individual

CDSes. Recall the back-of-envelop (quick and dirty approximation) formula for the
CDS spread:

si = pi(1−Ri)

where R is recovery rate. For the sake of easy exposition (and quite practically true),
we assume a constant recovery for all bonds (and usually 40%): si = pi(1−R). We
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use the same concept to compute the spread for the FTD:

sFTD = pFTD(1−R)

Also for the convenience (and without loss of too much generality), we assume
all notionals are same: Ni = N . This allows us to just compare spreads without
worrying notional and recovery.

Note that equation (11.1) can be written as:

Pr[B1 ∪B2 ∪ · · · ∪Bn] =
∑n

i=1 Pr[Bi]
−
∑∑

i ̸=j
Pr[Bi ∩Bj]

+
∑∑∑

i ̸=j ̸=k
Pr[Bi ∩Bj ∩Bk]

− · · ·
pFTD =

∑n

i=1 pi

−
∑∑

i ̸=j
pi&j

+
∑∑∑

i ̸=j ̸=k
pi&j&k

− · · ·

(11.2)

Hence, if joint defaults are rare (i.e. defaults are independent), then pFTD is
very close to ∑n

i=1 pi, which is expensive. Conversely, if defaults are together, then
pFTD is very close to the highest pi, which is cheap.

Note that by no arbitrage,
∑n

i=1 si =
∑n

i=1 siTD

If sFTD ≈
∑n

i=1 si, then the other ith to default contracts must have very low
spreads. Conversely, if sFTD ≈ si, then the other ith to default contracts must have
high spreads. In an extreme case where all bonds default together (correlation 1)
and all si’s are equal, then all siTD are equal to one another.

11.3 CDO, CBO and CLO

http://people.stern.nyu.edu/igiddy/ABS/globalcboclo.pdf (152 pages)
Differences Between CBOs And CLOs
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It is important to note that while the criteria for CBO and CLO transactions
share similarities, loan assets have features that can make the analysis more com-
plicated than that of bond assets. Certain credit, legal, and cash flow analyses of
CLOs differ from those of CBOs due to the following factors:

The loan type and loan documentation can affect the degree to which rights
and obligations can be transferred from the sponsor to the transferee. For example,
a loan may in part be a participation. The lead bank transfers all or part of its
interest in a loan (which also may include a pro rata interest in any collateral
securing the loan) to one or more participants. Analysis of participations often
entails an evaluation of the credit risk of the seller bank, whose insolvency may
interrupt payments from the borrower to, ultimately, the issuer, as transferee.

Loan terms vary widely, such as different amortization schedules, payment
dates, rate indices, index reset dates, tenors, and so on, which impact the cash flow
analysis.

The lack of uniformity in the manner in which rights and obligations are trans-
ferred also results in a lack of standardized documentation for these transactions.
Therefore, loan documents require a more detailed legal review.

Loan portfolios can be restructured to accommodate the diminished or declin-
ing repayment capacity of borrowers.

Markets for bank loans are less liquid than bond markets. This increases the
risk of not being able to purchase eligible loans during the ramp-up and revolving
periods, as well as not being able to sell defaulted loans. In addition, disposition of
defaulted loans via sale into the market may lower the ultimate recovery relative to
disposition via a gradual workout.

This analysis describes Standard & Poor’s rating approach to CBOs/CLOs
and the key risk areas, which are the focus here of a brief review. The key areas
include sovereign risk, default risk, recovery and loss severity estimation, currency
and interest rate hedging, as well as legal risk.

Sovereign Risk Both the overall credit profile for an obligor and its rating
can be impacted and possibly constrained by the sovereign rating of the country in
which the obligors are domiciled. Standard & Poor’s has modified its “traditional,”
or single-jurisdictional, CBO/CLO default model to take into account such factors
when determining a multi-jurisdictional or emerging market pool’s credit profile at
a given rating level.

Default Risk The issuer credit rating (ICR) is the fundamental tool to assess
obligor credit risk in Standard & Poor’s default models. However, due to the lack
of a well-developed bond market in certain regions, such as Southeast Asia, and
even in some mature European markets, unrated credits can become a substantial
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component of CBO/CLO asset pools. In order to assess credit risk in such collateral
pools, analysts can apply alternative measures of obligor default risk, such as credit
estimates, for the unrated obligors.

Recovery and Loss Severity Estimation Accurate and detailed historical
data on post-default recoveries on loans and bonds for issuers in emerging market
regions generally is sparse or nonexistent. Any analysis of recoveries must factor in,
on a country-specific basis, the legal and practical issues involved in realizing such
recoveries, and the likely impact on timing of recoveries.

Currency and Interest Rate Hedging Local currency denominated CBO/CLO
issuance is still not feasible in developing countries due to the lack of a deep investor
market, as well as legal and regulatory issues. In the aftermath of various emerging
market currency crises, currency hedge providers may not have the desire to posi-
tion the risk of certain currencies, or may price their products at levels that are not
economical for a CBO/CLO. While interest rate risk can often be sized and covered
with internal credit enhancement, such as cash reserves or overcollateralization, the
economics of this strategy may not be favorable with respect to currency risks.

Legal Risk Evaluation of the legal structure of CBO/CLO transactions is
done in light of applicable laws and regulations governing all aspects of the struc-
ture. Problems that typically arise relate to the legal transfer/assignment of assets
from the seller/originator to the securitization vehicle; bankruptcy remoteness of
the issuer or other special-purpose entities; commingling, and set-off risk...

11.4 Spread Option

Investopedia:
A spread option is a type of option that derives its value from the difference,

or spread, between the prices of two or more assets. Other than the unique type
of underlying asset—the spread—these options act similarly to any other type of
vanilla option.

Note that a spread option is not the same as an options spread. The latter
is a strategy typically involving two or more options on the same, single underlying
asset.

11.5 Principle Protected Notes

Investopedia:
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A principal protected note (PPN) is a fixed-income security that guarantees a
minimum return equal to the investor’s initial investment (the principal amount),
regardless of the performance of the underlying assets.

These investments are tailored for risk-averse investors wishing to protect their
investments while participating in gains from favorable market movements.

Principal protected notes are also known as guaranteed linked notes.
Understanding Principal-Protected Note (PPN)
A principal protected note (PPN) is a structured finance product that guaran-

tees a rate of return of at least the principal amount invested, as long as the note is
held to maturity. A PPN is structured as a zero-coupon bond – a bond that makes
no interest payment until it matures – and an option with a payoff that is linked to
an underlying asset, index, or benchmark. Based on the performance of the linked
asset, index or benchmark, the payoff will vary. For example, if the payoff is linked
to an equity index, such as Russell 2000, and the index rises 30%, the investor will
receive the full 30% gain. In effect, the principal protected securities promise to
return an investor’s principal, at the time of maturity, with the added gain from the
index’s performance if that index trades within a certain range.

A downside to principal protected notes is that the guarantee of principal is
subject to the creditworthiness of the issuer or guarantor. Therefore, the prospect
of a guaranteed return is not entirely accurate in the event that if the issuer goes
bankrupt and defaults on all or most of its payments, including the repayment
of investors’ principal investment, the investor would lose their principal. Since
these products are essentially unsecured debt, investors fall below the tier of secured
creditors.

Furthermore, investors must hold these notes until maturity in order to receive
the full payout. Since these notes can have long-term maturities, PPN investments
may be costly for investors who have to tie up their funds for long periods of time
in addition to paying any imputed interest accrued on the notes every year. Early
withdrawals may be subject to withdrawal charges and partial withdrawals may
reduce the amount available upon a full surrender.

Limitations
The dark side of principal protected notes was put to light after the collapse

of Lehman Brothers and the inception of the 2008 credit crisis. Lehman brothers
had issued many of these notes and brokers were pushing it in the portfolios of their
clients who had little to no knowledge of these products. The returns on PPNs were
more complicated than was presented on the surface to clients. For example, for an
investor in one of these notes to earn the return of the index that was linked to the
payoff of the note, as well as get the principal back, the small print may state that
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the index cannot fall 25% or more from its level at the date of issuance. Neither can
it rise more than 27% above that level. If the index exceeds those levels during the
holding period, the investors receive only their principal back.

An investor that does not want to deal with the complications of individual
PPN securities may opt for principal protected funds. Principal protected funds are
money managed funds that consist mostly of principal protected notes structured
to protect an investor’s principal. The returns on these funds are taxed as ordinary
income rather than capital gains or tax-advantaged dividends. Furthermore, fees
that are charged by the fund are used to fund the derivative positions used to
guarantee the principal returns and minimize risk.

11.6 Credit Linked Notes

A CLN is the direct obligation of the issuer but it contains additional credit risks
for the buyer. The principal repayment is linked not only to creditworthiness of the
issuer but also a third party known as the reference entity.

Provided the reference entity experiences no credit event during the life of the
CLN the principal will be repaid to the investor on maturity.

During the life of the note the investor will also have received regular interest
payments, (coupons).

Should the reference entity experience a credit event this triggers redemption
of the CLN. But instead of receiving the principal amount originally invested, the
investor receives a bond issued by the reference entity. The value of the bond will
be worth less than the principal invested.

Figure 11.1: Credit Linked Note

Figure 11.2: Credit Linked Note
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Figure 11.3: Credit Linked Note

USE MORE FROM https://www.barbicanconsulting.co.uk/cln

11.7 Convertible Bonds

Convertible bonds are a mixture of three prominent risks: equity, interest rate, and
credit. A convertible bond allows the owner to convert a bond that earns fixed
coupons to equity and hence is bond with an exchange option.

ΠCB = max{S, ξΠ}
where ξ is the conversion ratio.

11.7.1 Forced Conversion

Investopedia:
What Is a Forced Conversion?
Forced conversion occurs when the issuer of convertible securities exercises the

right to call the issue. By calling the issue, the originator forces the investors to
convert their securities into a predetermined number of shares.

An issuer may consider forcing a conversion if interest rates decline signifi-
cantly. They may also push the call if the price of the underlying security is above
the conversion price. Forced conversions are generally detrimental to the holders of
the product.

Understanding Forced Conversion
Forced conversions occur with convertible securities. Convertible security in-

vestments can turn into another form, such as shares of the underlying stock. Con-
vertible bonds or convertible preferred stock are examples of some common convert-
ible securities.

In the case of convertible bonds, the security pays a coupon payment of a fixed
amount at regular intervals until the bond reaches maturity. It carries a specific price
at which conversion into stock may happen. In most cases, the holder of convertible
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securities has the right to determine when and if to convert. The bond’s originator
can typically turn whenever they choose after the conversion date. The same is not
true if the issuer has included a forced conversion call feature into the bond.

Companies issuing the securities sometimes want the ability to force the in-
vestor’s hand and make them hold the underlying product. To do this, they will add
a call feature that allows the company to redeem the bonds based on specific crite-
ria. Frequently, bonds are callable when they are at or near the conversion price.
The calculation of the conversion price is at the time of the issue and is a ratio.
This ratio, located in the bond’s indenture or the security’s prospectus, outlines the
situations for making the call. For called securities, the investor will receive the
return of capital or common stock in an amount equal to the initial investment.

Example of a Bond Conversion
The conversion ratio, also called the conversion premium, would determine

how many shares will change. Shown as a ratio or as a price, it is specific to the
bond.

If a bond has a ratio of 45:1, it means the $1000 bond equals 45 shares of the
underlying. You may see this rate listed as a percentage premium, such as 5-percent.
This premium means the investor who converts into shares at the market price when
they bought the bond, plus a 5% premium. That market price could be different
than the current price for the underlying.

Companies will execute a forced conversion to eliminate debt. In this case,
bond debt converts to equity. After a forced conversion, the company will issue
additional shares, which dilutes the value of those already in the marketplace.

11.7.2 Added Convexity

A straight bond has a positive convexity (i.e. negative slope) with respect to its yield.
A callable bond (a bond with a call option) is known to have negative convexity.
This is because as bond price goes up (as yield or interest rates) goes down, it would
hit the limit of the call price (which is usually par), as demonstrated in Figure 11.4.
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Figure 11.4: Added Convexity of Callable Bond

In the case of a convertible bond, the situation is more complex. A convertible
bond is more like a bond when the equity value is low or the interest rates are low
(i.e. bond price is high). Conversely, when the equity price is high and the interest
rates are high (bond price low), the convertible bond is more like a stock.

Figure 11.5: Added Convexity of Convertible Bond
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11.8 Loan

An outright loan is like a bond where a specified amount of money is borrowed (usu-
ally by an individual) and in return periodical interests are paid and at maturity the
principal is paid. However, for corporation borrowers, loans are arranged differently.

A line of credit is given to the corporation (say $1 million) for a period of time
(say 1 year). During this year, the borrower (corporation) can take any amount
out, known as draw, up to $1 million. If the borrower has no use of the loan, it can
prepay back to the credit line. After a year, usually such loan will be renewed and
amount can be increased or decreased.

The unused line of credit is called “unfunded” and the used is called “funded”.
At the beginning when the loan (line of credit) is granted, the whole amount is
unfunded. To maintain this unfunded loan, the borrower must pay a fee1 to keep
the line of credit alive (otherwise the line of credit will be canceled). After a draw,
the amount of draw is called funded. Then the borrower must pay an interest on
the funded loan as a straight loan. Certainly, the borrower can cancel the line of
credit at any time.

In summary, by paying a fee (for the unfunded part of the loan) or an interest
(for the funded part of the loan), the borrower enjoys the following options:

· option to draw,
· option to prepay, and
· option to term-out (which is modeled differently separately)
The following diagram (Figure 11.6) depicts various stages of the borrower.

The borrower can draw and prepay as it sees fit. The three regimes in both funded
and unfunded parts of the loan can be given the following choices:

Funded Unfunded
Regime I: option to stay and prepay Regime I: option to stay and draw
Regime II: option to stay Regime II: option to stay and draw
Regime III: option to stay and prepay Regime III: option to stay

Table 11.1: Options in a Loan

1There are other miscellaneous fees.
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Figure 11.6: Loan Diagram

An Example of HELOC

When you’re approved for a HELOC (Home Equity Line of Credit), you will also
be approved for a credit limit based, in part, on how much equity you have in your
home. You can use this line of credit during what is called the “draw period.” This
is the amount of time you have to draw funds from the HELOC. The draw period
typically lasts for a fixed amount of time. It can vary between lenders but the period
usually can last up to ten years. Each lender could also have different requirements,
like minimum draw amounts or when you need to start making repayments (more
on that coming up!). Be sure to look into the specific details of each lender you
consider.

During the draw period you typically can make interest-only payments on what
you’ve borrowed. But you can also pay back the principal amount if you choose.
You also don’t have to withdraw the entire amount. But it’s available if you need
it. Here’s an example: If you have a $90,000 HELOC, you can borrow up to that
amount. If you only use, say, $25,000 of the line of credit, you will only pay interest
on that $25,000, not the $90,000 maximum value of the line.

“HELOCs are a good option for those looking for a source of revolving credit
that can be managed in the same way as a credit card.”

Unfunded as CDS and Funded as Bond

It is quite understandable that the funded part of the loan is a bond. But how should
the fee of unfunded be determined? As it turns out, it is equivalent to a CDS. The
bank charges a fee to compensate its loss of interests if the borrower either default
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or terminate the loan early.
As a result, Figure 11.6 can be viewed as a structure to build a model for the

loan. It can be a Markov process with α’s and β’s as transition probabilities. These
probabilities can be then calibrated to benchmark CDS or credit curves.

11.9 Securities Lending

Securities lending is the act of loaning a stock, derivative or other security to an in-
vestor or firm. Securities lending requires the borrower to put up collateral, whether
cash, security or a letter of credit. When a security is loaned, the title and the own-
ership are also transferred to the borrower.

11.10 CMBS

Wikipedia:
Commercial mortgage-backed securities (CMBS) are a type of mortgage-backed

security backed by commercial and multifamily mortgages rather than residential
real estate. CMBS tend to be more complex and volatile than residential mortgage-
backed securities due to the unique nature of the underlying property assets.

CMBS bear huge credit risk in that the underlying mortgages are very highly
levered. Unlike RMBS (Chapter 12) where mortgages must have a substantial down
payment (known as LTV, or loan-to-value) of at least 20%, commercial mortgages
can be levered to as high as 98 or 99%. As a result of this high leverage, interests
on the commercial mortgages are also high.

CMBS are different from previous credit derivatives in that these securities
are sold in a form tranches. See Chapter 12 for detailed discussions on CMBS (and
RMBS).
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Chapter 12

Mortgage and Asset Backed
Securities

12.1 Introduction

MBS is the perhaps the most successful financial innovation in the world of banking
and finance globally. The creation of MBS allows the US to be one of very few (could
be only) countries that can offer “affordable housing” via free market and not via
government subsidy. The creation of the MBS market allows individual investors
like you and I can participate in helping borrowers to buy their own homes.

Not only does MBS market help borrowers to finance their home purchases,
it also provides investors more choices for their investments. In an academic term,
MBS help complete the financial market. See the CAMP diagram in Figure 12.1.

Figure 12.1: Where MBS Lies

There are two types of MBS: RMBS (residential) and CMBS (commercial).



242 Chapter 12: Mortgage and Asset Backed Securities

The former contains mortgages made out to residential homes. It further is under-
stood as agency-based and non-agency-based. The latter is based upon commercial
mortgages which are loans made out to commercial real estate properties such as
hotels, rental apartments, hotels, carsinos, etc.

12.1.1 RMBS

Agencies

The major player of the MBS is the three agencies: GNMA, FNMA, and FHLMC
(pronounced Ginnie Mae, Fannie Mae, and Freddie Mac). These agencies were
established after the WW2 by the congress to provide affordable mortgages. Over
the years, FNMA and FHLMC, after completing their missions, have become private
and GNMA remains as public as it has been. That said, it is a general belief that
FNMA and FHLMC are very much guaranteed by the government and 2008 proved
it.

Agency or Non-agency Based MBS

Agencies underwrite mortgages and these securities are known as agency RMBS.
These RMBS must pass certain credit criteria (to name a few):

• LTV (loan to value) ≤ 0.8

• PI (payment to income) < 1
3

• FICO > 620 1

These mortgages are known as prime mortgages. Mortgages that do not pass
these requirements cannot be underwritten by the agencies. They will have to be
underwritten by private banks (e.g. Goldman Sachs). Hence non-agency RMBS are
riskier.

Not only non-agency RMBS are more risky because of the borrowers are more
likely to default, the underwriting banks are also subject to default risk. These
mortgages are smaller in volume and hence these RMBS are less liquid as well.

Basics

https://www.sifma.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/chsf.pdf
1See the Appendix for an explanatory table of FICO scores.
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Brueggman and Fisher book

SMM

Investopedia:
Single monthly mortality (SMM) is a measure of the prepayment rate of a

mortgage-backed security (MBS). As the term suggests, the single monthly mortality
measures prepayment in a given month and is expressed as a percentage.

For investors of mortgage-backed securities, prepayment of mortgages is usu-
ally undesirable since future interest is foregone; investors prefer a lower or declining
single monthly mortality on an MBS.

CPR

Investopedia:
Single monthly mortality can be annualized into the constant prepayment rate

(CPR), which gives the annual percentage rather than a monthly snapshot. MBS
investors can switch between the two during important points in their holding’s life
span. For example, if interest rates decline over a period of time, an MBS investor
will usually watch the SMM to see whether or not burnout is setting in.

Similarly, there are the first 30 months of a mortgage-backed security’s life
where it is considered “on the ramp” and during which SMM and CPR are expected
to increase before leveling off once the MBS is “off the ramp” after 30 months. The
caveat with the prepayment ramps is that they are based on the PSA model from
the 1980s. Although the broad outline of this model holds up—mainly that there
are two phases to an MBS lifespan—the mortgage market is a different place now,
and public awareness of refinancing and interest rates is more ubiquitous than when
the PSA model was created. The length of the ramps is believed to be much shorter
now, as people are more likely to refinance when rates go down.

CDR

The constant default rate (CDR) is the percentage of mortgages within a pool of
loans in which the mortgagors (borrowers) have fallen more than 90 days behind in
making payments to their lenders. These pools of individual outstanding mortgages
are created by financial institutions that combine loans to create mortgage-backed
securities (MBS), which they sell to investors.



244 Chapter 12: Mortgage and Asset Backed Securities

The constant default rate (CDR) evaluates losses within mortgage-backed se-
curities. The CDR is calculated on a monthly basis and is one of several measures
that those investors look at in order to place a market value on an MBS. The method
of analysis emphasizing the CDR can be used for adjustable-rate mortgages as well
as fixed-rate mortgages.

The CDR can be expressed as a formula:

CDR = 1−
(

1− D

NDP

)n

where:
D=Amount of new defaults during the period
NDP=Non-defaulted pool balance at the beginning of the period
n=Number of periods per year
The constant default rate (CDR) is calculated as follows:
1. Take the number of new defaults during a period and divide by the non-

defaulted pool balance at the start of that period.
2. Take 1 less the result from no. 1.
3. Raise that the result from no. 2 to the power based on the number of

periods in the year.
4. And finally 1 less the result from no. 3.
5. It should be noted, though, that the constant default rate (CDR)’s formula

can vary somewhat—that is, some analysts also include the scheduled payment and
prepayment amounts.

Gargantua Bank has pooled residential mortgages on houses located across the
U.S. into a mortgage-backed security. Gargantua’s Director of Institutional Sales
approaches portfolio managers at the Trustworthy Investment Company in hopes
that Trustworthy will purchase an MBS to add to its portfolios that hold these types
of securities.

After a meeting between Gargantua and his firm’s investment team, one of
Trustworthy’s research analysts compares the CDR of Gargantua’s MBS with that
of a similarly rated MBS that another firm is offering to sell to Trustworthy. The
analyst reports to his superiors that the CDR for Gargantua’s MBS is significantly
higher than that of the competitor’s issue and he recommends that Trustworthy
request a lower price from Gargantua to offset the poorer credit quality of the
underlying mortgages in the pool.

Or consider Bank ABC, which saw $1 million in new defaults for the fourth
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quarter of 2019. At the end of 20198, the bank’s non-defaulted pool balance was
$100 million. Thus, the constant default rate (CDR) is 4%, or:

1−
(

1− $1 million
$100 million

)4

In addition to considering the constant default rate (CDR), analysts may also
look at the cumulative default rate (CDX), which reflects the total value of defaults
within the pool, rather than an annualized monthly rate. Analysts and market
participants are likely to place a higher value on mortgage-backed security that has
a low CDR and CDX than on one with a higher rate of defaults.

SDA

Another method for evaluating losses is the Standard Default Assumption (SDA)
model created by the Bond Market Association, but this calculation is best suited
to 30-year fixed-rate mortgages. During the subprime meltdown of 2007-2008, the
SDA model vastly underestimated the true default rate as foreclosure rates hit multi-
decade highs.

According to http://pistulka.com by Don Pistulka (12/15/2014):
The SDA curve was developed by “The Bond Market Association”. It is ex-

pressed in terms of CDR, but allows for different default rates, based upon a normal
housing market. The premise is that the probability of default is low during the
first months, peaks between 30 and 60 months, and then ramps down. During the
housing crisis starting in 2007, it was the early months of the loan that had the
highest probability of default, not the lowest. Like any curve, its usefulness will
depend upon your outlook for the market.

The curve has some resemblance to the PSA prepayment model. The base
curve is expressed as 100, but can be changed to increase or decrease the default
rate. The base case for SDA assumes an initial CDR of .02% for the first month. It
ramps up by .02% each month until the 30th month where it reaches a CDR of .6%.
It remains at .6% until the 60th month. Then it starts decreasing at .0095% each
month until it reaches month 120 at a CDR of .03% and stays at that level until the
360th month.

The following exhibit describes SDA pictorially:
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Figure 12.2: SDA Scales

PSA

Public Securities Association (PSA) Prepayment Model, developed in 1985, is among
the most widely used models.

Wikipedia:
The PSA Prepayment Model is a prepayment scale developed by the Public

Securities Association in 1985 for analyzing American mortgage-backed securities.
The PSA model assumes increasing prepayment rates for the first 30 months after
mortgage origination and a constant prepayment rate thereafter.[1] This approxi-
mates real-world experience that during the first few years, mortgage borrowers:

are less likely to relocate to a different home, are less likely to refinance into
a new mortgage, and are less likely to make extra payments of principal. The stan-
dard model (also called "100% PSA") works as follows: Starting with an annualized
prepayment rate of 0.2% in month 1, the rate increases by 0.2% each month, until
it reaches 6% in month 30. From the 30th month onward, the model assumes an
annualized prepayment rate of 6% of the remaining balance. Each monthly prepay-
ment is assumed to represent full payoff of individual loans, rather than a partial
prepayment that leaves a loan with a reduced principal balance.

