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A bstract

W e calibrate and testvariousvariantsof�eld theory m odelsofthe interestrate with data from

eurodollars futures. M odels based on psychologicalfactors are seen to provide the best �t to the

m arket.W em ake a m odelindependentdeterm ination ofthevolatility function oftheforward rates

from m arketdata.

1 Introduction

In this paper,we com pare � eld theory m odels ofinterest rate m odels with m arketdata,and propose

certain m odi� ed m odels inspired from theoreticalconsiderationsand observed facts aboutthe interest

rates. The theoreticalfram ework forallthese m odelsisBaaquie’sform ulation [1],[2]offorward rates

asa two dim ensionalquantum � eld theory.TheBaaquiem odelisa generalization oftheHeath-Jarrow-

M orton (HJM ) m odel;the key feature ofthe � eld theory m odelis that the forward rates f(t;x) are

im perfectly correlated in the m aturity direction x > t,and which isspeci� ed by a rigidity param eter�.

The m odels we study are the following: (a)forward rateswith constantrigidity [1],(b) forward rates

with thevariation ofthespotrateconstrained by a new param eter[3],and two new m odelsproposed in

thispaper,nam ely (c)forward rateswith m aturity dependentrigidity �(x � t),and lastly (d)forward

rateswith non-trivialdependence on m aturity speci� ed by an aribitrary function z = z(x � t).

W e � rstbrie y review Baaquie’s� eld theory m odeland review the m arketdata used in thisstudy.

W e then test the � eld theory m odel,introduce two variants and test them as well. W e � nd that the

correlation structure can be explained by a relatively straightforward two param eterm odelwhich also

hasa usefultheoreticalinterpretation.

2 T he H JM m odel

2.1 D e�nition ofthe m odel

In the HJM -m odelthe forward ratesaregiven by

f(t;x)= f(t0;x)+

Z t

t0

dt
0
�(t0;x)+

KX

i= 1

Z t

t0

dt
0
�i(t

0
;x)dW i(t

0) (1)

whereW i areindependentW ienerprocesses.W e can also write thisas

@f(t;x)

@t
= �(t;x)+

KX

i= 1

�i(t;x)�i(t) (2)
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where�i representindependentwhite noises.Theaction functional,is

S[W ]= �
1

2

KX

i= 1

Z

dt�
2

i(t) (3)

W e can use thisaction to calculatethe generating functionalwhich is

Z[j;t1;t2] =

Z

D W e
P

K

i= 1

R
t2

t1
dtji(t)W i(t)e

S0[W ;t1;t2]

= e
1

2

P
K

i= 1

R
t2

t1
dtj

2

i
(t)

(4)

3 Field theory m odelw ith constant rigidity

W e now review Baaquie’s� eld theory m odelpresented in [1]with constantrigidity. Baaquie proposed

thattheforward ratesbeingdriven by whitenoiseprocessesin (2)bereplaced by consideringtheforward

ratesitselfto be a quantum � eld.To sim plify notation,wewrite the evolution equation in term softhe

velocity quantum � eld A(t;x),and which yields

f(t;x)= f(t0;x)+

Z t

t0

dt
0
�(t0;x)+

KX

i= 1

Z t

t0

dt
0
�i(t

0
;x)A i(t

0
;x) (5)

or

@f(t;x)

@t
= �(t;x)+

KX

i= 1

�i(t;x)A i(t;x) (6)

The m ain extension to HJM isthatA dependson x aswellastunlike W which only dependson t.

W hile we can putin m any � elds Ai,we willsee thatthe extra generality broughtinto the process

due to the extra argum entx willm ake one � eld su� cient.Hence,in future,we willdrop the subscript

forA.

Baaquiefurtherproposed thatthe � eld A hasthe free(G aussian)free � eld action functional

S = �
1

2

Z 1

t0

dt

Z t+ TF R

t

dx

 

A
2 +

1

�2

�
@A

@x

� 2
!

