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A bstract

W e generalize the Arbitrage Pricing Theory (APT) to include the contri-

bution ofvirtualarbitrage opportunities. W e m odelthe arbitrage return by a

stochastic process. The latter is incorporated in the APT fram ework to calcu-

late the correction to the APT due to the virtualarbitrage opportunities. The

resulting relationsreduceto theAPT foran in�nitely fastm arketreaction orin

the case where the virtualarbitrage isabsent.Correctionsto the CapitalAsset

Pricing M odel(CAPM )are also derived.

1 Introduction

Along with the CapitalAssetPricing M odel(CAPM )[1,2,3]the Arbitrage Pricing

Theory (APT)[4]isa standard m odelfordeterm ining theexpected rateofreturn on

individualstocksand on a portfolio ofstocks[5].In contrastto theCAPM ,theAPT

doesnotrely on any assum ptionsaboututility functionsortheassum ption thatagents

consideronly the m ean and variance ofpossible portfolios.Taking into accountcriti-

calrem arksabouttheexpected utility approach to thetheory ofthedecision m aking

under uncertainty,and the long running discussion about the de�nition ofrisk,this

seem sto bea considerable achievem ent.W hattheAPT doesim ply arehom ogeneous

expectations,assum ptionsoflinearfactorweightings,a largeenough num berofsecu-

ritiesto elim inatethespeci�crisk and no-arbitragecondition.In sim pli�ed term s,the

latterm eansthatthereturn on a risklessportfolio should beequalto therisklessrate

ofreturn which can be taken fora m om entequalto the rate ofthe return on a bank

deposit(here,forsake ofsim plicity,we assum e perfectcapitalm arketconditions,i.e.

singlerateoflending and borrowing withoutrestrictions,absenceoftransaction costs

and bid-ask spread;we touch on possible generalization in conclusion). Being a basis

fortheAPT and derivativepricing [6],theno-arbitrageassum ption appearstobevery

reasonableand robust.Indeed,ifany arbitragepossibility would existthen agents(ar-

bitrageurs)would usetheopportunity to m akean abnorm alrisklesspro�twhich itself

willbringthesystem totheequilibrium and elim inatethearbitrageopportunity.Thus
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thearbitragecannotexistforlongand itslifetim edependson aliquidity ofthem arket.

This,however,doesnotm ean thatthearbitrageopportunitiesdo notexistatalland

cannotinuencetheassetpricingviolatingtheAPT assum ption.M oreover,thereexist

em piricalstudieswhich pointouttheexistenceofvirtualarbitrageopportunitieseven

forvery liquid m arkets (orderof5 m inutes forfutures on S&P [7]and can be m uch

longerforlessliquid m arketssuch asbondsm arketand derivativem arket[8]).Thatis

why in thispaperwetry toovercom etheno-arbitrageassum ption and suggestam odel

to accountforthe existence ofvirtualarbitrage opportunities and theirinuence on

assetpricing in the fram ework ofthe APT.To thisend we follow the line introduced

in Ref.[9]to accountthevirtualarbitragein derivativepricing.

Oneofthepossibleapproachesto theproblem ofhandling ofvirtualarbitragehas

been suggested in Ref[10]and based on a �eld-theoreticaldescription ofarbitrage

opportunitiesand the corresponding m oney ows. Being a consistenttheory,the ap-

proach is however extrem ely com plicated and does not allow one yet to get sim ple

analyticalresultswhich would beeasy understandableand handleable.Thatiswhy in

thispaperwedevelop sim pli�ed tractableanalyticalversion to accountforvirtualar-

bitrageopportunitieswhich doesnotusecom plicated techniquesand resultsin sim ple

enough �nalform ulas.

The paperisorganized asfollows. In nextsection we derive an e�ective equation

fora price ofa risklessportfolio in presence ofvirtualarbitrage opportunities. There

itisshown how the localarbitrageopportunitiescan be introduced in them odeland

how they changetherateofreturn.In section 3wederiveequationsoftheAPT under

virtualarbitrage.TheseequationsgeneralizestheAPT relationsand convergetothem

in thelim itofabsenceofthearbitrageopportunitiesorin�nitely fastm arketreaction.