Variations of the model are expressed in percent; e.g., "150% PSA" means
a monthly increase of 0.3% in the annualized prepayment rate, until the peak of
9% is reached after 30 months. The months thereafter have a constant annualized
prepayment rate of 9%.

1667% PSA is roughly equivalent to 100% prepayment rate in month 30 or
later.
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Figure 12.3: PSA Scales

FHA Experience

Wikipedia:
An FHA insured loan is a US Federal Housing Administration mortgage in-

surance backed mortgage loan that is provided by an FHA-approved lender. FHA
insured loans are a type of federal assistance. They have historically allowed lower-
income Americans to borrow money to purchase a home that they would not other-
wise be able to afford. Because this type of loan is more geared towards new house
owners than real estate investors, FHA loans are different from conventional loans in
the sense that the house must be owner-occupant for at least a year.[1] Since loans
with lower down-payments usually involve more risk to the lender, the home-buyer
must pay a two-part mortgage insurance that involves a one-time bulk payment and
a monthly payment to compensate for the increased risk.

Figure 12.4: FHA Experience (from CoreLogid)
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Mortgage Coupon

Investopedia:
A current coupon refers to a security that is trading closest to its par value

without going over par. In other words, the bond’s market price is at or near to its
issued face value.

Put differently, a bond has a current coupon status if its coupon is set ap-
proximately equal to the bond’s yield to maturity (YTM) at the time of issuance.
The concept is often used in pricing yield spreads among mortgage-backed securities
(MBS).

The current coupon is commonly used to understand yield spreads of mortgage-
backed securities (MBS) which are guaranteed by U.S. government-sponsored enter-
prises Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac and the government agency Ginnie Mae.1 As
the underlying mortgages of MBSs have different interest rates, various MBSs will
have different coupons.

In the MBS market, a current coupon is defined as the to-be-announced (TBA)
mortgage security of any issue for the current delivery month that is trading closest
to, but not exceeding par value. A TBA qualification means that the pool of mort-
gages that will back the security has not been assigned, even though the contract
is about to be made. A synthetic 30-year fixed-rate MBS in the TBA market is the
current coupon used as a benchmark throughout the industry to price and value
mortgages.

Determining the MBS Current Coupon
To determine which security is the current coupon, it is necessary to know

the par value of the mortgages, which is the sum of the outstanding principals on
the underlying mortgages. The current coupon is calculated by interpolating the
highest coupon below par and the lowest coupon above par, adjusting for the delay
days associated with the securities in question.

Alternatively, it is obtained by extrapolating from the lowest coupon above
par in case no coupon is trading below par. For example, TBA mortgage securities
often trade with interest rates in increments of 0.5%. Therefore, assuming a par
value of 100, if Fannie Mae 8% mortgage securities are trading at 99.5 and Fannie
Mae 8.5% mortgage securities are trading at 100.75, Fannie Mae’s 8% security would
be the current coupon.

Special Considerations
A principle of mortgage analysis is that the higher a mortgage-backed secu-

rity’s coupon is relative to the current coupon, the more likely that mortgage-backed
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security is to prepay. Mortgage investors make this relative value analysis in calcu-
lating MBS yields and valuations. In addition, the current coupon reflects the state
of the mortgage market. Thus, lenders and borrowers can use it as an indicator of
what the fair rate for new mortgages should be.

WAC, WAM, WALA, WAL

WAM/WALA are very similar to duration.
Weighted average maturity (WAM) is the weighted average amount of time

until the maturities on mortgages in a mortgage-backed security (MBS). This term
is used more broadly to describe maturities in a portfolio of debt securities, including
corporate debt and municipal bonds. The higher the WAM, the longer it takes for
all of the mortgages or bonds in the portfolio to mature. WAM is used to manage
debt portfolios and to assess the performance of debt portfolio managers.

The weighted average loan age (WALA) measures the average age of the loans
in a pool of mortgage-backed securities (MBS). The weights are based on the dollar
amount of each loan at each maturity in proportion to the aggregate total of the
pool and can be weighted on the remaining principal balance dollar figure or the
nominal value of the loan.

The weighted average life (WAL) is the average length of time that each dollar
of unpaid principal on a loan, a mortgage, or an amortizing bond remains outstand-
ing. Calculating WAL shows an investor, an analyst, or a portfolio manager how
many years it will take to receive roughly half of the amount of the outstanding prin-
cipal. The formula is useful in measuring the credit risk associated with fixed-income
securities.

more...

12.1.2 CMBS

Commercial mortgage backed securities refer to securities that are products of secu-
ritizing commercial mortgage loans. These loans are made out to commercial real
estate properties such as rental apartments, hotels, casinos, etc. that earn rental
incomes. Hence, the cash flows paid out to the investors do not come from salaries
or wages of the borrowers but from the rental revenues.

In addition, CMBS are not securitized by agencies and hence defaults are not
guaranteed. Consequently, CMBS suffer credit risk. Contrary to RMBS, CMBS
investors are guaranteed a certain period of interests, known as the “yield mainte-
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nance” period. During this period, borrowers cannot prepay (or subject to a high
prepayment penalty which is prohibited by law in RMBS).

12.1.3 ABS

Asset backed securities include everything that is not an RMBS or CMBS. They
suffer from both prepayment and credit risks.

12.2 Securitization Process

Figure 12.5 demonstrates how the securitization process looks like. In the primary
market, individuals borrow money to buy their homes (so these loans are collater-
ized) from either commercial (BoA) or mortgage-specialized banks (e.g. Norwest).

The banks that make the loans can decide to keep the loans for themselves
(and make a handsome spread) or sell them to the agencies. If latter, then these
loans will go through the underwriting process held by the agencies. In the process,
the agencies will sell these loans to a chosen set of dealers (also banks, and could be
the same banks as those that made the loans earlier). These dealers (banks) have a
retail channel to sell these MBS to their clients.

Figure 12.5: Securitization
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12.3 RMBS

12.3.1 Paththroughs

Investopedia:
“A pass-through security is a pool of fixed-income securities backed by a pack-

age of assets. A servicing intermediary collects the monthly payments from issuers
and, after deducting a fee, remits or passes them through to the holders of the
pass-through security (that is, people or entitities who have invested in it). A
pass-through security is also known as a "pay-through security" or a "pass-through
certificate"—though technically the certificate is the evidence of interest or partic-
ipation in a pool of assets that signifies the transfer of payments to investors; it’s
not the security itself.”

In the secondary market, various types of RMBS are sold. The first type is a
passthrough structure, as in Figure fig:pt. A passthrough (PT) RMBS is, as its name
suggests, like a tiny mortgage. The agencies collect similar demographic mortgages
(hence homogeneous) and divide them up equally.

This is known as the vertical partition.

Figure 12.6: Mortgage Passthrough

12.3.2 CMO

Investopedia:
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“A collateralized mortgage obligation (CMO) refers to a type of mortgage-
backed security that contains a pool of mortgages bundled together and sold as
an investment. Organized by maturity and level of risk, CMOs receive cash flows
as borrowers repay the mortgages that act as collateral on these securities. In
turn, CMOs distribute principal and interest payments to their investors based on
predetermined rules and agreements.”

This is a horizontal partition.

Figure 12.7: Collateralized Mortgage Obligations

Like CMOs, collateralized debt obligations (CDOs) consist of a group of loans
bundled together and sold as an investment vehicle. However, whereas CMOs only
contain mortgages, CDOs contain a range of loans such as car loans, credit cards,
commercial loans, and even mortgages. Both CDOs and CMOs peaked in 2007 just
before the global financial crisis, and their values fell sharply after that time. For
example, at its peak in 2007, the CDO market was worth $1.3 trillion, compared to
$850 million in 2013.

Collateralized Mortgage Obligations and the Global Financial Crisis
First issued by Salomon Brothers and First Boston in 1983, CMOs were com-

plex and involved many different mortgages. For many reasons, investors were more
likely to focus on the income streams offered by CMOs rather than the health of
the underlying mortgages themselves. As a result, many investors purchased CMOs
full of subprime mortgages, adjustable-rate mortgages, mortgages held by borrow-
ers whose income wasn’t verified during the application process, and other risky
mortgages with high risks of default.
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The use of CMOs has been criticized as a precipitating factor in the 2007-2008
financial crisis. Rising housing prices made mortgages look like fail-proof invest-
ments, enticing investors to buy CMOs and other MBSs, but market and economic
conditions led to a rise in foreclosures and payment risks that financial models
did not accurately predict. The aftermath of the global financial crisis resulted in
increased regulations for mortgage-backed securities. Most recently, in December
2016, the SEC and FINRA introduced new regulations that mitigate the risk of
these securities by creating margin requirements for covered agency transactions,
including collateralized mortgage obligations.

12.3.3 Interest Only and Principle Only

The partition can be diagonal too. Figure 12.8

Figure 12.8: Interest Only and Principal Only

12.3.4 NBER paper

https://www.nber.org/papers/w24509.pdf

12.4 CMBS

Investopedia:
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Types of CMBS
The mortgages that back CMBS are classified into tranches according to their

levels of credit risk, which typically are ranked from senior—or highest quality—to
lower quality. The highest quality tranches will receive both interest and principal
payments and have the lowest associated risk. Lower tranches offer higher interest
rates, but the tranches that take on more risk also absorb most of the potential loss
that can occur as the tranches go down in rank.

The lowest tranche in a CMBS structure will contain the riskiest—and possibly
speculative—loans in the portfolio. The securitization process that’s involved in
designing a CMBS’s structure is important for both banks and investors. It allows
banks to issue more loans in total, and it gives investors easy access to commercial
real estate while giving them more yield than traditional government bonds.

Investors should understand, however, that in the case of a default on one or
more loans in a CMBS, the highest tranches must be fully paid off, with interest,
before the lower tranches will receive any funds.

Criticism of CMBS
Typically, only very wealthy investors invest in CMBS because there are not

many options here for the average investor. It’s difficult to find mutual funds or
exchange traded funds (ETF) that invest solely in this asset class, though many real
estate mutual funds invest a portion of their portfolios into CMBS.

Requirements for CMBS
In December 2016, the Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC) and Fi-

nancial Industry Regulatory Authority (FINRA) introduced new regulations to mit-
igate some of the risks of CMBS by creating margin requirements for covered agency
transactions, including collateralized mortgage obligations.

12.5 ABS

Asset backed securities (ABS) are “leftovers” securitized products from the RMBS
and CMBS. It includes everything from subprime mortgages to credit card loans.

12.5.1 Subprime (Alt-A)

What Is Subprime?
Subprime is a below-average credit classification of borrowers with a tarnished

or limited credit history, and which are subject to higher than average interest rates.
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Lenders will use a credit scoring system to determine which loans a borrower may
qualify for. Subprime loans carry more credit risk, and as such, will carry higher
interest rates as well.

KEY TAKEAWAYS Subprime refers to borrowers or loans, usually offered at
rates well above the prime rate, that have poor credit ratings.

Subprime lending is higher risk, given the lower credit rating of borrowers, and
has in the past contributed to financial crises.

Subprime makes up about one-quarter of the domestic housing market, but
subprime products may also include non-mortgage loans and credit.

Investopedia:
An alt-A mortgage lands somewhere in between a prime and subprime mort-

gage. Borrowers who have higher credit scores and have lower interest rates get
prime mortgages. Subprime mortgages are offered to borrowers with lower credit
scores and have higher interest rates. Alt-A mortgages fall in between in prime and
subprime mortgages in terms of risk and interest rates.

One of the higher risks associated with Alt-A loans is less loan documentation.
These types of loans were especially prominent leading up to the 2008 financial cri-
sis. Lenders of Alt-A loans issued these loans without significant documentation of
income and nor verification of employment from the borrower. Alt-A loans were
a substantial factor leading to the subprime crisis which reached its peak in 2008
with many borrowers defaulting on their mortgage loans. Dodd-Frank regulations,
implemented as a reaction to the fallout from the crisis, has helped improved docu-
mentation and verification weaknesses prevalent prior to these new rules.

Dodd-Frank regulations require greater documentation on all types of loans
(specifically mortgages). The legislation has instituted provisions for qualified mort-
gages, which are high-quality mortgages that meet specific standards and thus qual-
ify for special treatment in both the primary and secondary market.

12.5.2 Home Equity

A home equity loan—also known as an equity loan, home equity installment loan, or
second mortgage—is a type of consumer debt. Home equity loans allow homeowners
to borrow against the equity in their home. The loan amount is based on the
difference between the home’s current market value and the homeowner’s mortgage
balance due. Home equity loans tend to be fixed-rate, while the typical alternative,
home equity lines of credit (HELOCs), generally have variable rates.

KEY TAKEAWAYS A home equity loan, also known as a “home equity in-
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stallment loan” or a “second mortgage,” is a type of consumer debt.
Home equity loans allow homeowners to borrow against the equity in their

residence. Home equity loan amounts are based on the difference between a home’s
current market value and the mortgage balance due.

Home equity loans come in two varieties—fixed-rate loans and home equity
lines of credit (HELOCs). Fixed-rate home equity loans provide one lump sum,
whereas HELOCs offer borrowers revolving lines of credit.

12.5.3 Others

Auto Floorplan

https://www.nextgearcapital.com/news/how-does-floor-plan-financing-work/
https://www.nextgearcapital.com/news/how-to-begin-a-car-dealership-floor-plan-nextgear-
capital/

The terms “floor planning” and “floor plan financing” get thrown around pretty
frequently in dealership and auction circles. But what do these terms really mean
and how does floor plan financing work?

To put it in the simplest terms, floor planning and floor plan financing work
almost like a credit card made solely for purchasing vehicle inventory.

Credit cards are issued by a bank to an individual. Individuals can then buy
personal goods with the money loaned from the bank. The money borrowed from
the bank collects interest, and one has the choice to either make a minimum payment
or pay off the balance in full when the bill is due.

So how does floor plan financing work?
Much like a credit card, a floor plan financing company extends a line of credit

to a car dealer. Dealers can then use their floor plan line of credit to purchase
inventory from auctions and other inventory sources. If a dealer purchases a car
on a floor plan, takes it back to their lot and it doesn’t sell within a contractually
determined number of days, dealers are charged a small fee. As a dealer sells their
inventory, they pay back the original loan.

With a floor plan, the initial investment needed to buy a particular unit is
a fraction of the vehicle’s actual purchase price. As soon as that vehicle sells to a
consumer, floor planning dealers have the ability to immediately realize profits, pay
back the initial value of the loan plus interest and fees, and had the flexibility to
keep their funds working for their dealership.
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How does floor plan financing work specifically to benefit auto dealers?
Floor plan finance companies are uniquely attuned to the needs of auto dealers.

Using cash or a bank line of credit to purchase inventory can work for some car
dealers, but many floor plan financing companies offer a variety of dealer-specific
benefits. In addition to freeing up the cash a dealer has on hand, other floor plan
financing benefits can include extra flexibility in terms of paying off a particular piece
of inventory, payment extensions and credit increases if necessary. Other services
are also frequently offered which can include records management, title services
depending on the dealer’s state, collateral protection and state-of-the-art online and
mobile account management tools.

Though floor plan financing can seem like a confusing concept, in practice it
can be an extremely beneficial business strategy for automotive dealers.

credit card

https://www.fico.com/sites/default/files/2019-03/Asset-Backed%20Securities-Rpt-Distribution%20Rights%5B1%5D.pdf
Asset-backed securitization allows receivables holders of any kind to transfer

their revenue streams to investors. The practice began with computer leases in
the 1980s. Today the market includes collateral types ranging from cell phone tower
leases to heavy industrial equipment to retail lending products and commercial loans.

Credit cards asset-backed securities (ABS) are a means for large issuers and
lenders to sell blocks of their portfolios to investors. This allows issuers to retain
servicing rights and generate fee income.

As accounts move off the financial institution’s books, the issuers can continue
their marketing activity, book new accounts, and reinvest the funds. Large issuers
thus become marketing machines.

Issuers are not permitted to sell all their receivables to financial markets and
must retain some risk. This regulatory standard requiring them to have som “skin
is in the game” ensures prudent lending.

Small and middle-market lenders do not have a large enough number of cards
for the ABS market, which is intended for sophisticated investors. Interest and non-
interest revenue streams drive portfolio value, subclassified as risk-based tranches,
that trade on the average of $800 million. Volumes this large are far beyond the realm
of issuers below the top 15 credit card lenders in the United States. For practical
purposes, the market has not seen an attempt to cobble together an offering from
different financial institutions.

The ABS market froze during the Great Recession as investors lost confidence
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in the quality, and assessment of quality, of the receivables. Although mortgage-
backed securities got the most attention, total credit card securitizations also dropped,
from $94.4 billion in 2007 to just $6.2 billion in 2010. The Federal Reserve restored
confidence in capital markets with an emergency institutional lending procedure,
Term Asset-Backed Securities Loan Facility (TALF). The Troubled Assets Relief
Program (TARP) also addressed the unstable market.

The Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protection Act (Dodd-Frank Act) of
2010 helped to restore confidence in the ABS market by addressing investors’ con-
cerns about the quality of underlying assets, the reliability of rating agency reports,
and clarity on how funds would distribute as debtors made their regular payments.
Clearer disclosures were required, along with transparent views of the underlying
collateral used to secure the markets.

Asset securitizations continue in the U.S. market with more confidence now.
For all asset classes, more than $1 trillion is in the market, with $28 billion sourced
in the U.S. credit card market during 2018. This is still far below the $2 trillion mark
reached just before the 2008 financial crisis though. While cards do not dominate
the general ABS market, the channel has placed more than $225 billion into the
market since 2012.

Movies

Wikipedia:
Film finance is an aspect of film production that occurs during the development

stage prior to pre-production, and is concerned with determining the potential value
of a proposed film. In the United States, the value is typically based on a forecast of
revenues (generally 10 years for films and 20 years for television shows), beginning
with theatrical release, and including DVD sales, and release to cable broadcast
television networks both domestic and international and inflight airline licensing.

12.6 Other Real Estate Derivatives

Mortgages are loans and hence usually regarded as interest rate derivatives. Yet,
mortgages are loans made out to purchasing real estate properties. As a result,
MBS also inherit all the risks of their underlying real estate properties and can be
regarded as RE derivatives.

In this section, we should discuss other real estate derivatives. These securities
are tied closely to real estate properties.
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Wikipedia:
A property derivative is a financial derivative whose value is derived from

the value of an underlying real estate asset. In practice, because individual real
estate assets fall victim to market inefficiencies and are hard to accurately price,
property derivative contracts are typically written based on a real estate property
index. In turn, the real estate property index attempts to aggregate real estate
market information to provide a more accurate representation of underlying real
estate asset performance. Trading or taking positions in property derivatives is also
known as synthetic real estate.

12.6.1 Case-Shiller Index Futures

Wikipedia:
The Standard & Poor’s CoreLogic Case–Shiller Home Price Indices are repeat-

sales house price indices for the United States. There are multiple Case–Shiller
home price indices: A national home price index, a 20-city composite index, a 10-
city composite index, and twenty individual metro area indices. These indices are
calculated and kept monthly by Standard & Poor’s, with data points calculated
for the time period of January 1987 through the present. The indices kept by
Standard & Poor are normalized to have a value of 100 in January 2000. These
Indices are based on original work by economists Karl Case and Robert Shiller,
in which their team calculated the home price index back to 1890. That index is
normalized as such that 1890 has a value of 100. The Case-Shiller Index being kept
on Shiller’s website is updated quarterly.[1] Due to the different set reference points,
and perhaps calculation differences, the index numbers provided in each data set
can be very different. For example, in 4th quarter 2013, the Standard and Poor 20
city index point was in the 160’s, while the index point for 4th quarter on the Shiller
data was in the 130’s. Shiller claims in his book Irrational Exuberance that such a
long series of home prices does not appear to have been published for any country.

CME created futures and options contracts on the CSI on the MSAs (metropoli-
tan statistical areas):
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Figure 12.9: Case-Shiller Index Futures

12.6.2 RPX Swap and Forward Contracts

https://realtytimes.com/headlines/item/6432-20070926_rpxmeasure
Another measure of the housing market began operating last week when trad-

ing in a new derivative known at the Residential Property Index, or RPX, got
underway.

Created by Radar Logic Inc., New York, the index is based on single values
representing price per square foot on actual residential real estate transactions in 25
metropolitan areas. Trading also will be available in a 25-city composite.

Dealers licensed to offer products in the RPX market include Morgan Stanley,
Lehman Bros., Merrill Lynch, Deutsche Bank, Goldman Sachs and Bear Stearns.

Radar Logic, which bills itself as "the home of tradable real estate," is a
technology-driven data and analytics business that produces a daily "spot" price
for residential real estate in U.S. metropolitan areas.

At nearly $23 trillion, according to the latest figures from the Federal Reserve
Board, the value of U.S. housing is significantly larger than that of stocks and rivals
that of fixed income. But because of its illiquid nature, methods for investing and
trading in real estate essentially have been limited to buying, holding and selling
individual properties.

With the new derivative, however, investors will be able to take positions on
the value of the residential property market, creating liquid and efficient opportuni-
ties similar to those available for more traditional commodities, said Radar Logic’s
president, Michael Feder.

"The launch of the RPX market provides both investors and participants in the
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real estate industry with sophisticated tools that have not been available to them
before," Feder said. "The granular applications of the RPX-based derivatives should
allow substantial utility for all interested participants."

The company produces daily prices for housing in the 25 markets by capturing
actual transaction data and translating the information into the Radar Logic Daily
Prices. The Daily Prices, in turn, power the RPX market, where derivatives and
other financial instruments are offered and traded.

RPX allows real estate and financial professionals to manage risk, invest in
real estate without owning physical assets, and obtain more accurate insight into
the residential property market, the company maintains.

Tony Tufariello, global head of the securtized products group at Morgan Stan-
ley, said the derivatives "should provide an essential and timely investment and risk
management tool for our institutional and individual clients by offering them the
opportunity to express a long or short view on home price changes across the U.S."

Scott Soltas, the managing director and head of Merrill Lynch Mortgage Sales
and Trading, believes that at least initially, RPX trading will be centered around
price return "swaps" and simple forward contracts.

Both instruments will be quoted in terms of home price appreciation (HPA)
and will vary in length from one to five years. "The variety and flexibility provided
by these contracts will enable investors to quickly and easily express views on specific
property markets for their desired length of time," Soltas said.

Rich McKinney, head of Residential MBS Trading at Lehman Brothers, said
investors holding securities sensitive to mortgage credit and prepayment performance
as well as businesses with exposure to the housing market cycles can use these
instruments to hedge their housing exposure.

"Given the current volatility in the housing market, the product launch is
extremely well timed," McKinney said.

In addition to generating daily RPX prices, Radar Logic has developed a series
of analytic tools designed to help professionals in both the real estate and financial
services industries utilize these derivatives.

12.6.3 REIT

What Is a Real Estate Investment Trust (REIT)? A real estate investment trust
(REIT) is a company that owns, operates, or finances income-generating real es-
tate. Modeled after mutual funds, REITs pool the capital of numerous investors.
This makes it possible for individual investors to earn dividends from real estate
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investments—without having to buy, manage, or finance any properties themselves.
KEY TAKEAWAYS
A real estate investment trust (REIT) is a company that owns, operates, or

finances income-producing properties. REITs generate a steady income stream for
investors but offer little in the way of capital appreciation. Most REITs are pub-
licly traded like stocks, which makes them highly liquid (unlike physical real estate
investments).

REITs invest in most real estate property types, including apartment build-
ings, cell towers, data centers, hotels, medical facilities, offices, retail centers, and
warehouses.

12.6.4 REMIC

Wikipedia:
“A real estate mortgage investment conduit (REMIC) is "an entity that holds a

fixed pool of mortgages and issues multiple classes of interests in itself to investors"
under U.S. Federal income tax law and is "treated like a partnership for Federal
income tax purposes with its income passed through to its interest holders". REMICs
are used for the pooling of mortgage loans and issuance of mortgage-backed securities
and have been a key contributor to the success of the mortgage-backed securities
market over the past several decades.

