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A bstract

W e investigate LIBO R-based derivatives using a parsim onious �eld theory interest rate

m odel capable of instilling im perfect correlation between di�erent m aturities. Delta and

G am m a hedge param eters are derived for LIBO R Caps and Floors against uctuations in

underlying forward rates. An em piricalillustration ofourm ethodology is also conducted to

dem onstrate theinuenceofcorrelation on the hedging ofinterestrate risk.

1 Introduction

LIBOR-based derivatives such as Caps and Floors are im portant � nancialcontracts involving a

sequence ofquarterly paym entsranging from oneto ten years.Consequently,pricing and hedging

such derivativesrequiresthem odeling ofm ultipleLIBOR rates.

In an econom y where LIBOR ratesareperfectly correlated acrossdi� erentm aturities,a single

volatility function issu� cient.However,non-parallelm ovem entsin theLIBOR term structurein-

troducean im portantcom plication.Toreducethenum berofnecessaryinputs,volatilityparam eters
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within certain tim e intervals are often assum ed to be identical. However,this assum ption repre-

sents a serious com prom ise,and longerm aturity optionsstillrequire a large num berofvolatility

param eterseven aftersuch aggregation.

In lightofthisissue,weutilize� eld theory m odelsintroduced by Baaquie[2]toinstillim perfect

correlation between LIBOR m aturities as a parsim onious alternative to the existing theory. W e

derivethecorrespondinghedgeparam etersforLIBOR Capletsforapplicationstorisk m anagem ent.

W e then dem onstrate the ease at which our form ulation is im plem ented and the im plications of

correlation on thehedgeparam eters.

Hedgeparam etersthatm inim izetherisk associated with a� nitenum berofrandom  uctuations

in forward ratesisprovided in Baaquie,Srikant,and W arachka[3].Previously,� eld theory research

hasfocused on applicationsinvolving traditionalHeath,Jarrow,and M orton [10]forward rates,and

on the pricing ofLIBOR-based derivatives[5].Thispaperextendsthe conceptofstochastic delta

hedging developed in [2]to thehedging ofLIBOR derivatives.

Therem ainderofthispaperstartswith thereview ofthe� eld theory m odelforpricing LIBOR

derivatives. Section 3 then investigates their corresponding hedge param eters, while Section 4

detailstheirem piricalim plem entation.Theconclusion followsin Section 5.

2 Field T heory M odel

The introduction ofim perfectcorrelation between allunderlying LIBOR ratesisaccom plished by

the speci� cation ofa propagatorforinterestrate dynam ics. In term sofnotation,L(t;T)denotes

theLIBOR rateatthecurrenttim e tbetween tim eT and T + ‘in the futurewhere ‘= 1=4 year

denotesthestandard 3-m onth tim eintervalbetween payo� s.

Sinceforward ratesarethebasisforLIBOR rates,we� rstdetailtheLagrangian underlying the

evolution offorward rates.LetA(t;x)be a two dim ensional� eld driving the evolution offorward

ratesf(t;x)through tim e

@f(t;x)

@t
= �(t;x)+ �(t;x)A(t;x) (1)

where�(t;x)and �(t;x)denotetheirvolatility and driftvelocity respectively.

Following Baaquieand Bouchaud [4],theLagrangian ofthe� eld isde� ned by threeparam eters.
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D e�nition 2.1 TheLagrangian which describestheevolution ofinstantaneousforward ratesequals

L[A]= �
1

2

(

A
2(t;z)+

1

�2

�
@A(t;z)

@z

� 2

+
1

�4

�
@2A(t;z)

@2z

� 2
)

; (2)

where psychologicalfuture tim e isde�ned by z = (x � t)�.

TheLagrangianin De� nition2.1containsasquared Laplacianterm thatdescribesthesti� nessof

theforward ratecurve.Baaquieand Bouchaud [4]dem onstratethatthisform ulation isem pirically

ableto accountforthephenom enology ofinterestratedynam ics.Ultim ately,ourpricing form ulae

forCapsand Floorsstem sfrom avolatilityfunction and correlation param eters�,� and � contained

in thepropagator,aswellastheinitialterm structure.