(7)

with Neum ann boundary conditionsim posed atx = tand x = t+ TF R .Thism akestheaction equivalent

(afteran integration by partswherethe surfaceterm vanishes)to

S = �
1

2

Z 1

t0

dt

Z t+ TF R

t

dxA(t;x)

�

1�
1

�2

@2

@x2

�

A(t;x) (8)

Thisaction hasthe partition function

Z[j]= exp

 Z t1

0

dt

Z t+ TF R

t

dxdx
0
j(t;x)D (x � t;x

0
� t)j(t;x0)

!

(9)

with

D (�;�0;TF R )= �
cosh�(TF R � j� � �0j)+ cosh�(TF R � (� + �0))

2sinh�TF R

= D (�0;�;TF R ) : Sym m etric Function of�;�0
(10)

where � = x � tand �0 = x0� t. W e can calculate expectations and correlationsusing this partition

function. Note that due to the boundary conditions im posed,the inverse ofthe di� erentialoperator

D actually depends only the di� erence x � t. The above action represents a G aussian random � eld

with covariance structure D . In [1],a di� erent form wasfound asthe boundary conditionsused were



Dirichlet with the endpoints integrated over. This boundary condition is in fact equivalent to the

Neum ann condition which leadsto the m uch sim pler propagatorabove. In the lim it TF R ! 1 which

we willusually take,the propagatortakesthe sim ple form �e� ��> cosh��< where �> and �< stand for

m ax(�;�0)and m in(�;�0)respectively.

W hen � ! 0,this m odelshould go overto the HJM m odel. This is indeed seen to be the case as

it is seen that lim �! 0 D (�;�
0;TF R ) =

1

TF R

. The extra factor ofTF R is irrelevant as it is due to the

freedom we have in scaling � and D . The � we use forthe di� erentm odelsare only com parable after

D isnorm alized1.O n norm alization,thepropagatorforboth theHJM m odeland � eld theory m odelin

the lim it� ! 0 isoneshowing thatthe two m odelsareequivalentin thislim it.

Thebasicm odelwith constantrigidity can begeneralized in m any di� erentways.Thegeneralization

to positivevalued forward rates,and to m odelswith stochasticvolatility arestudied in [2].In thispaper

wegeneralizethefree� eld m odelto m orecom plex dependenceof� and f(t;x)on them aturity direction

�.

4 T he M arket D ata used for the Study

W eused theEurodollarfuturesdata forthefollowingstudy.A Eurodollarsfuturescontractisrepresents

a depositofUS$1,000,000 forthree m onthsatsom e tim e in the future.Currently,futurescontractsfor

depositsupto ten yearsinto the future are actively traded. Signi� canthistoricaldata forcontractson

depositsupto seven yearsinto the future areavailable.Ifone m akesthe reasonableapproxim ation that

f(t;�)islinearfor� between contracttim es,one can use this data asa directm easure ofthe forward

rates.

Further,the straightforward sim pli� cation thattheEurodollarfuturespricesdirectly re ectthe for-

ward ratewasdone,an assum ption previously used in theliterature[4].Thisisa reasonableassum ption

astheforward ratesaresm allenough thatthedi� erencebetween thelogarithm icm easureoftheforward

rateused in theory and the arithm etic ratesused in the m arketareinsigni� cant.W e also attem pted to

analyseTreasury bond tick data from theG ovPx databasebutwefound itim possibleto obtain forward

ratesaccurate enough forourpurposes. The m ain reason forthisisthatwhile we were able to obtain

reasonably accurate yields for a few m aturities,the di� erentiation required to get the forward rates

from the yieldsintroduced too m any inaccuracies.Thisissom ewhatunfortunate since Treasury bonds

representrisk free instrum entswhile a sm allcreditrisk existsforEurodollardeposits.

Forthefollowinganalysis,weused theclosingpricesfortheEurodollarfuturescontractsin the1990s.

Thisisexactly the sam edata asused by Bouchaud [4]aswellasBaaquieand Srikant[5].In Bouchaud

[4],the spread ofthe forward ratesand the eigenfuctionsofits changesin tim e are analyzed. Forour

purposes,wefound itm oreusefulto look atthescaled m ultivariatecum ulantsofthechangesin forward

ratesfordi� erentm aturity tim es.

