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Abstract. ATSM arew idely applied forpricing ofbonds and in—
terest rate derivativesbut the consistency ofAT SM w hen the short
rate, r, isunbounded from below rem ainsessentially an open ques—
tion. F irst, the standard approach toAT SM usestheFeynm an-K ac
theorem which is easily applicable only when r is bounded from

below . Second, if the tuple of state variables belongs to the region
where r is posiive, the bond price should decrease In any state
variable for which the corresponding coe cient in the formula or

r is positive; the bond price should also decrease as the tine to
m aturity increases. In the paper, su cient conditions for the ap—
plication of the Feynm an-K ac form ula, and m onotonicity of the
bond price are derived, for wide classes of a ne tem structure

models in the pure di usion case. Necessary conditions for the
m onotonicity are obtained aswell. T he results can be generalized
for jum p-di usion processes.
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2 S.LEVENDORSK II
1. Introduction

Considera nancialm arket under several sources of uncertainty rep—
resented by a m ultivariate M arkov process X . T he price of an Interest
rate derivative of the European type, m aturing at date T, with the
term nalpay-© g (T)), can be expressed as

Z T
fX ©/D=E. exp rX (s))Jds g (T)) : 1d)
t
Starting w ith one—factor di usion m odels Vasicek (1977) and Cox, In—
gersoll and Ross (1985), one of the popular approaches has been to
modelX asthe solution to the stochastic di erential equation
xXn 9q —
aX 5 () = by (X () ;t)dt+ 5 S5 ;AW 5; 12)
k=1
j= 1;:::;n, where by and S5 are a ne functions of X (), and dw
is the increm ent of the standard n-din ensional B rownian m otion; r is
m odelled as an a ne function of the state variable:

r (s)) = ;X (s)i+ do; 13)

where d 2 R" is a constant vector, and d; 2 R is a scalar; h ;
denotes the standard innerproduct nR . W hen r isgiven by {1 3), the
Feynm an-K ac form ula and the Fourer transform can be used to reduce
the calculation of £ X (¢);t) to the solution ofa parabolic equation, and
then to solution ofa systam ofODE (R iccatiequations) degpending on
a param eter, w ith the subsequent integration w xt. this param eter.
This idea is due to Heston (1993) who applied it to pricihg of bond
and currency options. Heston’s approach was generalized by Du e
and Kan (1996), who coined the tetm A ne Tem Structure M odels
AT SM ).Forthe classi cation of AT SM under di usion processes, sse
D aiand Singlton (2000), and forthe extension of AT SM to som e Jum p—
di usion processes and extensive bibliography on di erent fam ilies of
ATSM for both pure mp and Jum p-di usion cases, sese eg. Du g,
Pan and Singkton (2000) and Chacko and D as (2002) . N otice that the
presence of jum ps In poses additional restrictions on the param eters of
them odel. For instance, In one-din ensional case, onem ust ensure that
Jum ps cannot m ove X (t) In the region where the volatility coe cient
becom es negative. Thus, either the volatility is independent of the
state variable, or an appropriate restriction on the direction of jum ps
must be Inposed. For very general classes of a ne M arkov m odels
w ith Jum ps, under conditions w hich ensure the non-negativity ofr, see
Du e, Filipovic and Schachem ayer (2002).
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The consistency of ATSM In caseswhen r m ay be unbounded from
below rem ains essentially an open question. The main stress in the
classi cation paperD aiand Singleton (2000) ison the overdeterm inacy
ofmany ATSM m odels; however, for wide regions In the param eter’s
soace, standard AT SM m odelsm ay be inconsistent, and the follow ing
issues must be addressed. First, the standard approach is based on
the Feynm an-K ac form ula but the general Feynm an-K ac theorem is
form ulated forbounded (and su ciently regular, say, continuous) r and
su ciently regular g; an extension to the case of r which are bounded
from below is straightforward. Thus, the st step of the solution of
an AT SM , nam ely, the reduction to the badckward parabolic problem

@+L nf;t) = 0; t< T; @14)
f&;T) = gX); (L.5)

where L is the In nitesim al generator of X , cannot be easily deduced
from a general Feym an-K ac theoram unlss the a ne r depends on

X 5 of the CIR type onJy:f:. If some of X y may assum e arbitrary (real)
values, and the corresponding coe cientsd 5 n (1 .3) are non-zero, then
r is unbounded from below, and to the best of our know ledge, no
universal statem ent exists which guarantees that the solution to the
problem @ 4)-@5), callit £, (g;r;x;t), concidesw ith £ (g;r;x;t) given
by the stochastic expression {1.I). Second, i is natural to assume
that In the fully consistent m odel, the solution to the bond pricing
problem must be a decreasing function of any state variable for which
the corresponding coe cients In the formula for r are positive; the

solution must also decrease as the tin e to m aturity increases, if the
tuple of state variables belongs to the region where r is positive.

In the classi cation ofD aiand Singkton (2000), a m odel is said to
belong to fam ily A, () ifthe num ber of the factors of the C IR type is
m . Thetwo opposite cases,m = n andm = 0, are especially sinple. If
m = n,then the justi cation ofthe use ofthe Feynm an-K ac theorem is
a soecial case of the general result, and if in addition, dy 0, then the
m onotonicity ofthe bond price isevident from @ 1). Ifm = 0, then X
isthe O mstein-U hlenbeck processon R ", forwhich an explicit form ula
for the characteristic fiinction E* & X ©®% is gvailable (see equation
(17 4) in Sato (1999)3). T he form ula holds even fora w ider class of pro—
cesses 0of O mstein-U hlenbeck type, which are driven by Levy processes,
and it isequivalent to the statem ent that the stochastic expression 1)
wih g 1 isequalto the solution to theR iccatiequations for thebond

W e say that a factor X s nan ATSM isoftheCIR-+ypei i assumesvaliesin

R4
2The author is gratefiilto D arrellD u e for the reference
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prce, that is, £ (1;r;x;0) = £ ;r;%x;t) . However, there isno reason to
expect that the bond price ism onotone in this case for allparam eters’
valies.Forl m n 1, both the reduction to the R iccati equations
and the m onotonicity conditions have not been studied.

Let =T tbe thetinetg'm aturity, and

X
P x; )= exp By()x+C() (1.6)

=1
be the price of the bond, which is obtained n an ATSM m odel by
the fom al reduction to the R iccati equations. F irst, we consider the
Vasioek m odel and its generalization, nam ely, fam ily A, (n), then a
sin ple two—factor A; 2) m odel, next m ore general A; (n) m odel, and
nally the fam ily A, (3) (other fam iliesA,, (n) can be studied sin ilarly),

and derive, in termm s of param eters of the m odel,

(I) sin ple necessary conditions for the decay ofP x; ):
P°%; )< 0; 8x st:r) 0; and8 > 0; @.7)

In some cases, we also show that thess conditions inply the
boundedness of the bond price: In the region fx jx5 > 0 :
dj > Og,

P&x; )<C; 8 >0; (1.8)

(II) su cient conditions for the decay of B 5 ( ); we do not know how
w ide is the gap between these conditions and the (unknown to
us) necessary and su cient conditions;

(II) su cient conditions under which the reduction to the system of
the R iccati equations can be Jjusti ed. ForA; ) fam iy, and in
m any other cases, these condition are weaker than the necessary
oconditions in (I).

Remark 1.1. a) As it was m entioned above, for A (nh)-m odel, the re-
duction to the system of R iccati equations is known, and it is valid
w ithout additional conditions on param eters of the m odel.

b) Necessary and su cient conditions for (1.7) in a neighborhood of

= +1 ,and in a vicinity of 0, are easier to derive, and under these
oconditions, a \num erical proof" of the m onotonicity of the bond price
on a large nite intervalcan be used to show that for given param eters’
values, the m odel is consistent.

c) A sour study show s, for fam ity A; (), them onotonicity ofP x; )
W rk. is the main consistency problem for ATSM (and the only
consistency problem for fam iy Ay 0)) . O n the other hand, should one
usethemodelfora xed (and su ciently sn all) tin e to m aturty then
the m odel can be consistent on this tin e Interval; and it is possble to
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derive su cient conditions for (£.7) to be valid on a su ciently narrow
Interval (0; o), where (> 0 depends on param eters of the m odel.

d) W hen it is necessary to consider m ore general contingent clain s,
a su cient condition for (I1I), in tem s of the rate of growth of the
pay-o at n nity, can be derived relatively easily, and the sam e is true
of a necessary condition for the natural analog of @.7) and su cint
condition for @.8). The su cient conditions for the m onotonicity w ill
bem ore di cul to derive.

e) It isplausbl that n som e em pirical studies, the tted ATSM is
nconsistent in the sense that the m onotonicity condition fails. Hence,
ifthe model is tted for som e tim e to m aturity, and used later for a
larger tin e, then it m ay produce non-m onotonic bond prices.

f) Sin ilar consistency problem sexist for interest rate derivative prod—
ucts, and an unnaturalbehavior of the price of a derivative product can
be easily overlooked ifone tstheparam eters ofthem odelby using the
data on bond prices, and then uses the calbrated m odel to calculate
prices of Interest rate derivatives. It m ight be possble to construct
an arbitrage strategy against a counterparty who uses an inoconsistent
m odel.

One m ay argue that the consistency analysis should be conducted
when not only param eters of the m odel are xed but values of (un-—
cbservable) factors as well: if for a chosen set of the param eters and
factors the bond price is a decaying function of , then the m odel is
reasonabl. However, it is not clear how to obtaln a general result
In this setup, and m oreover, it does not seem to be right to put the
factors on the equal footing w ith the param eters of the m odel, esoe—
cially In cases when the factors can be interpreted as the short rate, its
volatility and/or central tendency.