The associated Action S[A]ofthe Lagrangian is de� ned as
R
1

t
dt
R
1

t
dxL[A]. In addition,a

norm alizing constant equalto the path integralZ =
R
D A eS[A ] is em ployed in our subsequent

analysis.

These forward rate dynam ics are ultim ately invoked for the pricing ofCaps and Floors after

expressing derivativeson interestratesin term softheircounterpartson bonds.

2.1 LIB O R D ynam ics

Thefollowing relationship between theforward interestratesand theLIBOR term structure

L(t;T)=
e
R
T + ‘

T
dxf(t;x)� 1

‘
: (3)

In the originalHeath,Jarrow,and M orton m odel[10],the m artingale m easure is de� ned by

discounting Treasury Bondsdenoted B (t;T)by them oney m arketaccountR(t;t�),de� ned as

R(t;t�)= e
R
t�
t

r(t)dt
; (4)

forthespotrateofinterestdenoted r(t).In thispaper,allcom putationsarecarried outusing the

LIBOR m easureforwhich LIBOR ratesevolveasm artingales.In otherwords,fort� > t

L(t;Tn)= E L [L(t�;Tn)]: (5)

Following them aterialin Baaquie[5],thedrift�L(t;x)thatcorrespondsto theLIBOR m artin-

galecondition isgiven by

�L(t;x)= ��(t;x)

Z x

Tn

dx
0

D (x;x
0

;t)�(t;x
0

) ; Tn � x < Tn+ ‘: (6)
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As proved in Baaquie [5],a m oney m arket num eraire entails m ore com plex calculations but

arrivesatidenticalpricesifoneinstead usestheLIBOR m easure.Fortherem ainderofthispaper,

thesubscriptofL issuppressed with allexpectationsperform ed undertheLIBOR m easure.

2.2 Pricing an IndividualC aplet

The existing literature justi� es the Black m odelfor pricing Caps and Floors by m odifying risk

neutralHeath,Jarrow,and M orton [10]forward ratesto yield LIBOR dynam icsundertheforward

m easure.Brace,Gatarek,and M usiela [6]isthesem inalpaperin thisarea,with additionaldetails

found in M usiela and Rutkowski[12].

W e review the � eld theory pricing form ula for a Caplet forboth a generalvolatility function

�(t;T)and propagatorD (x;x
0

;t)underlying risk neutralforward rates[2]. Denote the principal

am ountofthe Cap asV . Ifthe Capletisexercised attim e T,the paym entism ade in arrearsat

tim eT + ‘.Hencethepayo� function attim eT + ‘isgiven by

g(T + ‘)= ‘V (L(T;T)� K )
+

(7)

where K denotesthestrike rateoftheCaplet.Notethatbeforediscounting the payo� attim eT,

we� rstdiscountfrom T + ‘back to tim eT.Theentireexpression fortheCapletpriceisgiven by

Caplet(t;T) = B (t;T)E [t;T][B (T;T + ‘)g(T + ‘)] (8)

=

�
V

X

�

B (t;T)E [t;T]

��

X � e
�
R
T + ‘

T
dxf(T;x)

�

+

�

(9)

according to equation (3)and forX � 1

1+ ‘K
.Observe thatinvoking the forward m easure involves

m ultiplying by thebond B (t;T)with only therandom forward rateterm structurefrom T toT + ‘.

Then,

Caplet(t;T) =

Z
+ 1

� 1

dG	 (G;T;T + ‘)(X � e
� G )+ (10)

where,asthederivation in Baaquie[2],	 (G;T;T + ‘)equals

�
V

X

�

B (t;T)

s

1

2�q2(T � t)
exp

(

�
1

2q2(T � t)

�

G �

Z T+ ‘

T

dxf(t;x)�
q2(T � t)

2

� 2
)

: (11)

Theaboveresultleadsto thenextproposition forCapletpricing.
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Proposition 2.1 The price ofa Capletwith strike K which m aturesattim e T equals

