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A bstract

W e generalize the A rbitrage P ricing Theory APT) to include the contri-
bution of virtual arbitrage opportunities. W e m odel the arbitrage retum by a
stochastic process. T he latter is ncorporated In the APT fram ework to calcu—
late the correction to the APT due to the virtual arbirage opportunities. The
resulting relations reduce to the APT foran In nitely fast m arket reaction or in
the case where the virtual arbitrage is absent. C orrections to the C apial A sset
PricingM odel (CAPM ) are also derived.

1 Introduction

Along wih the Capital A sset Pricing M odel CAPM ) {i, 3, 3] the A tbitrage P ricing
Theory APT) {]is a standard m odel for determ ining the expected rate of retum on
individual stocks and on a portfolio of stocks B]. In contrast to the CAPM , the APT

does not rely on any assum ptions about utility functions or the assum ption that agents
consider only the m ean and variance of possbl portfolios. Taking into account criti-
cal ram arks about the expected utility approach to the theory of the decision m aking
under uncertainty, and the long running discussion about the de nition of risk, this
Seam s to be a considerable achievem ent. W hat the AP T does in ply are hom ogeneous
expectations, assum ptions of linear factor weightings, a Jarge enough num ber of secu—
rities to elin nate the speci ¢ risk and no—arbitrage condition. In sin pli ed tem s, the
latter m eans that the retum on a rskless portfolio should be equal to the riskless rate
of retum which can be taken for a m om ent equal to the rate of the retum on a bank
deposit (here, for sake of sin plicity, we assum e perfect capitalm arket conditions, ie.
single rate of lending and borrow ing w ithout restrictions, absence of transaction costs
and bid-ask soread; we touch on possible generalization In conclusion). Being a basis
forthe APT and derivative pricing [§], the no-arbitrage assum ption appears to be very
reasonabl and robust. Indeed, ifany arbitrage possbility would exist then agents (@r—
bitrageurs) would use the opportuniy to m ake an abnom al riskless pro t which itself
w illbring the system to the equilbrium and elin inate the arbitrage opportuniy. T hus
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the arbitrage cannot exist for long and its lifetin e depends on a liquidity ofthem arket.
T his, however, does not m ean that the arbitrage opportunities do not exist at alland
cannot in uence the asset pricing violating the AP T assum ption. M oreover, there exist
an pirical studies which point out the existence of virtual arbitrage opportunities even

for very liquid m arkets (order of 5 m fnutes for futures on S& P [}] and can be much

Jonger for less liquid m arkets such asbondsm arket and derivative m arket Ei]) . That is
why in thispaperwe try to overcom e the no-arbitrage assum ption and suggest a m odel
to account for the existence of virtual arbitrage opportunities and their ln uence on

asset pricing in the fram ework ofthe APT . To this end we follow the line introduced

in Ref. 9] to account the virtual arbitrage in derivative pricing.

O ne of the possbl approaches to the problem ofhandling of virtual arbitrage has
been suggested in Ref [I(] and based on a eld+theoretical description of arbitrage
opportunities and the corresponding m oney ow s. Being a consistent theory, the ap-—
proach is however extrem ely com plicated and does not allow one yet to get sinple
analytical results which would be easy understandabl and handlabl. That iswhy In
this paper we develop sim pli ed tractabl analytical version to acoount for virtual ar-
bitrage opportunities which does not use com plicated technigques and results In sin ple
enough nalformulas.

T he paper is organized as follow s. In next section we derive an e ective equation
for a price of a riskless portfolio n presence of virtual arbitrage opportunities. T here
it is shown how the local arbitrage opportunities can be Introduced In the m odel and
how they change the rate of retum . In section 3 we derive equations ofthe AP T under
virtualarbitrage. T hese equations generalizesthe AP T relations and converge to them
in the Im it of absence of the arbitrage opportunities or n niely fast m arket reaction.
Section 4 is devoted to the corrections to the CAPM . In conclusion we discuss the
drawbadcks of the m odel and possible ways to In prove it.