W e assum e that them odel should be consistent for allpositive values
of factors, the interest rate depends on (We consider the case when in
1.3), the coe cientsd j;3= 1;:::;n; are non-negative), which m akes
them odel less exible than it isassum ed in D aiand Singlkton (2000).
Forthe factors ofthe C IR -type, our restriction on dj’s isnatural, and it
is w ithout loss of generality as far as the factors assum ing values In R
are concemed: ifone ofthese d; isnegative, one can m ake it positive by
using Xy instead ofX 5. On the other hand, the m odel speci cations
are underdeterm Ined In the sense ofD aiand Singleton (2000) because
this allow s us to formm ulate necessary conditions and su cient ones In
m ore symm etric and natural fomm s.

T he rest of the paper is organized as ollow s. Tn Section 2, we formm u—
late and prove the results for the Vasioek m odel and its generalization,
Ay (n)—m odel. A lthough the jasti cation ofthe use ofthe Feym anK ac
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theorem can be m ade by appealing to fomula (174) in Sato (1999),
we give an Independent proof of the reduction. The m ain idea of the
proof is the conjugation with an approprate exponent, which allow s
us to reduce to the case of an Interest rate bounded from below . The
sam e dea is used iIn the proofs for A, {)-m odels, m 1, however
the realization becom es m uch m ore involred, if we want to avoid too
stringent conditions.

In Section 3, we formulate the main results for the case m 1,
and prove theorem s about properties of the form al solution {1.6) of
the ATSM model. In Section 4, we descroe the general schem e of
Justi cation of the reduction to the badckward parabolic equation; in
other words, the scham e of the proof of the Feynm an-K ac formula for
an a ner and the classofprocessesused n A , () m odels, m 1.The
m ain ingredient of the proof is the representation theoram for analytic
sam igroups. The proof of the reduction for A; () model and A, (3)
m odel isgiven in Section :5 fm ore general A, (n)-m odels can be studied
sim ilarly) . The m ost technical part of the proof, nam ely, the proof of
the existence and unigueness theoram for degenerate elliptic operators
w ith param eter is delegated to the appendix. The proof of the latter
theoram uses a general approach to problm s of this sort described
iIn detail iIn the review paper Levendorskii and Paneyakh (1990) and
m onograph Levendorskii (1993). This approach is applicabl not to
di erential operators only but to Integro-di erential operators (another
nam e: pseudo-di erential operators) aswell, which allow sone to jastify
the use ofthe Feynm an-K ac form ula for Jum p-di usion processes. This
m ore general case w ill be treated In a ssparate publication.

2. Family Aq @)

21. M onotonicity conditions. The interest rate is given by @.23)
w ith non-negative d;;j 1; and positive d,, and the dynam ics ofX (t)
isgiven by SDE

dX @) = ( X (©))dt+ dw (©); 1)
where W (t) is the standard Brownian motion n R", = [j]isa
low diagonalm atrix w ith positive diagonal elem ents, is a positive-

de nitem atrix, and isa constant vector. T he bond price is given by
06 with

B()= @@ ep( ') ; 22)
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where = (T) 'd,and
Z

T 1 T
C()= dy+ "B (s)+ ETI B;©)B16) L, ds; 23)
0
and necessary and su cient conditions for the decay of the bond price
are (relatively) easy to establish. T hese conditions are epecially sin ple

in thecasen = 1 (the Vasioek m odel).

Theorem 2.1.Letn = 1, and kt the dynam ics of the short rate ke
given by
dr®) = ( r)dt+ dW ©);
where ; and are positive constants.
Then a) ifforsome r> 0, thebond price P (r; ) is a non-increasing
functon of , then

2

Y ; 24
> 24)

b) if @.4) holds, then or any r > 0, the bond price P (r; ) is a de-
creasing function in

Proof. Clearly, B ( ) = 1@ e ) isdecreasing on D;+1 ) from
0 to !, therefore if
2
C’()= B()+5B (]
is nonpositive on (0;+1 ), then @4) holds, and if £4) holds, then
CY% ) isnegativeon (0;+1 ). O

Condition @4) m eans that for a given centraltendency and coe cient

ofm ean reversion, the volatility m ay not be too large, and the inter-
pretation is clear: if volatility is Jarge, then a tra pctory of the process
soends signi cant am ount of tin e In a region of the state space where
the short rate is negative, which leads to the arti cial ncrease of the
bond price.

In the case n 2, it is convenient to study the m onotonicity of
B step by step, by using the low -diagonal structure of , instead of
appealing to the explicit general form ula {2.2). D ue to positivity ofthe
diagonal elem ents of m atrix  and the assum ption d, > 0, the B, is
decreasing from 0 toZ dp= nn. Hencoe, if

B, 1()= e »w 0 9¢ B, d,)ds
0

isnon-increasing on (0;+ 1 ), then it must be that

dn 1 nn dn n;n 1 0; (2.5)
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and if €.5) hods, then B, ; decreases. ForB;j n 2;thenecessary
conditions for the m onotonicity are not that sin ple but the Induction
and the sam e consideration as above show that if the o -diagonalen—
tries ofthem atrix ~ are non-positive then allB 4’s are decreasing func-
tions. From @.3), it is evident that then the bond price is a decreasing
function n  ifand only if the function

1
R, 3s7T F()= dy+h ;B (s)i+§Tr "B;@6)Bie)EL; 2R

is non-positive. C learly, necessary and su cient conditions for non-—
positivity of B in tem s of the param eters of the m odel cannot be
sin ple, however, relatively sin pl necessary conditions and su cient
ones (the lJatter m ore stringent than the fom er) are easy to form ulate.
From @J),we ndthatB +1 )= = (7) 'd, and therefore for
any j= 1;:::;n,and s> O,wehaveB;(s) 2 ( ;5;0). Introduce the
quadratic polynom ial

o1
Q)= dot+h jyi+ Tr T syifa s

IfQo ( )> 0,then orsu ciently large s, F (s) > 0, and therefore C
grow s In a neighborhood of+ 1 ; this gives a necessary condition

Q( ) O (2.6)

Since the quadratic form In the de nition ofQ (y) is positivede nite,
Q isnonpositiveon U = [ ;0] £1;0] @Which in plies that
the integrand .n 2.3) is negative ae., and C decreases) if and only if
it is non-positive at each vertex ofU , that is,

Q) 0 8y2f ;09 £;0g: @.7)
W e have cbtanhed

Theorem 2.2. a) Letn = 2, and ¥kt B; ke non-increasing.

Then @.5) hoWs.

b) Letn 2, and ktallB 4 be non-increasing. Then (2.6) hols.

c) Letn 2, ktthe o —diagonalentries of e non-positive, and
Et ©77) hoH.

Then the bond price is a decreasing function of (x; ) in the r=gion
x> 0; > 0.

22. Justi cation of the Feym an-K ac form ula. W e assum e that
is non-degenerate.

Theorem 2.3. Let g be a continuous function, which does not grow
too rapidly at the in  nity

hl+ g&))= o(fkif); asx! +1 : 238)
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Then the expressions (1.1), 2) and (1.3) are the unigue solution
to the problm  (1.4)-@.5) in the class of continuous functions, which
adm it the bound @.8) uniform Iy in t2 [0;T .

A s it willbe seen from the proof, condition on g can be relaxed, and
the solution is unique in a w ider class of finctions.

Proof. By m aking an a ne transform ation of the factors, wem ay as—
sum e that there exist ¢ > 0 such that

h x;xi coj_",xjjz: 2.9)
D enote by £ (g;r;;x;t) a solution to the problm @ 4)-15).

Lemma 2.4. a) Let r and g be continuous, kt g satisfy (2.8) and r
satisfy

r)= o(jrif); asx! 1 : @ 10)
Then a solution to the probkm @.4)—-(1.5) in the class of continuous
functions f (x;t), which adm it the bound €.8) uniformy in t2 0;T],
exists and it is unique.

b) Letr;r;ii ;g 502, e a ssquence of continuous functions which
satis es (2.10) uniform ¥ in N , and converges pointw ise to a fiinction
r. Then

fo@imix;D ! fHgirix;H) as NI +1; @11)
pointw ise.
P roof. The key elem ent of our approach is the conjigation with an
approprate exponential finction; in the case ofA 4 0), this function is
epecially smpl. Takea anall > 0, and st

f @irixit) = exp( KDL @irixb);
g & = ep( Ikigk:

Sin ibrly, de ne £ (gin jx;t). Dueto @8), £ @irix;it), £ (@im ixiD)
and g x) vanishasx ! 1 ,unifomly nN andt2 [O;T].

a) Insert f, (@irix;t) = exp( FKHE (@irix;t) nto @4)-0.5), and

multiply by exp(  Tkf). The resul is a problem of the sam e om
@.+L r)f Gix;H = 0; t<T; 242)
f @iixiT) = g &K); 213)
where r isa function,and L isa di erential operatorw ithout the rst
order tem , which are dbtained from

exp( IEHC pep(ixkH=1 =r:
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Tt is easily seen that the coe cients of L.  at derivatives of order 2 are
the sam e as the ones of L, and the other coe cients of .  tend to the
corresponding coe cientsofL as ! 0.Hence, if > 0 issu clntly
an all, then L is the In nitesial generator of an O mstein-U hlenbeck
process, callt X .Fix such an . Further,r= r+ »,where