Section 4 is devoted to the corrections to the CAPM .In conclusion we discuss the

drawbacksofthem odeland possiblewaysto im proveit.

2 E�ective equation for riskless portfolio in pres-

ence ofvirtualarbitrage

In this section we introduce a m odelfor virtualarbitrage uctuations and describe

theirinuenceon return on risklessportfolio.Underno-arbitrageassum ption therate

ofreturn on arisklessportfolioshallbeequaltothesinglerisklessrateofreturn,which

isequalto,forexam ple,thereturn on a bank deposit.However,ifwe allow existence

ofvirtualarbitrageopportunities,therateofreturn on a portfolio doesnothaveto be

equaltherateofreturn on bank deposit,itisrandom (sinceunpredictable)and m ight

depend on thestructureofa portfolio.Indeed,if,forexam ple,theportfolioconsistsof

only risklessassets(bank depositorbond)thereshould beno arbitrageopportunities

with thisportfolio and therateofreturn on thisportfolio,by de�nition,shallbeequal

to the rate ofreturn on a bank depositr0. In the generalcase ofa riskless portfolio

which consists ofdiversi�ed risky assets the existence ofthe arbitrage uctuations

would depend on the portfolio com position. To give an intuitive exam ple, we can

im agine that ifsom e m arket sector is m ore attractive for investors,the trades and

resultingarbitrageuctuationswilloccurm oreoften.Thiswillresultin m orearbitrage
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opportunitiesforportfolioscontaining the assetsofthe sectorand the corresponding

com position dependence.

Letusconsiderrisklessportfolio � which iscreated by N + 1 assetswith fractions

fxig
N
i= 0.In thecaseofno-arbitragetheportfolio�would satisfythefollowingequation:

d�

dt
� r0�= 0 ; �(0)= 1 (1)

where r0 is riskless interest rate on bank deposit. However, in case ofthe virtual

arbitrageRHS ofEq(1)shallbechanged to

R (t;�)�

whereR (t;�)representsthevirtualarbitragereturn.To�nd an expression forR (t;�)

let us im agine that at som e m om ent oftim e � < t a uctuation ofthe return (an

arbitrage opportunity) appeared in the m arket. W e then denote this instantaneous

arbitrage return as �(�;�). Arbitragers would react to this circum stance and act

in such a way thatthe arbitrage gradually disappears and the m arket returns to its

equilibrium state,i.e.theabsenceofthearbitrage.Forsm allenough uctuationsitis

naturaltoassum ethatthearbitragereturn R (in absenceofotheructuations)evolves

according to thefollowing equation:

dR

dt
= ��R ; R (�)= �(�;�) (2)

with som eparam eter�which ischaracteristic forthem arket.Thisparam etercan be

eitherestim ated from a m icroscopic theory like [10]orcan be found from the m arket

using an analogue ofthe uctuation-dissipation theorem [11]. In the last case the

param eter�can beestim ated from them arketdata as

�= �
1

(t� t0)
log

h

h(r� � r0)(t)(r� � r0)(t
0)i

m arket
=
D

(r� � r0)
2
(t)

E

m arket

i

;t> t
0

(3)

and m ay wellbe a function oftim e,portfolio com position and even prices ofassets.

In whatfollowswehoweverconsider�asa constantto getsim pleanalyticalform ulas

forAPT corrections. The generalization to the case oftim e-dependentparam etersis

straightforward.