The federal income taxation of REMICs is governed primarily under 26 U.S.C.
§§ 860A–860G of Part IV of Subchapter M of Chapter 1 of Subtitle A of the Internal
Revenue Code (26 U.S.C.). To qualify as a REMIC, an organization makes an
"election" to do so by filing a Form 1066 with the Internal Revenue Service, and by
meeting certain other requirements. They were introduced in 1987 as the typical
vehicle for the securitization of residential mortgages in the United States.”

Investopedia
KEY TAKEAWAYS
A real estate mortgage investment conduit (REMIC) is a special purpose vehi-

cle (SPV) that is used to pool mortgage loans and issue mortgage-backed securities
(MBS).

REMICs were first authorized by the enactment of the Tax Reform Act of
1986.

A real estate mortgage investment conduit (REMIC) may be organized as a
partnership, a trust, a corporation, or an association and is exempt from federal
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taxes.

Figure 12.10: REMIC (taken from Freddie Mac)

12.6.5 STACR and Connecticut Avenue Securities (CAS)

STACR REMIC structures offerings as notes issued by a trust that is treated as a
Real Estate Mortgage Investment Conduit (REMIC). The trust pays interest (un-
capped LIBOR floater) and principal (less credit and/or modification losses) to note-
holders on a monthly basis. Credit and prepayment performance of the reference
obligations determines performance of STACR REMIC securities.

Figure 12.11: STACR
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12.7 Appendix

The following FICO table is taken from credit.com (https://www.credit.com/blog/what-
is-a-prime-vs-subprime-credit-score-189867). To qualify for the prime mortgage,
FICO score needs to be minimally 620.

Figure 12.12: FICO Table

The following table (also present in Chapter 15) is taken from the NBER paper
and shows the distribution of FICO scores. As we can see, an overwhelming majority
of borrowers have FICO scores greater than 620, even for subprime borrowers.
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Figure 12.13: FICO Distribution
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Chapter 13

Commodities

13.1 Introduction

Unlike the other fixed income securities (bonds and interest rate or FX swaps),
commodities are physical assets that cannot be transferred easily. As a result, their
derivatives naturally present very different pricing behaviors. These derivatives are
commonly known as “real options”.

CME classifies the commodities traded in their exchange as follows:
1. agriculture (e.g. corn, soy bean)
2. metals (e.g. gold, silver)
3. live stock and meat (e.g. live cattle, port belly)
4. energy (e.g. oil, gas)
In addition to these “well-known” commodities, real estate is another type

of commodity that is as popular and CME trades its futures contracts (i.e. Case-
Shiller index futures). Similar to (or even more so) the above commodities, real
estate properties suffers low liquidity. Furthermore, real estate values present a
strong pattern of seasonality.

Liquidity and seasonality impact pricing of commodity derivatives more so
than the usual factors (e.g. market factor and economic factor) that impact financial
derivatives. Hence, it is not hard to imagine that commodity derivatives must be
evaluated quite differently than financial derivatives in that their underlying assets
bear very different risks.

Last but not least, commodities are highly subject to storage capacities (this
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is especially so for agriculture products as the harvest times may not match the
demand of the crops). Even anticipating a large demand in the future, suppliers
of the commodities cannot make all the potential profits if the storage capacity is
limited. As a natural result, the prices of commodity derivatives are also impacted
the storage capacity (sometimes known as inventory).

13.2 Convenience Yield

Investopedia
A convenience yield is the benefit or premium associated with holding an

underlying product or physical good, rather than the associated derivative security
or contract.

Sometimes, as the result of irregular market movements such as an inverted
market, the holding of an underlying good or security may become more profitable
than owning the contract or derivative instrument due to its relative scarcity ver-
sus high demand. Consider purchasing physical bales of wheat rather than wheat
future contracts. If there’s a sudden drought, and the need for wheat increases, the
difference between the first purchase price of the wheat versus the price after the
shock would be the convenience yield.

The storage of a physical good or commodity closely relates to the convenience
yield of products. However, there’s an inverse correlation between commodity prices
and storage levels. Based on the levels of supply and demand, when storage levels
of a commodity are scarce, the commodity’s price tends to rise. The opposite is also
true; when a commodity’s storage levels are plentiful, the price typically decreases.

Convenience yields tend to exist when the costs associated with physical stor-
age, such as warehousing, insurance, security, etc., are relatively low.

Investors can calculate the convenience yield as the cost of insurance against
price risk. The formula is calculated by multiplying the price of a front-month
futures contract by the capital cost of money that is tied up in inventory, or Euler’s
number raised to the borrowing rate multiplied by the time to maturity, then adding
the storage cost and subtracting the price of the futures contract for the back-
month contract. Next, divide this calculation by the price of the front-month futures
contract and add one to the quotient. The resulting value is raised to the power
of 365 divided by the number of days to maturity. Finally, subtract one from the
resulting value.

The convenience yield is simple to calculate if a commodity’s future price,
spot price, borrowing rate and time to maturity are known. The futures price is
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calculated as the spot price multiplied by Euler’s number, or the mathematical
constant e, raised to the power of the difference between the borrowing rate and the
convenience yield multiplied by the time to maturity. Consequently, the convenience
yield is solved to be the difference between the borrowing rate and one divided by
the time to maturity multiplied by the natural log of the futures price divided by
the spot price. This formula is used for continuously compounding rates and yields.

For example, let’s say that a trader wishes to calculate the convenience yield of
West Texas Intermediate (WTI) crude oil for delivery one year from today. Assume
that the annual borrowing rate is 2%, the spot price of WTI crude oil is $50.50 and
the futures price of crude oil contracts expiring one year from today is $45.50. There-
fore, the convenience yield is calculated to be 12.43% continuously compounded per
year, or 0.02 - (1/1) * LN($45.50/$50.50).

Let Ft,T be the forward price of an asset with initial price St and maturity T .
Suppose that r is the continuously compounded interest rate for one year. Then,
the non-arbitrage pricing formula should be

Ft,T = St · er(T −t)

However, this relationship does not hold in most commodity markets, partly
because of the inability of investors and speculators to short the underlying asset, St.
Instead, there is a correction to the forward pricing formula given by the convenience
yield c. Hence

Ft,T = St · e(r−c)(T −t)

or

F = S [1 + (r − c)T ]

To be discussed in more details later, in continuous time, the convenience yield
is modeled as a leakage to the return of the asset:

dS

S
= (µ− ℓ)dt+ σdW

= (r − ℓ)dt+ σdŴ
(13.1)

where ℓ is the convenience yield (or any leakage such as dividend yield (for in-
dex options), risk-free rate (for futures options), and foreign risk-free rate (for FX
options)).

In the case of real estate, ℓ is rent.
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13.3 Seasonality

One popular characteristic of commodities is the seasonality. The following website
presents the seasonality of several commodities.

https://www.seasonalcharts.com/futures.html

(a) Crude Oil (b) Natural Gas

(c) Soy Bean (d) Copper

Figure 13.1: Seasonality

https://kaufmansignals.com/capturing-seasonality-with-commodity-etfs/
Capturing Seasonality with Commodity ETFs
Articles / By Perry Kaufman
Seasonality in commodities is one of the great patterns for capturing profits.

Think of it as a gift from Nature. It does require that you compare the current price
patterns against the price history to decide if the commodity is acting correctly
according to the season patterns.

One obstacle in taking advantage of seasonality is that the only way to trade it
was using futures, and futures prices can discount the seasonal pattern, require you
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to roll the position one or more times, and often subjects you to higher volatility.
In exchange, it gives you extreme leverage.

As an analyst, you can’t find the seasonal pattern in commodities using futures
because the typical data is back-adjusted. That’s necessary because long-term prices
are constructed from many shorter contracts. When building these continuous price
series, older data is adjusted up or down to blend the prices into a smooth series.
Very often, the tail of that series, the older data, can go negative. Then calculating
the monthly returns as a percent of price is impossible. Even when the results are
not obviously incorrect, the past prices in the back-adjusted data are not the actual
prices on those dates, so none of the percentages are correct.

Enter the ETFs
Then seasonality is found using cash prices, which cannot be traded. Enter

ETFs. Commodity ETFs are traded just like any equity ETF. You buy a certain
number of shares and you can hold them indefinitely. No rolls, no price distortion,
but also no leverage. However, seasonal price moves can be pretty big and using
seasonality presents unique diversification. You will probably find that giving up
the volatility is a fair exchange for no leverage.

We’ll look at some of the more liquid ETFs, CORN (corn), WEAT (wheat),
sugar (SGG), and coffee (JO). These are not trade many shares at the moment, but
a seasonal trade can be entered using a limit order spread over a few days. The
exits should also have plenty of opportunity. With any luck, volume will increase.

While we will calculate the seasonal patterns automatically, we like to confirm
whether they conform to the seasonal fundaments, that is, planting and harvest.
The first step is to see where most of the product originates. Table 1 gives shows
the largest producing countries for the four commodities.

Figure 13.2: Commodity production by country

Sources: Corn and wheat, Index Mundi; Coffee, Statistica; Sugar, USDA.
Classic Seasonal Patterns
The US dominates corn production, and the combination of the US and China

is overwhelming. Because both countries are in the Northern hemisphere, we can
expect the same seasonal pattern. On the left in Chart 1 the monthly returns give a
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clear pattern of planting in March/April and harvesting in September. Note that the
blue line spikes in July, indicating a crop “scare” in the middle of growing season. We
normally expect to see a rally in the early Summer when weather creates uncertainty
about the health of the crop, but that turns out to be far less often than thought.
The greatest problem is in the Spring when extreme rainfall delays planting and
farmers may shift from corn to soybeans. The highest prices are in the Winter when
inventories are low and planting is uncertain.

Figure 13.3: Corn seasonality. Cash prices from 1989 (left) and a comparison of
cash, futures, and CORN ETF (right). Data source: CSI

On the right is a comparison of cash, futures, and the ETF CORN, from 2010
when the ETF started trading. During these five years the Summer weather has
been less certain and prices rallied in July. Futures, which reflects more speculation,
shows a much bigger move. But corn is a hearty crop and prices returned to the
normal lows in September. The EFT tracked cash prices fairly well, indicating that
it may represent seasonality very nicely.

Wheat
The US is far from the biggest producer of wheat, but all of the top countries

are again in the Northern hemisphere; therefore, Winter wheat would be planted in
the Fall and harvested in the Spring. Why can’t we see that clearly in Chart 2? It
turns out that it’s easier to see in a more recent period from 2010.
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Figure 13.4: Wheat seasonality from cash (left) and from futures (right). Data
source: CSI

During the past five years, the pattern can be seen in Chart 3. Prices rise from
October through March, as inventory is depleted and the new crop is uncertain.
Prices then decline into the seasonal low at harvest, about May. The spike in July
is related to the Summer crops in corn and soybeans, because they also serve as a
substitute for livestock feed. Feed is purchased according to which crop will generate
the most protein for the cheapest price. Cattle have little to say in the choice. Then
the wheat seasonal pattern turns out to be similar to corn and other Northern
hemisphere crops.

Figure 13.5: Comparison of cash, futures, and WEAT ETF seasonality

Sugar and Coffee
Sugar has a more complex seasonal pattern because half of production in in

the Southern hemisphere and half in the Northern. The comparison on the right of
Chart 4 is easier to see. If the Northern season has its season from April to November
with its peak in July, the Southern hemisphere is from November to April with its
peak in January. That gives two seasons and two trading opportunities.
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Figure 13.6: Sugar seasonality from cash (left) and a comparison of cash, futures,
and the SGG ETF (right) from 2010

Coffee is nearly all grown in the Southern hemisphere, with a small amount of
US coffee produced in Hawaii. The coffee ETF (JO) has been traded since mid-2008.
Again we can see that the ETF does a good job tracking the cash seasonality. The
harvest lows are in June and the new season begins in November.

Figure 13.7: Coffee seasonality from cash (left) and a comparison of cash, futures,
and the ETF JO (right) from 2008

Seasonality also is prominent in real estate (summer is hot season as people
get out more).

Seasonality violates the no-arbitrate pricing (since it is predictable). If we
know that an asset will be more expensive in two months, then we can buy the asset
now and sell it in two months. Conversely, if an asset is certainly less worthy in two
months, we can sell short the asset and buy back in two months.

Unfortunately, none of the above is doable in reality for commodities.

13.4 Inventory

A recent phenomenon in the oil market shocked the whole world
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Some times commodities are included in the category of fixed income and
so named FICC (Fixed Income, Currencies and Commodities), although the risk
characteristics of commodities are quite different from IR and FX.

Commodities are very difficult to price and also their derivatives. Unlike fi-
nancial assets, commodities (or real assets) are:

• difficult to transact (hence liquidity is very low)

• require large storage cost (including funding cost)

• usually present cycles (including seasonality)

In commodities, two popular terminologies should be paid attention to:

• contango

• backwardation

Contango is defined as the futures price greater than the spot price: Φ(t, T ) >
S(t) where T is the settlement date. This is a normal situation as storage cost
is high. For a buyer who wants a commodity in the future, he can either buy
futures contracts, or he can buy spot and store it, whichever is cheaper. As a result,
Φ(t, T ) = S(t) + C(t, T ) > S(t).

Backwardation is defined as the futures price smaller than the spot price:
Φ(t, T ) < S(t). Under the phenomenon of cost of carry, this is not possible as
arbitrageurs of such commodities will just buy futures and sell short the spot to make
profits. Hence the only logical explanation of backwardation existing must be that
short-selling commodities is prohibitedly costly. Such a cost is termed convenience
yield.

Convenience yield happens (i.e. backwardation) when the spot is very rare
and hence short-selling is difficult. To short sell, the seller must borrow the spot.
When the spot is rare, then the cost of borrowing is consequently high. There are
two kinds of rareness. The first is physical, which means the commodity is simply
not available. For example, during winter, agriculture products (e.g. corn) are rare,
as farmlands cannot produce. Hence to borrow corn to short must pay a higher
price. The other kind is the spot is in high demand and its price is skyrocketing.
Under this situation, the borrower must pay for the expected growth in price as part
of the borrowing cost. For example, gold (or precious metals) is very expensive to
borrow during a recession as everyone buys gold to hedge a recession.

As we can see, convenience yield shares the same flavor as seasonality as spot
prices of commodities can present cyclical patterns repeatedly. As the two examples
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earlier, agricultural products present price cycles within a year (seasonality) and
precious metals present price cycles along with recessions. Should commodities be
absolutely liquid, such cycles cannot exist as one can buy and sell these goods easily
at no cost.

By now, we can understand the classical financial models cannot be applied
easily to commodities. All financial models assume perfect liquidity that rules out
cyclicality and seasonality. However, convenience yield can be regarded as leakage of
the spot because it represents the cost of hold the spot. This is similar to dividends
of stocks, or foreign interest returns of exchange rates.

Equation (13.1) is then used as the best approximation to model commodities.
Eduardo Schwartz (1979) uses equation (13.1) with a mean-reverting convenience
yield process:

dS

S
= (µ− ℓ)dt+ σdW1

dℓ = κ(θ − ℓ)dt+ γdW2

(13.2)

where ℓ represents “convenience yield" and dW1dW2 = ρdt. The convenience yield
here now can be either positive or negative. When it is substantially negative (larger
than µ so µ− ℓ < 0), then the futures price will be smaller than the spot price and
we have a backwardation. If ℓ is negative, then it is similar to having a contango.
Given that ℓ is normally distributed, there is a closed-form solution to the futures
price (and futures option):

Φ(t, T ) = Ê[ST ] = exp
{
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}
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Another important pricing question related to commodities (and not so much

for financial assets) is the level of inventory. As storing commodities suffers (enjoys)
high storage costs (convenience yield), how much to store (level of inventory) is an
important decision. William J. Baumol (1952) has a simple model to explain the
demand for inventory.1 Say farmers hold Q bushels of wheat of which Q1 to be

1William J. Baumol, The Quarterly Journal of Economics, Vol. 66, No. 4 (Nov., 1952), pp.
545-556.
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sold at time T1 and Q2 to be sold at time T2. P1 and P2 are prices respectively. If
P1 > PV[P2], then farmers will sell all Q at T1.

A marketing cost is assumed as ξQ2. Also PV[P2] = DP2. So the total revenue
from both sales is (P1Q1 − ξQ2

1) + D(P2Q2 − ξQ2
2). Maximizing the total revenue

leads to (substituting Q − Q2 for Q1 and taking first order derivative with respect
to Q2):

−P1 + 2ξ(Q−Q2) +D(P2 − 2ξQ2) = 0

and the optimal solution for Q2 is:

Q̂2 = DP2 − P1 + 2ξQ
2ξ(1 +D)

which implies a positive inventory (i.e. Q2 > 0) if:

DP2 − P1 > −2ξQ

that is the price differential must be larger enough to justify an inventory. The
larger is the price in the second sale (P2), the higher is the inventory level (Q2).
This is known as the transaction demand for inventory.

A second theory for inventory is known as the precautionary demand for in-
ventory (S. C. Tsiang, 1969).2 Let z be amount arrived; I precautionary stock; x a
unit loss from the shortage; K demand; and c cost of holding an inventory.3

If z is too low to operate at full capacity, then the firm will suffer a shortage
cost:

(K − I − z)x

Expected shortage cost:∫ K−I

0
(K − I − z)xf(z)dz

Cost of precautionary inventory is Ic so the total cost is:

Ic+
∫ K−I

0
(K − I − z)xf(z)dz

2S. C. Tsiang, Journal of Political Economy, Vol. 77, No. 1 (Jan. - Feb., 1969).
3The following derivation is taken from The Economic Function of Futures MarketsOct 27, 1989

by Jeffrey C. Williams.
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Optimal level of inventory I∗ is:

c−
∫ K−I∗

0
xf(z)dz = 0

The higher is storage cost c, the less should be the inventory (i.e. I∗ is smaller
and K−I∗ is larger). The higher is the opportunity cost x, the lower is the inventory.

Real estate is another real asset that follows the same model. In investing in
real estate, the buyer now needs not to rent and therefore return on the property
must be reduced by the amount of rent. Now ℓ represents the percentage rent.
Another way to look at this is that the buyer buys the property for purely rental
purposes. He or she spends the money and expects to gain returns on the investment.
Rental incomes therefore must be a part of the total (cum) return. Given that rents
are collected (leaked out) in cash, it must be deducted from the total return.

One thing particular to the real estate market is that properties need to be
depreciated. As a result, the minimum return for the property to generate is the de-
preciate rate. Because of this, the convenience yield now ℓ is rent minus depreciation
rate.

13.5 Various Contracts

The majority contents of this section are taken from a series of lessons provided by
Mercatus Energy (mercatusenergy.com)

Note that although energy has been dominating the commodity trading in the
recent years, the analyses provided here are applicable to other commodities listed
in Introduction.

13.5.1 Futures

This is a very liquid market. CBOE and CME are two major exchanges in the U.S.
New York Mercantile Exchange is also popular. They can be categorized as:

• agriculture (e.g. corn, soy bean)

• metals (e.g. gold, silver)

• live stock and meat (e.g. live cattle, port belly)

• energy (e.g. oil, gas)
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https://www.mercatusenergy.com/blog/bid/54865/energy-hedging-101-futures
Given the recent volatility in crude oil and refined products prices, as well

as natural gas prices, we thought it would be beneficial to take another look at
the various energy hedging instruments available to the various participants in the
energy commodity markets.

As this post will be the first of several in a series, we are going to begin by
exploring how market participants can hedge their energy price risk with futures
contracts, the underlying benchmarks of nearly all energy price risk management
instruments. In subsequent posts we’ll address energy commodity swaps, options
and more complex hedging structures such as basis swaps, collars and spreads on
options.

In the global energy commodity markets there are six primary energy futures
contracts, four of which are traded on the NYMEX: WTI crude oil, Henry Hub
natural gas, ultra-low sulfur diesel and gasoline and two of which are traded on
ICE: Brent crude oil and gasoil.

Note: Clicking on any of the above mentioned products will take you to appro-
priate page on the NYMEX or ICE website which provides the contract specifications
and description for each respective product.

In essence, a futures contract gives the buyer the right to buy the underlying
commodity at the price at which he buys the futures contract and vice versa for
the seller. However, in practice, very few energy futures contracts actually result
in delivery, most are utilized for hedging and are exited, sold in the case of long
positions, bought in the case of long positions, prior to expiration.

Now, let’s get to the meat of the issue at hand, how can a company use energy
futures to hedge their energy price risk?



280 Chapter 13: Commodities

Figure 13.8: Henry Hub Natural Gas Futures

Let’s examine the case of a natural gas producer who wants to "lock in" the
price of their future production in a given month. For sake of simplicity, let’s assume
that the producer is looking to hedge (by "fixing" or "locking" in the price) 10,000
MMBtu of their September production. To hedge their 10,000 MMBtu they could
sell one NYMEX natural gas futures contract. If you had sold this one natural gas
futures contract based on the closing price yesterday, contract at they would have
hedged 10,000 MMBtu of their September production for $2.712/MMBtu.

Let’s now assume that it is August 29, the expiration date of the September
natural gas futures contract. Because the producer does not want to make delivery
of the futures contract the producer decides to buy back one September natural
gas futures contract at the then, prevailing market price. As an aside, if held to
expiration, the seller (short) of a futures contract is obligated to make delivery
of the commodity while the buyer (long) of a futures contract is required to take
delivery of (receive) the commodity.

On August 29, if the prevailing market price, the price at which the producer
bought back the natural gas futures contact, is $3.00/MMBtu, the producer would
incur a hedging "loss" of $0.50/MMBtu. As a result (excluding the basis differential,
transportation and gathering fees) the producer would receive $3.00/MMBtu for
their physical natural gas. However, due to the hedging loss of $0.288/MMBtu, the
producer’s gross profit for September would be $2.712/MMBtu, the price at which
they originally sold the futures contract.

On the other hand, if on August 29 the prevailing market price is $2.50/MMBtu,
the producer would incur a hedging "gain" of $0.212/MMBtu. In this scenario (again
excluding the basis differential, transportation and gathering fees) the producer
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would receive $2.50/MMBtu for their physical natural gas. Due to the hedging
gain of $0.212/MMBtu, the producer’s gross profit in this scenario would be also be
$2.712/MMBtu, the price at which they originally sold the futures contract.

This same methodology also applies to oil and gas producers hedging their
crude oil production with NYMEX or Brent Crude oil futures. Likewise, a similar
but opposite methodology would apply to a natural gas end-user (consumer) who
needs to hedge their exposure to potentially higher (rather than lower in the case of
the producer) natural gas prices but rather than selling natural gas futures, as was
the case with the producer, the consumer would buy a natural gas futures contract.

Similarly, an end-user who needs to hedge their exposure to gasoline can hedge
buy buying gasoline (RBOB) or diesel fuel could do so by purchasing a gasoline or
diesel fuel futures contract.

While there are a quite a few details that need to be considered before a
company buys or sells futures contracts to hedge energy commodity price risk, the
methodology is pretty straightforward: If you need to hedge your exposure against
potentially higher energy prices you can do so by buying an energy futures contact,
if you need to hedge your exposure to declining energy prices you can do so by selling
an futures contract.

13.5.2 Index Futures

Case-Shiller index futures.

The Standard & Poor’s CoreLogic Case–Shiller Home Price Indices are repeat-sales
house price indices for the United States. There are multiple Case–Shiller home price
indices: A national home price index, a 20-city composite index, a 10-city composite
index, and twenty individual metro area indices. These indices are calculated and
kept monthly by Standard & Poor’s, with data points calculated for the time period
of January 1987 through the present. The indices kept by Standard & Poor are
normalized to have a value of 100 in January 2000. These Indices are based on
original work by economists Karl Case and Robert Shiller, in which their team
calculated the home price index back to 1890. That index is normalized as such that
1890 has a value of 100. The Case-Shiller Index being kept on Shiller’s website is
updated quarterly. Due to the different set reference points, and perhaps calculation
differences, the index numbers provided in each data set can be very different. For
example, in 4th quarter 2013, the Standard and Poor 20 city index point was in the
160’s, while the index point for 4th quarter on the Shiller data was in the 130’s.
Shiller claims in his book Irrational Exuberance that such a long series of home
prices does not appear to have been published for any country.



282 Chapter 13: Commodities

MSAs

Investopedia:
Metropolitan statistical areas (MSA) are delineated by the U.S. Office of Man-

agement and Budget (OMB) as having at least one urbanized area with a minimum
population of 50,000.