&)= 2 h x;xi+ (Tr(* ) 2h ;xi);
and in view of £.10) and €.9), there exist positive c;C such that
cikif C r& cigkif+C; 8x2R": @ .14)

Since r isbounded from belw, the solution to problem @.12)-@.13)
exists in the class of continuous functions decayingasx ! 1 ,and it
isunique (In fact, the solution isunigue in the class of functions w hich
grow not faster than an exponential function). Since f, (g;r;x;t) =
exp ( IKHE Q;r;x;t), part a) has been proved.

b) The argum ent above is applicable wih 1 Instead of r, and
Yy; = Iy + * admits bound @.14) unibml in N . It follows that
f g;n ;x;t) is given by the Feynm anK ac orm ula

Z T

f @imixit)= E¢ exp( y; X ))ds)g X (T)) : @2415)
t
Shee ry; ®) ! r ®),asN ! +1 , pontwise, we use the Dom i+
nant C onvergence T heorem , pass to the Iin it in £.15), and cbtain that
f i ix;0) ! £ Qirx;t),pointwise. Ik ollow sthat £y (g5 5y ;x;t) !
fo @;1;%x;t), point-w ise. O

Now we give the proof of Theorem 2.3. Denote f (g;r;x;t) as the
stochastic expression (J). Fix N 2 R, and for the a ne r, st

1y ®)= maxfrx); N g.Then r isbounded from below, hence both
f @im ix;t) and £ (@iny ;x;t) exist, and £ (g5 ;xit) = £Ho @im ix;D)

forallx and t < T. Shce g, iy and r satisfy the conditions of
Lenma 24, £11) holds. By the M onotone Convergence T heorem ,
fom;x;0 ! fOrr;x;t) asN ! +1 ;pointwise, and we conclude
that £ g;r;x;t) = fo g;r;x;t) forallxandt T. ]

3. FamiliesA, ), 1 m n 1.

31. Fam ily A; (2). The state space isR;, R ,ther isgiven by @.3)
wih d; 0;d; > 0, and the n nitesin al generator of the process is of
the fom
+ X1 2
@ .
2

(31)
where 11; 27 17 ; arepositive. W ithout loss of generality, , = O.

1
L= (, 11X1)@ + (2 21X1 22X%2)@ + Exl@% +
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A ssum e that in the case of the bond, the use of the Feynm an-K ac
theorem hasbeen justied. Then P (x; ) = £ 1;r;%x;t), the solution
to (4)-15) with gx) 1, can be found in the orm (16). By substi-
tuting @.6) nto @.4)-@.5), we cbtain the system ofR iccati equations
on 0;T):

0 1 5 2
B, = 11B1 + EBl 21Bo + EBZ d;; (32)
BS = 2B2  dy; (33)
c® =  dy+ B+ EBg; (3 4)

sub ect to the boundary conditions
B,:0)=0; B,0)=0; C Q)= 0: 35)
W e solve B3) subPctto B, (0) = 0:
Bo( )= 1 e ® ;5 3.6)
where = 221d2> 0. B, decreases from 0 to , snce 5, > 0:
Im B,y( )= < 0: 3.7)
P +1
IfBi1(g) > 0 Prsome > 0, then not only P (x; ) fails to be a
decaying function of ; forthis ¢, P (X; ) isan Increasing function in
X1 . The ollow ng theoram provides necessary conditionswhich exclide
such a strange behavior of the bond price (the higher the soot short

rate, the higher the price ofthebond), and su cient conditions for the
negativity ofB; ( ) or > 0.

Theorem 3.1. a) IfB; isnon-increasingon 0;+ 1 ), then the follow—
ing two conditions hold:

dl >0 or 21 < 0,' (3.8)

d; 21 Z0: 3.9)

N |

b) If 3.8)-{3.9) hol, then
B.()<0; 8 > 0: (310)

Proof. a) Suppose that d; = ,; = 0but B;( ) is nonpositive n a
right neighborhood of 0. From (6), the RHS ;n (1) is positive in
this neighborhood, hence B ; is Increasing in this neighborhood from 0.
Hence, B; ispositive there; contradiction. Thus, @.8) holds.



12 S.LEVENDORSKII

Denote by d the LHS of @89). Tn view of 3.3), the RHS of BJ)
adm its the representation

1 ~
1B 1 ( )+§B1()2 d+ o@); as ! +1 :

Hence, ifd is negative, and B ; staysnegative, then eventually, theRH S
of 34) will exceed a positive constant, and B, will grow as a linear
function of , contradiction.

b) From (3.8) and (3.6), we seethat B, isnegative in a right neighbor-
hood 0f0. C onsider the quadraticpolynom ialQ )= d;  ,1y+ Eyz .
Under condition (3.8), i is negative .n a sm all keft neighborhood of 0,
therefore if 3.9) holds, i isnegative on (  ;0). Hence,

d; 21B 2 ( )+§B2( f<0; 8 >O0:

W e conclude that ifB; ( ) tres to approach zero from below as In-—
creases, then the RHS in 8 4) becom es negative, and pushes the tra—
fctory T B;( ) down.Hence, B; ( ) ram ains negative. U

The su cient conditions for the m onotonicity are stronger than (3.8){

3.9); .n fact, additional necessary conditions can be derived. W e are
satis ed with B8.8){ 8.9) for the tin e being because these conditions
are m ore restrictive than the su cient conditions for the use of the
Feynm an-K ac formula in Theorem 33 below . The follow ing theorem
provides su cient conditions for the decay ofB ; and C .

Theorem 3.2. a) Let (3.8) and (3.9) hol, and Et
+ 0: (3.11)
Then B; decreaseson D;+1 ).

b) Let 3:8), B.9) and @.11) hoX, and kt

2
— “: 312
do > 3412)
Then C decreaseson [0;+ 1 ), and the bond price is a decreasing func—

tion of x; ) in the r=gion x;x, > 0; > 0.

Proof. a) Set Y = BY, and solve 84) w rt. B; taking into account
that the Jatter is negative:

q
Bi1= 11 %1"'21232 B§+ 2d; + 2Y
By di erentiating B82), we nd
YO = 11Y + YB]_ 21B2+ Bng (3.13)
gq

= Y 2+ 2 5B, B2+ 2d,+ 2Y + BS( B, 01t



CONSISTENCY CONDITIONS FOR ATSM 13

On the strengh of 3.8) and (8.6), Y isnegative ;n a sn all right neigh—
borhood 0f0, and forall > O,BS( )< 0andB,( )2 ( ;0).Hence,
under condition @11),B2( )( B;( ) )< 0;8 > 0,and ifY ( )
tries to approach 0 from below, Y °( ) becom esnegative. T hus, Bf =Y
must ram ain negative on (0;+1 ).

b) TheRHS of B4) iskssthan dy+  ?=2. O

T he next theorem -usti es the use of the formm al solution of AT SM .

T heorem 3.3. Let g ke bounded and continuous, and kt

d, + 1 — 2> 0: (314)

adm it the bound

F&; )] Cexpl( %) 1: 315)
P roof. The general schem e of the proof is described in Section 4, and
the proof itself is given in Section §. O

Remark 3.1. The bound @3.15), which speci es the class of functions
am ong which the Feynm an-K ac form ula gives the unigque solution, is
natural because the bond price given by (1.6) satis es thisbound: see

B9

Remark 32. The LHS in the condition @.14) summ arizes the in uence
ofdi erent param eters of the process and the a nem odelofthe short

rate, which act In opposite directions. Them ain cbstack for the proof
ofthe Feynm an-K ac theoram (and the validity of this theorem ) com es
from the region in the state space where the short rate is unbounded
from below. The larger the d;, the an aller this region is, and the
condition (.14) provides the lower bound for d;, which ensures the
validity of the Feynm an-K ac (the other param eters rem aining xed).
In the Ay (n) case, when the volatility is bounded and so tra ectories
of the process are not pushed too far too fast in the \negative" region,
no additional condition is needed. In the A; (n) case, the entries of the
volatility m atrix are Jarge In the region where x; is large, therefore the
less tin e a tra fctory of the process spends there, the an aller cbstack
for the proof of the Feynm an-K ac theoram (and the validity of this
theorem ) is. A large value ofthem ean—reverting entry 1; ensuresthat
tra fctordes of the process do not rem ain far from the lne x; = 0 for
too long tim e, and the condition @.14) provides the lower bound for

11, the other param eters ram aining xed.
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Theparam etersd,, and ,, act in opposite directionsaswell. The
larger the d,, the larger (the absolute value of) negative values of the
short rate can be, and the larger the , the farther a tra fctory can be
pushed Into the \negative" region. The larger the 5, is, the faster a
tra pctory of the process w ill retum to a neighborhood ofa line x, = 0,
where the short rate is bounded from below . If ,; = 0, then 3.14)
provides an upper bound on (&= ,,)?, which ensures the validity of
the Feynm anK ac theoram . If ,; & 0, the dynam ics becom es m ore
com plkx, and the term ,; takes this additional com plexity Into ac-
ocount.