Thesolution ofEqn(2)givesusR (t;�)= �(�;�)e � �(t� �) which,aftersum m ingover

allpossibleuctuations,leadsusto thefollowing expression forthearbitragereturn

R (t;�)�

Z t

� 1

e
� �(t� �)

�(�;�)d� : (4)

To specify the stochastic process�(t;�)we assum e thatthe uctuationsatdi�erent

tim esareindependentand form thewhitenoisewith a variance�2(�)which depends

on thestructureoftheportfolio �:

h�(t;�)i� = 0 ; h�(t;�)�(t0
;�)i� = �2(�)� �(t� t

0); (5)
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where,again,theparam eter�2(�)can betaken from them arket:

�2(�)=2�=
D

(r� � r0)
2
E

m arket
: (6)

To sim plify the consideration we assum e here thatthe quantity does notdepend on

tim ebutthislim itation m ay bestraightforwardly overcom e(seediscussion in thecon-

clusion).

Sinceweintroduced thestochasticarbitragereturn R (t;�),Eqn(1)hasto besub-

stituted with thefollowing equation:

d�

dt
� r0�= R (t;�)� (7)

or,in theintegralform ,

�=

Z t

� 1

G(t;t0)R (t0;�)�(t 0)dt0 (8)

whereG(t;t0)= �(t� t0)er0(t� t
0) isGreen function oftheproblem :

(
d

dt
� r0)G(t;t

0)= �(t� t
0); G(t;t0)jt< t0 = 0 :

W ecan iterateEq(7)and substituteEq(8)in RHS ofEq(7)which gives

d�

dt
� r0�= R (t;�)

Z t

� 1

G(t;t0)R (t0;�)�(t 0)dt0: (9)

Ournextstep isto averageEq (9)overvirtualarbitrageuctuationsand to obtain

the e�ective pricing equation forthe average price ��.Atthe �rstorderin 1=�itcan

bewritten as
d��

dt
� r0��=

Z t

� 1

G(t;t0)K (t;t0;��)��(t0)dt0: (10)

wherethekernel

K (t;t0;��)= hR (t;�)R (t 0
;�)i�

isgiven by theexpression [9]:

K (t;t0)=
�2(��)

2�
�(t� t

0)e� �(t� t
0)+

�2(��)

2�
�(t0� t)e� �(t

0
� t) (11)

which can be easily obtained from Eq(5). Collecting everything together,Eqs(10,11)

areused in placeofEq(1)in situationswherevirtualarbitrageopportunitiesexist.

To solveEq(10)we�rstnoticethatitsRHS can bewritten as

Z t

� 1

G(t;t0)K (t;t0;��)��(t0)dt0=

Z t

� 1

e
� �(t� t0)

e
r0(t� t

0)
�2(��)

2�
��(t0)dt0:

W enow m akean approxim ation ��(t0)= er0t
0

becausethecorrection to thisexpression

isorderof
� 2(��)

2�
and isirrelevantforourconsideration ofRHS ofEq(10)since itwas
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derived within this order ofaccuracy. Such approxim ation results in the following

relation:
Z t

� 1

G(t;t0)K (t;t0;��)��(t0)dt0=
�2(��)

2�2
e
r0t :

Ifwe substitute it into Eq (10) this gives us the following approxim ate di�erential

equation fortheaverageportfolio price:

d��

dt
� r0��=

�2(��)

2�2
e
r0t (12)

which hasthesolution:

��(t)= (1+
�2(��)

2�2
t)er0t

or,to thesam elevelofaccuracy,

��(t)= e
(r0+

�
2
(��)

2�2
)t
: (13)

Thelatterexpression weusein thenextsection in placeoftheno-arbitrageexpression

�(t)= er0t in theArbitragePricing Theory.

Letusem phasizethatwe,aswellasan investor,areinterested in theaveragevalue

ofthe portfolio and the corresponding rate ofreturn on the average portfolio rather

than in average rate ofreturn on the riskless portfolio which is exactly equalto r0

and,in fact,isnotinuenced by thearbitrage.Indeed,theonly valuableand m aterial

thing foran investoristheaveragevalueofherinvestm ent.Sheisnotinterested in a

m athem aticalquantity which isnotactually connected with herwealth.Thedi�erence

between the two returns is the �rst e�ect which is solely due to the presence ofthe

virtualarbitrage.