A metropolitan statistical area (MSA), formerly known as a standard metropoli-
tan statistical area (SMSA), is the formal definition of a region that consists of a
city and surrounding communities that are linked by social and economic factors,
as established by the U.S. Office of Management and Budget (OMB).

Metropolitan statistical areas serve to group counties and cities into specific
geographic areas for population censuses and compilations of related statistical data.
Modern MSAs are configured to represent contiguous geographic areas with a rela-
tively high density of human population.

Metropolitan statistical areas usually consist of a core city with a large pop-
ulation and its surrounding region, which may include several adjacent counties.
The area defined by the MSA is typically marked by significant social and economic
interaction. People living in outlying rural areas, for example, may commute con-
siderable distances to work, shop, or attend social activities in the urban center. As
of Sept. 2018 [OMB BULLETIN NO. 18-04], there are 392 regions that meet the
requirements to be designated as metropolitan statistical areas (MSA) in the U.S.
and Puerto Rico (384 in the United States and 8 in Puerto Rico).

In contrast to micropolitan statistical areas, which center on towns and smaller
communities with populations between 10,000–50,000, MSAs must include a city
with a population of at least 50,000. Some MSAs, such as Dallas-Fort Worth-
Arlington, contain multiple cities with populations exceeding 50,000. The most
populous MSA in the country, New York-Newark-Jersey City, spans portions of
three adjacent states, New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania.

The Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS) uses MSA data to analyze labor market
conditions within a geographical area. Within a metropolitan statistical area, work-
ers can presumably change jobs without having to move to a new location, creating
a relatively stable labor force.

Statistical data about MSAs also helps government officials and businesses
review information about per capita income, spending patterns, and unemployment
rates. The resulting data can be used to formulate policies designed to stimulate
economic growth in the region.

For example, the Atlanta-Sandy Springs-Roswell metropolitan statistical area
exerts a significant influence on the economic health of the region. It is the most
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populous area of Georgia. Companies seeking to relocate or establish new companies
in the Atlanta-Sandy Springs-Roswell region can use statistical data about the area
to project the viability of their intended business.

Real estate investors also use MSA data to study housing trends and popu-
lation movement. In addition, applicants for certain social services may need to
prove income levels below a fixed percentage of the median gross income in their
metropolitan statistical area to qualify for help, including low-income housing and
other forms of support.

13.5.3 Swaps

We introduced commodity swaps in Chapter ??. In this section, we explore more
examples of commodity swaps. Recently, energy (crude oil, natural gas) has domi-
nated the commodities markets.

https://finance.zacks.com/types-commodity-swaps-10257.html
Commodity swaps are derivatives; the value of a swap is tied to the underlying

value of the commodity that it represents. Commodity swap contracts allow the two
parties to hedge pricing by fixing the effective price of the asset being traded. Many
commodity swaps are run through financial service companies that don’t actually
swap commodities – they just tie the security to the price of the commodity. Swaps
may be behind the stable performance of the stock of a commodity-producing or
commodity-using company that you own, or they could be a way for you to invest
in the commodities market.

Commodity swaps have some built-in risks. First, the banks that set up swap
contracts have fees that get built into the price. Second, the nature of a swap is
that you give up risk while also giving up any upside; hedging locks a low price in
when prices are high, but it also locks in a high price when prices are low. Swaps
are also based on financial market prices that might not always track the cost of a
product in the real market. The biggest risk in a swap is the risk that the party on
the other side of the swap, sometimes referred to as the counterparty, defaults. For
instance, if jet fuel prices went to $10 per gallon on a swap at $2.94, the owner of
the floating leg would have to come up with $7.06 per gallon. If that party doesn’t
have the money, the swap could become worthless.

1. Fixed-Floating Swaps
A fixed-floating commodity swap is similar to interest rate swap contracts,

but using commodities instead of bonds as the vehicle. The party that owns the
fixed portion will make payments to the floating party when the commodity’s value
drops. When the value goes up, the floating party pays the fixed party the difference,
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allowing it to buy the commodity at the set price. These payments cancel out what
it will cost to buy and sell the products in the open market at fluctuating prices.

2. Commodity for Interest Swaps
In a commodity for interest swap, the commodity get swapped for fluctuations

in interest rates. The swap contract’s return is set up to create an equivalency be-
tween the commodity and the chosen interest rate. Given that interest rate increases
can produce swings in the prices of some commodities, hedging against this risk can
be useful for commodity producers and consumers.

3. Example
One commonly swapped commodity is jet fuel. Airlines frequently hedge fuel

prices to provide them with some predictability in what it will cost them to fly their
planes. For instance, as of July 23, 2013, jet fuel sold for approximately $2.94 per
gallon. If an airline took the fixed portion of a swap contract for one million gallons
of jet fuel and the price dropped to $2.50, it would pay $440,000 to the holder of
the floating portion. The airline could then buy a million gallons for $2.50, and,
with the 44 cents it paid on the swap contract, it would end up at a price of $2.94
per gallon. If jet fuel went up to $4.00 per gallon, the floating-portion holder would
pay the airline $1.06 million. The airline could then buy the fuel at $4 per gallon,
subtract the swap payment it received, and end up with a net price of $2.94 per
gallon.

https://www.mercatusenergy.com/blog/bid/55277/energy-hedging-101-swaps
A swap is an agreement whereby a floating (or market) price is exchanged for

a fixed price, over a specified period(s) of time. In addition to energy commodities,
swaps can also be used to exchange a fixed price for a floating (or market) price.
Swaps are referred to as such because the buyers and sellers of swaps are “swapping”
cash flows.

Energy consumers utilize swaps in order to fix or lock in their energy costs,
while energy producers utilize swaps in order to lock in or fix their revenues and/or
cash flow. Likewise, energy professors, refiners, traders and marketers often use
swaps to hedge their profit margins and inventories (stocks). Similarly, swaps are
also utilized by companies seeking to hedge their exposure to foreign exchange,
interest rate and agricultural commodity risks as well.

As an example of how one can utilize an energy swap, let’s assume that you’re
a large fuel consuming company in Houston, who wants to fix or lock in the price
of your anticipated ultra-low sulfur diesel fuel (ULSD) cost for a specific month.
For sake of simplicity, let’s assume that you are looking to hedge 80% of your
anticipated, October fuel consumption, which equates to 100,000 gallons. In order
to do accomplish this you could purchase an October Platts’ Gulf Coast ULSD swap



Various Contracts 285

from one of your counterparties, often a financial institution or commodity trading
firm. If you had purchased this swap yesterday at the prevailing market price, the
price would have been (approximately) $1.3166/gallon ($55.30/BBL).

Figure 13.9: Gulf Coast ULSD Forward Curve

Now let’s examine the results of this swap if Gulf Coast ULSD prices settle
both higher and lower than your price of $1.3166/gallon.

In the first case, let’s assume that fuel prices increase and that the average price
for Gulf Coast ULSD, (as published in Platts’ US Marketscan) for each business day
in October, is $1.50/gallon. In this case, the swap would result in a hedging gain
of $0.1834/gallon ($1.50 - $1.3166 = $0.1834) or $18,340. As a result, you would
receive a payment of $18,340 from counterparty, which would offset the increase in
your actual fuel cost of $1.50/gallon by the amount of your gain, $0.1834/gallon.
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Figure 13.10: Gulf Coast ULSD Swap

In the second case, let’s assume that fuel prices decrease and that the average
price for Gulf Coast ULSD, for each business day in October, is $1.20/gallon. In this
case, the swap would result in a hedging loss of $0.1166/gallon ($1.3166 - $1.20 =
$0.1166) or $11,660. In this case, you would have to pay your counterparty $11,660.

As the results of both outcomes indicate, by purchasing a ULSD swap for
$1.3166/gallon, your net fuel cost will be $1.3166 regardless of whether ULSD prices
settle higher or lower than $1.3166. If ULSD prices settle higher than $1.3166 you
will have a gain on the swap which offsets the increase in your physical fuel price.
On the other hand, if ULSD prices settle lower than $1.3166, you will have a loss
on the swap which offsets the decreases in your physical fuel price.

While this example examined how swaps can be used to hedge diesel fuel price
risk, the same methodology can also be used to hedge exposure to various energy
commodities such as electricity, gasoline, jet fuel, natural gas, propane, etc. In
addition, as previously mentioned, energy producers, refiners, traders and marketers
can also utilize swaps to hedge their energy price risk. For example, if you are a
crude oil producer looking to hedge your oil production, you could do so by selling
crude oil swaps.

13.5.4 Basis Swap

Basis risk is the difference in price difference between a forward (futures) market
and a cash (spot) market. In the energy markets there are three primary types of
basis risk:
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1. Locational Basis Risk
2. Product/Quality Basis Risk
3. Calendar Basis Risk
A basis swap is contract which provides the buyer or seller of the swap to

hedge their exposure to basis risk.
So who is potentially exposed to basis risk? Nearly every energy consumer and

producer: fuel end-users, fuel marketers, natural gas end-users, oil & gas producers,
utility companies, etc.

As an example of basis risk and how it can be hedged, assume that you are
a large airline whose contract with your jet fuel supplier states that they price you
will pay for jet fuel is the average, between the low and the high price, of the U.S.
Gulf Jet 54 Fuel pipeline price as published in Platts’ Oilgram Price Report.

In addition, let’s also assume that you want to hedge your July ’11 - December
’11 exposure to jet fuel prices by buying call options. In order to hedge this risk, you
will need to purchase both NYMEX heating oil call options as well as Gulf Coast
jet fuel vs. NYMEX heating oil jet fuel swap as the market for Gulf Coast jet fuel
options isn’t very liquid.

In order to explain the mechanics of structuring this hedge, assume that on
March 31st you purchase a April ’11 - December ’11 NYMEX heating oil average
price call option with a strike price of $3.00/gallon and a premium of $0.20/gallon
for 10,000 (420,000 gallons) barrels each month, April through December. By pur-
chasing this option, if the NYMEX heating oil prices average more than $3.00/gallon
during any month, Apr-Dec, you will receive a return on this option. However, be-
cause the option is based on NYMEX heating oil and not Gulf Coast jet fuel you are
now exposed to the basis risk between NYMEX heating oil futures and Gulf Coast
jet fuel prices.

You can hedge your basis risk by purchasing a Gulf Coast jet fuel vs. NYMEX
heating oil basis swap. Assume that on March 31st you also purchase the April -
December basis swap at a price of $0.05/gallon. As such, you have locked in the
basis between the U.S. Gulf Jet 54 Fuel pipeline price and the NYMEX heating oil
futures at $0.05/gallon.

By purchase the NYMEX heating oil option and the Gulf Coast jet fuel vs.
NYMEX heating oil basis swap you have now capped your April - December jet fuel
price at $3.05/gallon or a net of $3.25/gallon including the $0.20 premium for the
option.

To complete the example, let’s assume that the front month NYMEX heating
oil futures during the month of April average $3.50/gallon. If this is the case, you
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will receive a return on the option of $210,000 ($0.50/gallon X 420,000 gallons).
Let’s also assume that the average, between the low and the high price, of the

U.S. Gulf Jet 54 Fuel pipeline price as published in Platts’ Oilgram Price Report,
during the month of April is $3.60/gallon. Therefore, the basis for the month of
April settles at $0.10/gallon ($3.60 − $3.50) and you receive a return on the basis
swap of $0.05/gallon ($0.10− $0.05).

In conclusion, due to the returns on the option and the swap of $0.50.gallon and
$0.05/gallon, respectively, plus the upfront premium for the option of $0.20/gallon,
your net cost for jet fuel purchased in April is $3.25/gallon.

Figure 13.11: Energy Basis Swap Demonstration

While this example focused on hedging jet fuel basis risk, the same methodol-
ogy would apply to end-user basis risk hedging for nearly every energy commodity
i.e. diesel fuel, natural gas, etc. If you would like to learn more about hedging basis
risk, check out our previous posts, The Basics of Basis and Basis Risk and Revisiting
Energy Basis Risk which includes several additional examples. And if that post still
isn’t informative enough for you to be able to determine how to analyze and hedge
your basis risk, you are to contact us or leave a comment below.

13.5.5 Option

There are two primary types of options, call options (also known as a caps) and put
options (also knows as floors). A call option provides the buyer of a call option with
protection against rising prices. Conversely, a put option provides the buyer of the
put option with protection against declining prices.

Energy consumers often utilize call options to mitigate their exposure to rising
energy prices, including but not limited to electricity, diesel fuel, gasoline, heating
oil, propane, etc.
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Energy producers often utilize put options to mitigate their exposure to de-
clining energy prices, such as crude oil, natural gas and natural gas liquids.

As an example of how an end-user (consumer) utilize a call option, let’s assume
that you’re company has a large fleet and in order to ensure that your gasoline
expenses do not exceed your budget, you need to cap the price of your anticipated
cost of your gasoline consumption for a specific month. For sake of simplicity, let’s
assume that you are looking to hedge 100% of your anticipated, May 2011 gasoline
consumption, which equates to 125,000 gallons.

In order to do accomplish this you could purchase a May 2011, NYMEX RBOB
gasoline, average price call option from an energy trading company. Furthermore,
let’s assume that you wanted to mitigate your exposure above $3.00 per gallon
(excluding basis and taxes). If you had purchased this option last Friday, it would
have cost you approximately 13 cents per gallon or $16,250 ($0.1300 X 125,000
gallons).

Now let’s examine how this option would perform if gasoline prices both in-
crease and decrease between now and the end of May.

In the first scenario, let’s assume that fuel prices increase and that the aver-
age price for NYMEX RBOB gasoline futures for each business day in May, was
$3.50/gallon. In this scenario, your hedge would result in a "gain" of 50 cents per
gallon ($3.50 – $3.0000 = $0.50) or $62,500. As a result, you would receive a pay-
ment of $62,500 from the energy trading company, which would offset the increase
in your actual fuel expenses by $0.50/gallon. However, given that you paid 13 cents
per gallon, your net gain would be 37 cents per gallon or $46,250.

In the second scenario, let’s assume that fuel prices decrease and that the
average price for NYMEX RBOB gasoline futures for each business day in May,
was $2.75/gallon. In this scenario, your hedge would be "out-of-the-money" and
you would not receive a return on the option. However, given that gasoline futures
prices have decreased, so should your actual gasoline costs at the pump. Last but
not least, given that you paid 13 cents for the option, your actual net cost per gallon
would need to account for the 13 cent premium cost.

As this example shows, purchasing a gasoline call option allows companies
which consumes large quantities of gasoline to hedge their exposure against rising
gasoline prices.

The following chart shows the "payoff" of the $3.00 gasoline call option de-
scribed above. As you can see, when gasoline futures are below $3.00 per gallon, the
company’s net price is equal to the gasoline futures plus 13 cents (the price of the
option). Conversely, when the futures are above 13 cents per gallon, the company’s
net price remains $3.13 ($3.00 + $0.13).
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Collar

When we refer to complex energy hedging strategies, they need not be complex,
they are simply more advanced than the basic hedging strategies we’ve addressed in
recent weeks.

Having said that, there are times where energy producers, marketers and con-
sumers feel the need to think outside of the box with respect to hedging. For large
fuel consumers it could be an environment like the current environment where hedg-
ing is more important than ever yet option premiums can be prohibitively expensive.
For crude oil producers, it could be also be an environment like the current environ-
ment, where the producers desires to hedge against potentially declining prices while
retaining some ability to profit from potentially rising prices. In both situations,
one hedging strategy that could be considered is known as a collar.

While it may sound complex, a consumer collar is simply the combination of
buying a call option and selling a put option thus creating both a ceiling and a floor.
Conversely, a producer collar is the combination of buying a put option and selling a
call option. Often times, the options are structured in such a way that the premium
of the purchased option is completely offset by the premium of the sold option, a
structure known as a costless collar.

As an example, let’s consider a NYMEX natural gas costless collar with a $4.50
ceiling (call option) and a $3.50 floor (put option). For a natural gas producer is
protected against prices declining below $3.50 while there upside would be limited
to $4.50. In between $3.50 and $4.50 the producer would be selling his production
at the current market price. Conversely, a natural gas consumer would face the
opposite situation, they would be protected against prices rising above $4.50 while
their downside would be limited to $3.50. Likewise, in between $3.50 and $4.50, the
consumer would be paying the current market price.

13.6 Swing Contract

In commodity and energy markets swing options allow the buyer to hedge against
futures price fluctuations and to select its preferred delivery strategy within daily
or periodic constraints, possibly fixed by observing quoted futures contracts.

13.6.1 Basic Contract

Here is a short description of the contract (from Tapio Behrndt).
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Commodity Storages
Start date:
today t
Expiry date: T
Exercise dates: daily from today until T
Storage start level: L0, i.e. today there might already be some gas/oil in

storage which we buy
Storage end level: LT , i.e. at expiry we need to return the storage with a

certain amount of gas/oil filled in there
Storage cap: Cmax, i.e. the storage capacity
Daily injection rate: Ri, i.e. how much can you inject every day (mainly a

technical constraints)
Injection efficiency: λ, i.e. not necessarily 100% of what you inject will be

available afterwards
Daily withdrawal rate: Rw, i.e. how much can you withdraw on a daily basis

(mainly a technical constraint)
As I mentioned, I tried three different pricing approaches.
1) Linear programming
The pricing problem is fully linear problem with local constraints (daily injec-

tion/withdrawal) and global constraints (storage start/end level), so can be easily
solved with a standard optimizer. I actually found this one in a book about energy
risk mgmt.

2) Dynamic programming
Not much to say here, its very straightforward, no need to do the Monte-Carlo

and Logstaff-Schwartz pricing.
3) Reinforcement learning (Q-learning algorithm)
==========================================================
Swing Contracts
These are very common in energy markets (gas and power) and more or less

they are a nonlinear version of commodity storages. Typical contract terms are as
follows:

Start date: today t
Expiry date: T
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Exercise dates: daily from today until T
Maximum daily amount: Dmax, i.e. the maximum amount you can buy on a

daily basis
Minimum daily amount: Dmin, i.e. the minimum amount that you have to buy

on a daily basis
Maximum total amount: Nmax, i.e. the maximum amount that you can buy

until expiry
Minimum total amount: Nmin, i.e. the minimum amount that you have to buy

until expiry
So essentially this is a daily strip of a forward (notional Dmin) and a call option

with variable volume and then you have local constraints defined by Dmin and Dmax
and global constraints defined by Nmin and Nmax. The question is then to find the
strike price K for this product which would price this contract at zero given today’s
state of the underlying market (or alternatively given todays market and a fixed
strike K, what is the price of this product).

To evaluate the swing contract, we continue to assume the existence of the
risk-neutral measure. Under the risk-neutral pricing, the contract has the following
value:

C(t, T ; q) = max
qi

∑n

i=1 P (t, Ti)Êt [1qi>0qi max{Φ(Ti, Ti + 1d)−K, 0}+ 1qi<0qiS(Ti)]

= max
qi

∑n

i=1 P (t, Ti)
{
1qi>0qi[Φ(t, Ti + 1d)Π+

i −KΠ−
i ] + 1qi<0qiΦ(t, Ti)

}
(13.3)

where is the risk-free discount factor (till time u), 1{·} is the indicator function, T =<
T1, · · · , Tn > are exercise dates; q =< q1, · · · , qn > are daily quantities (injection or
withdrawal); Φ(t, u) is the futures price purchased at time t and delivered at time
u; and Êt is the risk-neutral expectation. Finally, Π1 and Π2 are two probabilities.
In other words, at each day Ti (i = 1, · · · , n), a quantity Ni is decided to buy at a
futures price Φ(Ti, Ti + 1d) which delivers at Ti + 1d or the strike price K whichever
is smaller. (Given that this is a one-day futures contract, the futures price must be
very close to the spot price S(Ti).) In equation (1), we note that the risk-neutral of
both future spot price and futures price are futures prices and if the futures price
follows the Black model (1976):

dΦ(t, Ti)
Φ(t, Ti)

= σW (t)

then the two probabilities are normal:
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Π±
i = N

(
ln Φ(t, Ti)− lnK

σ
√
Ti − t

± 1
2σ

2(Ti − t)
)

where N(·) is the standard normal probability. Note that equation (1) does not
have a closed form solution (although the price option does). Equation (1) needs
to be solved for a series of quantities (positive is buy and negative is sell/consume).
Given that the objective function is linear (both Φ(t, Ti +1d)Π+

i −KΠ−
i and Φ(t, Ti)

are known), the problem can be solved via linear programming.

max
qi

∑n

i=1 P (t, Ti) {1qi>0qiai + 1qi<0qibi)}

subject to:

l < qi < u

L <
∑n

i=1 qi < U

where l and u are daily upper and lower limits and Z and U are all-time upper and
lower limits and

ai = Φ(t, Ti + 1d)Π+
i −KΠ−

i

bi = Φ(t, Ti)

This is a linear programming problem that can be easily solved in Excel using
the Solver.

13.6.2 Random Quantities

When the quantities are random (i.e. determined at each date), then it becomes a
function of the realized futures price at each date. (6)

C(t, T ; q) = max
qi

∑n

i=1 P (t, Ti)Êt [1q̃i>0q̃i max{Φ(Ti, Ti + 1d)−K, 0}+ 1q̃i<0q̃iS(Ti)]

Now the daily quantity q̃i = f(Φ(Ti, Ti+1d), S(Ti)) is random and is a function
of the futures price Φ(Ti, Ti + 1d) and the spot price S(Ti). This implies that q̃i and
Φ(Ti, Ti +1d) and S(Ti) are correlated and then the expected value cannot be solved
in a closed form solution.

As a result, a dynamic programming approach must be adopted and the swing
contract becomes similar to an American option problem. It should be noted that
the swing contract is also path dependent, making it impossible to use any lattice
to evaluate. The possible choices are:
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1. Longstaff-Schwartz
2. PSO
3. Q-Learning
4. dynamic programming
<Give an example>

13.6.3 Extensions (Liquidity and Random Interest Rates)

Now the problem becomes more complex:

C(t, T ; q)

= max
qi

∑n

i=1 Êt

[
exp

(
−
∫ Ti

t
r(u)du

)
[1q̃i>0q̃i max{Φ(Ti, Ti + 1d)−K, 0}+ 1q̃i<0q̃iS(Ti)]

]
= max

qi

∑n

i=1 P (t, Ti)Ẽ(Ti)
t [1q̃i>0q̃i max{Φ(Ti, Ti + 1d)−K, 0}+ 1q̃i<0q̃iS(Ti)]

where Ẽ(Ti)
t is the Ti-forward expectation. With non-stochastic qi, there is a closed-

form solution to the price option (Chen (1992)) and LP can still solve the problem.
In other words, as long as the optimal quantities are not random, stochastic interest
rates do not add too much complexity to the problem. If quantities are random,
then, there is no easy solution

13.7 Water Futures

Bloomberg News:
California Water Futures Begin Trading Amid Fear of Scarcity
By Kim Chipman
December 6, 2020, 5:00 PM EST Updated on December 7, 2020, 3:58 PM EST
Water joined gold, oil and other commodities traded on Wall Street, highlight-

ing worries that the life-sustaining natural resource may become scarce across more
of the world.

Farmers, hedge funds and municipalities alike are now able to hedge against –
or bet on – future water availability in California, the biggest U.S. agriculture market
and world’s fifth-largest economy. CME Group Inc.’s January 2021 contract, linked
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to California’s $1.1 billion spot water market, last traded Monday at 496 index
points, equal to $496 per acre-foot.

The contracts, a first of their kind in the U.S., were announced in September
as heat and wildfires ravaged the U.S. West Coast and as California was emerging
from an eight-year drought. They are meant to serve both as a hedge for big
water consumers, such as almond farmers and electric utilities, against water prices
fluctuations as well a scarcity gauge for investors worldwide.

“Climate change, droughts, population growth, and pollution are likely to make
water scarcity issues and pricing a hot topic for years to come,” said RBC Capital
Markets managing director and analyst Deane Dray. “We are definitely going to
watch how this new water futures contract develops.”