2 E ective equation for riskless portfolio in pres—
ence of virtual arbitrage

In this section we introduce a m odel for virtual arbitrage uctuations and describe
their n uence on retum on riskless portfolio. Under noaritrage assum ption the rate
ofretum on a riskless portfolio shallbe equalto the single riskless rate of retum, which
is equalto, for exam ple, the retum on a bank deposit. However, ifwe allow existence
ofvirtual arbitrage opportunities, the rate of retum on a portfolio does not have to be
equal the rate of retum on bank deposit, it is random (sihce unpredictable) and m ight
depend on the structure ofa portolio. Indeed, if, for exam ple, the portfolio consists of
only riskless assets (pank deposit or bond) there should be no arbitrage opportunities
w ith this portfolio and the rate of retum on this portfolio, by de nition, shallbe equal
to the rate of retum on a bank deposit ry. In the general case of a riskless portfolio
which oonsists of diversi ed risky assets the existence of the arbitrage uctuations
would depend on the portfolio com position. To give an ntuitive exam ple, we can
In agine that if som e m arket sector is m ore attractive for investors, the trades and
resulting arbitrage uctuationsw illoccurm ore often. Thisw illresult in m ore arbitrage



opportunities for portfolios contaning the assets of the sector and the corresponding
com position dependence.

Let us consider riskless portfolio which is created by N + 1 assetsw ith fractions
fx;9} . In the case ofno-arbitrage the portolio  would satisfy the follow ing equation:
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where 1y is riskless Interest rate on bank deposit. However, In case of the virtual

arbitrage RHS of Eq ) shallbe changed to
Rt )

whereR (t; ) represents the virtualarbitrage retum. To nd an expression forR (t; )
ket us In aghhe that at somemoment oftine < t a uctuation of the retum (@n
arbitrage opportuniy) appeared In the m arket. W e then denote this Instantaneous
arbirage retum as (; ). Arbitragers would react to this circum stance and act
In such a way that the arbitrage gradually disappears and the m arket retums to is
equillbbriuim state, ie. the absence of the arbirage. For am allenough uctuations it is
naturalto assum e that the arbitrage retum R (In absence of other uctuations) evolves
according to the follow ing equation:

dR
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w ith som e param eter which is characteristic for the m arket. T his param eter can be
either estin ated from a m icroscopic theory like {1(] or can be found from the m arket
using an analogue of the uctuation-dissipation theorem [1]. In the last case the

param eter can be estin ated from the m arket data as
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and m ay wellbe a function of tin e, portfolio com position and even prices of assets.
In what follow swe however consider as a constant to get sin ple analytical form ulas
for APT ocorrections. The generalization to the case of tin edependent param eters is
straightforw ard.
The solution ofEqn ) givesusR (; )= (; )e © ) which, aftersumm ing over
allpossble uctuations, leads us to the follow ng expression for the arbitrage retum
Z t
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To specify the stochastic process (t; ) we assum e that the uctuations at di erent
tin es are Independent and form the white noise w ith a variance 2 ( ) which depends
on the structure of the portfolio

h)i =0 ; he) %)l = () & H; G)



where, again, the param eter 2 () can be taken from the m arket:
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m arket
To sin plify the consideration we assum e here that the quantity does not depend on
tin e but this lin itation m ay be straightforwardly overcom e (see discussion In the con—
clusion).
Sihce we Introduced the stochastic arbitrage retum R (£ ), Egn (i_) has to be sub—-
stituted w ith the follow ing equation:
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or, In the Integral fom ,
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where G () = ¢ t9%e*® ) isG reen function of the problkm :
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W e can iterate Eq(]) and substiute Eq@) in RHS of Eq(l) which gives
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Ournext step isto average Eq (9) over virtualarbitrage uctuations and to cbtain
the e ective pricing equation for the average price . At the rstorder n 1= it can
be written as

d 2
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w here the kemel
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is given by the expression Q]:
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which can be easily obtained from Eq ). Collecting everything together, Eqs({0,11)
are used i place of Eq @) in siuations where virtual arbitrage opportunities exist.
To solve Eqfl() we rst notice that itsRH S can be w ritten as
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W e now m ake an approxin ation (% = e because the correction to this expression

22( ! and is irrelevant for our consideration of RHS of Eqfl() sihce i was

is order of



derived w ithin this order of accuracy. Sudh approxin ation resuls in the follow ing

relation:
2 2()
¢ GOK Gt ) €Ha’= o et .
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If we substitute it into Eq () this gives us the ollow ing approxin ate di erential
equation for the average portfolio price:

d 2
x ° -3 (2) et 12)
which has the solution: )
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or, to the sam e level of accuracy,
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T he Jatter expression we use in the next section In place of the noaritrage expression
) = e™" in the A rbitrage P ricing T heory.