5 A ssum ptions behind the tests ofthe m odels

The m ain assum ption that has to be m ade for allthe tests ofthe m odels is that oftim e translation

invariance. In other words,we have to assum e that �(t;�) is actually only dependent on � and not

explicitly on t. W e also assum e thatthe propagatorD (�;�0)hasno explicittim e dependence which is

possiblein principle.Itisreasonableand conceptually econom icalto assum ethatdi� erenttim esin the

future are equivalent. Further,carrying outany m eaningfulanalysiswhile these quantitiesare subject

to changesin tim e isim possible.

Another im portant assum ption that has to be m ade is that the forward rate curve is reasonably

sm ooth at sm allintervals at any given point in tim e. This assum ption is very di� cult to test in any

m eaningfulsense given the relative paucity ofdata as forward rate data is available only at 3 m onth

intervals(which iswhatnecessitatesthis assum ption in the � rstplace). However,the assum ption isa

reasonable one to m ake asone would intuitively expectthatthe forward rate,say three yearsinto the

1Thisfreedom exists since we can always m ake the transform ation �(�)� �(�)�(�) and D (�;�0)� D (�;�0)=(�(�)�(�0))

without a�ecting any result
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Figure 1: The linesofconstant� forwhich we have obtained the forward ratesby linearinterpolation

from the actualforward rateswhich arespeci� ed atconstantx.

future would notbe too di� erentfrom thatthree yearsand one m onth into the future.In fact,we will

show laterthatthereseem sto bestrong evidenceofvery long term correlationsin them ovem entsofthe

forward rate. Thisseem sto m ake the sm oothnessassum ption reasonable asnearby forward ratestend

to m ovetogether(exceptpossibly atpointsvery closeto thecurrenttim e).Thisassum ption isrequired

asthe forward rate data isprovided forconstantm aturity which we have been denoting by x while we

wantdata forconstant�,as shown in � gure 1. W ith this assum ption,we can getthe data by sim ple

linearinterpolation.The lossin accuracy due to thislinearinterpolation isnotallthatseriousif�,the

tim eintervaloftbetween speci� cationsoftheforward ratesissm allastherandom changeswhich weare

interested in willbe m uch largerthan the introduced errors. Thissam e procedure wasused in M atacz

and Bouchaud [4]aswellasBaaquieand Srikant[5].

 0.0005

 0.00055

 0.0006

 0.00065

 0.0007

 0.00075

 0.0008

 0.00085

 0  1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8

si
gm

a*
sq

rt
(y

ea
r)

time/year

The empirical normalized sigma
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6 T he C orrelation Structure ofthe Forward R ates

A very interesting quantity to look atin theanalysisofforward ratesf(t;�)isthecorrelation (orscaled

covariance)am ong theirchangesfordi� erent�.Speci� cally weareinterested in thecorrelation between

�f(t;�)and �f(t;�0),where�f(t;�)= f(t+ �;�)� f(t;�).Using a free(G aussian)quantum � eld theory

m odel,thisquantity should be equalto

C(�;�0)=
h�f(t;�)�f(t;�0)i� h�f(t;�)ih�f(t;�0)i

p
h�f2(t;�)i� h�f(t;�)i2

p
h�f2(t;�0)i� h�f(t;�0)i2

=
D (�;�0)

p
D (�;�)D (�0;�0)

(11)

Toareasonabledegreeofaccuracy,wecan ignorethe� rstorderexpectationssuch ash�f(t;�)iasthey are

m uch sm allerthan thesecond orderexpectationsif� issm all.Foran � ofoneday,theerroriscom pletely



negligibleespecially given theotherapproxim ations.W ewilldo so fortherestofthechapter.Ifwehave

a m odelforthe propagatorD (�;�0),we have a prediction forthiscorrelation structure. Alternatively,

wecan use the correlation structure to � tfreeparam etersin D (�;�0).

Itshould be noted thatforfree (G aussian)quantum � eldsthe correlation isindependentof�(�),so

no assum ption ofitsform hasto be m ade.Thisisthe reason why we used the scaled covariancerather

than the covariance itselfto perform the study. It is equivalent to � xing the inherent freedom in the

quantities� and D to m ake D (�;�)= 1. The reduction in the freedom of� also allowsus to directly

estim ate it from data since we have �(�) =
p
< �f2(t;�)> ifD (�;�) = 1. This is shown in � gure 2.