C orollary 3.4. For the bond pricing probkm , Theorem 3.3 is valid
under condition

2

dy + % a5 > 0: (3.16)
P roof. Indeed, suppose that 3.16) holds w ith the equality. Then we
can approxin ate d; by a sequence £d; ,, g converging to d; from above.
Each di;, satis es (38.14), and hence the conclusion of Theorem 3.3
holds. Set r, &)= dp + dipn X1 + X, . By the D om lnant C onvergence
Theoram , f (4, ;9;%;0) ! £ (r;g;x;t), point-w ise, and the convergence
fo (G ;9;x;0) ! £ (rg;x;t) ollows from the explicit orm ula for these
finctions and the theorem about the continuous dependence on param —
eters of the solution ofa system of ODE ofthe st order. U

32.Fam ily A; (h). The state space isR, R" !, the r is given by
1.3) wih d; 0;j = 1;:::;n, and d, > 0, and the in nitesimal
generator of the process is of the fom

1, 1x
L=nh x;@i+ EXl@l + > (3t X1 5%)058; 317)
Jik=2

where ,; 55;J= 1;:::;n arepositive, ;1 0;1 1< j, 5%« = 0;<
k,and = [ jk]fj‘;k=2; = [jk]‘j?;k=2 are positive de niem atrices (these
restrictions can be relaxed) . W ithout loss ofgenerality, wem ay assum e
5= 0;3 2,when convenient.

Introduce vectors & = (dp;:::;d,), 2% = 1717 n1), and set

= (T) !d. Thesubsystem oftheR iccatiequationsforB = B,;:::;B,)
enpys the sam e properties as the subsystem forB in the A, (n)-m odel
above, therefore the sam e proof as of T heorem 24 gives

Lemma 3.5. For j= 2;:::;n, function B is continuous and non-

increasingon P;+1 ),andB5(0)= 0;B;(+1 )= 5.
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It rem ains to study the m onotonicity of B; and C . Introduce qua-—
dratic polymnom ials

1
Qs (y)= d& hy; Hi+ EyT yi y2R™%;
and
l T n 1
Qc ) = do+5y Vi Y2R :
T he ram aining two R iccati equations, forB; and C, are
1
B ) = 1B 1 ( >+5Bf< )+ Qs B ()); (3.18)
c) Bi( )+ Qc B( )): (319)

Each of equations @.18) and 3.19) is sin ilar to equation @.3) orC

in the Ay )-m odel, therefore the sam e proof as of Theorem 22 gives

Theorem 3.6. a) IfB; isnon-increasingon [0;+1 ), then

dy > 0 orhd; *ti< 0; (320)
and
Qp ( 25::z; n) O 321)
b) Let {3.20) hold, and
Os ) 0; 8y2f ,;0g % 70g: 322)

Then B; decreaseson [0;+1 ).
c) Let (320) and (327) hold, and

Qc ) 0; 8y2f ,;0g9 % ;0g: (323)

Then C decreaseson [0;+ 1 ), and the bond price is a decreasing func—
tion of x; ) in the r=gion x> 0; > O.

By using the fam ily of transform ations described in D aiand Single-
ton (2000), it ispossibl to reduce any A ; (n)-m odelto a m odelw ith

satisfying
«=0; 8k6 3k 2;,3 1; (324)

and we w ill form ulate the theoram about the justi cation ofthe use of
the Feynm an-K ac theoram under this assum ption.

Theorem 3.7. Letg be bounded and continuous, kt (3.24) hold, and
¥t

% Qs (y)> 0; 8y2f ,;09 £;0g: (325)
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Then the expressions (1.1), 12) and (1.3) are the unigue solution
to the probkm  (1.4)-@.5) in the class of continuous functions, which
adm it the bound . 4

& )] Cexp ( 4%x5)+ (326)

P roof. Th Subsection 53. O

Rem ark 3.3. The bound @.26), which speci es the class of functions
am ong which the Feynm an-K ac form ula gives the unigque solution, is
naturalbecause the bond price given by {1.6) satis es thisbound: see
Lemma35.

Rem ark 3.4. In order to apply Theorem 3.} to a particularm odel, the
fam il of transform ations described In D aiand Singleton (2000) should
be used to obtain a m odelwhich satis es B824). The condition 325)
is a natural generalization of the condition 3.14) for the m ultifactor
case; the Interpretation is essentially the sam e as in Rem ark 3 2.

C orollary 3.8. For the bond pricing probkm , condition (3.25) in The—
orem 3.7 can ke replaced by a weaker one:
2

% Qs y) 0; 8y2f ,;0g £ ;0g: 327)

33. Fam ily A, (3). By using the fam ily of transform ations described

in Daiand Sinhgkton (2000), it is possible to reduce any three-factor
ATSM wih two factors ofthe C IR -type to a m odel of the form

q

dX © = ( X ©)dc+ B35 ©O1dB ©; 328)

where 2 R? is the vector w th com ponents 5 = 0,

1> 0; 2>0; 329)

and the entries of m atrix = [ 4] satisfy
117 227 33 > 0 (3.30)
217 12 0; (331)
11 22 12 21 > 05 (3.32)
13= 23 = 0: (333)

Further,

Sy = 3X50; = 1;2; (334)

Sz = 3+ 51X+ 2X,0; (3.35)
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where

37 117 22> 07 317 32 0; 336)
and nally, the short rate process is given by @.3) with

d2R; dy;d  0; ds> O: (3.37)

N otice that under conditions 329) and @.30){ @.33), any trajctory
of the process X , which starts in the region x; 0; x5 0, ram ains
in this region, a s.
The in nitesim al generator of the process is
1 X , 1 )
L=( xJ @, + > 33%5@5 + 5( 3t Xt 32x2)63;
=12

and therefore the system ofR iccatiequations is

BS = 11B1 21Ba2 + %Bf d; B3+ %Bi; (3.38)
BS = 12B1 2B2+ %Bﬁ d, 32B3+ %Bi; (3.39)
By = 13B1 ds; (3.40)
CO = do+ 1B1+ 2B2+ éBg: (3.41)

From the initial condition
B;0)=B,0)=B30)=C@©0)=0 (342)
and @40) we can easily nd Bs;
Bs( )= @ e *>); (343)

where = &= 33> 0.Clarly, B3 decayson [0;+1 ), and

Bs+1) = ; (344)
Bs() 2 ( 3;0); 8 >0; (345)
Bs( ) & ; as ' +0: (3406)

Them onotonicity of B 5;j= 1;2; in plies additional restrictions on the
param eters of them odel. To form ulate them , denote by ~!! the inverse
to theupper eft 2 2blck ' = [ y1}1, ofmatrix

L1 1 22 12
11 22 12 21 21 11
and sst
& R it d ~31 _ 11 31, 31 _ 11 31
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On the strength of (.30){ 3.32), the diagonal (resp., 0 -diagonal) en-
tries of ~!! are positive (resp., non-positive), therefore

1 0 T 05 347)

and
d;d, 0 ) &;& O; (3.48)
317 322< 0 ) ~315~32 < O (349)

Theorem 3.9. LetBj;j= 1;2; be non-increasingon [0;+1 ). Then
the ollow ing conditions hold, for 36 12 f1;2g:

dj >0 or dj =0 and ljdl+ 3jd3 O; (3.50)
d”j >0 or d’j =0 and ~33 O; (3 S51)
&  ~a % 2 0: (3.52)

P roof. a) Ifd; < 0, then (3.38){ 8.39) and @.42) mply thatB{( ) >

)> 0
n a right neighborhood of 0, contradiction. Hence, both d; 0. If

both d; = 0, then from B.38){ B.39) and B.46),bothB;( )= o( ),as
! + 0, and m oreover,

Bg( ) 3jd3 H ' +0:

Hence, it isnecessary that 33 0. Fially, ifd; = Obut d, > 0, then
Bo() g ,as ! +0,hence

BY() (ade+ 5ds) ; ! +0:
This excludes the case ,;d + 3:d3 > 0, and nishes the proof of
:50).
b) To prove 3.51){ 8:52), we apply ~** to subsystem 338) { B39);
the resul is

BY B 1 B?
11 1 1 1
~ = + —F 3.53
BJ B, 27 B3 5-3)

g ~ 1 ~

1 B, 3 —B§ ~31 ;

& ~32 2 32
where

0
B = 1 11
O 22

Sihce BY and B are non-positive, and the entries of ~'! are non-

negative, the LHS in @.53) is nonpositive. Now by ushg 3.53) and
arguing as in part a) above, we deduce @.51).
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If 3.52) fails, then from 3.44) we conclude that in a neighborhood
of+1 , one ofthe com ponents ofthe RHS In @3.53) ispositive, contra—
diction. U

The next theoram gives su cient conditions for the m onotonicity of
B, and C; they are m ore stringent than the necessary conditions in
Theorem 3.9.

Theorem 3.10. a) Let the following conditions hod, for j= 1;2:

d;> 0 or dy= 0and s35< O; (3.54)
dy 3 % 2 0; (3.55)

35 39 0; (3.56)

55> 0 or 35< O: (3.57)

Then B; and B, are decreasingon [0;+1 ).
b) In addition, kt

dy = 2 (3 58)
2
Then C decreaseson [0;+ 1 ), and the bond price is a decreasing func—
tion of x; ) in the r=gion x > 0;x, > 0; > 0.