3 C orrections to A PT

Letus�rst rem ind ourselves ofthe standard derivation ofArbitrage Pricing Theory

relations. The �rstassum ption below APT isthe existence ofM uctuating leading

param eters,orfactors,f�jg
M
j= 1 which de�nethepricesofallN + 1 assetssuch that

h�ji� = 0 ; h�i�ji� = �ij

and

ri= �ri+
X

j

bij�j + �i (14)

with bij = hri� �ri;�ji� asa m easure ofinuence ofj-th param eteron i-th assetand

�i isa residualrisk which isindependenton thefactorsand can beelim inated in large

portfolios.To form a risklessportfolio wepick up such fractionsfxig that

X

i

xibij = 0
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forany j= 1;:::;M and they obey norm alization condition
P

ixi= 1.W eassum ethat

0-th assetisriskless,e.g.bank depositortreasury bonds.

Thereturn on theportfolio is
P

irixi=
P

i�rixi and hasto be equalto therisk-free

interestrater0 in thecaseofno-arbitrage.Thisleadsto theequation

X

i

�rixi= r0 (15)

or,aftera changeofvariablesxi= yi+ �0i,

X

i

�riyi= 0

subjectto theconstraints

X

i

yibij = 0 8j ;
X

i

yi= 0 :

Thesolution oftheequation for�ri then can bewritten as

�ri= �+
X

j

bijj : (16)

where�and fjgaresetofindependentparam eters.Sincethe0-th assetwaschosen as

risk-free,thecoe�cientsb 0j = 0 foralljand �= r0.Eq(16)constitutestheArbitrage

Pricing Theory relations.

To generalize the APT relations to the case ofvirtualarbitrage we have to deal

with average portfoliosconsidered in the previoussection. W e de�ne the ratesofthe

return f�r0kg
N
k= 0 on k-th com ponentofan averagerisklessportfolio as

��(t)= e
P

i
�r0
i
xit :

These are the quantities which have to substitute the rates ofreturn in the APT

relations.

To �nd an expression forf�r0kg
N
k= 0 wehaveto substituter0 in Eq(15)on thereturn

to the riskless portfolio derived undervirtualarbitrage consideration in the previous

section,i.e.on (r0 +
� 2(��)

2�2
)asfollowsfrom Eq(13).Thisgivesustheequation for�r0i:

X

i

�r0iyi=
�2(��)

2�2
(17)

subjectto constraints
X

i

yibij = 0 8j ;
X

i

yi= 0 : (18)

Tosim plify thefollowing consideration weintroduceaconvenientbasisin theportfolio

spacesuch thattheaboveconstraintswilltaketheform

�i= 0 ; 0� i� M

6



in this new basis while f�jg
N
j= M + 1 willbe coordinates in the subspace of risk-free

portfolios.To thisend we�rstintroducevectorsfe0ig
M
i= 0:

e
0

0;i= 1 8i;e0i;j = bij 8i;1� j� M :

TheseM + 1vectorsarelinearindependent(otherwiseitwould belineardependencefor

thefactorsand M + 1 constraints(18)would notbeindependent).TherestofN � M

linearindependentvectorsfe0ig
N
i= M + 1

can be chosen arbitrary butlinearindependent

with fe0ig
M
i= 0.Forexam ple,if

bij 6= 0 ; 8j and 0< i< M + 1

then onepossiblechoicecould be

e
0

i;j = �ij 8j ;M + 1� i� N + 1 :

Thenextstep istheGram -Schm idtorthogonalisation and norm alisation ofthevector

setfe0ig
N
i= 0 which givesusthebasissetfeig

N
i= M + 1

.W eshallstarttheorthogonalisation

with thevectore00:

e0 =
e00

q

(e00;e
0

0)
;

proceed with thevectore0
1
as

e1 =
e0
1
� (e0

1
;e0)e0

q

(e01 � (e01;e0)e0;e
0

1 � (e01;e0)e0)

and carry on following thestandard procedure:

ej =

0

@ e
0

j �

j� 1X

k= 0

(e0j;ek)ek

1

A =

0

@ (e0j;e
0

j)�

j� 1X

k= 0

(e0j;ek)
2

1

A

1=2

:

It is easy to check now that in this new basis feig
N
i= 0 the constraints (18) can be

represented asa zero projection along the�rstM + 1 basisvectors,i.e.as

�i= 0 ; 0� i� M

where�i arecoordinatesin thenew basis.Indeed,forany vectory theconditions

(y;e0j)= 0 ; 0� j� M

areexactly equivalentto theconstraints(18).Thisrem ainstruealso aftertheorthog-

onalisation

(y;ej)= 0 ; 0� j� M

dueto step-by-step natureoftheprocedure.Thereforeany vector

y =

N + 1X

j= M + 1

�jej
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represents a risk-free portfolio and the set fejg
N
j= M + 1 is a basis in the subspace of

risklessportfolios.

To expresstherisklessportfoliosbasisin term softhe originalassetswe introduce

therotation m atrix U = jjUikjj:

U =

0

B
B
B
@

e0

e1

:::

eN

1

C
C
C
A

: (19)

Using thism atrix the portfolio represented by the basisvectorei can be constructed

by collecting j-th assets(j= 0;::;N + 1)with thefractionsei;j + �0j.

Now we are ready to discussthe possible form of�2(��)asa function ofportfolio

structure,i.e. as a function offyig
N
i= 0 or f�ig

N
i= M + 1

. First ofallwe willnot allow

theexistenceofarbitrageuctuationsfora portfolio which consistsofpurebonds,i.e.

when all�i equalto zero.Thisprovidesthattherateofreturn on thebank depositis

actually equalto r0,doesnothave any arbitragecorrectionsand ouruse ofr0 isself-

consistent. Itm eans thatseries expansion of�2(�)cannot contain a constant term .

Second,since the virtualarbitrage return is brought in by portfolio �,the arbitrage

return on the portfolio �� hasto be equalto m inusthe latterand � 2(�)= � 2(��).

Thisresultsin the absence ofallodd term s. Therefore the seriesexpansion of�2(��)

hastheform :

�2(��)=

NX

i;j= M + 1

�2

ij�i�j + ::: ;

or

�2(��)=

NX

i;j= M + 1

�2

ij�i�j + ::: ; �2

i:::k = 0 for 0� i;:::;k � M :

Inwhatfollowswekeep only�rstnontrivialterm ,(�;� 2�),� 2 � jj�2
ikjjintheexpansion

though the�nalresultwillbevalid forthegeneralcasetoo.

Returning back to pricing equation (17)we substitute y = U�,� 2(��)= (�;� 2�),
P

i�riyi= (�r;y)wecom eto thepricing equation for�r:

(�r;U�)= (�;� 2
�)

subjectto constraints

�i= 0 ; 0� j� M :

Thesolution oftheproblem can beeasily found as

�ri= �+
X

j

bijj +

NX

i;k;l= 0

Uik

�2
kl

2�2
�l : (20)

Atthispointwefacean unpleasantproblem :a return on an assetin theportfolio

dependson the structure ofthe portfolio.Thisisthe second e�ectwhich stem sfrom

the virtualarbitrage presence. Howeverunpleasantitis,itishardly surprising since

itwasderived undertheassum ption ofvirtualarbitragewhich isportfolio-dependent.
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Intuitively itisalso clear:ifan assetconstitutesa partofa \hot" arbitrageportfolio

itsrateofreturn willbedi�erentfrom assetsin \quiet" portfoliosceterisparibus.