Further,thecorrelation between innovationsin theforward curveisgiven exactly by D .Thecorrelation

structure in the m arketestim ated from the Eurodollarfuturesdata isshown in � gure 3.The structure

isfairly stablein thesensethatthecorrelation structurefordi� erentsectionsofthedata arereasonably

sim ilar.

Since the propagatorisalwayssym m etric,itwillbe convenientto calculate only D (�< ;�> )forthe

di� erentm odelswhere�< = m in(�;�0)and �> = m ax(�;�0)forpurposesofcom parison.
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Figure4:O bserved correlation structure :a di� erentview.

FortheonefactorHJM m odel,thiscorrelation structureisconstantasallthechangesin theforward

ratesareperfectly correlated.In otherwords,D (�;�0)= 1.Forthetwo factorHJM m odel,thepredicted



Covariance of the changes in the forward rates

line 1

 0  1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8
theta/year  0

 1
 2

 3
 4

 5
 6

 7
 8

theta’/year

 0.002
 0.0025
 0.003

 0.0035
 0.004

 0.0045
 0.005

 0.0055
 0.006

 0.0065
 0.007

Covariance

Figure5:The covarianceofinnovationsofforward ratesobserved in the m arket

correlation structureisgiven by

C(�;�0)=
�1(�)�1(�

0)+ �2(�)�2(�
0)

p
�2
1
(�)+ �2

2
(�)

p
�2
1
(�0)+ �2

2
(�0)

=
1+ g(�)g(�0)

p
1+ g2(�)

p
1+ g2(�0)

(12)

W e see thatthis correlation structure depends on a function ofg(�)=
�1(�)

�2(�)
. Hence,a whole function

hasto be� tted from thecorrelation structure,som ethingwhich isquiteinfeasible.Thecovariancem ight

bea betterquantity to testthetwo factorHJM m odelastheprediction ofthe covariancehasa sim pler

form

C (�;�0)= �1(�)�1(�
0)+ �2(�)�2(�

0) (13)

W e stillneed to specify a functionalform for�1 and �2 asitisnotpossibleto estim ateentirefunctions

from data.Theusualspeci� cation of�1(�)= �0 and �2(�)= �1e
� �� inspired by theassum ption thatthe

spotratefollowsa M arkov processiseasily seen to beunableto explain m any featuresofthecovariance

in � gure 5 such asthe peak atone yearorthe sharp reduction in the covariance asthe m aturity goes

to zero.W ecan straightaway concludethattheonefactorHJM m odelisinsu� cientto characterizethe

data while the two factor HJM m odelprovides us with too m uch freedom as we can put in an entire

arbitrary function to explain the correlation structure. Ifwe try to reduce the freedom by theoretical

considerations,weareagain unable to explain the data.

W e willsee thatthe � eld theory m odelwith constantrigidity,while explaining som e featuresofthe

correlation,doesnotpredictthecorrelation very well.Hence,weconsidergeneralizationsto theconstant

rigidity m odel.

7 A nalysis ofField T heory M odelw ith C onstant R igidity

W e have analysed thism odelin detailin the previoussection. W e have seen thatthe m odeldescribes

theinnovationsin theforward ratesin term sofa G aussian random � eld A whosestructureisde� ned by

the action in (7).Forconvenience,we repeatthe action below in term softhe variablestand � = x � t

S = �
1

2

Z t1

t0

dt

Z 1

0

d�

 

A
2 +

�
@A

@�

� 2
!