About the NQH20 Index: Reflecting water prices
The Nasdaq Veles California Water Index (ticker symbol: NQH2O) tracks

the price of water rights leases and sales transactions across the five largest and
most actively traded regions in California. Water entitlement transactions from the
surface water market and four adjudicated groundwater basins –the Central Basin,
the Chino Basin, the Main San Gabriel Basin, and the Mojave Basin Alto Subarea
are included in the index. The value of the index reflects the volume-weighted
average price of water, at the source, excluding conveyance costs and water losses
in the underlying markets after adjusting for idiosyncratic pricing factors specific to
each of the eligible markets and transaction types. NQH20 is valued in US dollars
per acre foot (the volume of water required to cover one acre of land (43,560 square
feet) to a depth of one foot, equivalent to 325,851 gallons)
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Figure 13.12: CME Water Index Futures



Chapter 14

Interest Rate Models

14.1 Introduction

In this chapter, we review the most popular and important models for the term
structure of interest rates and their derivatives. We begin with the classical Vasicek
and Cox-Ingersoll models which are known as “equilibrium” or “factor-based” mod-
els. These models formulate the fundamental risk factors (via stochastic processes)
that drive the term structure (of zero coupon bonds). These models have closed-form
solutions to basic interest rate derivative prices such as options and futures.

Then, we review the so-called “no-arbitrage” models. These models take the
current market term structure as given and build a lattice (or Monte Carlo simula-
tions) that is consistent with the market information. We begin with the simplest
Ho-Lee model. Then we introduce the Heath-Jarrow-Morton family of models. Fi-
nally, we present the most recent shifted LIBOR market model by Chen, Hsieh, and
Huang. This model calibrates to the whole ATM swaption surface.

14.2 Vasicek and CIR Models

The Vasicek model assumes a Gaussian, mean-reverting (Ornstein-Uhlenbeck) pro-
cess for the instantaneous short rate:

dr = α(µ− r)dt+ σdW

= α(µ̂− r)dt+ σdŴ
(14.1)
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where, as shown in the previous chapter that µ̂ = µ− σλ
α

.
The Vasicek model for the discount factor (zero coupon bond price):

P (t, T ) = Êt

[
exp

(
−
∫ T

t
r(s)ds

)]
= e−r(t)F (t,T )−G(t,T )

(14.2)

where

F (t, T ) = 1− e−α(T −t)

α

G(t, T ) =
(
µ− σ2

2α2 −
σλ

α

)
(T − t− F (t, T )) + σ2F (t, T )2

4α

The CIR model is a mean-reverting squared-root process:

dr = α(µ− r)dt+ σ
√
rdW

= α̂(µ̂− r)dt+ σ
√
rdŴ

(14.3)

where α̂ = α + λ and µ̂ = αµ
α+λ

are the risk-neutral parameters.
The zero coupon bond formula is:

P (t, T ) = Êt

[
exp

(
−
∫ T

t
r(s)ds

)]
= A(t, T )e−r(t)B(t,T )

(14.4)

where

A(t, T ) =
[

2γe(α+λ+γ)(T −t)/2

(α + λ+ γ) (eγ(T −t) − 1) + 2γ

]2αµ/σ2

B(t, T ) =
2
(
eγ(T −t) − 1

)
(α + λ+ γ) (eγ(T −t) − 1) + 2γ

γ =
√

(α + λ)2 + 2σ2



Ho-Lee Model 299

14.3 Ho-Lee Model

The Ho-Lee model is a “forward rate” model and hence belongs to the HJM family
(although the Ho-Lee model was published 6 years prior to the HJM model). How-
ever, the original version of the Ho-Lee model is a “forward price" model. It was
Phil Dybvig who then extended the Ho-Lee model to continuous time, forward rate
model in 1989.

Define the zero-coupon bond price as P (i, n, j) where i is current time, n is
maturity time, and j represents state of economy. The Ho-Lee model is a simple
formula as follows:


P (i, i+ k, j) = P (i− 1, i+ k, j)

P (i− 1, i, j) d(k)

P (i, i+ k, j + 1) = P (i− 1, i+ k, j)
P (i− 1, i, j) u(k)

(14.5)

where

u(k) = 1
p+ (1− p)δk

d(k) = δk

p+ (1− p)δk

(14.6)

and p is the risk-neutral probability and δ is the “volatility" parameter (that is,
δ itself is not volatility but it is directly related to volatility.) As we can see,
when δ = 1, then u(k) = d(k) for all k. Then there is no volatility. To maintain
u(k) > d(k) > 0, it must be that 0 < δ < 1. As δ becomes small the volatility
becomes large.

As a demonstration, we create a hypothetical four-year yield curve with annual
time intervals as follows. The yields are observable in the market and we convert
them into discount factors (present value of $1).

Yield Curve
time to maturity discount factor yield to maturity

1 0.9524 0.049979
2 0.8900 0.059998
3 0.8278 0.065021
4 0.7686 0.068009

Given the current term structure of discount factors, we then can compute the
forward prices,
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0.934481 = 0.8900
0.9524

0.869173 = 0.8278
0.9524

0.807014 = 0.7686
0.9524

Note that forward rates are returns of forward prices. For example:

f0,1,2 = 1
0.934481 − 1 = (1 + 5.9998%)2

1 + 4.9979% − 1 = 7.0112%

f0,1,3 =
√

1
0.869173 − 1 =

√
(1 + 6.5021%)3

1 + 4.9979% − 1 = 7.2623%

f0,1,4 = 3

√
1

0.807014 − 1 = 3

√
(1 + 6.8009%)3

1 + 4.9979% − 1 = 7.4088%

Now we shall introduce the Ho-Lee binomial model. Similar to the equity
binomial model (i.e. Cox-Ross-Rubinstein, or the CRR model) where the stock
price goes up and down with u = eσ

√
∆t and d = 1/u where σ is the volatility of the

stock returns, yield curve here goes up or down with equation (14.6).
Different from the equity binomial model, equation (14.6) contains two param-

eters: p and δ, representing up risk-neutral probability and “volatility" respectively.
δ is not actual volatility but, as we can see from equation (14.6) that it plays the
role of volatility. The higher is δ, the closer is u(k) to d(k), and hence the smaller
is the volatility. In an extreme case where δ = 1, u(k) = d(k) = 1, there is no
volatility and uncertainty disappears. Reversely, the lower is δ, the more far apart
is u(k) from d(k) and the volatility is high. The volatility reaches the highest as
δ → 0.

In our example, we set p = 0.6 and δ = 0.9 and we have:

Ho-Lee Pert Funcs
k d(k) u(k)
0 1.000000 1.000000
1 0.937500 1.041667
2 0.876623 1.082251
3 0.817631 1.121579
4 0.760749 1.159501

In the HL model, the next period’s up term structure and down term structure
are computed by applying the proper u and d on the forward price. For convenience,
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we introduce the following labeling system. P (i, n, j) represents the discount factor
value at current time i, for maturity time n, and in state j. For convenience, we
also label the lowest state 0 and 1, 2, . . . as we go up. So for today, we have four
discount factors P (0, 1, 0), P (0, 2, 0), P (0, 3, 0), P (0, 4, 0) which are 0.9524, 0.8900,
0.8278, and 0.7686 respectively. For next year, we apply the forward prices computed
above and multiply them by corresponding u’s and d’s. For example,

0.9734 = P (1, 2, 1)︸ ︷︷ ︸
up

= P (0, 2, 0)
P (0, 1, 0)u(1) = 0.8900

0.9524 × 1.041667

0.8761 = P (1, 2, 0)︸ ︷︷ ︸
down

= P (0, 2, 0)
P (0, 1, 0)d(1) = 0.8900

0.9524 × 0.9375

0.9407 = P (1, 3, 1)︸ ︷︷ ︸
up

= P (0, 3, 0)
P (0, 1, 0)u(2) = 0.8278

0.9524 × 1.082251

0.7619 = P (1, 3, 0)︸ ︷︷ ︸
down

= P (0, 3, 0)
P (0, 1, 0)d(2) = 0.8278

0.9524 × 0.876623

0.9051 = P (1, 4, 1)︸ ︷︷ ︸
up

= P (0, 4, 0)
P (0, 1, 0)u(3) = 0.8278

0.9524 × 1.121579

0.6598 = P (1, 4, 0)︸ ︷︷ ︸
down

= P (0, 4, 0)
P (0, 1, 0)d(3) = 0.7686

0.9524 × 0.817631

Put in the table,

Year = 1
current maturity state state state state state

time time 0 1 2 3 4
1 1 1 1

2 0.8761 0.9734
3 0.7619 0.9407
4 0.6598 0.9051

Now we have two term structures of the next year (time 1). The task continues
to time 2. For each term structure in time 1, we shall compute two term structures
in time 2 (up and down) by applying the same principle. The up and down term
structures of the left are:
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0.9060 = P (2, 3, 1) = P (1, 3, 0)
P (1, 2, 0)u(1) = 0.7619

0.8761 × 1.041667

0.8154 = P (2, 3, 0) = P (1, 3, 0)
P (1, 2, 0)d(1) = 0.7619

0.8761 × 0.9375

0.8151 = P (2, 4, 1) = P (1, 4, 0)
P (1, 2, 0)u(2) = 0.6598

0.8761 × 1.082251

0.6603 = P (2, 4, 0) = P (1, 4, 0)
P (1, 2, 0)d(2) = 0.6598

0.8761 × 0.876623

and of the right are:

1.0066 = P (2, 3, 2) = P (1, 3, 1)
P (1, 2, 1)u(1) = 0.9407

0.9734 × 1.041667

0.9060 = P (2, 3, 1) = P (1, 3, 1)
P (1, 2, 1)d(1) = 0.9407

0.9734 × 0.9375

1.0063 = P (2, 4, 2) = P (1, 4, 1)
P (1, 2, 1)u(2) = 0.9051

0.9734 × 1.082251

0.8151 = P (2, 4, 1) = P (1, 4, 1)
P (1, 2, 1)d(2) = 0.9051

0.9734 × 0.876623

and put in table,

Year = 2
current maturity state state state state state

time time 0 1 2 3 4
2 2 1 1 1

3 0.8154 0.9060 1.0066
4 0.6603 0.8151 1.0063

It can be seen that from the left (applying u(k)) we arrive at P (2, 3, 1) = 0.9060
which is the same from the right (applying d(k)). This also applies to P (2, 4, 1) =
0.8151. This is known as the re-combination assumption. Note that this assumption
must be maintained or the binomial model will grow exponentially.

While simple, in this example we see something peculiar about the HL model
here. Note that in the last column (state 2) the bond prices are both greater than
$1 (1.0066 and 1.0063). This is peculiar because these are zero-coupon bonds whose
prices must be strictly less than 1. Prices greater than 1 implies that interest rates
are negative. In other words, for the one-year bond (maturity time 3), we must pay
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$1.0066 now and receive $1 in a year. And for the two-year bond, we must pay
$1.0063 and receive the principal $1 back in two years.

In an arbitrage-free world, this is impossible. One would rather keep cash than
buying zero-coupon bonds and these bonds will find no buyers. Hence such prices are
not realistic and do not exist in the real world. Unfortunately this is the assumption
adopted by the HL model. The HL model adopt normally distributed interest rates,
just like the Vasicek model and interest rates can reach negative values.

In the next section, we discuss the Black-Derman-Toy model where interest
rates are log-normally distributed. Then the problem of negative interest rates is
prevented.

Continuing this process going forward, we can derive the complete the 4-year
table for the Ho-Lee model:

Complete Ho-Lee Model
current maturity state state state state state

time time 0 1 2 3 4
0 0 1

1 0.9524
2 0.89
3 0.8278
4 0.7686

1 1 1 1
2 0.8761 0.9734
3 0.7619 0.9407
4 0.6598 0.9051

2 2 1 1 1
3 0.8154 0.906 1.0066
4 0.6603 0.8151 1.0063

3 3 1 1 1 1
4 0.7592 0.8435 0.9372 1.0414

4 4 1 1 1 1 1

This concludes the discrete example. Again, the problem of negative interest
rates becomes more severe as the model goes to year 3. The zero-coupon bond price
is $1.0414.
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Once the model of the interest rates is completed, we can then evaluate deriva-
tives easily. Options, futures, swaps, and other complex interest rate derivatives can
be evaluated with the model. Readers who are familiar with the the CRR binomial
model should find no problem applying the HL model to various derivatives.

14.4 Black-Derman-Toy Model

The material in this section is taken from Analysis of Fixed Income (where it has
the most updated version). Like the Ho-Lee model, the Black-Derman-Toy (BDT)
model is a binomial model.

14.4.1 Tree (Log Normal)

Standard binomial model in equity looks as follows (where a chosen interest rate r,
usually the instantaneous rate, is treated like a “stock"):
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Figure 14.1: Two-period BDT Model

where r0 is the current (time 0) interest rate and rij represents the interest rate at
time period i and state j, and

u = eσ
√

∆t

d = e−σ
√

∆t
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14.4.2 Modified Tree (since ud = 1)

In order to fit to the current yield curve, the standard binomial tree needs to be
modified. The key change is to allow for the flexibility in each period in setting a
“mean rate", r̄i. In the standard binomial tree, the up and down are perturbations
around r0. In the modified binomial model that can fit to the current yield curve,
r0 is replaced by a series of other values: r̄1, r̄2, · · · , r̄n in various periods, as Figure
14.2 shows.
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Figure 14.2: BDT Tree

Hence, for every period i, there are always two unknowns – r̄i and ui. Recall
the standard binomial model where there are two equations in each time period –
mean and variance. Hence, with two equations and two unknowns, there is a unique
solution to r̄i and ui. Then all interest rates at period i, i.e. rij where j represents
the state, can be obtained, as shown in the Figure 14.2.

The following example is taken from the original paper published in 1989 by
Black, Derman, and Toy in Financial Analyst Journal. The hyperthetical market
inputs are yield and volatility (yield vol) curves as follows:

Yield Curve
maturity yield volatility

1 10% 20%
2 11 19
3 12 18
4 12.5 17
5 13 16
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Note that yield vols are annualized. The yield curve implies the following
discount factors:

D(0, 1) = 1
1.1 = 0.9091

D(0, 2) = 1
1.112 = 0.8116

D(0, 3) = 1
1.123 = 0.7118

D(0, 4) = 1
1.1254 = 0.6243

D(0, 5) = 1
1.135 = 0.5428

Figure 14.3 depicts the lattice structure for the model. D(0, 1) is a one-year
debt. Hence at time 1, it expires and pays the face value ($1). Today, its market
value should be the present value which is $1 discounted at the one-year rate, which
is 10% as given in the table. Similarly, the two-year bond will pay $1 at time 2 and
we know its market value today is the present value at 11%. Hence, we need to solve
for the two prices at time 1.
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Figure 14.3: Bond Price Lattice

Assume probabilities to be 1/2 and 1/2. Then it must be the case that:

D(0, 2) = 1
2[D(1, 2, 1) +D(1, 2, 0)]D(0, 1) (14.7)

that is

0.8116 = 1
2

( 1
1 + r11

+ 1
1 + r10

)
× 0.9091
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Two unknowns cannot be solved with one equation. The other equation we
need comes from the volatility. In the standard binomial model, we get:

σ =
ln u

d

2 =
ln r11

r10

2 = 0.19 (14.8)

Hence we solve for r11 and r10 as 14.32% and 9.79% respectively. Also, r̄ =
11.84% and u = 1.209 (or d = 1/u = 0.827).

The lattice is now extended to include one more period, as demonstrated as
follows:
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 Figure 14.4: Bond Price Lattice

To solve for the third period, we need the following two equations:

D(0, 3) = 1
2[D(1, 3, 1) +D(1, 3, 0)]D(0, 1) = 0.7118 (14.9)

and

σ = 1
2 ln


√

1
D(1,3,1) − 1√

1
D(1,3,0) − 1

 = 0.18 (14.10)
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where

D(1, 3, 1) = 1/2{D(2, 3, 2) +D(2, 3, 1)}D(1, 2, 1)
D(1, 3, 0) = 1/2{D(2, 3, 1) +D(2, 3, 0)}D(1, 2, 0)

and in turn,

D(2, 3, 2) = 1
1 + r̄u2

D(2, 3, 1) = 1
1 + r̄u

D(2, 3, 0) = 1
1 + r̄/u2

Again, two equations and two unknowns solve for r̄ and u to be 13.77% and
1.1877 respectively. As a result, the short rates in period 2 are r22 = 19.42%,
r21 = 13.77%, and r20 = 9.76%. Continuing this process, we can arrive at all the
short rates as follows:

r33 = 21.79%; r32 = 16.06%; r31 = 11.83%; r30 = 8.72%
r44 = 25.52%; r43 = 19.48%; r42 = 14.86%; r41 = 11.34%; r40 = 8.65%

14.4.3 The Continuous Time Limit

As in the H-Lee model, we can work out the continuous time limit of the Black-
Derman-Toy model as follows:

d ln r =
(
θ(t) + σ′(t)

σ(t) ln r
)
dt+ σ(t)dW (t) (14.11)

where θ(t) is a time-dependent function (as in the Ho-Lee model) that is used to fit
the yield curve. Furthermore, unlike the Ho-Lee model, the volatility function σ(t)
is also time dependent, which is of course to fit the volatility curve.

14.4.4 Black-Karasinski Model

The Black-Karasinski (BK) model is an extension to the BDT model. The BK
model is to include mean reversion in the drift term:
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d ln r = κ(t)(θ(t)− ln r)dt+ σ(t)dW (t) (14.12)

This can be readily compared to the Hull-White model (shown separately in
the next subsection) that is extensions of the Vasicek (normal) and the CIR (square-
root) models.

14.5 Hull-White Model

The Hull-White model is to make fixed parameters in the Vasicek (first equation)
and the CIR model (second equation) time dependent.

dr = κ(t)(θ(t)− r)dt+ σ(t)dW (t)
dr = κ(t)(θ(t)− r)dt+ σ(t)

√
rdW (t)

(14.13)

From the Hull-White model and the BK model, we can see that by making
the parameters time dependent functions, we can then fit the yield curve (by using
the reverting level θ(t)) and the volatility curve (by using either κ(t) or σ(t) or both
– note that both are important contributors to the volatility in that fast/slow mean
reversion results in low/high volatility.)

14.6 Heath-Jarrow-Morton Model

The Heath-Jarrow-Morton (HJM) model is not a model but a class of models. The
major contribution of the HJM model is its discovery of, now known as, “drift
adjustment". Basically, Heath, Jarrow and Morton discovered that the drift term
of the forward rate process cannot be arbitrarily determined but a function of the
volatility curve. This is drastically different from the short rate process (such as CIR
and Vasicek) where the short rate drift can be freely determined. Financial industry
finds this to be extremely convenient and it needs a model to be able to calibrate to
both yield and volatility curves. The HJM model provides such convenience, that
it can fit both curves easily simultaneously.

The HJM model is a forward rate model so the Ho-Lee model is its close
cousin. In fact, the Ho-Lee model is a special case of the HJM model by setting
the volatility as a constant. They both take the forward curve as given and adopt
Gaussian dynamics (although in theory the HJM model can adopt other forms of
dynamics but the Gaussian dynamics remain as the most popular choice.)
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There is a variation of the HJM model, developed by Miltersen, Sandmann, and
Sondermann (1997) and Brace, Gatarek, and Musiela (1997), known as the LIBOR
market model (LMM) that builds dynamics on discrete forward rates as opposed to
continuous time forward rates. In doing so, they can avoid the Gaussian dynamics
and introduce the log normal dynamics that do not permit negative interest rates.
Furthermore, by adopting the log normal dynamics, many interest rate options can
be priced by the Black-Scholes formula. Unfortunately, the drift adjustment for the
discrete forward rates are much more complex than the drift adjustment of the HJM
model. European banks tend to use the LMM yet the American banks tend to use
the HJM model.

The HJM model is based upon the forward yield curve, as opposed to the spot
yield curve. We write the spot (instantaneous) rate process generically as follows:

dr(t) = θ(r, t)dt+ σ(r, t)dŴ (14.14)

where θ(r, t) and σ(r, t) are drift and diffusion of the process respectively and they
can be functions of both r and t. P (t, T ) is the price of a zero-coupon bond (or
discount factor) that pays $1 at time T . Then, by Ito (subscripts represent partial
derivatives),

dP (t, T ) = Pr(t, T )dr + 1/2Prr(t, T )(dr)2 + Pt(t, T )
= r(t)P (t, T )dt+ Pr(t, T )σ(r, t)dŴ
= r(t)P (t, T )dt+ v(t, T )P (t, T )dŴ

(14.15)

where v(t, T ) = σ(r, t)Pr(t, T )/P (t, T ). Or equivalently,

d lnP (t, T ) = 1
P (t, T )dP (t, T )− 1

2P (t, T )2 (dP (t, T ))2

= 1
P (t, T )

(
Pr(t, T )dr + 1

2Prr(t, T )(dr)2 + Pt(t, T )dt
)

− 1
2P (t, T )2P

2
r (t, T )(dr)2

= rdt+ Pr(t, T )
P (t, T ) σ(r, t)dŴ − 1

2

(
Pr(t, T )
P (t, T ) σ(r, t)

)2

dt

=
(
r − v(t,T )2

2

)
dt+ v(t, T )dŴ

(14.16)

For most of the cases, we assume that v(t, T ) is only deterministic. Note that:
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v(t, t) = 0
v(T, T ) = 0

(14.17)

This indicates that volatility is 0 for the current price (which is a constant)
and also is 0 when the bond approaches maturity (which is also a constant – face
value).

The forward rate is defined as:

f(t, T ) = −∂ lnP (t, T )
∂T

(14.18)

As a result,

df(t, T ) = − ∂

∂T
d lnP (t, T )

= − ∂

∂T

[(
r − v(t,T )2

2

)
dt+ v(t, T )dŴ

]
= v(t, T )∂v(t, T )

∂T
dt− ∂v(t, T )

∂T
dŴ

(14.19)

This proves that the drift term of the forward rate dynamics do not depend on
anything but the volatility function. The drift term in the above equation is known
as the “drift adjustment".

Usually, people would like to write (14.19) as follows:

df(t, T ) =
[
w(t, T )

∫ T

t
w(t, u)du

]
dt− w(t, T )dŴ (14.20)

where

w(t, T ) = ∂v(t, T )
∂T

Recall the forward measure discussed earlier. The change of measure from
the risk-neutral to forward is precisely v(t, T ). As a result, the forward rate is a
martingale under the forward measure.

df(t, T ) = v(t, T )∂v(t, T )
∂T

dt− ∂v(t, T )
∂T

dŴ

= −∂v(t, T )
∂T

dW̃ (T )
(14.21)
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Note that equation (14.21) describes the evolution of the entire forward curve
(i.e. for all T ) and each forward rate is a martingale under its corresponding forward
measure W̃ (T ).

14.6.1 Example 1 – Ho-Lee Model

The Ho-Lee model has the following continuous time short rate process (under the
risk-neutral measure) as follows (same as (??)):

dr = θ(t)dt+ σdŴ (14.22)

Note that from (??) we can write

− ∂

∂T
lnP (t, T ) =

∫ T

t
θ(u)du+ r(t)− 1

2σ
2(T − t)2 (14.23)

As a result,

df(t, T ) = d

[
− ∂

∂T
lnP (t, T )

]

= − ∂

∂T
d lnP (t, T )

= −θ(t)dt+ dr(t) + σ2(T − t)dt
= σdŴ + σ2(T − t)dt

(14.24)

This satisfies the HJM drift restriction that σ ∫T
t σdu = σ2(T − t).

Another interesting result for the Ho-Lee model using the HJM framework is
that the short rate process can be expressed in a form of forward curve without the
drift term θ(t). Combining (14.18) and (14.24) with (??), we obtain:

r(T ) = f(t, T ) + 1
2σ

2(T − t)2 +
∫ T

t
σdŴ (u) (14.25)

This result clearly demonstrates that the Ho-Lee model will generate exploding
short rates. That is Ê[r(T )]→∞ as T →∞.

14.6.2 Example 2 – Vasicek Model

Note that − lnP (t, T ) = rF (t, T ) +G(t, T ) and ∂F (t,T )
∂t

= αF (t, T )− 1. As a result:
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−d lnP (t, T ) = F (t, T )dr + r
∂F (t, T )

∂t
dt+ ∂G(t, T )

∂t
dt

= F (t, T )
[
α
(
µ− σλ

α
− r

)
dt+ σdŴ

]
+ r(αF (t, T )− 1)dt

+
(
µ− σ2

2σ2 − σλ
α

)
(−αF (t, T ))dt+ σ2

2α
F (t, T )(αF (t, T )− 1)dt

= F (t, T )σdŴ − rdt+ 1
2(F (t, T )σ)2dt

(14.26)
Take derivative with respect to the maturity time T yields the forward rate

process as follows:

− ∂

∂T
d lnP (t, T ) = df(t, T )

= ∂F (t, T )
∂T

σdŴ + F (t, T )∂F (t, T )
∂T

σ2dt

= e−α(T −t)σdŴ + e−α(T −t)
(

1−e−α(T −t)

α

)
σ2dt

(14.27)

which verifies the HJM drift restriction result. We shall note that the reversion level,
µ, disappears from the equation! It is interesting to note that the market price of
risk, λ, also disappears from the equation.