Caplet(t;T;T + ‘)=

�
V

X

�

B (t;T)[X N (d+ )� FN (d� )] (12)

forX = 1

1+ ‘K
,B (t;T)= 1

1+ ‘L(t;t;T)
,and the following de�nitions

F =
1

1+ ‘L(t;T)

d� =
1

q
p
T � t

�

ln

�
F

X

�

�
q2(T � t)

2

�

q
2 =

1

T � t

Z T

t

dt

Z T+ ‘

T

dxdx
0

�(t;x)D (x;x
0

;t)�(t;x
0

): (13)

Observethatthepropagatorforforward ratesareelem entsoftheCapletprice.Thepriceofan

at-the-m oney Capletisthen de� ned forX = F,which yieldsd� = �
q
p
T� t

2
,im plying an associated

priceof

Caplet(t;T;T + ‘) = V B (t;T)[N (�d� )� N (�d+ )] (14)

= V B (t;T)

�

N

�
q
p
T � t

2

�

� N

�

�
q
p
T � t

2

��

: (15)

3 Stochastic D elta H edging

Stochastichedgingofinterestratederivativeshasbeen introduced byBaaquie[2],wherethespeci� c

caseofhedging Treasury Bondsisconsidered in detail.W efocuson applying thistechniqueto the

hedging ofLIBOR Caplets.Considerthehedging ofa Cap against uctuationsin theforward rate

f(t;x). A portfolio � (t) com posed ofa Cap(t0;t�;Tn)
1 and a LIBOR futures contract chosen to

ensure uctuationsin thevalueoftheportfolio arem inim ized isstudied.

W ebegin by form ing theportfolio

� (t)= Cap(t;t�;Tn)+ n1(t)F (t;Tn1); (16)

wheren1(t)representsthehedgeparam eterforthefuturescontract.TheLIBOR futuresand Cap

pricesaredenoted by

F (t;Tn1) = V [1� ‘L(t;Tn1)] (17)

Cap(t;t�;Tn) = ~V B (t;Tn)

Z
+ 1

� 1

dG
p
2�q2

e
�

1

2q2

�

G �
RTn + ‘

Tn
dxf(t;x)�

q
2

2

�
2

(X � e
� G )+ (18)

1Thisisa m oregeneralexpression fora Cap referred to asthe m idcurveCap.
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From equation 16,wehave

� (t)= Cap(t;t�;Tn)+ V n1(t)(1� ‘L(t;Tn1)):

Forthe sake ofbrevity,we suppressV n1 which isirrelevantforhedging from aboveequation,and

changethenegativesign beforetheLIBOR futuresto positive,

� (t) = Cap(t;t�;Tn)+ V n1(t)‘L(t;Tn1))

= Cap(t;t�;Tn)+ V n1(t)

�

e

RTn1+ ‘

Tn1
f(t;x)

� 1

�

: (19)

The portfolio is required to be independent ofsm allchanges in the forward rate. Thus,Delta

hedging thisportfolio requires

@

@f
� (t)= 0: (20)

In � eld theory,foreach tim e t,there are in� nitely m any random variablesdriving forward rates,

and one can neverDelta hedge by satisfying equation 20. The bestalternative isto Delta hedge

on average,and this schem e is referred to as stochastic D elta hedging,as detailed in [2]. To

im plem entstochasticDeltahedging,oneconsiderstheconditionalexpectation valueoftheportfolio

� (t),conditioned on the occurrence ofsom e speci� c value ofthe forward rate f(t;xh),nam ely

E [� (t)jf(t;xh)]. Finite tim e Delta hedging can be de� ned by hedging againstthe  uctuationsof

the forward rate f(th;xh)� fh in the future th > t.2 De� ne the conditionalprobability ofa Cap

and a LIBOR futuresby

~Cap(th;t�;Tn;fh) = E [Cap(th;t�;Tn)jfh] (21)

~L(th;Tn1;fh) = E [L(th;Tn1)jfh]:

StochasticDelta hedging isde� ned by approxim ating equation20 as

@

@fh
E [� (th)jfh] = 0: (22)

Hence,from equation 22,stochasticDelta hedging yields

n1 = �
@ ~Cap(th;t�;Tn;fh)

@fh
=
@~L(th;Tn1;fh)

@fh
: (23)

2The m aturity xh can be any future tim e provided th < t� sincethe Cap expiresatt�.
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Ascan beseen from above,changesin thehedged portfolio � (th),forDelta hedging in � eld theory,

areonly on theaveragesensitive to the uctuation in theforward ratef(th;xh).