(14)



To obtain the predicted correlation structure from the propagator(10),we have to take the lim it

TF R ! 1 and obtain

D (�;�0)= �e
� ��> cosh��< =

�

2

�

e
� �j�� �

0
j+ e

� �(�+ �
0
)

�

(15)

The predicted correlation structure for this m odelcan be found from this form ofthe propagator by

norm alization and from (11)isgiven by

C(�;�0)=

s

e� ��> cosh��<

e� ��< cosh��>
(16)

when thelim itTF R ! 1 istaken.Toestim atetheparam eter� from m arketdata,weusetheLevenberg-

M arquardtm ethod from Pressetal[6]to� ttheparam eterstotheobserved correlation structuregraphed

in � gure3.The� tting wasdoneby m inim izing thesquareoftheerror.Theoverallcorrelation was� tted

by � = 0:061=year.To obtain the errorbounds,the data wassplitinto 346 data setsof500 contiguous

days ofdata each and the estim ation done for each ofthe sets. The 90% con� dence intervalfor this

data setis(0:057;0:075).Notethatthecon� denceintervalisasym m etricfrom theoverallbest� tdueto

the nonlineardependence ofthe correlation (16)on �.Therootm ean squareforthecorrelation forthe

best� tvalue is4.23% which showsthatthe m odel’sprediction forthe correlation structure isnotvery

good.The m ain problem ascan be seen from a com parison between the prediction forthe best� t� in

� gure 6 and the actuallcorrelation structure in � gure 3 isthatthe prediction islargely independentof

the actualvalue of� and largely determ ined by j� � �0jwhich isnotthe casein reality.The correlation

rapidly increasesas� increasesin reality.

Fitted Correlation for Constant Rigidity Model

line 1

 0

 5

 10

 15

 20

 25

 30

time/quarter

 0
 5

 10
 15

 20
 25

 30time/quarter

 0.75
 0.8

 0.85
 0.9

 0.95
 1

Correlation

Figure6:Fitted correlation forconstantrigidity m odel

Fitted Correlation for Constrained Constant Rigidity Model
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Figure7:Fitted correlation forconstrained � eld theory m odel

8 Field T heory w ith C onstrained Spot R ate

O neclearfactwenoticefrom thecovarianceoftheinnovationsin theforward ratesin � gure5 isthatthe

covariancefallsrapidly as� ! 0.Thisobservation leadsoneto a m odel[3]whereA(t;0)isconstrained



to follow a norm aldistribution with variance a.The m ean ofA(t;0)can be � xed atany value butwill

causea corresponding changein �(0)which m akesthem ean valueirrelevant.Forcalculationalpurposes

itiseasiestto assum e thatitrem ainsatzero. Thisconstraintcan be im plem ented by m odi� cation of

the action to

e
Scon strain ed =

Z 1

� 1

d�Se
i�A (t;0)

e
� a

2
�
2
=2 (17)

whereS isthe action speci� ed in (14).The propagatorD (�;�0)forthism odelisgiven by

D (�;�0)= �e
� ��>

�

cosh��< �
�e� ��<

� + a

�

(18)

Afternorm alizing,we seethatthe prediction forthe correlation structureisgiven by

C(�;�0)=

v
u
u
t
e� ��> (cosh��< �

�e� � �<

�+ a
)

e� ��< (cosh��> �
�e� � �>

�+ a
)

(19)

W ecan seethatthefreeparam etersare� and a.Further,itwillbeseen thatitiseasierto consider

the ratio a=�2 asitisdim ensionless.The resultsofthe Levenberg-M arquardtm ethod showed thatthe

� tted value of� and a were very sm all,ofthe order of10� 7/year for � and 10� 13=year2 for a both

being very unstable butthe ratio a=�2 wasstable with a value in the range (6:7;10:7)with an overall

best� tof9:4.Them ostreasonableexplanation forthisbehaviouristhattheratio a=�2 determ inesthe

behaviourof(19)forsm all� and itisthisregion ofparam eterspace thatgivesa correlation structure

closestto theem pirically observed one.W eseefrom the� tted propagatorin � gure7 thatthebehaviour

atlarge� isslightly betterwhen the constraintisputin.The rootm ean squareerrorwas3.35% which

again m eansthe� twasnotvery good though signi� cantly betterthan iftheconstraintwasnotapplied.

It m ust be recognized that the constraint introduces one extra free param eter which should im prove

the best� t. Hence,we see thatthis m odel,while again perform ing better than HJM ,is stillnotvery

accurate. W hile the resultsare notvery good,they do representa reasonable � rstapproxim ation and

arestillsigni� cantly betterthan the onefactorHJM m odel.