Previously, we argue that continuous forward rates are martingales under the
forward measure. It is shown in the chapter that the change of measure required
from the risk-neutral measure to the forward measure under the Vasicek model is:

dW̃ (T ) = dŴ − ∂P (t, T )/∂r
P (t, T ) σdt

= dŴ + F (t, T )σdt
(14.28)

and as a result the above equation becomes:

df(t, T ) = e−α(T −t)σdW̃ (T ) (14.29)

which is a martingale. We also note that the volatility term is time-decaying, which
does not cause exploding short rates. To see that:
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r(T ) = e−α(T −t)
(
r(t) +

∫ T

t
eα(s−t)αµds+

∫ T

t
eα(s−t)σdŴ (s)

)

= r(t)e−α(T −t) + µ
(
1− e−α(T −t)

)
+ σe−α(T −t)

∫ T

t
eα(s−t)dŴ (s)

= r(t)∂F (t, T )
∂T

+ αµF (t, T ) + σe−α(T −t)
∫ T

t
eα(s−t)dŴ (s)

(14.30)

From equation (??), we can write:

− lnP (t, T ) = rF (t, T ) +G(t, T )

f(t, T ) = ∂

∂T
(− lnP (t, T ))

= r
∂F (t, T )
∂T

+ ∂G(t, T )
∂T

= r
∂F (t, T )
∂T

+
(
µ− σ2

2α2

)(
1− ∂F (t, T )

∂T

)
+ σ2

2αF (t, T )∂F (t, T )
∂T

= r
∂F (t, T )
∂T

+ µαF (t, T )− σ2

2α2F (t, T ) + σ2

2αF (t, T )∂F (t, T )
∂T

(14.31)
Combining equations (14.30) and (14.31), we can derive the following result:

r(T ) = f(t, T ) + σ2

2αF (t, T )− σ2

2αF (t, T )∂F (t, T )
∂T

+ σe−α(T −t)
∫ T

t
eα(s−t)dŴ (s)

= f(t, T ) + σ2

2αF (t, T )
(

1− ∂F (t, T )
∂T

)
+ σe−α(T −t)

∫ T

t
eα(s−t)dŴ (s)

= f(t, T ) + σ2

2 F
2(t, T ) + σe−α(T −t)

∫ T

t
eα(s−t)dŴ (s)

(14.32)
Note that the middle term is the same as the extra term under the forward

measure for the short rate. Unlike the Ho-Lee model, the Vasicek model will not
generate exploding short rates. As T →∞, Ê[r(T )] = f(t, T ) + σ2

2α2 .
To build a lattice or a Monte-Carlo model for the Vasicek model (say for

American option pricing), it is convenient to compute the variance of the last term
of equation (14.32) as:
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var
[
σe−α(T −t)

∫ T

t
eα(s−t)dŴ (s)

]
= σ2e−2α(T −t)

∫ T

t
e2α(s−t)ds

= σ2 1− e−2α(T −t)

2α

(14.33)

and hence (14.32) can be written as:

r(T ) = f(t, T ) + σ2

2 F
2(t, T ) + σ

√
1− e−2α(T −t)

2α z (14.34)

where z is a standard Normal variable. In simulations, for any given future time T >
t, we can simulate standard normal random variables and then linearly transform it
to obtain the instantaneous short rate.

14.6.3 Example 3 – Cox-Ingersoll-Ross Model

Note that A(t, T ) and B(t, T ) satisfy the following ordinary differential equations:

αB(t, T ) + 1
2σ

2B(t, T )− ∂B(t, T )
∂t

− 1 = 0

∂A(t, T )
∂t

1
A(t, T ) − αµB(t, T ) = 0

(14.35)

Recall the zero-coupon bond pricing model in Chapter ?? as − lnP (t, T ) =
rB(t, T )− lnA(t, T ). We can then easily take the derivative as follows:

−d lnP (t, T ) = B(t, T )dr + r
∂B(t, T )

∂t
dt− ∂A(t, T )

∂t

1
A(t, T )dt

= B(t, T )[(αµ− (α + λ)r)dt+ σ
√
rdŴ ]

+ r
(

(α + λ)B(t, T ) + 1
2σ

2B2(t, T )− 1
)
dt− αµB(t, T )dt

= −rdt+ σ
√
rB(t, T )dŴ + 1

2σ
2rB2(t, T )dt

(14.36)

Taking the derivative with respect to the maturity time T , we obtain:
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− ∂

∂T
d lnP (t, T ) = df(t, T )

= σ
√
r
∂B(t, T )
∂T

dŴ + σ2rB(t, T )∂B(t, T )
∂T

dt

(14.37)

Note that, similar to the Vasicek model, the reverting level, µ, disappears from
the equation. However, the market price of risk still remains. To rewrite the above
equation under the forward measure, we note that the Girsanov theorem under the
CIR model is:

dW̃ (T ) = dŴ − ∂P (t, T )/∂r
P (t, T ) σ

√
rdt

= dŴ +B(t, T )σ
√
rdt

(14.38)

Substituting this change of measure back to the equation (14.37), we arrive at
the following:

df(t, T ) = σ
√
r
∂B(t, T )
∂T

dW̃ (T ) (14.39)

which is a martingale. This equation and equation (14.29) verify that continuous
forward rates are martingales under the forward measure, as argued in Chapter ??.

Given that forward measure is maturity dependent (T ), each forward rate
(with maturity T ) is a martingale under its own measure. This is quite different
from the risk-neutral measure that “one measure fits all".

14.7 LMM (LIBOR Market Model) and Shifted
LMM

Besides the HJM model, another popular model that takes market prices as given
is the LIBOR market model (LMM). The LMM can take European option prices
(e.g. extracted from caps and floors or swaptions) directly as given, which makes
it much easier to use than the HJM model. This advantage is a consequence of the
LMM modeling discrete forward rates as opposed to continuous forward rates as in
the HJM model.

The LIBOR Market Model (LMM) was first introduced by Miltersen, Sand-
mann, and Sondermann (1997) and Brace, Gatarek, and Musiela (1997). They argue
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that discrete forward rates should follow log normal distributions. In doing so, the
European options extracted from caps and floors (or swaptions) can then be priced
by the Black-Scholes formula.

However, due to its construction by nature, it is often compromised by an
approximation in the drift adjustment known as “freezing the drift". While there
has been no consensus, many believe that it is such an approximation that causes
failures in the valuation of the interest rate contracts during the financial crisis in
2008. For example, Gerhold (2010) discusses the tail behavior of the LMM and
Gasper and Pimental (2015) discuss how vulnerable this problem is during large
yield curve changes, and document large failures of the model during the 2008 crisis.
The introduction of “freezing" to the LMM is the result of the “reduced-form" design
of the LMM which assumes separately each forward measure (terminal date) and
hence an exogenous correlation must be given.

Following Chapter ?? and defining a discrete forward rate as: f(t, Ti, Tj) where
t < Ti < Tj. This is a forward rate on a future LIBOR, denoted ℓ(Ti, Tj). We also
denote 1 + LIBOR as L(t, T ) = 1 + ℓ(t, T ) for any t < T . This will be used later.
Later, we shall show that the forward rate is an expectation of the future LIBOR
under the Tj-forward measure. Also, by definition, f(Ti, Ti, Tj) = ℓ(Ti, Tj).

The LMM assumes that f(t, Ti, Tj) follows a log-normal process. As a result,
an option (European) written on this forward rate can be priced by the Black-Scholes
model:

C(t, T, κ) = P (t, Ti)[f(t, Ti, Tj)N(d+)− κN(d−)] (14.40)

where

d± = ln f(t, Ti, Tj)− ln κ± 1/2σ2(T − t)
σ
√
T − t

and P (t, Ti) is the risk-free discount factor, κ is the strike (rate), σ is the volatility
of the log of the forward rate f(Ti, Ti, Tj) (which is equal to ℓ(Ti, Tj)).

To assure that such an assumption does not violate arbitrage, the LMM (for
example, see Brigo and Mercurio (2006)) consists of the drift term of the forward
rate, unfortunately, is stochastic as follows:
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df(t, Tk−1, Tk)
f(t, Tk−1, Tk) = ζ(t, Tk−1, Tk)dW̃ (Tk)(t)

= −ζ(t, Tk−1, Tk)
∑n

j=k+1
ρk,jτjζ(t, Tj−1, Tj)f(t, Tj−1, Tj)

1 + τjf(t, Tj−1, Tj)
dt

+ ζ(t, Tk−1, Tk)dW̃ (Tn)(t)

(14.41)

where ζ(t, Tj−1, Tj) is the volatility, τj = Tj−Tj−1 and ρi,j is the correlation between
two separate measures dW̃ (Ti)(t) and dW̃ (Tj)(t), which is difficult to define. As a
result a “freezing” action is adopted and ρi,j are regarded as constants at the current
time. Apparently this assumption is quite restrictive in that during the crisis, it
failed to explain the drastic changes in the interest rate dynamics, as pointed out
by Gaspar and Pimentel (2015).

From the Vasicek model (see Chapter ??), we know that all zero-coupon bond
prices are log-normally distributed. Hence, any discrete forward rate (between Ti

and Tj) should consequently follow a shifted-log-normal distribution, since:

f(t, Ti, Tj) = P (t, Ti)
P (t, Tj)

− 1 (14.42)

where Ti < Tj. Each bond price is log-normally distributed and hence the ratio
P (t,Ti)
P (t,Tj) is also log-normally distributed. Subtracting 1 is to shift the log-normal
distribution by 1 and hence the lowest forward rate is −100%.

It is shown later that doing so renders the “freezing" of the drift unnecessary.
The drift adjustment is then exact and directly connected to the volatility of the
bond. Finally, applying the forward measures, we can achieve the drift adjustment
between any two two chosen dates (e.g. Ti and Tj).

Furthermore, for f(t, Tj, Tj+1) to be shifted log-normal helps resolve the dis-
tributional issues in the market that f(t, Tj, Tj+1) is close to normal distribution
when its level is low and log-normal when its level is high. This can be easily seen if
we express 1 + f(t, Tj, Tj+1) which follows a log-normal distribution as an exponen-
tial function: that is 1 + f(t, Tj, Tj+1) = ex where x is normally distributed. Then
f(t, Tj, Tj+1) = ex − 1 . When f(t, Tj, Tj+1) is high, x is high, and f(t, Tj, Tj+1)
follows a shifted log-normal distribution. When f(t, Tj, Tj+1) is low, x is low, and
f(t, Tj, Tj+1) = ex − 1 ≈ 1 + x− 1 = x is very close to a normal distribution.

To correct the problems of the existing LMM and introduce a new, revised
LMM, or shifted-LMM, we leverage upon the forward measure discussion in Chapter
??. The notation used here also follows what it is in Chapter ??. From Chpater
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??, we know that the forward measure is maturity dependent. In other words, for
a current time t, there are a set of forward measures, < T1, · · · , Tn >, one for each
bond.

Recall equation (??) from Chapter ?? (under the risk-neutral measure):1

dP (t, T )
P (t, T ) = r(t)dt+ v(t, T )dŴ (t) (14.43)

and also the change of measure between the risk-neutral measure and the T -forward
measure:

dW̃ (T )(t) = −v(t, T )dt+ dŴ (t) (14.44)

Furthermore, recall also (from Chapter ??) the forward price to be (for Ti ≤ Tj)
the ratio of two bond prices:

Ψ(t, Ti, Tj) = P (t, Tj)
P (t, Ti)

(14.45)

Then, we can define the discrete forward rate (plus 1) as:

F (t, Ti, Tj) = 1
Ψ(t, Ti, Tj)

= P (t, Ti)
P (t, Tj)

(14.46)

Then, the following two lemmas are true.
Lemma 1. F (t, Ti, Tj) is Tj-martingale. This implies: for s > t and in a limiting
case where s→ Ti , we have:

F (t, Ti, Tj) = Ẽ(Tj)
t [L(Ti, Tj)] (14.47)

where L is the LIBOR.
□

The proof is given in the Appendix. Note that the above lemma also implies
that f(t, Ti, Tj) = F (t, Ti, Tj)− 1 is Tj+1-martingale. This is important, as we shall

1I drop the interest rate from the volatility v for convenience. But keep in mind that v can be a
function of the instantaneous rate r as in the CIR model and hence be stochastic. v is deterministic
under the Vasicek model.
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discuss in details later, in that the current LMM assumes f(t, Ti, Tj) to be log-
normally distributed while we assume F (t, Tj, Tj+1) to be log-normally distributed
(hence f(t, Tj, Tj+1) is a shifted log-normal).
Lemma 2. Ψ(t, Ti, Tj) = F (t, Ti, Tj)−1 is Ti -martingale. This implies:

Ψ(t, Ti, Tj) = Ẽ(Ti)
t [Ψ(s, Ti, Tj)] (14.48)

for s > t and in a limiting case where s→ Ti , we have:

Ψ(t, Ti, Tj) = Ẽ(Ti)
t [P (Ti, Tj)] (14.49)

□

Again, the proof of this Lemma is similar to the proof of Lemma 1 and is given
in the Appendix.

The change of measure between any two forward measures under Ti and Tj is:

dW̃ (Tj) = dW̃ (Ti) + ξ(t, Ti, Tj)dt (14.50)

where

ξ(t, Ti, Tj) = v(t, Tj)− v(t, Ti) (14.51)

and v(·, ·) is defined in equation (14.43). Furthermore, the dynamics for the discrete
forward rate is:

dF (t, Ti, Tj)
F (t, Ti, Tj)

= ξ(t, Ti, Tj)dW̃ (Tj)(t) (14.52)

Under the log-normality assumption for the discrete forward rate, ξ(t, Ti, Tj)
is non-stochastic because v(t, Ti) and v(t, Tj) defined in equation (14.43) are non-
stochastic (i.e., not a function of r).

Let’s now prove equation (14.50). With log-normality for the discrete forward
rate of equation (14.52), we must have the volatility ξ(t, Ti, Tj) to be non-stochastic.
Note that Ψ(t, Ti, Tj) = 1

F (t,Ti,Tj) , we can
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dΨ(t, Ti, Tj) = d
1

F (t, Ti, Tj)

= −1
F (t, Ti, Tj)

(
ξ(t, Ti, Tj)dW̃ (Tj)(t)− ξ(t, Ti, Tj)2dt

)
= −Ψ(t, Ti, Tj)

(
ξ(t, Ti, Tj)dW̃ (Tj)(t)− ξ(t, Ti, Tj)2dt

)
= Ψ(t, Ti, Tj)

(
ξ(t, Ti, Tj)dW̃ (Tj)(t)− ξ(t, Ti, Tj)2dt

)
= ξ(t, Ti, Tj)Ψ(t, Ti, Tj)dW̃ (Ti)(t)

(14.53)

Consequently, we obtain:

dW̃ (Tj)(t) = dW̃ (Ti)(t) + ξ(t, Ti, Tj)dt (14.54)

Now we proceed to solve for ξ(t, Ti, Tj)

dΨ(t, Ti, Tj) = d
P (t, Tj)
P (t, Ti)

= Ψ(t, Tj, Tj+1)
dP (t, Tj)
P (t, Tj)

− dP (t, Ti)
P (t, Ti)

− dP (t, Tj)
P (t, Tj)

dP (t, Ti)
P (t, Ti)

+
[
dP (t, Ti)
P (t, Ti)

]2


= Ψ(t, Tj, Tj+1)
(
[v(t, Tj)− v(t, Ti)]dŴ (t)− v(t, Tj)v(t, Ti)dt+ v(t, Ti)2dt

)
= ξ(t, Ti, Tj)Ψ(t, Ti, Tj)dW̃ (Ti)(t)

(14.55)
and hence the change of measure (from the last two lines above) is:

dW̃ (Ti)(t) = dŴ (t)− v(t, Tj)v(t, Ti) + v(t, Ti)2

v(t, Tj)− v(t, Ti)
dt

= dŴ (t)− v(t, Ti)dt
(14.56)

which is consistent with equation (14.44) and:

ξ(t, Ti, Tj) = v(t, Tj)− v(t, Ti) (14.57)

where v(r, t, T ) is defined in equations (14.15) and equation (14.44). We note that
(14.57) implies the following property:

ξ(t, Ti, Tk) = ξ(t, Ti, Tj) + ξ(t, Tj, Tk) (14.58)
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for all i < j < k.2

Two most popular LIBOR derivative contracts are caps/floors and swpations,
both of which are evaluated with a number of future LIBOR “fixing" dates. For a
set of discrete forward rates with fixing dates: < T1 · · ·Tn > (not necessarily equally
spaced), equation (14.52) can be written as:

dF (t, Tj, Tj+1)
F (t, Tj, Tj+1)

= ξ(t, Tj, Tj+1)dW̃ (Tj+1)(t)

= ξ(t, Tj, Tj+1)dW̃ (Tj)(t) + ξ(t, Tj, Tj+1)2dt

(14.59)

which is known as the drift adjustment. Recursive substitutions lead to:

dF (t, Tj, Tj+k)
F (t, Tj, Tj+k) = ξ(t, Tj, Tj+k)dW̃ (Tj)(t) +

{∑k

ℓ=1 ξ(t, Tj, Tj+ℓ)
}2
dt (14.60)

This result is drastically different from and easier than the LMM where the
drift adjustment contains a set of correlations across measures (then a freezing con-
dition is imposed to turn the drift adjustment into deterministic). 3

14.7.1 Calibration to Caps

The reason why the LMM gains such popularity is its ease in calibrating to cap
prices. Caps (and floors) are traded OTC (over the counter) and quoted by Black’s
volatility. With the Black formula, one can easily covert the volatility quote into
the premium. The LMM provides a theoretical valuation for such a market practice.

2We note that the similar condition does not hold for the current LMM. That is: ζ(t, Ti, Tk) +
ζ(t, Tk, Tj) ̸= ζ(t, Ti, Tj) in equation (14.41).

3From the Lemmas, we know that because:

dΨ(t, Tj , Tj+1)
Ψ(t, Tj , Tj+1) = ξ(t, Tj , Tj+1)dW̃ (Tj)

we have:
dF (t, Tj−1, Tj)
F (t, Tj−1, Tj) = ξ(t, Tj−1, Tj)dW̃ (Tj)

= ξ(t, Tj−1, Tj)
ξ(t, Tj , Tj+1)ξ(t, Tj , Tj+1)dW̃ (Tj)

= ξ(t, Tj−1, Tj)
ξ(t, Tj , Tj+1)

dΨ(t, Tj , Tj+1)
Ψ(t, Tj , Tj+1)
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The LMM assumes a log-normally distributed LIBOR and hence each caplet in the
cap contract is consistent with the Black model (under a different forward measure).

A cap is a collection of caplets which are simple European call options on
forward LIBOR rates struck at the cap rate, symbolized as R̄:4

Vcap =
∑n

j=1 πj (14.61)

where each caplet πj is the j-th caplet which is a European call option on LIBOR
between Tj and Tj+1.

As discussed in Chapter ??, a caplet that is a European call option on forward
LIBOR can be written as a European put option on price:

max
{
ℓ(Tj, Tj+1)− R̄, 0

}
= max

{
1

P (Tj, Tj+1)
− 1− R̄, 0

}

= 1 + R̄

P (Tj, Tj+1)
max{K − P (Tj, Tj+1), 0}

(14.62)

where K = 1/(1 + R̄). It is important then to note that although this payoff is
paid at time Tj+1, its amount is actually known at time Tj. Consequently, we can
discount it back by one period to be:

P (Tj, Tj+1) max
{
ℓ(Tj, Tj+1)− R̄, 0

}
= (1 + R̄) max{K − P (Tj, Tj+1), 0} (14.63)

and hence we can “conveniently" discount from time Tj which “coincidentally"
matches the forward measure needed for the price which is Tj-martingale. The
caplet value is the discounted expected value under the risk-neutral measure:5

πj = Êt

[
exp

(
−
∫ Tj

t
r(u)du

)
(1 + R̄) max {K − P (Tj, Tj+1), 0}

]
= P (t, Tj)(1 + R̄)Ẽ(Tj)

t [max {K −Ψ(Tj, Tj, Tj+1), 0}]
(14.64)

Under log-normally distributed forward prices, we have the following caplet
formula:

4This is the same as equation (10.4) in Chapter ??.
5This is the same as equation (10.3) but replacing Tj + a by Tj+1.
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πj = P (t, Tj)
K

{
KN

(
− ln Ψ(t,Tj ,Tj+1)−ln K−1/2v2

P,j

vP,j

)
−Ψ(t, Tj, Tj+1)N

(
− ln Ψ(t,Tj ,Tj+1)−ln K+1/2v2

P,j

vP,j

)} (14.65)

where

v2
P,j = Ṽ[lnP (Tj, Tj+1)]

= Ṽ[ln Ψ(Tj, Tj, Tj+1)]

=
∫ Tj

t
ξ(u, Tj, Tj+1)2du

(14.66)

under the log-normal assumption. This equation is a more general form than the
similar equation in Chapter ?? (equation (10.5)) where the Vasicek model is as-
sumed. Here, we only need the forward volatility, ξ(u, Tj, Tj+1), to be deterministic
(please compare equation (10.6) in Chapter ?? and equation (14.66) here).

14.7.2 Swap and Swaption Valuation

Unlike caps, swaptions are quoted by premium. Nevertheless, it is still customary
for traders to think of their hedges in terms of the log-normal volatility. In other
words, Greeks are still calculated by the Black model. As a result, it is equivalent to
assuming the swap rate to follow a log-normal distribution. As a result, for this line
of reasoning to be mathematically valid, we must also have “some measure" under
which the swap rate is a martingale (and hopefully follows a log-normal distribution).
A swap measure is therefore defined (see Jamshidian (1989)).

The Swap Measure

A vanilla interest rate swap contract can be decomposed into a series of forward
contracts. Hence, a swap rate, under no arbitrage, can be expressed as a weighted
average of forward rates as follows (details are given in Chapter ??):

w(t) =
∑n

j=1 P (t, Tj)f(t, Tj, Tj+1)∑n
j=1 P (t, Tj)

= 1− P (t, Tn)∑n
j=1 P (t, Tj)

(14.67)
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Note that a swap has a number of fixing dates between now, t, and maturity,
Tn, so that t < T1 < · · · < Tn. For the sake of easy exposition, we shall omit
the fixing dates from the swap rate notation. As introduced in Chapter ??, both
expressions (line 1 and line 2) are useful. The first expression provides an excellent
intuition that a swap rate is a weighted average of forward rates (with weights being

P (t,Tj)∑n

j=1 P (t,Tj)). The second expression is a quick calculation of the swap rate in that
the numerator requires only the last zero coupon bond.