Let us em phasize that we, aswellas an investor, are interested In the average value
of the portfolio and the corresponding rate of retum on the average portfolio rather
than in average rate of retum on the riskless portfolio which is exactly equal to ry
and, In fact, isnot n uenced by the arbitrage. Indeed, the only valuable and m aterial
thing for an nvestor is the average value of her investm ent. She is not Interested In a
m athem aticalquantity which isnot actually connected w ith herwealh. The di erence
between the two retums is the st e ect which is solely due to the presence of the
virtual arbitrage.

3 Correctionsto APT

Let us rst ram ind ourselves of the standard derivation of A rbitrage P ricing T heory
relations. The rst assumption below APT is the existence of M uctuating leading
param eters, or factors, £ jgfjfl: ; which de ne the prices of allN + 1 assets such that

and X
I = rj_+ blj 3 + 1 (14)

j
with by = hy  r;; j1i asameasure of in uence of j-th param eter on i~th asset and
; Isa residual risk which is independent on the factors and can be elim inated In large

portfolios. To form a riskless portfolio we pick up such fractions fx;g that
X
Xj_bj_j =0

i



forany j= 1;:5M and they cbey nom alization condition ¥ ;Xi= 1. W eassum e that
0-th asset is riskless, eg. bank de%osjt or UPeasury bonds.

The retum on the portfolio is  ;rix; = ;1;X; and has to be equalto the risk-free
Interest rate rpy in the case of no—arbirage. T his leads to the equation

X
Xy = Iy (15)
or, after a change of variables x; = y; + o1,

X
ivi = 0

sub Ect to the constraints
X _ X
yioy =0 83 yi= 0:

i i

T he solution of the equation for ry then can be w ritten as

X
= + byj: (16)

3

where and f ;g are set of .Independent param eters. Since the 0-th assst was chosen as
risk—free, the coe cientsb gy = 0 ralljand = r,.Eqfl§) constitutes the A tbitrage
P ricing T heory relations.

To generalize the APT relations to the case of virtual arbitrage we have to deal
w ith average portfolios considered in the previous section. W e de ne the rates of the
retum frlgl_, on k-th com ponent of an average riskless portolio as

(t) = e irioxit .

These are the quantities which have to substitute the rates of retum in the APT
relations.

To nd an expression for frigy_, we have to substitute r, in Eq@5) on the retum
to the riskless portfolio derived under virtual arbitrage consideration in the previous
section, ie. on (r + %) as Pllow s from Eq{3). This gives us the equation for ri:

2
X Yy, = ()
i 5 2
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sub ect to constraints % %

yibi; = 0 83 ; yi= 0: 18)
To sim plify the follow ing consideration we introduce a convenient basis in the portfolio
soace such that the above constraints w ill take the form



in this new basis while £ jgi_, ,, will be coordinates In the subspace of risk-free
portflios. To thisend we rst Introduce vectors feld} ;:

.= 18i;e,=by8i;1 j M

TheseM + 1 vectors are linear independent (otherw ise it would be lnear dependence for
the factorsand M + 1 constraints {13) would not be Independent). The rest ofN M
linear independent vectors felg} , ,, can be chosen arbitrary but linear independent
wih feldfl ,. Forexam pl, if

by6 0; 8jand 0< i< M + 1
then one possblk choice could be

.= 5 8j;M+1 i N+1:

43 T

T he next step is the G ram -Schm idt orthogonalisation and nom alisation of the vector
set feld} , which gives us the basis set feigll |, , ; - W e shall start the orthogonalisation

w ith the vector eJ:
&
S = qio 5
(eo;eo)

proceed w ith the vector €? as

0 0.
el (el 7€o0 )eO

e = &

0 0 0
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and carry on follow ing the standard procedure:
0 1 0 1
?I( 1 y 1 1=2
_@a0 0. A _@ (20..0 0. \2A
e;= b e Ejiex)ex =F (e5ie)) eyrex)
k=0 k=0

It is easy to check now that in this new basis fe;g; , the constraints (18) can be
represented as a zero proection along the rstM + 1 basis vectors, ie. as

1= 0 ’ 0 i M
where ; are coordinates in the new basis. Indeed, for any vector y the conditions
yie)=0; 0 j M
are exactly equivalent to the constraints (I§). T his rem ains true also after the orthog—
onalisation
(yies)=0; 0 J M
due to step-by-step nature of the procedure. T herefore any vector

I§<+l



represents a risk-free portfolio and the st fejgleM +1 is a basis In the subspace of
riskless portfolios.

To express the riskless portfolios basis in tem s of the original assets we introduce
the rotation m atrix U = J{J 4 i

0
B
—_— B el .
U = lé} Z% : 9)

U sing this m atrix the portfolio represented by the basis vector e; can be constructed
by collecting j-th assets (J= 0;:3N + 1) with the fractionse;;; + o5.