Thehedging weightn1 isevaluated explicitly forthe� eld theory forward ratesin theAppendix

which containstherelevantnotation.The� nalresult,from equation34 isgiven by

n1 =
C � ~Cap(t;t�;Tn;fh)� B � � �~V �

h

X N
0

(d+ )=Q + e� G 0+
Q
2

2 N (d� )� e� G 0+
Q
2

2 N
0

(d� )=Q

i

eG 1+
Q 2

1

2 � B1

:(24)

TheHJM lim itofthehedging functionsisalso analyzed in theAppendix.

Tohedgeagainstthe� = @2� (t)=@f2  uctuations,oneneedstoform aportfoliowith twoLIBOR

futurescontractsthatm inim izesthechange in the valueofE [� (t)jfh]through Delta and Gam m a

hedging.Theseparam etersaresolved analytically,with em piricalresultspresented in Section 4.

Supposea Cap needsto behedged againstthe uctuationsofN forward rates,nam ely f(th;xi)

fori= 1;2;:::;N .The conditionalprobabilitiesforthe Cap and LIBOR futures,with N forward

rates� xed atf(th;xi)= fi

~Cap(th;t�;Tn;f1;f2;:::;fN ) = E [Cap(th;t�;Tn)jf1;f2;:::;fN ]

~L(th;Tn1;f1;f2;:::;fN ) = E [L(th;Tn1)jf1;f2;:::;fN ]:

A portfolio ofLIBOR futurescontractswith varying m aturitiesTni6= T isde� ned as

� (t)= Cap(t;t�;Tn)+

NX

i= 1

ni(t)L(t;Tni); (25)

and thestochasticDelta hedging conditionsaregiven by

@

@fj
E [� (th)jf1;f2;:::;fN ]= 0 for j= 1;2;:::;N :

Onecan solvetheabovesystem ofN sim ultaneousequationstodeterm inetheN hedgeparam eters

denoted ni.Thevolatility ofthehedged portfolio isreduced by increasing N .

To illustrate Delta hedging againstm ore than 1 forward rate,we constructa portfolio with 3

LIBOR futuresm aturities.Thus,wehaveequation 25 with N = 3.

Clearly,thethreehedging param etersare� xed by Delta hedging twice

@

@fj
E [� (th)jf1;f2]= 0 for j= 1;2

7



and an additionalcrossGam m a term

@2

@f1@f2
E [� (th)jf1;f2]= 0:

Thesehedgeparam etersareevaluatedexplicitlyintheAppendix.Intuitively,weexpecttheportfolio

to behedged m oree� ectively with theinclusion ofthecrossGam m a param eter.

Analytically,Delta hedgeparam etersfortwo di� erentforward ratesdi� ersonly by a prefactor.

Thus,allthreeparam eterscannotbeuniquely solved.Therefore,weconstructa portfolio with two

LIBOR futures m aturities,then � x the param eters by Delta hedging and cross Gam m a hedging

once.Thisenvironm entisstudied num erically in thenextsection.

Untilnow,wegettheparam eterforeach choiceoftheLIBOR futuresand forward ratesbeing

hedged.Furtherm ore,wecan m inim izethefollowing

NX

i= 1

jnij (26)

to� nd them inim um portfolio.Thisadditionalconstraint� ndsthem oste� ectivefuturescontracts,

wheree� ectivenessism easured according to theleastam ountofrequired buying orselling.

In general,stochastic Delta hedging against N forward rates forlarge N is com plicated,and

closed-form solutionsaredi� cultto obtain.