To �nd an average growth factorforthei-th assetwe have to take a sum ofe
�r(�)

0

i

weighted with probabilities ofappearance of the portfolio �, i.e. to calculate the

averagevalue

he
�r0
i
(�)
i� � e

�ri

which de�nestherateofgrowth �rioftheaveragegrowth factor.This�riisacounterpart

oftheaveragerateofreturn underthevirtualarbitragepresencesinceitcharacterizes

how fasti-th assetgrowsin average.Itiseasy to seethatin the�rstnontrivialorder

e
�ri = e

�+
P

j
bijj

0

@ 1+

NX

k;m ;l;l0= 0

UikUim

�2
kl�

2
m l0

8�4
h�l�l0i�

1

A

and,hence,with thesam em easureofaccuracy therateofgrowth isgiven by

�ri= �+
X

j

bijj +

NX

k;m ;l;l0= 0

UikUim

�2
kl�

2
m l0

8�4
h�l�l0i� (21)

Sincethe0-th assetwaschosen asrisk-free,thecoe�cients� 0j = 0 forallj and

�ri= r0 +
X

j

bijj +

NX

k;m ;l;l0= 0

UikUim

�2
kl�

2
m l0

8�4
h�l�l0i� �

NX

k;m ;l;l0= 0

U0kU0m

�2
kl�

2
m l0

8�4
h�l�l0i� :

(22)

Thelastequation looksquitecom plicated.Itcan bepresented in am orecom pactform

using m atrix notationsand thefollowing m atrix �:

� ik =
1

4�2

*
@�2(�)

@�i

@�2(�)

@�k

+

�

:

Thepricing relationsthen can berewritten as

�ri= r0 +
X

j

bijj +
1

2�2
(U � �� U

� 1)ii�
1

2�2
(U � �� U

� 1)00 : (23)

Eqns (22,23) gives a generalization ofthe APT relations in the case where virtual

arbitrageopportunitiesexist.Itiseasy to seethatthecorrectionsareproportionalto

thesquare oftheproductofthe varianceofthearbitrageuctuationsand the square

ofa characteristic lifetim e ofthe arbitrage. This results in the disappearance ofthe

correlationsin thecaseofin�nitely fastm arketreaction (�! 1 )oran absenceofthe

arbitrage(�! 0)and thereduction ofEqns(22,23)to theAPT expression (16).

4 Sim plest application: correction to C A PM

In this short section we concentrate on a particular case ofAPT with the only one

leading param eterwhich willbe chosen to be a random partofa return on a m arket

portfolio.In thiscasethestandard APT relationsarereduced totheCAPM equations.
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In the case ofonly one leading param eterchosen to be a random partofa return

on them arketportfolio �� (rm � �rm )=�m ,Eqn (23)can berewritten as

�ri= r0 + bi
1

2�2
(U � �� U

� 1)ii�
1

2�2
(U � �� U

� 1)00 (24)

where bi = hri� �ri;rm � �rm i=�m . The nextstep isto introduce the m arketportfolio

fractions�iand �nd an expression fortheaveragerateofreturn on them arketportfolio
P

i�i�ri using Eqn (24):

�rm = r0 +
X

i

�ibi+
1

2�2
u
m
�

1

2�2
(U � �� U

� 1)00

whereweintroduceanotation um =
P

i(U � �� U� 1)ii�i.Thisallow ustode�neavalue

ofthevariable:

=
1

�m

�

�rm � r0 +
1

2�2
(U � �� U

� 1)00 �
1

2�2
u
m

�

;

and to �nd a �nalexpression forthe CAPM generalized to the virtualarbitrage as-

sum ption:

�ri= r0+ �i(�rm � r0)+
�i

2�2

�

(U � �� U
� 1)00 � u

m
�

+
(U � �� U� 1)ii

2�2
�
(U � �� U� 1)00

2�2

(25)

with thestandard de�nition �i= hri� �ri;rm � �rm i=�
2
m .The�rsttwo term srepresent

theCAPM undertheno-arbitrageassum ption and therem aining term sarethevirtual

arbitrage corrections. Everything said in the last paragraph ofthe previous section

can berepeated with respectto Eqn(25)forthevirtualarbitragegeneralization ofthe

CAPM .

5 D iscussion

In conclusion, we introduced a virtualarbitrage opportunities in the fram ework of

the Arbitrage Pricing and derived corrections to the APT pricing relations. These

correctionsdisappearas� ! 0 or�! 0 i.e. when there isno arbitrage uctuations

or the speed ofm arket reaction to the m ispricing is in�nite (which corresponds to

extrem aly liquid m arket).