9 Field T heory M odelw ith M aturity D ependent R igidity � =

�(�)

Anotherway to geta correlation structurethatdependsdirectly on thevaluesof� and �0in a signi� cant

way and notonly on theirdi� erence isto m ake � a function of�. Thishasa directphysicalm eaning

asitm eansthatifwe im agine the forward rate curve asa string,itsrigidity isincreasing asm aturity

increases m aking the A for larger � m ore strongly correlated if� decreases as a function of�. W e

choosethe function � =
�0

1+ ��
asitdeclinesto zero as� becom eslargeasisexpected from the observed

covariancein � gure5,containsthe constant� caseasa lim itand issolvable.Theaction isgiven by

S = �
1

2

Z t1

t0

dt

Z 1

0

d�

 

A
2 +

�
1+ ��

�0

@A

@�

� 2
!

(20)

Thisisstilla quadraticaction and can be putinto a quadraticform by perform ing integration by parts

and settingtheboundaryterm tozerosinceweareassum ingNeum ann boundaryconditions.Theinverse

(G reensfunction)ofthe quadraticoperatororthe propagatorforthisaction isfound to be

D (�;�0;TF R )=
�20�

2��(� + 1=2)(1� (1+ �T F R )
� 2�)

�
� + 1=2

� � 1=2
(1+ �TF R )

� 2�(1+ ��> )
�� 1=2 + (1+ ��> )

� �� 1=2

�

�
� + 1=2

� � 1=2
(1+ �TF R )

� 2�(1+ ��< )
�� 1=2 + (1+ ��< )

� �� 1=2

�

(21)



where� =

q
1

4
+

�2

0

4�2
and wherewehaveputthebound on the� variableTF R explicitly.Thereason for

thisisthatthelim itshaveto betaken carefully in orderto com parethism odelto theHJM in thelim it

�0 ! 0 and to theconstantrigidity � eld theory m odelwhen � ! 0.

Letus� rstconsiderthe lim it� ! 0.First,wenote

� =

r
1

4
+
�2
0

�2
�
�0

�

s

1+
�2

4�2
0

�
�0

�
(22)

Therefore,we have

(1+ ��)� �� 1=2 =

�

(1+ ��)1=�
�� �0

(1+ ��)� 1=2 � e
� �0� (23)

Sim ilarly (1+ ��)�� 1=2 � e�0�,(1+ ��)� �� 1=2 � e� �0� and (1+ �TF R )
� 2� � e� 2�0TF R .Puttingallthese

lim itsinto(21)and perform ingsom estraightforward sim pli� cations,weseethat(21)becom esequal(10)

in the lim it� ! 0.In the taking ofthislim it,wedid nothaveany trouble with TF R .However,forthe

HJM lim it,we willsee thatthe lim itTF R ! 1 hasto be taken only afterthe lim it�0 ! 0 hasbeen

taken.

Letusnow considerthelim it�0 ! 0.In thislim it� � 1

2
+

�
2

0

�2
.Hence,only oneterm in (21)survive

asallthe othersarem ultiplied by � � 1=2.Thissurviving term can be evaluated

�20

2�

(� + 1=2)2

� � 1=2

1

1� (1+ �TF R )
� 1
(1+ �TF R )

� 1

=
�20

2�
�
2�2

�2
0

�
1+ �TF R

�TF R
�

1

1+ �TF R

=
1

TF R

(24)

Theterm s(1+ ��> )
�� 1=2 and (1+ ��< )

�� 1=2 obviouslygotoonein thislim itand sowerenotincluded in

thecalculationabove.ThisresultcanbeseentobeequivalenttotheHJM propagatorafternorm alization.

Ifthe lim itTF R ! 1 istaken � rst,then the propagatorbecom es

D (�;�0)=
�20(� � 1=2)

2��(� + 1=2)
(1+ ��> )

� �� 1=2

�
� + 1=2

� � 1=2
(1+ ��< )

�� 1=2 + (1+ ��< )
� �� 1=2

�

(25)

which exhibitsa � dependence in the lim it�0 ! 0. Hence,this cannotbe m ade equivalentto HJM if

the lim itsaretaken in the wrong order.Thisproblem isnotpresentin the constantrigidity m odel.