4 Em piricalIm plem entation

This section illustrates the im plem entation ofour � eld theory m odeland provides prelim inary

resultsforthe im pactofcorrelation on the hedge param eters. The correlation param eterforthe

propagatorofLIBOR ratesareestim ated from historicaldata on LIBOR futuresand at-the-m oney

options. W e calibrate the term structure ofthe volatility,�(�),(see [7],[8])and the propagator

with theparam eters� and � asin Baaquieand Bouchaud [4].

Stochastic hedging only m itigatesthe risk of uctuationsin speci� ed forward rates.The focus

ofthissection ison the stochastic hedge param eters,with the beststrategy chosen to ensure the

LIBOR futuresportfolio involvesthesm allestpossiblelong and shortpositions.Asan illustration,

� g1 plotthe hedge param etersagainstthe LIBOR futuresm aturity,and the forward rate being

hedged.

8
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Figure1:Hedgeparam eterforstochasticDelta hedging ofCap(t;1;4).

W e� rststudy a portfolio with oneLIBOR futuresand oneCap to hedgeagainsta singleterm

structure m ovem ent. Hedge param etersfordi� erentLIBOR futurescontractm aturities,and the

m aturity ofthe forward rate,areshown in � g1.This� gure describesthe selection ofthe LIBOR

futuresin them inim um portfolio thatrequiresthefewestnum beroflong and shortpositions.

Fig 2 showshow thehedgeparam etersdepend on xh fora � xed Tn1.Two lim itsTn1 = � = 1

4
(3

m onths)and Tn1 = 16� arechosen.W ealso � nd thatxh = � isalwaysthem ostim portantforward

rateto hedgeagainst.Anothergraph describing theparam eterdependence on Tn1 isgiven in � g3

with xh = �.Forgreatergenerality,wealso hedgeCap(t;t�;Tn)fordi� erentt� and Tn values,and

� nd thatalthough thevalueoftheparam eterchangesslightly,theshape oftheparam etersurface

isalm ostidentical.

One advantage ofthe � eld theory m odelis that,in principle, a hedge strategy against the

m ovem entsofin� nitelym anycorrelatedforwardratesisavailable.Toillustratethecontrastbetween

our� eld theory m odeland asingle-factorHJM m odel,weplottheidenticalhedgeportfolioasabove

when D = 1,which hasbeen shown to be the HJM lim itof� eld theory m odelsin [2]. From � g

4,the hedge param eters are invariant to m aturity,which is expected since allforward rates are

perfectly correlated in a single-factorHJM m odel. Therefore,itm akesno di� erence which ofthe
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Figure2:Hedgeparam eterforstochastichedging ofCap(t;1;4)with � xed LIBOR futurescontract

m aturity.

forward ratesisbeing hedged.

In � g5,we investigate hedging with two LIBOR futures by em ploying both Delta and cross

Gam m ahedging.From thepreviouscase,wecan hedgeagainstf(t;�)in ordertoobtain am inim um

portfolio involving the least am ount ofshort and long positions. The diagonalreports that two

LIBOR futureswith thesam em aturity reducesto Delta hedging with oneLIBOR futures.Selling

38 contractsofL(t;t+ 6�)and buying 71 L(t;t+ �)contractsidenti� esthem inim um portfolio.

In addition,we consider hedging  uctuations in two forward rates. Speci� cally,we study a

portfolio com prised oftwo LIBOR futuresand oneCapletwheretheparam etersare� xed by Delta

hedgingand crossGam m ahedging.Theresultisdisplayed in � g6wherewehedgeagainsttwoshort

m aturity forward rates,such asf(t;�)and f(t;2�).Buying 45 contractsofL(t;t+ 15�)and selling

25L(t;t+ 3�)contractsform sthem inim um portfolio.Fig5 and � g6resultfrom thesum m ation of

hedgeparam eters(asin equation 26)which dependson them aturitiesoftheLIBOR futures.The

corresponding em piricalresultsareconsistentwith ourearlierdiscussion.3

3Ifwe choose the hedged portfolio by m inim izing
P

N

i= 1
ni,we �nd that the m inim um portfolio requires 1500

contracts(long the shortm aturity and shorttheirlong m aturity counterparts).
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Figure3:Hedgeparam eterforstochastichedging ofCap(t;1;4)againstf(t;t+ �)where� = 3=12.