In the course ofthe analysiswe faced two m ajore�ectswhich are speci�c forthe

presenceofthearbitrage.The�rstoneisa necessity to analyzegrowth factorsrather

than the the corresponding rates ofreturn. The second e�ect is a dependence ofa

growth factor ofan asset on the structure ofa riskless portfolio which includes the

asset. Thisforced usto introduce an average overallriskless portfoliosand reduced

theproblem to a calculation ofthem atrix �

� ik =
1

4�2

*
@�2(�)

@�i

@�2(�)

@�k

+

�

(26)
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which isessentially a new elem ent.W ealready m entioned that�2(�)can beobtained

from them arketusingEqn(6).Itm eansthat�,in principle,can alsobeobtained from

the m arketfollowing (26). Howeverthe m osteconom icalprocedure ofthe evaluation

stillhasto beworked out.Itm ight,forexam ple,bereasonableto considersom em ost

frequent arbitrages and reduce the space ofthe relevant riskless portfolios. Another

option isto study thhe m ain factorsgenerating arbitrageopportunitiesand carry out

a factor analysis sim ilar to the originalAPT.At the m om ent we leave this as an

open question which requires furtherinvestigation. Now letusdiscuss som e obvious

drawbacksofthem odeland waysto im proveit.

Firstofall,wehave to adm itim m ediately thatitwould bem oredi�cultto carry

out em piricaltests ofthe VirtualArbitrage Pricing Theory than the APT because

the additionalterm s in Eqn(22) do not m ake life easier in any respect while even

em piricsforthe CAPM and the APT [12]have notproduced yetany decisive result.

Furtherm ore,allcriticalcom m entsofAPT analysiscan beforwarded to thepresented

m odel,except for the no-arbitrage constraint. Hom ogeneous expectations,absence

ofclearrecipe ofhow to m easure the factors�i and possible tim e dependence ofthe

param eters ofthe m odelare three obvious points to criticize. These are not new

problem sand m any e�ortsto overcom e these di�cultieshave been undertaken. Itis

possibleto dem onstratethatthevirtualarbitragem odelcan beim proved in thesam e

m anner by these m ethods as they succeed for no-arbitrage APT analysis. This,in

principle,allowsonetoincludethetransaction costs,taxesand m arketim perfection in

thepresentm odelby rederiving the"bare" APT relationsand then to add thevirtual

arbitragein theconsideration with m inorm odi�cations.

The second point concerns the m arket reaction to the arbitrage opportunity,or,

qualitatively theform ofR (t;�)in Eqn(4).Itm ay beargued thatthem arketreaction

isnotexponentialasassum ed in Eqn(2),buthasanotherfunctionaldependence.This

dependencecan befound from statisticalanalysisofthestock pricesand then included

in the equation forR (t;�)(in particular,thefunctionaldependence can change with

tim e,forexam ple �in (2)can bea function of�).Itcertainly com plicatesthem odel

butleavesthegeneralfram ework intact.

Anotherpointto consideristhe absence ofcorrelationsbetween virtualarbitrage

opportunitieswhich weassum ed in thetext,i.e.thewhitenoisecharacteroftheprocess

�(t;�). It is clear that som e correlations can be easily included in the m odelby a

propersubstitution ofthe relations in Eqn(5). Such generalizations,though m aking

the analyticalstudy alm ostim possible,allow one to proceed with num ericalanalysis

forthem odel.

Finally,them odelcontainsnew param eterssuch as�and�de�ned byEqns(6)and

(3)from them arketdata.Itm ightappearthattim e-independentparam etersarenot

good enough approxim ation and both � and �arefunctionsoftim easa consequence

ofm arketinterm ittentbustsofactivity.Furtherm ore,theparam eter�m ightactually

dependson a structureoftheportfolio exactly in thesam em anneras� doesbecause

ofparticular sector preferences ofarbitrageurs. Both situations can be processed in

a sim ilarm annerto the sim plestcase we considered above butitwillm ake the �nal

resultsm uch m orecom plicated.
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