P roof. a) First, we show that there exists ¢ > 0 such that for 3= 1;2;

By()<0; 0< <o (3.59)
and
B{()<0; 0< < gt (3.60)
Weuse 338){B39), 847) and 346). Ifd; and d, are positive, then
BY() d,as ! +0,hence (3.60) hold, and (3.59) holds as well
Ifboth dj= Obutboth 35< 0,thenB{( ) 35d5 ,as ! +0,and
3.59) and @.60) hold. Fially, ifone ofdj,say, d,, ispositive, and the
other, d;, is O, thenB () G,B,( ) g ,as ! +0,and
BY() (ade+ 3ds) ; ' +0:

Sihhoe ,; 0;d, Oandd;> 0,wedbtain 38.59){B.60).
Second, we show that (3.53) hodswih = +1 . Under condition
{3.54), the polynom ials

0= d; syt
arenegative on ( ;0), therefore in view of(-_

dj+ 33B3( )+§B3( f<0; 8 >0 (3.61)
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Suppose that as  increases, By ( );J = 1;2; start to approach 0 from
below , sin ultaneously. Then from B38){ 839) and (3.61), at least one
ofB ;?( ) becom es negative before both By ( );j= 1;2; reach 0, contra-
diction. IfB; ( ) isapproaching 0 but B, ( ) isnot, then eventually, on
the strength of 3.38) and condition ,; 0,B?( ) becom es negative,
contradiction. Thus, 3.59) holds on the whol halfaxis.

It rem ainstoprovethatY; = B ;’ are negative on the whol halfaxis,
j= 1;2.W e di erentiate B3 { G3%):

Y? = 11Y1 21¥2+  11B1Y; 1Yz +  31B3Y3;  (3.62)

Yzo = 12Y1 22Y2+  22BLY; 2Y¥3+  3B3Y3; (3.63)
and rew rite 3.62){ B.63) as

Ylo = (11 11B1)Y; 21¥2+ ( 31B3 31)Y3;

Ygo = 12Y1 (22 22B2)Y2+ ( 32B3 32)Y3:

Since B 5 are negative, 3 ;sB5 > 0;3 = 1;2, and due to 3459),

(357 and (3.56), allthe expressions in the brackets are positive. Since

Y3 isnegative, Y.’( ) and ¥?( ) cannot approach 0 from below simula—
neously: Indeed, then eventually, the RH S’sw illbecom e negative, con—
tradiction. Snhce ,; 0O,wehave 5, Y( ) OwhereY%( )< O,
therefore by the sam e reasoning, Y; ( ) cannot approach 0 from below

whilke Y, ( ) ram ains ssparated from 0. By interchanging the indices 1
and 2, we conclude that .60) holds on the whol halfaxis.

b) Recallthat ; and , are positive, and apply 3.41), 3.45) and
3:59). O

Theorem 3.11. Letglelounded and continuous, and kt the follow ing
conditions hod: fory = 0; ,

2

A+ 2+ =2y Y >0 (3.64)
11 22 2
2

A+ =2+ 21 Ly 2Y > 0 (3.65)
22 11 2

Then the expressions (I1.1), ({.2) and (I.3) are the unique solution

to the problem (1.4)-(@.5) in the class of continuous fiinctions, which
adm it the bound

f& )] Cexpl( =) (3.66)
P roof. Th Subsection 5.4. O

Rem ark 3.5. The bound 3.66), which speci es the class of functions
am ong which the Feynm an-K ac form ula gives the unigque solution, is
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naturalbecause the bond price given by {1.6) satis es thisbound: see
B43).

Rem ark 3.6. The pair of conditions (3.64)-{3.65) is a natural general
ization of the condition (3.I4) in the A; () m odel; the Interpretation
is essentially the same as in Ram ark 32.

4. Justification of the use of the Feynman-K ac formula

41. G eneral schem e. Step 1. W e assum e that g is non-negative,
bounded and su ciently regular, so that In the case of a continu-
ous r bounded from below (not necessarily a ne), problem  (¥.4)—(1.5)
has a solution, £, (g;r; ; ), In the class of bounded continuous fiinc-
tions, which is given by the stochastic expression @.0): £, (g;r;x;t) =
f@;r;x;t) Prallx and t< T.Fora ne di usions, the coe cients of
the In nitesin al generator of the process satisfy the global Lipschitz
condition, and hence, the Feym an-K ac theoram is applicable. (The
reduction to the case ofm ore general g is fairly standard).

Step 2. FixXN 2 R ,and forthea ner,sstry )= maxfrx); NJg.
Then 1 isbounded from below , henceboth £ (g; 5y ;x;t) and £, (@; 5 ;%51
exist, and f (@; 5 ;x;0) = £ Qo ;x50 Prallx and t< T.

Step 3. By the M onotone C onvergence T heoram ,

fon;x;0! f@ir;x;) asN ! +1 ;
point-w ise, therefore it rem ains to show that

fo@im ix;0) ! fHo@irix;) asN ! +1 5 @1)
point-w ise.

Step 4. W e prove {4.1) by reducing to the case of a fam ily of short
rates, which is bounded from below uniform Iy in N . To this end, we
take a non-negative fiinction 2 C! R™), and consider the represen—
tation

exp( &))Lexp( ®))=1L r X); “42)

where I isa di erential operator w ithout the zero-order tem , and =

is a function. In the presence of factors of the C IR type, the In ni-
tesim al generatorm ay have non-triviala ne coe cients at the second

order derivatives, therefore the choice of in the form of a quadratic
polynom ial, as in the proof of Theorem 2.3, is in possble except for
som e very special cases. Onemay try ’swhich are (@pproxin ately)
positive hom ogenous of degree 1 In a neighborhood of in niy. The
sinplest version (x) = MAx;xi=hxi, where hxi = 1+ jxif)'?, is
possbl but it requires unnecessary strong restrictions on param eters
ofthem odel. Tt tumsout that the construction of should be adjusted
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to each m odel. For the proofto work, the follow ing general properties
of areessential (they can be relaxed, though):

(d) there exist constants ¢ > 0 and C such that
®) oXj C; 43)

(i) there exist constants Cy > O;M ;C; such thatn, = r+ r
adm its the follow ing estin ate:

Coxj M n; ® Cikj+M; 8x; 44)
({iil) there exist constants C, and > 0 such that forallx and t 2
0;T ], the function £ @;r;x;t) = exp( X)) (@;rix;t) satis-
es an estin ate
¥ @irix;Dj Coexp( XJ; @.5)

(iv) L issu clently reqular in the sense that orany r ° which adm its
the bound {@4), and a continuous g° x) adm itting the bound

P &) Csexp(  xJ; 4.6)
where > 0 and C; are independent of x, a continuous solution
to the problam

@+L )f&;) = 0; 0 t<T; @.)
f&;T) = ¢’ &); (48)

w hich exponentially decays at In nity, exists and it isunigque; call
i f @%;r%;x;t) we add indices 0, and use kbels r’ and ¢°) in
order to avoid the confusion wih g and r in @ 4)-{'5));
(v) asN ! +1,
£ @ im; ixi ! £ @im; ixit); 4.9)
pontwise;herery, = 5y + © .
N otice that the construction of will depend on a sm all param eter
2 (0;1),and the i, willsatisfy a weak version ofthe globalL jpschitz
condition, w ith param eter, which sim pli es the proof of the existence
and uniqueness theorem in Section §. W e do not specify this condition
here because it is a ussful technical toolonly, and it should be possble
to prove the existence and uniqueness theoram underw eaker conditions.
W hen the existence and unigueness theoram is proved, the conver-
gence {4.9) is typically not di cult to establish. For instance, if it can
be shown that L. isthe generator ofa M arkov process w ithout killing,
and the Feynm an-K ac theorem is applicable, then @.9) can be easily
deduced from the Feynm an-K ac formula and the D om inant C onver-
gence Theoram . However, or the L , which we w ill construct below,
there is no ready Feynm an-K ac theorem availble, and so {4.9) will
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be proved di erently, by using the representation theoram for analytic
sem igroups.

W hen the is constructed, and properties (i) { (v) are established,
we can prove {4.1) asollows. ForN = 1;2;:::;1 , st

g &) = ep( &K))gK);

f @imixit) = ep( &)HGinwixit);
substitute £, (@in i%;t) = exp( ®)Ef (@i ;x;0) Into @.4)-@.5), and
multiply by exp ( (x)); we obtain that £ (g;n; ; ) is a continuous
solution to the problem

@+ L nw,)f&x;0) = 0; 0 t<T; (4 10)

£&;T) = g ®); 411)

which exponentially decays at in nity. Clearly, ry;, satisfy @.J4) with
the constants independent of N = 1;2;:::;1 ;theRHS in 4.8) adm its
bound (4.6) since g isbounded, and satis es @.3). By (i), the con-

tinuous solution to problem (@.10){ @.11), which exponentially decays

at n nigy, isunique, hence £ G;n; ; )= flg;m; ; 7 ),andby V),
asN ! +1,f @ ;w,;; 7 )convergesto fig ;jry;; ; ), pointwiss;
@.1) olows.

42. Outline ofthe veri cation of conditions (iv){ (v). Let x°be

the group of the C IR -type variables, and x® the group of the other

variables; then x = x%x%.Let R,)™ R® ™ be the corresponding

deocom position of the state space. W e apply the standard approach:
rst, we w rite problem  @.10){ @.1T) in the fom

F()+AF () = 0; > 0; @12)
F@+0) = o 4 13)
where A = L + r° isa (partial) di erential operatoron R, )"

R" ™,and oreach ,F ( )isafunctionon ®R )"® R" ™.Next, by
using the Laplace transform w rt. , we reduce problam (4.10){{4.11)
to the fam ily of problem s

( +RA)F ()= (4.14)

where F is the Laplace transform ofF , and belongs to a halfplane
of the com plex plane, ofthe form £ j= > (g. Then, by using the
theory of degenerate elliptic operators w ith param eter, we show that if
0 Is su ciently large, then the operator + A is invertible uniform Iy
W rk. In the halfplane = 0. This proves the existence and
uniqueness of the solution to the boundary problem @ I0)-@11) (that
is, part () of the general schem e) but In a wider class of functions
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since under this approach, @.13) is satis ed in a weak sense (in the
sense of the theory of generalized functions). To show that the solution
satis es (4 13) in the strong sense, and to prove the convergence in part
(v), som e additionale ort isneeded. W e show that the representation
theorem for analytic sem igroups can be applied to A, and derive @.9)
from this representation. W e need the follow Ing de nition and theoram .