5 C onclusion

LIBOR-based Capsand Floorsareim portant� nancialinstrum entsform anaging interestraterisk.

However,the m ultiple payo� sunderlying these contractscom plicatestheirpricing asthe LIBOR

term structuredynam icsarenotperfectly correlated.A � eld theory m odelwhich allowsforim per-

fectcorrelation between every LIBOR m aturity overcom esthisdi� culty while m aintaining m odel

parsim ony.

Furtherm ore,hedge param eters for the � eld theory m odelare provided for risk m anagem ent

applications. Although the � eld theory m odelim pliesan incom plete m arketsince hedging cannot

beconducted withanin� nitenum berofinterestratedependentsecuritiesinpractice,thecorrelation

structurebetween LIBOR ratesisexploited tom inim izerisk.An em piricalillustration dem onstrates

theim plem entation ofourm odel.
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Thedata in ourem piricaltestswasgenerously provided by Jean-PhilippeBouchaud ofScienceand
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in Bouchaud,Sagna,Cont,El-Karouiand Potters[7]aswellasBouchaud and M atacz[8].

A C onditionalProbability ofthe First Portfolio

Follow Baaquie[2]and equation 11,wehavetheconditionalprobability ofa Cap given by

~Cap(th;t�;Tn;fh) = ~V

Z
1

� 1

dG
�
(x � e

G )+ 	 (Gjfh)
	

(27)

	 (Gjfh) =

R
1

� 1

dp

2�
e�

q
2

h
2
p2eip(G �

q
2

h
2
)
R
D fe

�
RTn
th

f(th ;x)
e
ip
RTn + l

Tn
dxf(th;x)�(f(th;xh)� f)eS

R
D f�(f(th;xh)� f)eS

;
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whiletheconditionalprobability ofa LIBOR futuresis

~L(th;Tn1;fh) =

Z
1

� 1

dGe
G � (Gjf;th;Tn1) (28)

� (Gjf;th;Tn1) =

R
D f�(G �

RTn1+ ‘

Tn1
f(th;x)dx)�(f(th;xh)� f)eS

R
D f�(f(th;xh)� f)eS

: (29)

Using theresultsoftheGaussian m odelsin Baaquie[2],aftera straightforward buttediouscalcu-

lation,thefollowing results

	 (Gjfh) =
�

p
2�Q2

exp

�

�
1

2Q 2
(G � G 0)

2

�

(30)

� (Gjf;th;Tn1) =
1

p
2�Q2

1

exp

�

�
1

2Q 2
1

(G � G 1)
2

�

: (31)
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Figure6:LIBOR futuresportfolioforstochastichedgingagainsttwoforward rates,with both Delta

and crossGam m a hedging ofCap(t;1;4).

Theresultsareshown asfollow

X =
1

1+ ‘k
; ~V = (1+ ‘k)V

� = exp

�

�

Z Tn

th

dxf(t0;x)�

Z

M 1

�(t;x)+
1

2
E +

C

A
(f(t0;xh)+

Z th

t0

dt�(t;xh)� f �
C

2
)

�

d+ = (lnx + G 0)=Q ; d� = (lnx + G 0 � Q
2)=Q

G 0 =

Z Tn + ‘

Tn

dxf(t0;x)� F �
B

A
(f(t0;xh)� C � f +

Z th

t0

dt�(t;xh))+
q2

2

Q
2 = q

2
�
B 2

A

G 1 =

Z Tn1+ ‘

Tn1

dxf(t0;x)+

Z

M 3

�(t;x)�
B 1

A
(f(t0;xh)�

Z th

t0

dt�(t;xh)� f)

Q
2

1
= D �

B 2
1

A

A =

Z
th

t0

dt�(t;xh)
2
D (t;xh;xh;TF R)

B =

Z

M 2

�(t;xh)D (t;xh;x;TF R)�(t;x)
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B 1 =

Z

~M 1

�(t;xh)D (t;xh;x;TF R)�(t;x)

C =

Z

M 1

�(t;xh)D (t;xh;x;TF R)�(t;x)