Forcom parison with m arketdata,westilltakethelim itTF R ! 1 asthem odelisthen stilldirectly

related to the � eld theory m odel.The predicted correlation structureforthism odelisthen given by

C(�;�0)=

�
(� + 1=2)(1+ ��< )

2� + � � 1=2

(� + 1=2)(1+ ��> )
2� + � � 1=2

� 1

2

(26)

W e � tted the param eters�0 and � to the correlation structure observed in the m arketin a sim ilar

m annerasforthe� eld theory m odeland obtained theresults�0 = 1:2� 10� 5=yearand � = 0:108=year.

The root m ean square error in the correlation was 3.35% . O n perform ing the error analysis for the

param eters,itisfound that�0 isvery unstable butalwaysvery sm all(lessthan 10� 2=year)while the

90% con� dence intervalfor� is(0.099,0.149). The relatively high value for� seem sto show thatthe

fallo� ofthe rigidity param ater� =
�0

1+ ��
isfairly rapid.The errorisreduced from 4.23% to 3.35% but

an extra param eterhashad to be added and them odelhasbecom econsiderably m orecom plicated due

to the freedom ofthe form ofthe rigidity param eter �. Further,we seem to be in the region ofvery

sm all�0 which doesnotbehavewellin the HJM lim it.In fact,the correlation structure in thislim itis

given by

C(�;�0)=

s

1+ ��<

1+ ��>
(27)



Fitted Correlation for Non-constant Rigidity Model
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Figure8:Fitted correlation structureforthe non-constantrigidity m odel.

Due to the very sm allvalue of�0 forthe � tted function,thisisa very good approxim ation forthe � t.

The obtained � tforthe correlation function can be seen in � gure8.

The lim ited im provem ent,the relatively com plicated form ofthe correlation and the near zero �0

problem prom pted usto considera di� erentway ofapproaching the problem which presented a m uch

m oresatisfactory solution.Thism odelisdescribed in the nextsection

10 Field T heory M odelw ith f(t;z(�))

Toseewherewem ightm akean im provem ent,wenoticethatthepredicted correlation structurewith the

� eld theory m odelislargely de� ned by the e� �j�> � �< j term which m eansthatthe correlation doesnot

depend explicitlyon thetim es�> and�<
2.However,weseeim m ediatelyfrom � gure3thatthecorrelation

increasessigni� cantly as we increase �> and �> . This is intuitively reasonable as m arketparticipants

are likely to treatthe di� erence between ten and � fteen yearsinto the future quite di� erently from the

di� erencebetween now and � veyears.Faroutintothefuture,wewould expectalltim estobeequivalent.

In other words,there is good reason to expectlim �< ! 1 D (�> ;�< )= 1 3. This is not satis� ed by the

constantrigidity m odelsorby thevarying rigidity m odel(ifthelim itTF R ! 1 istaken).Forthelatter

m odel,thisisslightly surprising since� ! 0 as� ! 1 and wem ightexpectthatforlarge� thevarying

rigidity m odelshould gointotheHJM m odellim it(D = 1).However,thisdoesnothappen aspreviously

discussed since wehavetaken the lim itTF R ! 1 .

Further,therelatively m arginalreduction oftheerrorshowsthatvarying therigidity param eterdoes

not quite re ect the data. An alternative way to consider the problem would be to use the observed

correlation structure to induce a m etric onto the � direction. In som e sense, this m etric would be

m easuringthe\psychologicaldistance"in theinvestor’sm indswhich correspondsto a certain separation

in m aturity tim e. To m ake this concrete,let us write the observed correlation as D (�;�0)= e� s(�;�
0
).

Since D (�;�)= 1,s(�;�)= 0 and s issym m etricaswell.Ifwecan show the triangeproperty (which in

thecaseofonedim ension reducesto the straightforward condition thats(�1;�3)= s(�1;�2)+ s(�2;�3)),

wecan seethats m akesa good de� nition ofdistancein �.From the m arketdata,itcan be shown that

this rule is very approxim ately satis� ed and we can use it as an approxim ate way to induce a m etric

onto the � direction from the observed m arketdata.