Now we are ready to discuss the possbl om of 2( ) asa finction of portfolio
structure, ie. as a function of fyig} , or £ ig; y , ;. First of allwe will not allow
the existence of arbitrage uctuations for a portfolio which consists of pure bonds, ie.
when all ; equalto zero. This provides that the rate of retum on the bank deposit is
actually equal to ry, does not have any arbitrage corrections and our use of ry is self-
consistent. Ik m eans that serdes expansion of 2 () cannot contain a constant tem .
Second, since the virtual arbitrage retum is brought in by portfolio , the arbitrage
retum on the portfolio has to be equal to m fnus the Jatterand 2()= 2( ).
This results in the absence of allodd tem s. T herefore the series expansion of 2 ()
has the fom :

b
()= %ij"‘ ;
43=M +1
or
&
()= ijij+::: ; a=0Pr 0 iuzk M
45=M +1

Inwhat ©llowswekesp only rstnontrivialterm, (; %), ? I % jji theexpansion
though the nalresult willbe valid for the general case too.
Retuming back to pricing equation (17) we substiutey = U , 2()= (; ?),
. nivi = (r;y) we com e to the pricing equation forr:

WU )= (; *)

sub ect to constraints
;=0; O j M
T he solution of the problem can be easily found as

X b3 2
= + by 5+ Ux— 1: (20)
3 ik 0

At thispoint we face an unpleasant problam : a retum on an asset in the portolio
depends on the structure of the portfolio. This is the second e ect which stem s from
the virtual arbitrage presence. However unpleasant it is, it is hardly surprising since
it was derived under the assum ption of virtual arbitrage w hich is portfolio-dependent.



Intuitively it is also clear: if an asset constitutes a part of a \hot" arbitrage portfolio
is rate of retum w illbe di erent from assets in \quiet" portfolios ceteris parious.

To nd an average grow th factor for the i-th asset we have to take a sum ofe
weighted with probabilities of appearance of the portfolio , ie. to calculate the
average value

r()

0 . .
eiti e

w hich de nesthe rate ofgrow th r; ofthe average grow th factor. T his r; isa counterpart
of the average rate of retum under the virtual arbitrage presence since it characterizes
how fast i-th asset grow s In average. Tt is easy to see that In the rst nontrivial order
0 1
W bis K omD
gl = g 398 3@ 1 + UijjmT;nhlloiA
kim ;1% 0

and, hence, w ith the sam e m easure of accuracy the rate of grow th is given by
X & 2 2
= + by s+ UgUg — 080 o 1)

4
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Since the 0-th asset was chosen as risk—free, the coe cients (3= 0 forall j and

2 2 2 2
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T he Jast equation looks quite com plicated. Tt can be presented in a m ore com pact form
using m atrix notations and the follow ing m atrix

1
x= 2

T he pricing relations then can be rew ritten as

X 1 1 1 1
= Io+ 'bijj‘l'p(u UM F(U U)o ¢ @3)
J

Eans (22123) gives a generalization of the APT relations in the case where virtual
arbitrage opportunities exist. Tt is easy to see that the corrections are proportional to
the square of the product of the varance of the arbitrage uctuations and the square
of a characteristic lifetin e of the arbitrage. This results in the disappearance of the
correlations In the case of In nitely fast m arket reaction ( ! 1 ) oran absence ofthe
arbitrage ( ! 0) and the reduction ofEqns(®2;23) to the APT expression (16).

4 Sim plest application: correction to CAPM

In this short section we concentrate on a particular case of APT with the only one
leading param eter which willbe chosen to be a random part of a retum on a m arket
portfolio. In this case the standard AP T relations are reduced to the CAPM equations.



In the case of only one leading param eter chosen to be a random part of a retum
on the m arket portolio G )= n,Egn 23) can be rew ritten as

1 1 1 1
rn=rn+t+b —0U U)y — @O U oo 24)

2 2 2 2
whereb, = hry 1y;n, I I= n . The next step is to ntroduce the m arket portfolio
PﬁSaijOI'lS ;and nd an expression forthe average rate of retum on them arket portfolio

i+ i using Eqn @4):

X 1 m 1 1
Ly = o+ . ibi+pu F(U U™ )oo
P
where we introduce a notation u™ = ;U Ul)y; ;. Thisallow usto de ne a value
of the variable
1 N 1 U uh) 1 .
= — n it _—— 00 ST ,u ;
m 2 2 22 ’

and to nd a nal expression for the CAPM generalized to the virtual arbitrage as—
sum ption:

1 1

n=rt ;m Jfo)‘|'2—l2 ) U)o u" + © 22U)n © 22U)oo

@5)
w ith the standard de nition ;= hry 1n;n, 15, i= 2.The rsttwo tem s represent
the CAPM under the noaritrage assum ption and the ram aining tem s are the virtual
arbitrage corrections. Everything said in the last paragraph of the previous section
can be repeated w ith respect to Eqn £5) for the virtual arbitrage generalization of the
CAPM.