For 2 (0; )and o O,set ,,=f 2C jJj 0; arg 2
[ ; Ig. Let A be an operator In the Banach space B, and lkt there
exist 2 0; ), o 0, and C; such that for 2 .or T A IS
nvertible, and the resolvent satis es the estin ate

PO +A) TP Cci@+ 3Pt (4.15)

Then A is calld a weakly -positive operatori. IfC = 0, A is called
“Qositive. Let L ; , = @ ;, be a regular contour, w ith a param eter-
zation = () satisfyhg arg () = for t In a neighborhood of
1.
T he follow ing theoram isa special case ofthe representation theoram

for the analytic sem igroups (see Section IX 10 in Yosida (1964)).

Theorem 4.1. LetA ke an unbounded operator in the Banach space B,
and ktthereexist 2 ( =2; ) andC such thatA isweakly -positive.
T hen

a) oranyg® 2 B, andany > 0, the ®lbwing integral isweltde ned
Z

exp( A= @ 1 e (+a)'dd; (4.16)
L,
b) @.16) de nesa strongly continuous sem igroup fTg oin B by Tg =
I, T =exp( A), > 0,and
c) Pranyg® 2 B, F ( )= exp( A){§ is a strongly continuous soli—
ton to the problm (4.12) { (4.13).
AsB,wetakeL, (R.)" R"™ ™), and we show that the conditions
of Theorem 4.1 are satis ed. Fora function h, denoteby h () or sin ply
h them ultiplication-by-h-operator. W e will be ablk to prove that if

> 0 issu ciently an all then
Texp(h D+ (N +A)Yexp( hDFP Cy; (417
orall 2 ,,. By usihg the representation @.16) and estin ate
@I, we can prove @9) as ollows. Setr® =1, , ;A= L +1,,
and ket F be the solution to @.13){ @.13). LetF y, be the solution of
the problem @12){ 413) withAy,= L + 1y, instead ofA.We

3U sually, the Jabel isused instead of ;unfortunately, isalready occupied as
the standard notation in AT SM ’s
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show that A and each A , satis es @.15) uniom Iy in N, with the
sme , ,and therefore the representation @.16) holds orF y, wih

A ) Instead of A . Notice that

(+2) '@, m,;)(+2a) g
(+Aw)) le;C gl;

( +2n) 9 (+2)%

where

by, = @, mw,)ep( hBC+n,) %

C =ep(h®(+n, (N +a)ep( h%Y;

and g' = exp( h %qg° isa continuous fiinction which decaysat in nity,
if < . It iseasily seen that

Iim SU.qu\I, x)j= 0;

N! +1 x

therefore the nom ofthem uliplication-byty; operator tends to zero
asN ! +1 ,uniformly n 2 L, ; thenom ofC isuniformly
bounded w rt. 2 L ;, on the strength of @.17). Henoe,

Fay,( ) F () = exp( ZAN))gO exp ( A)(f
= @21 e (+RAg) " (+A)" dgd
AR
= @ !t e ( +Ay)) Ty, C gd

L,

vanishesasN ! +1 ,and @.9) isproved.

T he regularity theoram for locally elljptic operators guarantees that
the solutions fy) &; )= Fy,®) arenotonly n Lo (R, )" R" ™)
but continuous aswell, and they decay at the in niy. Hence, the con-
vergence N C R4 ;L (R4)™  R™ ™), the space of continuous vector-
functionswith valuesIn L, (R + )™ R" ™), In plies the pointw ise con—
vergence Off_(N y X ) o £y ;).

In Section §, the construction of and the proofofthe existence and
uniqueness theorem and bound @ .17) will be provided for the fam ily
A, (), and then for fam ilies A; (n), n 2, when the construction of

becom es m ore nvolved. In Subsection 5.4, the m odi cations of the
proof forthe fam ily A, (3) are outlined, and the proof for other fam ilies
A, ) isessentially the sam e.
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5. Proofs of sufficient conditions for the Feynman-K ac
theorem

51. P roof of Theorem 3.3, part I: construction of and veri-
4.2)

cation of conditions (4 2){ @.5). Fix any positive , and
< : (1)
N ext, take a non-decreasing fiinction 2 C! R ) such that

)= 7 y< 1; (52)
)= +; y>0; (5.3)

and
v) +7 8yY2R: (5.4)

Then, orany 2 (0;1), construct functions ()= ( y) and
Z
Y

v) = (s)ds;

and nally, sst
®)= nuxit+t &)

Clarly, stises @3).Set = maxf,; 11; g; it ispositive
shoe 13> 0; 4+ > 0and §.0) holds.

Lemma 5.1. Forany 2 (0;1), there existsC such that forallx; > 0
and X2 2R ,

exp ( ®2)) o (rg;x;0)] C exp( &+ XK2J): (5.5)
In particular, @.5) hols.

Proof. From the explicit solution to the bond pricng problm, we
know that f, (r;1;x;t) adm its the bound (3.15). Since g is bounded,
fo (r;9;%x;t) adm its the sam e bounds With a di erent C, perhaps).
Hence, on the s=t £fx jx; > 0;x, > 1= g, function § (;g; ; ) is
bounded, and since  isbounded from below by a lnear function w ith
positive coe cients, 11%; + 4 X, we conclude that estinate G.5)
holds on this sst. On the st fx jx; > 0;x, < 1= g, function
fo t;jg; ; ) isbounded from above by an exponential function of the
form Cexp( x),and isbounded from below by an a ne finction
11%X1 + X, + ¢, where

c= ! ()dy:
0

In view ofour choice (5.1), estin ate (6.5) hodson this sest aswell. [
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Now we can check that for any su ciently an allpositive , and 2
0;1), and In a su ciently an all eft vicihity of , the function
satis es conditions @J) and @4). The dependence on  will also be
used to check conditions (v)—(v) ofthe general schem e: it is convenient
to use the dependence on a an all param eter, and prove the existence
and unigqueness of the solution of the boundary probkm {@.1)-{.8) for
su ciently small > 0.
W e have

exp ( X)NLexp( K) = (1 11%X1) @1+ 11)
(21x1+ 2x) @+ (X2))

1 2 + X1 2
+§X1 @+ 1)+ T(@z"' =207

therefore

1
L = 1@1 + EXl@f (5.6)

X
+ [ 21x1 22Xt (+ X)) &)+ @S;

n, ® = d 111 ( &)+ (22)%) G.7)

2

+@1+§+ n &) S Y6+ )Y
++ 2 XK
Here @) = (9 ) = %vy).

Lemma 5.2. Let 3.14) hod. Then there exists o > 0, , > 0 and
< such thatforall 2 (0;,), estim ate (3.4) hodsw ith constants

Co;C1 independent of 2 (0;,), andM = M, !, where M, is alo
independent of

2

Proof. In view of §4), the rst three term s on the RHS of G.7) are
bounded, and

supi “&x2)3! 0; ! 0;
therefore it su ces to show that , > 0 and < can be chosen
so that
1) di+ 5=2+4 5 () (2,)?=2 is positive and bounded away

from zero, uniform Iy In x, and > 0;
2) db + 5 (X,) ispositive and bounded away from 0, unifom 7 in
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3) d + 22 X») is negative and bounded away from 0, uniform Iy in
X, < 1= and > 0.
Now,dueto §2),3) isd, + ., < 0,whith isequivalent to §.0),
and dueto (5.3),2) reducesto d, + 5, + > 0, which istrivial. On the
strength of 4), 1) is equivalent to the condition: the polynom ial
2

7 =d+ =+ —v*
yT QW) 1 > 21Y 2Y

ispositive on [ ; +1. Slhce > 0, it su ces to choose so that
Q( )> 0.If ; > 0issu ciently anall, then Q ( ;) ispositive since
QO = d+ 2=2> 0is and ifQ (y) is positive at y = which
is condition @.14)), then i is positive for  iIn a su ciently small
neighborhood of . [

52. P roof of Theorem 3.3, part II: veri cation of conditions
(Iv) { (v) of the general schem e. W hen in the de nition of is
xed, the L. dependson only, and to stress the dependence on , In
this subsection, wewrite L. instead ofL . In theproofsofthe existence
and the unigueness theorem for the solution of problem (4.10){ @.11)
and estin ates @.15) and @.17), we use an additional property of r°,
which was om itted from the general schem e in Subsection 4.0 as too
technical (and by no m eans necessary), and which holds forr; ; and
Iy, .Fx ! 2 (0;1=2). W edenote by r any function (i fact, a fam ily
of functions, param etrized by 2 (0;1)), which adm its bound ¥4 4)
w ith the constants C; > 0;C, andM = M, !, where Cy;C1;M o are
Independent of 2 (0;1); In addition, r must satisfy the follow ing
Lipschiz condition with weight:
there exists a constant M ; > 0 independent of 2 (0;1) and such that
rany x;y 2 Ry R satisfying k3 y3J (st 1), 3= 1;2,
F & r@)d Migi+ DT (5.8)

Lemma 5.3. Functions r; ; and ry, satisfy @.4) and (5.9), uni-
formly in N and 2 (0;1).