A payer swaption (call) valuation formula is:

πw,j,n = Êt

[
exp

(
−
∫ s

t
r(u)

)∑n

j=1 P (s, Tj) max{w(s)− wK , 0}
]

= P (t, s)Ẽ(s)
t

[∑n

j=1 P (s, Tj) max{w(s)− wK , 0}
]

= P (t, s)Ẽ(s)
t

[∑n

j=1 P (s, Tj)
]
ẼΣ

t [max{w(s)− wK , 0}]

=
∑n

j=1 P (t, Tj)ẼΣ
t [max{w(s)− wK , 0}]

(14.68)

where ẼΣ
t is the swap measure in which the annuity (i.e. Σn

j=1P (s, Tj), symbolized
as Σ) is the numeriare. Then it is clear that the following result holds:

πw,j,n =
∑n

j=1 P (t, Tj)
(
w(t)ΠΣ

1 − wKΠΣ
2

)
=
∑n

j=1 Ψ(t, s, Tj)
(

w(t)
P (t,s)Π

Σ
1 − wKΠΣ

2

) (14.69)

where ΠΣ
1 and ΠΣ

2 are in-the-money probabilities of the swaption. If the swap rate
follows a log-normal distribution, then equation (14.69) can be written as the Black-
like formula as follows:

cw,j,n =
∑n

j=1 Ψ(t, s, Tj)
(

w(t)
P (t,s)N

(
ln w(t)−ln wK−ln P +1/2v2

w,j

vw,j

)
− wKN

(
ln w(t)−ln wK−ln P −1/2v2

w,j

vw,j

))
(14.70)

where v2
w,j = Ṽ(Tj)[lnw(Tj)]. For equation (14.69) (or (14.70)) to be true, we need,

under the swap/annuity measure Σ, that the swap rate is a martingale:

w(t) = ẼΣ
t [w(s)] (14.71)

with the following Radon-Nikodym derivative:



326 Chapter 14: Interest Rate Models

η(s) = exp
(
−
∫ s

t
r(u)du

) ∑n
j=1 P (s, Tj)∑n
j=1 P (t, Tj)

(14.72)

As a result, we have:

Êt

[
exp

(
−
∫ s

t
r(u)du

) ∑n
j=1 P (s, Tj)∑n
j=1 P (t, Tj)

w(s)
]

= Êt

[
exp

(
−
∫ s

t
r(u)du

) ∑n
j=1 P (s, Tj)∑n
j=1 P (t, Tj)

]
ẼΣ

t [w(s)]

= ẼΣ
t [w(s)]

(14.73)

It is easy to verify that Êt[η(s)] = 1 as required. Since we know that:

w(s) = 1− P (s, Tn)∑n
j=1 P (s, Tj)

and hence equation (14.73) can be alternatively derived as:

Êt

[
exp

(
−
∫ s

t
r(u)du

) ∑n
j=1 P (s, Tj)∑n
j=1 P (t, Tj)

w(s)
]

= Êt

[
exp

(
−
∫ s

t
r(u)du

) 1− P (s, Tn)∑n
j=1 P (t, Tj)

]

= P (t, s) 1∑n
j=1 P (t, Tj)

Ẽ(s)
t [1− P (s, Tn)]

= P (t, s)1−Ψ(t, s, Tn)∑n
j=1 P (t, Tj)

= P (t, s)− P (t, Tn)∑n
j=1 P (t, Tj)

= w(t)− 1− P (t, s)∑n
j=1 P (t, Tj)

≈ w(t)

(14.74)

where the last approximation holds as n → ∞. Combining equations (14.73) and
(14.74), we can see that ẼΣ

t [w(s)] = w(t) only if n→∞. In other words, the swap
measure is exact only under either infinity maturity or continuous frequency.
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Swaption

Similar to cap valuation, here we demonstrate that the correct swaption valuation
is to recognize the swaption contract is a put option on a coupon bond (as opposed
to a call option on the swap rate). We first note that the value of a swap at any
point in time after time t is (say u) is:

V (u) = (w(u)− w(t))
∑n

j=1 P (u, Tj)

=
[
w(u)

∑n

j=1 P (u, Tj) + P (u, Tn)
]
−
[
w(t)

∑n

j=1 P (u, Tj) + P (u, Tn)
]

=
[∑n

j=1 P (u, Tj)f(u, Tj−1, Tj) + P (u, Tn)
]
−
[
w(t)

∑n

j=1 P (u, Tj) + P (u, Tn)
]

= floating rate bond − fixed rate bond
= 1− Π(u, T ;w(t))

(14.75)
Hence, the swaption payoff is:

max{w(u)− wK , 0}
∑n

j=1 P (u, Tj) = max{1− Π(u, T ;wK), 0} (14.76)

which is a put option on a coupon bond with the strike price equal to one. The
volatility for the coupon bond is usually

√
V[ln Π(s, T ; c)]. Unfortunately this cannot

be solved analytically but only numerically.
In a single factor affine framework, we can employ Jamshidian’s theorem (1989)

which turns a coupon bond option into a portfolio of zero coupon bond options
(see Chapter ??). An affine model for the bond can be written as P (t, Tj) =
A(t, Tj)e−r(t)B(t,Tj) where A(t, Tj) and B(t, Tj) are deterministic functions. The exact
functional forms of A(t, Tj) and B(t, Tj) depend on the specification of the model.
A general form is provided by Duffie and Kan (1996) where A(t, Tj) and B(t, Tj) are
solutions to two ordinary differential equations. The Vasicek model is the simplest
form in the affine family (see Chapter ?? for details.)

It is well-known in the interest rate world that the cap/floor and swaption mar-
kets do not provide consistent log-normal quotes. In other words, using cap quotes
(based on Black volatility), one cannot consistently price swaptions. There have
been various proposals (such as Brigo and Mercurio, (2006)) that try to reconcile
the two markets. However, these are mainly approximations that lack of a coher-
ent underlying model. See Chen, Hsieh, Huang, and Huang (2019),6 for detailed
discussions.

6“A Resolution to Valuation Conflicts of Swaptions/Caps and OIS/LIBOR," Journal of Fixed
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14.8 Appendix

14.8.1 Stock Option Pricing When the Interest Rate Fol-
lows the Ho-Lee Model

In this appendix, we show the equity option pricing model when the interest rate
follows the Ho-Lee model. This is a continuation of an Appendix in Chapter ??.
In an Appendix of Chapter ??, we show the equity option pricing model when the
interest rate follows the Vasicek model. The Vasicek model is an “equilibrium" model
but the Ho-Lee model is a no-arbitrage model. We demonstrate the link between
the “equilibrium" version of the Ho-Lee model in this Chapter. Now, we shall use
this version to derive the equity option model.

From Chapter ??,

V (t, T ) =
∫ T

t


[
δ
Pr(u, T )
P (u, T )

]2

− 2ρσδPr(u, T )
P (u, T ) + σ2

 du (14.77)

From equation (??):

Pr(u, T )
P (u, T ) = −(T − t) (14.78)

Hence,

V (t, T ) =
∫ T

t

{
δ2(T − u)2 + 2ρσδ(T − u) + σ2

}
du

= δ2

3 (T − t)3 + ρσδ(T − t)2 + σ2(T − t)
(14.79)

To complete the formula, we write the option model as follows with the sub-
stitution of the variance:

C(t) = S(t)N(d1)− P (t, T )KN(d2) (14.80)

where
Income, Winter 2019, 28 (3) 68-87.
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d1 = lnS(t)− lnP (t, T ) + V (t, T )/2√
V (t, T )

d2 = d1 − V (t, T )
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14.8.2 Proofs of Lemmas

We prove that Ψ(t, Ti, Tj) is Ti-martingale. For t < s ⩽ Tj.

Ẽ(Ti)
t [Ψ(s, Ti, Tj)] = Ẽ(Ti)

t

[
P (s, Tj)
P (s, Ti)

]

= 1
P (t, Ti)

Êt

[
exp

(
−
∫ Ti

t
r(u)du

)
P (s, Tj)
P (s, Ti)

]

= 1
P (t, Ti)

Êt

exp
(
−
∫ Ti

t
r(u)du

) Ês

[
exp
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Next, we prove that F (t, Ti, Tj) is Tj-martingale. For t < s ⩽ Tj,
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(14.82)
Given,

Ẽ(s)
t [Ψ(T, s, w)] = Ψ(t, s, w) (14.83)

we have:

Ẽ(s)
t

[
1

F (T, s, w)

]
= 1
F (t, s, w) = 1

Ẽ(w)
t [F (T, s, w)]

(14.84)

Hence the connection of the two measures is the reciprocal. Under the (log)
normality case, this connection is just volatility.
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Chapter 15

Credit and Prepayment Models

15.1 Introduction

Building a reliable and accurate credit risk model is crucial in managing credit risk.

15.1.1 Rating Agencies

S&P Global Ratings (previously Standard & Poor’s) is an American credit rating
agency (CRA) and a division of S&P Global that publishes financial research and
analysis on stocks, bonds, and commodities. S&P is considered the largest of the
Big Three credit-rating agencies, which also include Moody’s Investors Service and
Fitch Ratings. Its head office is located on 55 Water Street in Lower Manhattan,
New York City.

Moody’s Investors Service, often referred to as Moody’s, is the bond credit
rating business of Moody’s Corporation, representing the company’s traditional line
of business and its historical name. Moody’s Investors Service provides international
financial research on bonds issued by commercial and government entities. Moody’s,
along with Standard & Poor’s and Fitch Group, is considered one of the Big Three
credit rating agencies.

Fitch Ratings Inc. is an American credit rating agency and is one of the "Big
Three credit rating agencies", the other two being Moody’s and Standard & Poor’s.
It is one of the three nationally recognized statistical rating organizations (NRSRO)
designated by the U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission in 1975.

Morningstar, Inc. is an American financial services firm headquartered in



334 Chapter 15: Credit and Prepayment Models

Chicago, Illinois, United States. It provides an array of investment research and
investment management services. Joe Mansueto founded Morningstar in 1984. In
2010, Morningstar acquired Realpoint, LLC, a former division of private-equity gi-
ant Capmark Finance and a nationally recognized statistical rating organization
(NRSRO). The firm was rebranded as Morningstar Credit Ratings and competes
with S&P, Moody’s Investors Service, Fitch Ratings and similar Wall Street firms
to provide research and ratings of structured debt products, including mortgage-
backed securities and asset-backed securities. Today, Morningstar Credit Ratings
issues credit ratings on both structured financial products (CMBS, RMBS, CLOs)
and corporate/financial institutions. On May 29, 2019, Morningstar publicly an-
nounced its intention to significantly expand the breadth and scope of its ratings
business through a $669 million acquisition of DBRS.

Egan-Jones Ratings Company, also known as EJR, was founded in 1995 and
actively rates the credit worthiness of approximately 2000+ high yield and high
grade U.S. corporate debt issuers. Egan-Jones positions itself as unique among
nationally recognized statistical rating organizations (NRSROs) for being wholly
investor-supported, a structure designed to minimize the potential for conflicts of
interest in assessing credit quality.

15.1.2 Credit Bureaus

Investopedia:
People talk a lot about credit bureaus. What do they do? How do they differ?

And why are there three of them? (Actually, there are a lot more than that, but it’s
mainly a certain trio that affects most consumers’ lives.) Let’s take a closer look at
these entities, what they do, and how they do it.

Credit rating agencies are different than credit reporting bureaus. Credit rat-
ings assess a company or country’s ability to repay a loan. Credit reporting deter-
mines an individual’s credit score.

The three credit reporting agencies are TransUnion, Equifax, and Experian.
In order to get the best loan terms available, bring all three credit scores to

your loan appointment. Because of their reporting methods, it is common to have
a different credit score across all three bureaus.
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15.2 Corporate Credit

Public corporations (i.e. stocks are publicly traded) are the easiest group to model.
Their financial information is publicly available by law and hence they are most
transparent. Private firms, on the contrary, are difficult to analyze because of the
lack their financial information. As a result, tools for analyzing public firms are
much more developed and reliable than those for the private firms.

15.2.1 Public Firms

Reduced-form Models

Structural Models

15.2.2 Private Firms

Private firms are usually smaller (with few exceptions such as Dell) and less trans-
parent.

Some firms have accounting data. Use logit.

y = 1
1 + exp (−∑n

i=0 βixi)
where xi’s are financials of the company and y is a dummy variable (0 for no-
default and 1 for default). This is known as the logistic regression. Yet it cannot be
performed as an OLS but must go through the maximum likelihood estimation.

Could we use Z score for this? Z score is a default prediction model. It
classifies firms into two groups: default likely and default unlikely. Yet, Z score is a
continuous measure and hence can be used as an indicator for credit quality.

KMV
In case of private companies, for which stock price data are generally not

available, KMV uses essentially the same approach as for quoted firms. However,
the market value of assets and asset volatility are estimated from the firm’s observed
characteristics (e.g. industry mix, size and geographic region) and are based on
observations of trends among public firms.

Some firms have no accounting data. Benchmarking is the usual method for
private firms. Benchmarking refers to using the credit rating of a publicly traded
firm in the same industry with similar products.
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15.3 Retail Credit

Retail credit refers to individuals or small in the neighborhood “mom-and-pop”
stores. These borrowers are very diverse and hard to evaluate their credit quality.
Hence, individual risks cannot be managed individually but must be managed by
diversification (i.e. in large and diverse quantities) or through collateral.

15.3.1 FICO

Wikipedia:
FICO (legal name: Fair Isaac Corporation), originally Fair, Isaac and Com-

pany, is a data analytics company based in San Jose, California focused on credit
scoring services. It was founded by Bill Fair and Earl Isaac in 1956. Its FICO score,
a measure of consumer credit risk, has become a fixture of consumer lending in the
United States.

In 2013, lenders purchased more than 10 billion FICO scores and about 30
million American consumers accessed their scores themselves.

Figure 15.1: FICO Score Distribution

FICO Scores are calculated using many different pieces of credit data in your
credit report. This data is grouped into five categories: payment history (35%),
amounts owed (30%), length of credit history (15%), new credit (10%) and credit
mix (10%).
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Figure 15.2: FICO

15.3.2 Mortality Rate

Mortality rate is widely used by insurance companies to estimate life expectancy
and then set the insurance premiums for life insurance policies. This is also used in
ABS and mortgages (on a monthly basis, known as single monthly mortality (SMM)
rate which will be discussed in Chapter 12) for prepayment as well as default.

The mortality rate is very similar to the intensity parameter in the Poisson
process. In other words, using the mortality to measure credit risk is identical to
assuming Poisson jumps for default. In this regard, the method used for retail credit
is the same as that used in corporate credit (e.g. Jarrow-Turnbull model).

However, in corporate credit, each company has its own mortality rate, but
in retail credit, mortality rate is applied to a (hopefully) homogeneous group of
individuals or small private firms.

15.3.3 Constant Default Rate

The constant default rate (CDR) is the percentage of mortgages within a pool of
loans in which the mortgagors (borrowers) have fallen more than 90 days behind in
making payments to their lenders. These pools of individual outstanding mortgages
are created by financial institutions that combine loans to create mortgage-backed
securities (MBS), which they sell to investors.

An “implied” CDR will be discussed in Chapter 12.
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15.3.4 Pay-As-yoU-Go (PAUG)

As mentioned earlier, because of lack of data, retail credit is usually analyzed in
pools (hopefully homogeneous). As a result, defaults occur “continuously” in a
pool. Unlike a corporation for which default means cease to exist, a default in a
pool is much like a small reduction in size. As a result, for a CDS protection (against
whole pool), it is not a large lump sum payment but a small fraction of the pool
size.

PAUG (“Pay As You Go”) refers to application of credit derivatives technology
to structured finance products. It works similarly to a credit default swap (CDS)
with the reference entity being a structured finance product such as ABS, commercial
mortgage-backed security (CMBS), residential mortgage-backed security (RMBS),
etc. The trigger events in PAUG can be classified mainly as “credit events” and
“floating rate payment events”. PAUG is a settlement methodology for CDS on
ABS reference entities.

15.3.5 Foreclosure

Wikipedia:
Foreclosure is a legal process in which a lender attempts to recover the balance

of a loan from a borrower who has stopped making payments to the lender by forcing
the sale of the asset used as the collateral for the loan.

15.3.6 Real Estate Owned (REO)

From Wikipedia,
Real estate owned, or REO, is a term used in the United States to describe

a class of property owned by a lender—typically a bank, government agency, or
government loan insurer—after an unsuccessful sale at a foreclosure auction. A
foreclosing beneficiary will typically set the opening bid at a foreclosure auction for
at least the outstanding loan amount. If there are no bidders that are interested,
then the beneficiary will legally repossess the property. This is commonly the case
when the amount owed on the home is higher than the current market value of the
foreclosure property, such as with a mortgage loan made at a high loan-to-value
during a real estate bubble. As soon as the beneficiary repossesses the property it
is listed on their books as REO and categorized as an asset. (See non-performing
asset).
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15.4 Prepayment Models

Loans and be prepaid. In such a case, banks earn less interests, although the prin-
cipal is paid back early. There are many reasons why a borrower will prepay before
the loan is due. Basically we classify the reasons into two broad cagtegories:

1. economic reasons
2. non-economic reasons
The former mainly refers to refinancing. When interest rates drop (and so does

the mortgage rate), the borrower can refinance to lower his/er interest payments.
The latter contains a number of different reasons. The commonly cited ones

are:
(a) change of marital status – a newlywed coupon will likely to buy a larger

home and a divorced couple will do the opposite and each case will result in selling
the existing properties and terminate the mortgage.

(b) addition (or reduction) of members – couple after having a child will likely
to move to suburbs to gain living space and children leaving home will result in
downsize and each case will result in selling the existing properties and terminate
the mortgage

(c) relocation – this can be change of jobs which will lead to selling the property
and terminate the mortgage.

Non-economic reasons cannot be modeled easily using derivative pricing mod-
els. Hence large amount of data mining is the common methodology in this area.

Even refinance which is purely economical cannot be easily modeled. This
is because people are generally not sensitive to financial information. Even when
rates are lower, without aggresively paying attention, regular people will not know.
Another big factor is refinance costs. Refinancing isn’t free. Only when savings
on interests outweigh the refinance costs, it it beneficial to refinance. As a result,
although one can use an interest rate model introduced in Chapter 14, in reality,
those models don’t work well.

Accordingly, ecnometric methods employing large amount of data are the com-
mon practice in modeling the prepayment behavior. The key factors that determine
prepayment rates are:

(1) refinancing incentive,
(2) seasonal variations,
(3) seasoning of the mortgage pool, and
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(4) burnout effect.
A general model is logistic:

p = exp (∑n
i=1 βixi)

1 + exp (∑n
i=1 βixi)

= 1
1 + exp (−∑n

i=1 βixi)

15.4.1 Richard and Roll Model

Mathworks:
While prepayment modeling often involves complex and sophisticated model-

ing, often at the loan level, this example uses a slightly modified approach based on
the model proposed by Richard and Roll in [6].

Richard and Roll propose a multiplicative model of the following:

CPR = RefiIncentive×SeasoningMultiplier×SeasonalityMultiplier×BurnoutMultiplier

For the custom model in this example, the Burnout Multiplier, which describes
the tendency of prepayment to slow when a significant number of homeowners have
already refinanced, is ignored and the first three terms are used.

The refinancing incentive is a function of the ratio of the coupon-rate of the
mortgage to the available mortgage rate at that particular point in time. For exam-
ple, the Office of Thrift Supervision (OTS) proposes the following model:

Refi = .2406− .1389× arctan(5.952 ∗ (1.089− CouponRate

MortgageRate
))

15.4.2 Andrew Davidson Prepayment Model

Andrew Davidson is a financial innovator and leader in the development of financial
research and analytics. He has worked extensively on mortgage-backed securities
product development, valuation and hedging. He is president of Andrew Davidson
& Co., Inc., a New York firm specializing in the application of analytical tools to
investment management, which he founded in 1992.
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Andrew Davidson & Co., Inc. turns mortgage data into investment insight.
The firm created VECTORS® Analytics, a set of proprietary tools including the
LoanDynamics Model for credit-sensitive mortgage securities, prepayment and option-
adjusted spread (OAS) models for fixed-rate mortgages, adjustable-rate mortgages,
collateralized mortgage obligations (CMOs), and asset-backed securities (ABS).
Over 150 financial institutions depend on VECTORS® Analytics to help manage
risk and value securities.

The company also provides consulting advice to financial institutions in the
development and implementation of investment management and risk management
strategies. They also work on a variety of fixed-income trading and valuation anal-
yses. Customers of the firm include businesses of all sizes including many of the
largest and most sophisticated financial institutions.

Andrew was instrumental in the creation of the Freddie Mac and Fannie Mae
risk-sharing transactions: STACR and CAS. These transactions allow Freddie Mac
and Fannie Mae to attract private capital to bear credit risk, even as they remain
in government conservatorship. Andrew is also active in other dimensions of GSE
reform and has testified before the Senate Banking Committee on multiple occasions.
Andrew also helped establish the Structured Finance Industry Group and served on
the Executive Committee at its inception.

For six years Andrew worked at Merrill Lynch, where he was a Managing
Director in charge of a staff of 60 financial and system analysts. In this role, he
produced research reports and sophisticated analytical tools including prepayment
and option-adjusted spread models, portfolio analysis tools, and was also responsible
for the development of trading and risk management systems for the mortgage desk
covering ARMs, CMOs, pass-throughs, IOs/POs and OTC options.

Andrew was previously a financial analyst in Exxon’s Treasurer’s Department.
He received an MBA in Finance at the University of Chicago and a BA in Mathe-
matics and Physics at Harvard.

He is co-author of the books Mortgage Valuation Models: Embedded Options,
Risk and Uncertainty; Securitization: Structuring and Investment Analysis; and
Mortgage-Backed Securities: Investment Analysis and Valuation Techniques. He has
contributed to The Handbook of Mortgage-Backed Securities and other publications.

15.4.3 QRM Prepayment Model

QRM’s Mortgage Banking Practice includes the entire secondary marketing pro-
cess—from pricing, risk reporting, trade management, pool and hedge optimization,
to loan delivery. QRM’s clients have successfully hedged trillions of dollars of mort-
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gage originations across a multitude of economic conditions, bringing consistency to
the bottom-line.

QRM clients create optimal secondary marketing strategies that produce a
predictable flow of profits limited only by the amount of business coming in and the
degree of competition in pricing. Clients accurately price and measure the exposure
of all their loan products and use robust best execution analysis to accurately hedge,
pool, and deliver those loans. QRM clients make informed decisions which preserve
profitability and decrease earnings volatility, thereby increasing shareholder value.

QRM clients model virtually every mortgage product or related hedge instru-
ment, including all conforming, jumbo, alt-A, sub-prime, hybrid, reverse, interest-
only, and other adjustable rate loan types. As part of that analysis, QRM clients
model all possible loan delivery options, including mortgage securities, cash trades,
whole loan bids, assignments-of-trades, and CMO securitization. Our Trading An-
alytics Research group is committed to dissecting new financial instruments and
passing the best practice modeling methods on to our clients.

15.4.4 BlackRock Prepayment Model

In 2000, BlackRock launched BlackRock Solutions, the analytics and risk manage-
ment division of BlackRock, Inc. The division grew from the Aladdin System (which
is the enterprise investment system), Green Package (which is the Risk Reporting
Service) PAG (portfolio analytics) and AnSer (which is the interactive analytics).
BlackRock Solutions (BRS) serves two roles within BlackRock. First, BlackRock So-
lutions is the in-house investment analytics and “process engineering” department
for BlackRock which works with their portfolio management teams, risk and quan-
titative analysis, business operations and every other part of the firm that touches
the investment process. Second, BlackRock Solutions (BRS) and the three primary
divisions are services that offered to institutional clients. As of 2013, the platform
had nearly 2,000 employees.

BlackRock differentiates itself from other asset managers by claiming its risk
management is not separate. Risk management is the foundation and cornerstone of
the firm’s entire platform.[60] Aladdin keeps track of 30,000 investment portfolios,
including BlackRock’s own along with those of competitors, banks, pension funds,
and insurers. According to The Economist, as at December 2013, the platform
monitors almost 7 percent of the world’s $225 trillion of financial assets.

BlackRock Solutions was retained by the U. S. Treasury Department in May
2009 to manage the toxic mortgage assets (i.e. to analyze, unwind, and price) that
were owned by Bear Stearns, AIG, Inc., Freddie Mac, Morgan Stanley, and other
financial firms that were affected in the 2008 financial crisis.
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Numerical Models

16.1 Introduction

Since fixed income derivatives are in general complex, they do not have easy closed-
form solutions. The majority of them require numerical methods to obtain their
prices.

16.2 Lattice

Lattice models are most efficient to evaluate American style derivatives.

16.2.1 Binomial

For fixed-income derivatives, given the complexity of the yield curve and volatility
surface, the equity binomial model (CRR) does not suffice.

1. Ho-Lee (normal)
2. Black-Derman-Toy (log-normal)

16.2.2 Finite Difference

This is also known as the trinomial model.
1. explicit
2. implicit
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16.3 Monte Carlo

Monte Carlo is know to solve European option problems (while lattice is for Amer-
ican options). Yet, there are two methods that use MC to solve American option
values – the Longstaff-Schwartz regression model and exogenous boundary method.1

These methods, especially the LS model, are particularly important for interest
rate derivatives in that many interest rate derivative contracts are very complex
and must use Monte Carlo simulations to capture their complexities (e.g. path
dependency). It is not possible to build a lattice model (i.e. backward induction)
to evaluate these exotic interest rate derivatives.

16.3.1 Longstaff-Schwartz

The Longstaff and Schwartz adopt a clever idea (later on shown to be connected
to machine learning) to overcome the problem of the MC that cannot solve for
American option values. The idea is amazingly simple (and yet powerful).