D =

Z

~Q 1

�(t;x)D (t;x;x
0

;TF R)�(t;x
0

)

q
2 =

Z

Q 2+ Q 4

�(t;x)D (t;x;x
0

;TF R)�(t;x
0

)

E =

Z

Q 1

�(t;x)D (t;x;x
0

;TF R)�(t;x
0

)

F =

Z th

t0

dt

Z Tn

th

dx

Z Tn + ‘

Tn

dx
0

�(t;x)D (t;x;x
0

;TF R)�(t;x
0

):

Thedom ain ofintegration isgiven in � gs7and 8.Itcan beseen thattheunconditionalprobability

distribution for the Cap and LIBOR futures yields volatilities q2 and D respectively. Hence the

conditionalexpectation reduces the volatility ofCap by B 2

A
,and by

B 2

1

A
for the LIBOR futures.

Thisresultisexpected since the constraintim posed by the requirem entofconditionalprobability

reducestheallowed  uctuationsoftheinstrum ents.

Itcould bethecasethatthereisa specialm aturity tim exh thatcausesthelargestreduction of

theconditionalvariance.Theanswerisfound by m inim izing theconditionalvariance

~Cap(th;t�;Tn;fh) = �~V (xN (d+ )� e
� G 0+

Q 2

2 N (d� )) (32)

~L(th;Tn1;fh) = e
G 1+

Q
2

1

2 : (33)

Recallthe hedging param eter is given by equation 23. Using equation 33 and setting t0 = t,

th = t+ �,wegetan (instantaneous)stochasticDelta hedgeparam eter�1(t)equalto

C � ~Cap(t;t�;Tn;fh)� B � � �~V �

h

xN
0

(d+ )=Q + e� G 0+
Q 2

2 N (d� )� e� G 0+
Q 2

2 N
0

(d� )=Q

i

eG 1+
Q 2

1

2 � B1

:(34)

B H JM Lim it ofH edging Function

TheHJM -lim itofthehedging functionsisanalyzed forthespeci� cexponentialfunction considered

by Jarrow and Turnbull[9]

�hjm (t;x)= �0e
�(x� t)

; (35)
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which setsthepropagatorD (t;x;x
0

;TF R)equalto one.Itcan beshown that

A =
�20

2�
e
� 2�xh(e2�th � e

2�t0)

B =
�2
0

2�2
e
� �xh(e� �Tn � e

� �Tn + ‘)(e2�th � e
2�t0)

B 1 =
�2
0

2�2
e
� �xh(e� �Tn1 � e

� �Tn1+ ‘)(e2�th � e
2�t0)

C =
�20

2�2
e
� �xh(e� �th � e

� �Tn)(e2�th � e
2�t0)

D =
�20

2�3
(e� �Tn1+ ‘� e

� �Tn1)2(e2�th � e
2�t0)

E =
�2
0

2�3
(e� �Tn � e

� �th)2(e2�th � e
2�t0)

F =
�2
0

2�3
(e� �Tn + ‘� e

� �Tn)(e� �Tn � e
� �th)(e2�th � e

2�t0):

Theexponentialvolatility function given in equation 35hastherem arkableproperty,sim ilarto the

casefound forthehedging ofTreasury Bonds[2],that

Q
2

1
(hjm )= D hjm �

B 2

1hjm

A hjm

� 0: (36)

Hence,theconditionalprobability fortheLIBOR futuresisdeterm inistic.Indeed,oncetheforward

ratefh is� xed,thefollowing identity isvalid

~Lhjm (th;Tn1;fh) � L(th;Tn1): (37)

In otherwords,forthevolatility function in equation 35,theLIBOR futuresfortheHJM m odelis

exactly determ ined by oneoftheforward rates.

Butthe conditionalprobability forthe Cap isnotdeterm inistic since the volatility from th to

t�,beforetheCap’sexpiration,isnotcom pensated forby � xing theforward rate.