P roof. Each ofthe functionsry ; andry,; isthesum ofa linear function
r or a piecew ise linear finction ry , or which $.8) is evident since
! 2 (0;1=2), and the function * ofthe form

r (><)= bl_; (><2)X1+ bZ,' (X2)+ b),;

where Iy, is bounded (hence, satis es 6.8)), and b, , j = 1;2, are
constant outside the sst x, 2 [ 1= ;0], and have derivatives of order

on this st. By applying the Lagrange theorem , we obtain (58) for
b, ®2)x; + by, %2). Thus, (5.8) hasbeen proved.
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The proof of bound @.4) in Subsection 5.1 is applicabk to any r,
and the constants In (@ 4) can be chosen the same orall 2 (0;1). O

The L isan elliptic operator n the halfspace x; > 0, which degen-
erates at the boundary x; = 0, of the form

L = e ixel+ 0, — a2, 5.9
- 1C1 2X11 (X)Z 2 27 ()

where ;; ; areposiive, and isan a ne function ofx ;
x) = 0@2) + X1 aX2); (5.10)

whose coe cients are unifom Iy bounded, constant outside the segm ent
[ 1= ;0], and satisfy the global Lijpschiz condition w ith param eter:

J 5O 5@)3 C ¥ zJ ©6d1)
where C is independent of 2 (0;1).

Theorem 5.4. Let L bean operatorofthe orm (.3), where i; ;
are positive, and the reatvalied finction  satis es|(5.10) and |(5.11).
Letr satisfy (4.4) and (5.8), with constants C ;C;C1;M o independent
of 2 (©0;1).
Then there exist (> 0 such that forall 2 (©; )
a) orany T > 0 and any continuous g°, which exponentially decays at
in nity, the problm

@ L +r)f&; ) = 0; 2 0;T); (6.12)
f& ) = d; (5.13)

has the unigue continuous solution, which exponentially decays at
in nity;

b) set =2M, !, = =2+ ;thentherrexistsG and , > 0 such
thatifj j o then forall 2 (©0;4) and 2

Jexp(h B ( +2°( )( L+r)lexp( h%yP ci: G14)

P roof. a) Instead of the problem on a strip 2 [0;T], we can con—
sider the problem on 0, and look for the solution in the class of
continuous finctions which adm it a bound

F& )J Cexpl 1kj+ (o 1)k (5.15)

forsome ; > 0. By using the Laplace transform , we can reduce the

existence and unigqueness theoram to the uniform nvertbility of the

fam ily L +r,onthelne< = ,;theunifom nvertbiliy follows

from part b). Notice that in order to prove that the solution satis es

the boundary condition (5.13) in the strong sense, the nvertbility for
2 ,, and estin ate {4.15) are needed.



30 S.LEVENDORSKII

b) w illbe proved in the appendix. N otice that both {@.15) and @.1%)
are implied by 6.14). O

53. Proofof Theorem 3.7.Forj= 2;:::;n; x ,,;> 0and

SN E (5.16)
N ext, take a non-decreasing function ;2 C! R) such that
W)= 5ioy< 1; 617)
50)= +57 ¥> 0; (518)
and
5 5¢) 4+ 8Y2R: (5.19)

Then, forany 2 (0;1), construct functions 5, (y) = 5( y) and
z Y
5 @)= 5 (s)ds;

and nally, st

C Jearly, it satis es @.3). Set

= maxf jmax . yimaxt 5997
J J

it is positive shce 11 > 0; ;3> 0and (.16) holds.

Lemma 5.5. Forany 2 (0;1), there existsC such that forallx; > 0
and X 2R ,

exp( &M @] C exp( &+ ¥X™): 5 20)
In particular, @.5) hols.

The proof of this Jemm a is an evident m odi cation of the proof of
Lenma 5. in the casen = 2, and the rest of the proof of T heorem
33 isa straightforward m odi cation of constructions and argum ents in
Subsection 5.1 and Subsection 5 4.
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54. Proofof Theorem 3.11.Fix < and , > 0,L4;L 2R,
and for > 0, construct and as in Section EE..Aﬂ:erthat, de ne

®x)= hx;+ Lx, + x3):

Set
1 L. @l= G 1= %
2 @2 X5
W e have
exp( ®)Lexp( &) = h' Mx';e'+ I'i
(31X1+ 32X+ 33%x3) @3+ X3))
= @+ L)+ —ox, @+ L)
2 2
1
+§( ot mXit X)) @+ (%3))%;
therefore
; 1
L = h?'e'i+ %Xj@jz' + 5( s+ Kt 3p%2)@5
j=1;2
+ (( 111 11)X1 12X2)@ + (( 22k 22)%2 21%1)@;
+ [ u1xt 32X2 X3t ( 3+ 31X+ 32x2) @35

and by denoting the colim ns of them atrix ' as ;3= 1;2;

n, ® = d hHli f( "k3)+  (x3)%)
2
+dh+hhH %]% 51 (X3) %( S&3) + &3)2) kg
2
+E+h %L 2;]2+ 2 (X3) %( “ka)+  ®3)%) ke

+ s+ 33 X3)xs:

Now it is clear what the optin al choice of I} and L is. Indeed, it is
necessary that in the formula for I , the coe clents at @ 5, j = 1;2,
m ust be non-negative, hence I 55= 33. On the other hand, in the
formula forry ; , it is better to have the coe cientsat x 5, J= 1;2, as
large as possible. Equivalently,

nk 2%
1k + 2k and 2k + 12k
2 2
should be as large aspossible. But for j= 1;2, 4 jjJ%=2 attains
itsmaxinum at = 45= 55, and since ,; isnegative, 1} isattains

EIsmaxinum on [ 5= ;+1 )atl = .= 5. Hence, the optimal
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choice is 5=  45= 5573 = 1;2; and w ith this choice, the coe cients at
x5;J= 1;2;becom e

A+ 2 &) o ( Y&a)t &3)P)
11 22 2
and
dy + 2y 212, 32 (X3) ﬁ( % (x3) + (®3)%):
22 11 2
If > 0and ; > 0 are su cintly snall, and < is su ciently

cbseto , then under conditions (3.64){ (3.65), both coe cients are
positive and bounded away from 0 uniform Iy in x3. This property
allow s us to repeat all the proofs In Section § with sm all and evident
changes.

T here are two subtlke point is in the construction of local represen—
tatives and local aln ost inverses in the appendix: when the s=st U 2;3-
intersects w ith the plane x; = 0, we take x 7 in this plane (sin ilarly
in the case of the intersection w ith the plane x, = 0), and ifw ith the
Iine x; = x, = 0, then on this line. In the st case, we fieeze all
the ooe cients except for the ones In the expressions x 1@; and xl@f
(sin ilarly for the local representatives at points In the plane x, = 0),
and In the second case, all the coe cients exospt for the ones In the
expressions x;@; and xl@f, 1= 1;2. In the st case, the m odel fam ily
are operators on the halfline, and in the second case, on the quadrant
fx; > 0;x, > 0g. The ram aining details are straightforward m odi ca—
tions of the corresponding steps in the proof for the fam iy A, (2).

Appendix A.Proof of Theorem 54, b)

A 1. Reduction to construction of aln ost inverses. W e start
with thecase = 0, and in the end ofthe proof, indicate which changes
need to bem ade for the case of am all j j.

Foreach 2 C satisfying j j !, introduce the fam ily of Banach
(n fact, Hibert) spacesH! H = L,R, R), which consists of
functions w ith the nite nomm jj i de ned by

X? , .
]JJ]il = J&I+ J Iuif + Ruff + xeuif + ({Ruif + jki@uif);
=0
where §j jjisthe nom in H . Notice that the embedding H H is
continuous, and H ! is independent of as a topological space; but it
is convenient to derive estin ates for the auxiliary operators below in
temm s of the nom depending on the param eter.
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Toprovethe nvertbility of L +r+ andestinate @.153),itsu ces

to construct keft and right aln ost inverses, Rl; and R, . These are
operators which are uniform Iy bounded

IR, Tooae C; @ 1)
j:Rr,-jjil B! C; @ 2)
where C is Independent of 2 (0;1) and 2 ; ,» and satisfy the
approxin ate equalities In the de nition of the nverse:
R (L +r+ )= I+T,; @ 3)
(L +r+ )R", = I+T%; @ 4)
where
IS Hea ! 0 oas L0 @ 5)
W s !0 as ! 0; @ 6)
uniformly w xrt. 2 . Notice that @& 4) and @ 35) Inply that

R* mapsH ito thedomain of L + r . Suppose that the alnost
Inverses are constructed, and  is so an all that the nom s of operators
T*, and T', are lessthan 1=2. Then the RHS in @ 3) and @ 4) are
Invertlble bounded operators, and hence L + r + hasthe bounded
nverse. M oreover, the inverse Rr; T+ 7T, . ! is a bounded operator
from H toH ', unifom Iy in , which inplies $.14).

Thus, i ram ains to construct left and right aln ost nverses. The
standard technique consists of the construction of

(1) an appropriate partition of unisy,

(i) Jocal representative ofthe operator (localization of the operator),
that is, the fireezing of coe cients w rit. to all the varables or
som e of them at som e points,

(iil) the inverses to the local representatives, and nally,
(Iv) globalaln ost inverses by using the partition ofunity and the local

nverses.
Notice that ,;, dependson ,and j j! +1 as ! 0O,uniformly in
2 ,,;thisproperty w illbe used system atically in the constructions
below .