Itshould also benoted thatintroducing them etricisdi� erentfrom changing theform oftherigidity

2There isanother term ofthe form e
� �(�> + �< ) but thishas only a sm alle�ect on the correlation structure

3O bviously,�< ! 1 autom atically im plies�> ! 1



function �(�).To seethis,we writethe action with the rigidity function �(�)as

Sold = �
1

2

Z t1

t0

dt

Z 1

0

d�

 

A
2 +

1

�2

�
@A

@z

� 2
!

(28)

where the functionalvariation of� with � has been absorbed into the variable z = g(�) (where g is

invertible)so thatthe � aboveisa constant.W ith a changeofvariableswegetthe action as

Sold = �
1

2

Z t1

t0

dt

Z g(1 )

g(0)

dzh
0(z)

 

A
2 +

1

�2

�
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(29)

whereh = g� 1.W ith the introduction ofthe m etric,weobtain the action

Snew = �
1

2

Z t1

t0

dt

Z g(1 )

g(0)

dz

 

A
2 +

1

�2

�
@A

@z

� 2
!

6= Sold (30)

The G reen’sfunctionsforSnew should be solved using the z variables,and asexpected the solution

isgiven by D (z;z0)= 1

2
(exp� �jz� z0j+ exp� �(z+ z0)).Itcan beshown thatthem artingalecondition

issatis� ed with the G reen’sfunction given by D (z;z0).

Bearing in m ind the condition that,atlarge�,the correlationsshould be close to 1,orequivalently

thatthe distance should be sm all,we choose a m etric thatsatis� esproperty,g(�)= tanh��. W e use

this form ofthe m etric to � t the correlation structure and obtain the result that � = 0:48=year and

� = 0:32=yearwith a rootm ean square errorofonly 2.46% . Both param etersare also stable when the

erroranalysisfor the param etersis carried out. The 90% con� dence intervalfor � is (0.45,0.58)and

thatfor� is(0.22,0.33).Hence,weseethateven theparam eterestim ation forthism odelism orerobust

as the param eters are atleast stable. Further,the shape ofthe � tted function is clearly closer to the

observed one ascan be seen from � gures4,6,7,8 and 9.The errorthatrem ainsislargely con� ned to

the correlation between the spotrateand otherforward rateswhich isnottoo surprising since the spot

ratebehavesvery di� erently from the otherforward rates.

Fitted Correlation for metric model
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Figure9:Fitted correlation forthe m odelwith m etricg(�)= tanh��

W eem phasizeherethatthisinvolvesafundam entally new way ofthinkingoftheinterestratem odels.

So far,wehavem adem odelswhich generalized HJM so asto achievea theory withouttoo littlefreedom

asin the onefactorHJM m odelortoo m uch freedom asin the two factorHJM m odel.W hile retaining

thisfram ework,we now use em piricaldata to guide usin re� ning the m odelto give usan insightinto

m arketpsychology which willresultfrom the induced m etric.

11 A cknow ledgem ents

W e would like to thank Jean-Philippe Bouchaud and Science and Finance forkindly providing uswith

the data used forthisstudy.



R eferences

[1]B.E.Baaquie,PhysicalReview E 64,1 (2001).

[2]B.E.Baaquie,PhysicalReview E 65,056122 (2002),cond-m at/0110506.

[3]B.E.Baaquie,Q uantum � nance,In preparation,2002.

[4]A.M atacz and J.-P.Bouchaud, InternationalJournalofTheoreticaland Applied Finance 3,703

(2000).

[5]B.E.Baaquieand M .Srikant,Em piricalInvestigationofaQ uantum Field ofForwardRates,National

University ofSingaporehttp://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/cond-m at/0106317,2002.

[6]W .H.Press,S.A.Teukolsky,W .T.Vettering,and B.P.Flannery, Num ericalRecipes in C :The

ArtofScienti�c Com puting,Cam bridgeUniversity Press,1995.