C C onditionalProbability ofthe Second Portfolio

Asdetailed in theAppendix,when hedging against2 forward interestrates,from equation 27 and

28 wehavetheconditionalprobability ofa Cap given by

	 (Gjf1;f2)=

R
1

� 1

dp

2�
e�

q
2

h
2
p2eip(G �

q
2

h
2
)
R
D fe

�
RTn
th

f(th ;x)
e
ip
RTn + l

Tn
dxf(th;x)

Q
2

i= 1
�(f(th;xi)� fi)e

S

R
D f

Q
2

i= 1
�(f(th;xi)� fi)e

S
;(38)
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and theconditionalprobability ofLIBOR being

� (Gjf1;f2;Tnj)=

R
D f�(G �

RTnj+ ‘

Tnj
f(th;x)dx)

Q
2

i= 1
�(f(th;xi)� fi)e

S

R
D f

Q
2

i= 1
�(f(th;xi)� fi)e

S
j= 1;2 (39)

yielding thefollowing results

	 (Gjf1;f2) =
�

p
2�Q2

exp

�

�
1

2Q 2
(G � G 0)

2

�

(40)

� (Gjf1;f2;Tnj) =
1

q

2� ~Q 2
j

exp

"

�
1

2~Q 2
j

(G � ~G j)
2

#

j= 1;2: (41)

Theresultsareshown asfollows

X =
1

1+ ‘k
; ~V = (1+ ‘k)V

� = exp

�

�

Z Tn

th

dxf(t0;x)�

Z

M 1

�(t;x)+
1

2
E +

C12

~A 12

(R 12 �
C12

2
)

�

d+ = (lnx+ G 0)=Q ; d� = (lnx + G 0 � Q
2)=Q

G 0 =

Z Tn + ‘

Tn

dxf(t0;x)� F �
B 12

~A 12

(R 12 � C12)+
q2

2

Q
2 = q

2
�
B 2
12

~A 12

~G j =

Z Tnj+ ‘

Tnj

dxf(t0;x)+

Z

~M j

�(t;x)�
~B 12j

~A 12

R 12 j= 1;2

~Q 2

j = D j �

~B 2
12j

~A 12

j= 1;2

R i = f(t0;xi)+

Z th

t0

dt�(t;xi)� fi i= 1;2

R 12 = R 1 �
A 12

A 2

R 2

A i =

Z th

t0

dt�(t;xi)
2
D (t;xi;xi;TF R) i= 1;2

A 12 =

Z th

t0

dt�(t;x1)D (t;x1;x2;TF R)�(t;x2)

~A 12 = A 1 �
A 12

A 2

(42)
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B i =

Z

M 2

�(t;xi)D (t;xi;x;TF R)�(t;x) i= 1;2

B 12 = B 1 �
A 12

A 2

B 2

~B ij =

Z

~M j

�(t;xi)D (t;xi;x;TF R)�(t;x) i= 1;2; j= 1;2

~B 12j = ~B 1j �
A 12

A 2

~B 2j j= 1;2:::;5

Ci =

Z

M 1

�(t;xi)D (t;xi;x;TF R)�(t;x) i= 1;2

C12 = C1 �
A 12

A 2

C2

D j =

Z

~Q j

�(t;x)D (t;x;x
0

;TF R)�(t;x
0

) j= 1;2

q
2 =

Z

Q 2+ Q 4

�(t;x)D (t;x;x
0

;TF R)�(t;x
0

)

E =

Z

Q 1

�(t;x)D (t;x;x
0

;TF R)�(t;x
0

)

F =

Z th

t0

dt

Z Tn

th

dx

Z Tn + ‘

Tn

dx
0

�(t;x)D (t;x;x
0

;TF R)�(t;x
0

):

Thedom ain ofintegration isgiven in � gs7 and 8.
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Figure7:Dom ain ofintegration M 1,M 2 and integration cubeQ 1,Q 2,Q 4 wherethex
0
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sam elim itasitscorresponding x axis.
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Furtherm ore,an N -fold constrainton theinstrum entswould clearly furtherreducethevariance

oftheinstrum ents,

~Cap(th;t�;Tn;f1;f2) = �~V (xN (d+ )� e
� G 0+

Q
2

2 N (d� )) (43)

~L(th;Tnj;f1;f2) = e
~G j+

~Q
2

j

2 : (44)
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