A 2. Partition of unity. W e use the universal construction due to
Hom ander (1985), which isbased on the de niion ofa slow ¥ varying
m etric; forthe variant ofthe construction for operatorsw ith param eter,
see Levendorskii (1993).Fix ! 2 (0;1=2),and foreach 2 (0;1),de ne
afinction hyi = (3 32+ y*)* on R, and the Riamann metricG on
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on R? by
G x(z)=hxi YT+ i Y g
It is straightrward to check that the derivatives of the finction hyi'
w rk.y arebounded uniform Iy in y 2 R 2and 2 (0;1), thereore (see
Levendorskii (1993)) thereexist ¢;c;C, > Osuch thatifG & z) ¢
then
aG W) G 4W) CiG ,6w); 8w2R?*: @ .7)

Condition @ .]) meansthatthemetricG isslw ly varying @unifom Iy
wxrt. 2 (0;1)),and therefore there exist positive constantsC,;C3;Cy4,
points x 7 2 R?; and nonnegative functions ;3 2 C! R?);j =
1;2;:::; such that
(@) setsU 4= supp ,573= 1;2;:::;coverR?;
(i) the multiplicity of the covering fU gy 1 is bounded unifom ly
wxrt. 2 ©0;1l),and j= 1;2;:::;that is, foreach j, the number
ofk forwhich U ;5and U , intersect isbounded by C,;
(i) x 72 U
(iv) the diam eter of U ,; isnot greater than C, (5 31+ & ™9*;
(v) orallmultizndicess, 2 (©0;1),and j 1,
R &) Coshx 1P 8x; @ 8)
where pj= s; + s, and the constants C4 are Independent of
2 0;1),and § 1;
(i) prall 2 (0;1), and a;(]le R?,

,560) = 1: @ 9)
!
Fordetails of the construction, see H omm ander (1985) and Levendorskii
(1993). In the construction, one can choose the points and fiinctions
so that
(vil) either x 7 is on the line x; = 0, orx 7 and U ,; are outside the
strip %1 <3j j',where g, > 0 is lndependent of 2 (0;1) and .
From now on, we assum e that (i) { (vil) hold, and we consider only the
pointsin thehalfplanex; 0;now the arefiunctionsde ned in the
sam e halfplane, and @ 9) holds orx from thishalfplane. W e divide
the set of the points x 7 1n the halfplane x; 0 into two subsets:
j2 Jy, ifx 7 ison the boundary x; = 0, and j2 J,, ifx 7 belngs to
the open halfplane x; > 0.
Construct
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and setU' = supp U 5. Sin flarly, startingwith *,;and U*,, construct

?,andU?,Then ' and U', 1= 1;2; satisfy the sam e conditions as
sand U ;5 (with di erent constants) but @ J9). In addition,

&) = 1; 8x2U @ 10)

‘&) = 1; 8x2U': @ 11)

A 3. Local inverses to non-degenerate local representatives.

Forj2 J, ,denoteby A ; stheoperator L + r + with the coe -

clents freezed at x :
i

1 iy + x i
A= 1@ 5xﬁ@+ & e, ——E—L@§+rm'%+
T he function
1. - + ox 7 g
a;;j()= ill"’ixllj%‘l'i (X’j)2+Tl§+r(X'j)+

is the symbol of the operator A ; ;4 that is,
A,;5=a,;;0)=F la;;j( )E ;

whereF istheFourertransfom . Equivalently, fora su ciently reqular

function u,
Z

a; ;0 =@ )% ™, ()a)d ;
R2

h
where 7

a( )= e ™ iy x)dx

RZ
is the Fourer transform ofu.

LemmaA .l. Thereexistc> Oand o> 0Osuchthatforall 2 ©;,),
2 ,,,32J, and 2R?

B, 5003 el 3+ ¥+ x5 9): @ 12)

P roof. D ue to our choice of ,

< > 1F 3 8 2 .. @ 13)
where ;! Oas ! 0.Hence ifC > 0is xed, then forall 2 , ,
32 J, and 2 R?, satisfying
33 €& x5 ) @ 14)
we have
1 ., + xl;j

<a;al) Zx7i4 PHr &)oY

2
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and or su ciently snall > 0, (A 12) obtains. On the other hand, if

33 € x5 9 @ 15)

then &, 5() P 3'! 1l,asC ! +1 ;andhence ifC is large, and
2 ,,,32 J, and 2 R? satisfy condition @ 18), then @ 12)
holds aswell U

In view of @A 17), we can de ne pseudo-di erential operators DO )
R;;s=a;;0) tEF la;;j( ) 'F

By using the Fourder transform , we inm ediately obtain that R ; ;5 is

the inverse to A

FASE
A, R ;s5=1; R, A ;=1 @ Jo)

A 4. Localinverses to degenerate localrepresentatives. For j 2
Jo, de ne

1 +

A ; ,‘j: 1@1 _Xl@]z_ 7&@5 + r (X 'j) + H
2 2
and introduce the Hibert space H ,, of finctions on the halfplane
x; > 0,wih the nitenom Jj Jj ;5de ned by
XZ
Hif, = el + eiuif+ @Rudf + Iaeuif) + Hk, I+
s=0

where 7 Jjisthenom nH = LR, R).

LemmaA 2. Thereexist > 0 and C such that oreach 2 ,; ,
the operator A ; 5 : H ; ;3 ! H is invertbl, and the nom of the
inverse, callitR ; ;3 isbounded by C .

P roof. Thisa very special case of general results for degenerate elliptic
operators n Levendorskii (1993). W e recall the schem e of the proof.
First, we m ake the (partial) Fourer transform F w xrit. to x,, and
cbtain

A ;5= F A ;0 2)EG
w here
d 1 & + v,
A (o) = —  Zy—+
isthe fam ily of operatorson R , parametrizedby , 2 R and 2 ;.
Introduce the H ibert space H ,; ,5;, of functionson R ; , with the nite

nom Jjj Jj;;, de ned by
T, = T+ W+ B0+ y) fulf + B 3 Juds

+r &)+

Juif;
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where Jj Jisthenom in L R, ). By usihg an appropriate partition
on uniy on R, , which depends on ( ; ,), one shows that if , is
su ciently anallthen forall 2 (©0; o); 2 ; ,sand , 2 R, operator

A s(2)tH 5,0 IoRY)

is invertible, and the nom of the inverse, R ; ;5( ), is bounded by a
constant which is independent of ; ;.
& ram ains to de ne

R, =F "R, ;()F:

;7]

A 5. Construction of alm ost inverses. Set

X

Rl,- = R l;jr'
ill

Rr; = ;jR S| ij:
31

W e check that if ( > 0 issu clently smallthen the conditions &2},
@ 4) and @ 3) hold for the fam ily of aln ost right inverses R, ; the
veri cation of their analogs for aln ost keft inversesR*, is sim ilar.

N otice that

1) the multiplicity of the covering fU?% gy 1 is nite;

2) the nom s are de ned in tem s of integration of a function and its
derivatives m ultiplied by weight functions;

3) the derivatives of functions °; satisfy estin ates @ 8), and

4) @23, E10) and @ 11) how.
T herefore, it su ces to prove that

a) thereexist (> 0and C such that orall 2 ©;q); 2 ;o rand
L
TR adkiar Ci @ 17)
b) et ¢! 0;thenunifoml in 2 (©0;¢); 2 ;rand j 1,
B2 +r+ A, ')Thna ! 0 @ 18)

B 2;j( l;jA i B l;j)jjil! g ! O A 19)
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Indeed, @ 2) ollows from @ 17) since them ultiplicity of the covering
fulgs 1, callitM ,is nite: oranyu2 H,

IR ATk M $pjl;jR i AT
j

M C sup J ;jujj-l
B

= MCIhg:
Further, by using @& 11), we can write
X
(L+r+ R, = l;jA;;jR;;j i3 @ 20)
i1
X, 1
+ ,j[ ,jA ;7] A 7 o7] ,j:[R ] 7J
i1
X 2 1
+ 0L +r+ A AR G55
1
By construction, A ; ;R ; ;3= I, therefore due to & 9) and @ 10),
the rst sum on the RHS of @ 20) is dentity:
X
1 _ 1 - 7.
;jA ;;jR P a3 B I:
j1 j o1

Since the mulb?hcj:y of the covering fUZ;jgj 1 Is nite, we conclude

from @ 17), A 18) and @ 19), that the nom s of the last two sum s
ontheRHS of @ 20),asoperatorsin H ,tendsto0as o ! 0,unifom I
in 2 ©;j¢); 2 ,,.Thisproves @ 4) and @ J), and nishes the

proof of part b) of T heoram 54.

use the follow ing sim ple cbservations:
1.Due to the choice | 2 (0;1=2), orj2 Jy, §.8) gives

P &) &) e !0

as ! 0,uniform Iy in j;

2. Since function is an a ne function of x ; with coe cients
uniform Iy bounded w rt. x,, 2 (0;1) and the other param eters,
and the coe cients satisfy (3.11), we conclude that

T l;j@2jjillH! 0

as ! 0,unifom ¥ in j;
3. For j 2 J,, an error of freezing of any coe cient at x 7, on the

1

set U 2,.]. produces a relative ervor of order °;
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4. Any derivative ofany and ', isoforder ', and hence each

tin e we calculate such a derivative, the temm , in which the derivative
enters, has a an allnom .

A.7.Proofof 4.17) oramall . SetL ; = exp( i)l exp( hxi).
D irect calculationsshow thatL ; ! L as ! 0, theoperatornom,
uniform Iy In , therefore forsn all , the aln ost Inverses to L+r
can be used to construct the nverses to L , + r, and the rest of
the proofof {4.I7) rem ains the same.
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