In a lattice, we can easily perform backward induction and compare if it is
worthwhile to exercise the option at any state and any given point in time. This
is because the backward induction in a lattice computes the expected value of all
future possible optimal decisions. As a result, if the exercise value is higher that
such expected value (known as the continuation value), the decision is definitely
optimal because the value of exercising today outweighs the best possible decision
of the future.

Monte Carlo simulations cannot provide such an expected value. MC simula-
tions can only move forwards and hence cannot be used to price American options
– until Longstaff and Schwartz. Longstaff and Schwartz cleverly recognize that the
continuation value is nothing more than a conditional expectation given the current
stock price:

ξ(t) = Êt[C(t+ dt)|S(t)]

where ξ(t) is the conditional value at time t, which is the conditional expectation of
future option price C(t + dt) conditional on today’s stock price S(t). And today’s
option value is the larger of this continuation value (i.e. no exercise) or exercise
value (i.e. exercise): C(t) = max{ξ(t), X(t)} where X(t) is the exercise value. If
the option is a put, then X(t) = K − S(t). If it is a call, then X(t) = S(t) − K
before any dividend is paid. The process repeats at every time step.

1Longstaff, Francis A. and Eduardo S. Schwartz, Spring 2001, “Valuing American Options by
Simulation: A Simple Least-Squares Approach,” Review of Financial Studies, Vol. IS. No. I, pp.
113-147.
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Basic statistic knowledge indicates that Êt[C(t + dt)|S(t)] is a function of
today’s stock price and hence we can write the future option price and today’s stock
price in a regression form:

C(t+ dt) = Êt[C(t+ dt)|S(t)] + e(t+ dt)
= f(S(t)) + e(t+ dt)
= b0 + b1S(t) + b2S(t)2 + e(t+ dt)

where e(t + dt) is the error term which is assumed to follow i.i.d with 0 mean.
Longstaff and Schwartz propose a polynomial function for f(S). As a result, at
each time step, the LS regression is run and coefficients can be used to calculate the
conditional value:

ξ(t) = b0 + b1S(t) + b2S(t)2

which is then compared to the exercise value X(t) to arrive at the option value:

C(t) = max{ξ(t), X(t)}

and the process repeats.
Now, lets study the LS example. Eight sample paths are given for three peri-

ods, as shown in Figure 16.1a.

(a) (b)

Figure 16.1: Sample Paths and Terminal Payoff (LS)

Given the stock values at maturity (t = 3), Figure 16.1b presents the put
option values at strike price of $1.1.

Then we move backwards to t = 2. At t = 2, we must first compute the
continuation value ξ(2). This is achieved by a quadratic regression:

ξ(1) = −1.07 + 2.983× S(2)− 1.813× S(2)2
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which is presented in Figure 16.2a. Then, the continuation results are presented
in Figure 16.2b. Comparing the continuation values with the exercise values, we
achieve the option values at t = 2 shown in Figure 16.2c.

(a) (b)

(c)

Figure 16.2: Results at t = 2

We repeat the same process for t = 1. First the quadratic regression is per-
formed and results are in Figure 16.3a. The continuation values are reported in
Figure 16.3b. Finally the option values are given in Figure 16.3c.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 16.3: Results at t = 1

See Excel

16.3.2 Free-Bondary PDE

In an alternative (relatively unsuccessful) attempt, researchers have tried to solve
American-style derivatives by using an explicit exercise boundary. The approach
is built upon the nice property that option prices of any kind are solutions to a
class of differential equations which can be solved as a “free boundary problem”.
In other words, as long as the exercise boundary of an option is known, its price
is no more than a simple integration along the exercise boundary. Unfortunately,
not only is the exercise boundary of an American-style derivative unknown, but it
is recursive (i.e. the boundary value at the current time depends on the boundary
value at the immediately later time – resulting a recursively dependent structure
of boundary values). In other words, the boundary function can only be achieved
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via a lattice model (e.g. binomial model). In doing so, the option is guaranteed to
be exercised optimally and the valuation can hence be at the maximum. As Carr
(1998), among others, points out, if we solve an American-style derivative premium
as a free-boundary problem, then we can use an explicit boundary function and the
American-style derivative premium is simply an integration of payoff function (e.g.
put) over the boundary.

ξ(t) = Êt

[
e−rτ max{[X(τ), 0}

]
where X(τ) is the exercise value at the stopping time τ . If it is a put option without
dividends which is the case in this paper, then X(τ) = K−S(τ). On the boundary,
S(τ) = B(τ) and hence X(τ) = K−B(τ) where B(τ) is the boundary function given
exogenously. The way the boundary function works is that it serves as a stopping
time. Once the stock price at time t hits the boundary B(t), the process stops and
the option will be exercised and paid and hence the American-style derivative can
be evaluated as a barrier option.

The easiest way to perform the integration is through Monte Carlo simulations.
As the derivative price ξ(t) is given as an expected value:

ξ(t) = 1
N

∑N

j=1 e
−rτj max{K −B(τj), 0}

We note that the recursively determined boundary function (via a lattice
model) maximizes the option value, any other exogenously specified boundary func-
tion will only be “sub-optimal”, that is, generating a lower value than the lattice
model. This sub-optimal argument is convenient in that now we can simply try
a large number of boundary functions and use the one that generates the highest
option value as a good approximation.

Researchers then have tried various approximations on the exercise boundary.
These approximations are explicit functions and hence can be easily integrated (and
hence American-style derivative value solved for). According to a recent survey by
Nunes (2008), the literature has the following functional forms:

1. Constant: B(t) = a0

2. Linear: B(t) = a0 + a1t

3. Exponential: B(t) = aoe
a1t

4. Exponential-constant: a0 + ea1t

5. Polynomial: B(t) = ∑n
i=1 ait

i−1
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6. Carr-Jarrow-Myneni (2008): B(t) = min(K, r
q
K)e−a

√
T −t + E∞

[
1− e−a

√
T −t

]
Note that the boundary is not a function of the stock price (i.e. free boundary

problem). Since these boundary functions are explicit, they can be easily integrated.
Certainly the accuracy of the American value depends on the accuracy of the

approximated boundary function. The problem of this approach is that there is no
consensus of which functional form of the boundary can consistently be the best.
Often it varies with the parameters of the option (i.e. moneyness, interest rate, time
to maturity, and volatility). As a result, no conclusion can be drawn on a particular
functional form.

So far the literature has not reached any consensus and the boundary seems to
be payoff-specific. In other words, different payoffs require different boundaries for
accurate American-style derivative values. As a result, it is quite natural to allow
the boundary function to be absolutely free (i.e. one value per time step). Yet this
requires an optimization in high dimensions. As the number of time steps increases,
the cost of computation becomes exponentially prohibitively high.

We can use the flat boundary to introduce this solution.

16.4 AI/ML Tools

Artificial intelligence and machine learning knowledge has been gradually introduced
into the finance and banking industry in recent years. Many business schools have
incorporated such knowledge into their curricula and yet very few can clearly ar-
ticulate the strengths and weaknesses of various applications of this knowledge and
worse how to pick and choose the best tools.

The most criticisms about AI/ML in finance are their non-transparency. These
are complex tools and hard to explain how or why they work.

16.4.1 What is AI? ML? and BD?

Artificial intelligence (AI), machine learning (ML), and big data (BD) have recently
been adopted into FinTech and been the fastest growing area in finance, both in
private industry and academia. While these three areas are frequently used in com-
binations in developing valuable applications, these three areas are fundamentally
different and deserve separate research.

Strictly speaking, AI is a combination of computation (artificial) and biology
(intelligence) which is quite different in nature from ML which is based upon statis-



350 Chapter 16: Numerical Models

tical methodologies. In the past, statistics have predominantly been presented in a
parametric fashion, mainly due to insufficient computation power and lack of data.
This has been changed recently and non-parametric statistics with powerful compu-
tation capabilities fuel the growth of machine learning. As non-parametric statistics
require a large amount of data, ML and BD (such as NLP, or natural language pro-
cessing) have been combined in revolutionizing the financial world. Together, they
facilitate the progress of AI.

AI has four major branches:

• swarm intelligence (birds, ants, bees, fish)

• reinforcement learning (mice (in maze))

• genetic algorithm (genes)

• neural networks (neurons)

These AI theories are behavioral models in that they “artificialize” natural
intelligence (specified in parentheses above) which reflects biological behaviors. As
a result, they are different from ML methodologies. The connection (and hence
confusion) of these two is due to the fact that these AI models can be efficiently
used to find optimal solutions (e.g. PSO) which then are similar to ML models.
Indeed, from the perspective of computation, one can hardly differentiate one tool
from the other and in many instances these two distinctly different theories are used
in combination.

Machine learning (ML) is very close to non-parametric statistics. In statistics,
in the past parametric forms were preferred due to lack of computation power. Now
with new technolongies in comutation, both software (paralell computing) and hard-
ware (GPU, graphic processing units), we expand the statistics into non-parametric
areas that allow more flexible, complex models.

ML has many overlaps with statistics (or econometrics):

• Monte Carlo simulations

• stochastic processes

• maximum likelihood

• linear programming

• principle component (regularization)

• etc.
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None of AI or ML can be useful without a large amount of data. Data analysis
(or data science) has grown from the computer science (theoretical) field to all walks
of life. The capability of analyzing data has expanded from numerals to textuals,
and further into videos. Big data (BD) has become a field of its own which includes:

• NPL

• visualization

• database technology

• etc.

16.4.2 Particle Swarm Optimization

In theory, swarm intelligence is effective for optimization problems in a high-dimensional
space. PSO is such an application. The original version of PSO was first proposed
by Eberhart and Kennedy (1995) who modify the behavioral model of swarm into
an objective-seeking algorithm. Similar to Renold’s, their model “artificializes” the
group behavior of a flock of birds seeking food. Via bird-to-bird chirping (peer-to-
peer communication), all birds fly to the loudest sound of chirping. Subsequently,
Eberhart and Shi (1998) improve the model by adding an inertia term (symbolized
as w later as we introduce the model) and it has become the standard PSO algo-
rithm used today. Setting a proper value of the inertia term is to seek the balance
between exploitation and exploration. A larger value of the inertia term gives more
weight to exploration (as the bird is more likely to fly on its own) and a smaller
value of the inertia term gives more weight to exploitation (as the bird intends more
to fly toward other birds).

One can compare PSO to the grid search. A grid search can find the global
optimum and yet it takes an exploding amount of time to reach such a solution,
especially in a high-dimensional space. PSO can be regarded as a “smart grid
search” where each particle performs a “stupid search” and yet by communicating
with other particles and by having a large number of such particles we can reach
the global optimum quickly.

Imagine we would like to measure the deepest place of a lake whose bottom has
an uneven surface. A two-dimension grid search can easily find the global minimum.
An alternative would be PSO. Imagine we have a number of “fish” (particles) who
swim in the lake. At each time step, all fish will measure the depth of the lake
underneath them. And each fish is communicating with all the other fish to decide
whose depth is the deepest (minimum). All fish now remember the minimum and
then they swim for another time step. At each time step they update the global
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minimum so far. If we let these fish swim randomly for enough time, we will reach
the global minimum.

In the case of the lake, we may find the grid search to be more accurate and
time-effective. But in an n -dimensional lake, grid searches are becoming ineffective
but the same number of fish may just do the same job with the same amount of
time as in the two-dimensional lake.

Currently there have been some limited number of applications of PSO in
finance, mostly in portfolio selection. In this paper, we use it for the first time in the
literature to locate the exercise boundary of American-style derivatives (specifically,
put option, option on min/max, and Asian option).

The PSO algorithm can be formally defined as follows. For i = 1, · · · , n
particles and each particle is a vector of dimensions, we have:{

v⃗i,j(t+ 1) = w(t)v⃗i,j(t) + r1c1(p⃗i,j(t)− x⃗i(t)) + r2c2(g⃗(t)− x⃗i,j(t))
x⃗i,j(t+ 1) = x⃗i,j(t) + v⃗i,j(t+ 1)

where v⃗i,j(t) is velocity of the ith particle in the jth dimension at time t; x⃗i,j(t)
is position of the ith particle in the jth dimension at time t; w(t) is a “weight”
(less than 1) which decides how the current velocity will be carried over to the next
period (and usually it is set as w(t) = αw(t−1) and α < 1 to introduce diminishing
velocity); and finally r1, r2 ∼ u(0, 1) follow a uniform distribution.

Figure 16.4: PSO Demonstration

Application 1: Portfolio Optimization

See Excel and paper

Application 2: American Option Pricing

See paper



AI/ML Tools 353

Other Applications

Anything problem that has high-dimensions (e.g. American option exercise bound-
ary and portfolio weights) can benefit from PSO. This is the area where traditional
numerical algorithms (e.g. SciPy or Excel Solver) do not do a good job.

The swing contract of natural gas described in the next sub-section is a good
example.

16.4.3 Q Learning – Swing Contract

According to: https://amunategui.github.io/reinforcement-learning/index.html:
Q-learning is a model-free reinforcement learning technique. Specifically, Q-

learning can be used to find an optimal action-selection policy for any given (finite)
Markov decision process (MDP).

Machine learning is assumed to be either supervised or unsupervised but a
recent new-comer broke the status-quo - reinforcement learning. Supervised and
unsupervised approaches require data to model, not reinforcement learning! That’s
right, it can explore space with a handful of instructions, analyze its surroundings
one step at a time, and build data as it goes along for modeling.

Wikipedia:
Q-learning is a model-free reinforcement learning algorithm to learn a policy

telling an agent what action to take under what circumstances. It does not require
a model (hence the connotation “model-free”) of the environment, and it can handle
problems with stochastic transitions and rewards, without requiring adaptations.

Q(st, at)︸ ︷︷ ︸
new value

← (1− α)Q(st, at)︸ ︷︷ ︸
old value

+ α︸︷︷︸
learning rate

 Rt︸︷︷︸
reward

+ γ︸︷︷︸
discount factor

· max
a

Q(st+1, at)︸ ︷︷ ︸
est’ed optimal future value


= Q(st, at) + α

(
Rt + γ ·max

a
Q(st+1, at)−Q(st, at)

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

temporal difference

When α = 1, then above equation simplifies to:

Q(st, at)︸ ︷︷ ︸
new value

← Rt + γ ·max
a

Q(st+1, a)
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An Example – Finding Optimal Route

Figure 16.5: Finding Optimal Route

An Application – Natural Gas Swing Contract

A swing contract is an option contract that allows the buyer to buy at each day a
flexible quantity (but up to daily and global limits) of natural gas at a strike price
for a period of time.

At each day, the buyer of the swing contract can also withdraw any quantity
of natural gas (but up to the storage limit) to sell to the market at the market price.

As a result, it is a derivative contract that must be balanced between price
and quantity in order to maximize the profit.

max
N∈N

{∑nf

i=1 NiΦ(Ti, Ti + 1d)
}

16.4.4 Bayesian Learning – Black-Litterman Model

The basic probability theory states that:

p(A|B) = p(B|A)p(A)
p(B) (16.1)

where A, B are two closed sets.
In terms of density notation:

f(θ|x) = f(x|θ)f(θ)
f(x)

∝ f(x|θ)f(θ)
(16.2)
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where f(·) is a generic density function symbol and does not present any specific
functional form.

In plain English, using Bayesian probability terminology, the above equation
can be viewed as:

posterior = likelihood× prior
evidence

The usual econometric interpretation of the this equation is that x represents
data observed in reality. The model (if correct) that generates the data is f(x|θ)
where θ represents a set of parameters of the model. A usual example is a normal
model where θ = {µ, σ2} (i.e. mean and variance). If the model is correct, then the
data observed x should follow a normal distribution. (Certainly, we can test this
hypothesis.) This is known as the likelihood function.

In the usual case, the parameters of the model are assumed to be constants.
Yet, Bayesian theorists argue that they can be random and follow a distribution
themselves – generically f(θ) (e.g. µ follows a normal distribution and σ follows a
Γ distribution). This is known and the prior distribution.

By the probability theory (density functions under Bayes theory) then gives
rise to the distribution of the parameters given data, f(θ|x), as in equation (16.2).
We can then establish statistics of this posterior distribution about the parameters.

In finance (economics), we always assume that data are generated by model,
and hence little discussion of f(x). Yet in a broader context (e.g. equation (16.1)), x
is not necessarily data generated by model. For example, in ML, x can be interpreted
as features and θ can be interpreted as classes. Given that f(x) consists of observed
data, it has no impact if we would like to find the maximum class θ and is just a
scaler. Hence, it can be ignored (line 2 of equation (16.2)).

Switch of notation (to be more consistent with the ML literature):

hMAP = arg max
h∈H

p(h|D)

= arg max
h∈H

p(D|h)p(h)
p(D)

= arg max
h∈H

p(D|h)p(h)

where D represents data and h for class.
In the following example, θ is going out or staying home and x is weather. We

would like to use weather to predict of people go out or not.
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Figure 16.6: Simple Example of Bayesian Learning

In this example,

p(Sunny|Yes) = p(Sunny&Yes)
p(Yes) = 3

9 = 0.33

p(Sunny) = 5
14 = 0.36; p(Yes) = 9

14 = 0.64
p(Yes|Sunny) = 0.33× 0.64

0.36 = 0.60

which has higher probability.

Naive Bayes

Naïve Bayes is a classifier. In other words, it limits θ to be distinct classes (either
0/1 or 1, 2, 3, · · · , n). Hence we change notation from θ to Ck.

p(Ck|x1, · · · , xn) = p(Ck|x)

= p(Ck)p(x|Ck)
p(x)

≈ p(Ck)p(x|Ck)
where the last line indicates that the p(x) is purely data and can be ignored.

The likelihood function is very familiar and can be estimated with data easily
as follows:

p(x1, · · · , xn, Ck) = p(x1|x2, · · · , xn, Ck)p(x2, · · · , xn, Ck)
= p(x1|x2, · · · , xn, Ck)p(x2|x3, · · · , xn, Ck)p(x3, · · · , xn, Ck)
= p(x1|x2, · · · , xn, Ck)p(x2|x3, · · · , xn, Ck) · · · p(xn|Ck)p(Ck)
= p(x1|x2)p(x2|x3) · · · p(xn|Ck)p(Ck)
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where the last line is a result of Markov property (no memory). In the Gaussian
case, this function has a closed-form solution and analytical derivatives can be taken:

∂p

∂Ck

= 0

for all k. Solving for the simultaneous equations for Ck yields the estimators (equa-
tions) for Ck. However, in the real world, the distributions are not Gaussian and we
must use numerical tools to solve for the classification functions.

by Jason Brownlee on December 8, 2014 in Algorithms From Scratch (https://machinelearningmastery.com/naive-
bayes-classifier-scratch-python/)

Black-Litterman Model

https://kaihuahuang.github.io/2019/09/09/Basic-Black-Litterman-Asset-Allocation/
The Black-Litterman asset allocation model, created by Fischer Black and

Robert Litterman, is a sophisticated portfolio construction method that overcomes
the problem of traditional mean-variance asset allocation.

The Black-Litterman model uses a Bayesian approach to combine the subjec-
tive views of an investor regarding the expected returns of one or more assets with
the market equilibrium vector of expected returns (the prior distribution) to form a
new, mixed estimate of expected returns.

Below is the picture summerizes the whole framework:



358 Chapter 16: Numerical Models

Figure 16.7: Black-Litterman Model

Utility maximization gives:

U = ω′µ− 1
2λω

′Σω
∂U

∂w
= µ− λΣω = 0

µ = λΣω
where λ is similar to risk aversion of the individual.

Replacing w (optimal weights) by the sizes of market capitalization of the
stocks:

π = λΣwM

where wM is the vector of market capitalizations.
(1) Define

π = λΣω

Let λ represent the magnitude of risk aversion. It can either be an arbitrary
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assumption or can be given by

λ = E[r]− rf

σ2

where E[R] is return of the market portfolio (a portfolio that includes all the assets
in the market or any other index benchmark that the investor decide to choose); rf

is risk free market rate, σ2 is variance of the market portfolio; Σ is the covariance
matrix of the assets (N×N matrix); and ω is a matrix of weights of assets according
to their market capitalization.

(2) After deriving the assets’ implied returns, then we can compute the ex-
pected return, E[R] which is an N×1 vector, of the assets under the Black-Litterman
model with the following equation.

E[R] =
[
(τΣ)−1 + P ′ΩP

]−1 [
(τΣ)−1 π + P ′ΩQ

]
where τ is a number indicating the uncertainty of the CAPM distribution (It is
usually within the range of 0.025-0.05); P is a matrix with investors views; each row
a specific view of the market and each entry of the row represents the weights of each
assets (K × N matrix); Q is the expected returns of the portfolios from the views
described in matrix (K × 1 vector); Ω is diagonal covariance matrix with entries of
the uncertainty within each view (K ×K matrix)Σ and Π as described in previous
section.

(3) Once we compute E[R], then we can compute the posterior variance matrix
M , which will be used to compute the new covariance matrix. The new covariance
matrix

M =
[
(τΣ)−1 + P ′ΩP

]−1

(4)
ΣP = Σ +M

With the new covariance matrix, we can then calculate the new portfolio
weights

ω = (λΣP )−1 π

Indian paper:
Let πt be the N×1 conditional mean vector and let Σt be the N×N covariance

matrix estimate of these returns given information available at time t−1. In addition,
define ωt−1 as the vector of market capitalization weights at time t − 1. When the
CAPM holds, the conditional mean vector satisfies the following equation:

πt = λΣtωt−1
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where λ is the risk aversion coefficient.

Qt(k) = (PtΠt)(k) + ηk

√
PtΣtP ′

t(k, k)
where ηk in {−2,−1, 1, 2} defines “very bearish”, “bearish”, “bullish” and “very
bullish” respectively. To impose views we use two classifiers, one to predict the sign
of ηk and the other to predict its absolute value. i.e, we use the following two binary
level responses to train various classifiers and predict the qualitative view of next
period.

Y1 =
{
−1 if sign of excess return of the next week’s is negative
1 if sign of excess return of the next week’s is positive

Y2 =

 1 zt = rt−r̄t,3
σt,3

⩽ 1
2 zt = rt−r̄t,3

σt,3
> 1

Y =


−2 very bearish
−1 bearish
1 bullish
2 very bullish

We need to compute Y1, using Naïve Bayes.

16.4.5 Neural Networks – Credit Ratings

This is main for credit rating (i.e. classification). But its applications are way
beyond that (practically a virgin land)

Basic Theory

1. single layer NN (with a sigmoid function) is identical to logistic regression.
2. backpropagation is identical to recursive algorithm
3. confusion matrix is similar to ROC (accuracy ratio) diagram

CNN vs. RNN

Convolutional neural network (CNN) is mainly for image recognition. It is a powerful
classification tool. Not to be confused with RNN (recurrent neural network) which
is successful in language processing (e.g. Google).
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Due to its recurrent nature, RNN has been promoted to study time series –
which is a fallacy.

Deep Learning

NN is often referred as deep learning, which is not appropriate.

16.4.6 Genetic Algorithm

It is a tool for seeking the optimal solution, again in a high dimensional space search.
To a certain degree, it is very similar to PSO (no surprise!) in that they both aim
at solving a high dimensional problem.

Yet, GA is more algorithmic (i.e. programming intensive) than PSO which is
only linear algebra. It would be interesting to compare the two and see which is
better at which.

16.4.7 Other Classification ML Tools

There are a bunch:
1. regularization
2. regression tree
3. random forest
4. discriminant analysis
5. support vector machine
6. etc...

16.4.8 Issues of Overfitting

One major problem with ML tools is the failure to detect convergence. Except for
very few (e.g. Q learning), ML tools are hard to see if the result has reached even
the local optimum. As it turns out, if you continue to run the algorithm but it
has already reached the global optimum, it will then drift away from the optimal
solution.

This is because there is a tradeoff between:
• exploitation
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• exploration
Exploration is to let the system wander more in order to find a new/better

global optimum. Yet this slows the system down. Otherwise, exploitation will render
the system run to a local optimum fast.

Since there is no clear criteria to decide the balance between the two forces,
there is naturally no good way to define a convergence. There are a few proposals
for setting up a balance between the two but none receives any consensus.

On the other hand, in econometrics, there is a likelihood ratio test (but the
models must be nested) to examine if one can stop fitting a more complex model.
As a result, future research in ML in finance can incorporate such methods.

In sum, this is an exploding area (although quite a while in technology areas)
in finance. Welcome to join the once in a lifetime opportunity!
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