5 D iscussion

In conclusion, we Introduced a virtual arbitrage opportunities in the fram ework of
the A rbitrage P ricing and derived corrections to the APT pricing relations. These
corrections disappearas ! Oor ! 0 ie. when there isno arbitrage uctuations
or the speed of m arket reaction to the m ipricing is in nite Which corresponds to
extram aly liquid m arket).

In the course of the analysis we faced two m apr e ects which are soeci ¢ for the
presence of the arbitrage. The rst one is a necessity to analyze grow th factors rather
than the the corresponding rates of retum. The second e ect is a dependence of a
grow th factor of an asset on the structure of a riskless portfolio which includes the
asset. This forced us to Introduce an average over all riskless portfolios and reduced
the problem to a calculation of the m atrix

* +
1 a () @ ()

T

(26)
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which isessentially a new elem ent. W e already m entioned that 2 () can be obtained
from them arket using Eqn (§) . tm eansthat , in principle, can also be obtained from
the m arket ©llow ng @) . H owever the m ost econom ical procedure of the evaliation
still has to be worked out. It m ight, for exam ple, be reasonabl to consider som e m ost
frequent arbitrages and reduce the space of the relevant riskless portfolios. A nother
option is to study thhe m ain factors generating arbitrage opportunities and carry out
a factor analysis sin ilar to the orighal APT . At the moment we leave this as an
open question whith requires further investigation. Now lt us discuss som e cbvious
drawbadks of the m odel and ways to In prove it.

F irst of all, we have to adm it inm ediately that i would be m ore di cul to carry
out em pirical tests of the V irtual A rbitrage P ricing T heory than the APT because
the additional term s in Eqn €2) do not m ake life easier in any respect while even
em pirics for the CAPM and the APT {12] have not produced yet any decisive result.
Furthem ore, all critical comm ents of AP T analysis can be forwarded to the presented
m odel, exospt for the no-aritrage constraint. Hom ogeneous expectations, absence
of clear recipe of how to m easure the factors ; and possbl tim e dependence of the
param eters of the m odel are three cbvious points to criticize. These are not new
problem s and m any e orts to overcom e these di culties have been undertaken. Ik is
possible to dam onstrate that the virtual arbitrage m odel can be in proved in the sam e
m anner by these m ethods as they succeed for noarmitrage APT analysis. This, in
principle, allow s one to nclude the transaction costs, taxes and m arket in perfection in
the present m odelby rederiving the "bare" APT relations and then to add the virtual
arbitrage in the consideration w ih m inorm odi cations.

T he second point concems the m arket reaction to the arbitrage opportunity, or,
qualitatively the form ofR (5; ) in Eqn ). T m ay be argued that the m arket reaction
is not exponential as assum ed in Eqn @), but has another fiinctional dependence. This
dependence can be found from statistical analysis ofthe stock prices and then ncluded
In the equation forR (t; ) (in particular, the functional dependence can change w ith
tine, orexample in (2:) can be a function of ). It certainly com plicates the m odel
but leaves the general fram ew ork intact.

A nother point to consider is the absence of correlations between virtual arbitrage
opportunitieswhich we assum ed In the text, ie. the white noise character ofthe process
(t; ). It is clear that som e correlations can be easily inclided in the m odel by a
proper substitution of the relations n Eqn (3). Such generalizations, though m aking
the analytical study alm ost in possible, allow one to proceed w ith num erical analysis

for the m odel.

F inally, them odelcontainsnew param eterssuch as and de ned by Eqns () and
@) from the m arket data. It m ight appear that tin e-independent param eters are not
good enough approxin ation and both and are functions oftin e as a consequence
ofm arket intem ittent busts of activity. Furthem ore, the param eter m ight actually
depends on a structure of the portfolio exactly in the sam em anner as does because
of particular sector preferences of arbitrageurs. Both situations can be processed In
a sin ilar m anner to the sin plest case we considered above but it willm ake the nal
resuls m uch m ore com plicated.
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