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A bstract

W e Investigate LIBOR -based derivatives using a parsin onious eld theory interest rate
m odel capabl of Instilling in perfect correlation between di erent m aturities. Delta and
Gamm a hedge param eters are derived for LIBOR Caps and F loors against uctuations in
underlying forward rates. An am pirical illistration of our m ethodology is also conducted to

dem onstrate the In uence of correlation on the hedging of interest rate risk.

1 Introduction

LIBOR -based derivatives such as Caps and F loors are In portant nancial contracts involving a
sequence of quarterly paym ents ranging from one to ten years. C onsequently, pricing and hedging
such derivatives requires the m odeling ofm ultiple LIBOR rates.

In an economy where LIBOR rates are perfectly correlated across di erent m aturities, a singke
volatility function is su cient. H owever, non-parallel m ovem ents in the LIBOR tem structure In—

troduce an in portant com plication. To reduce the num ber of necessary inputs, volatility param eters
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within certain tin e intervals are often assum ed to be identical. However, this assum ption repre-
sents a serdous com prom ise, and longer m aturity options still require a Jarge num ber of volatility
param eters even after such aggregation.

In light ofthis issue, we utilize eld theory m odels introduced by B aaquiel] to instill in perfect
correlation between LIBOR m aturties as a parsin onious altemative to the existing theory. W e
derive the corresponding hedge param eters for LIBOR C aplets for applications to risk m anagem ent.
W e then dem onstrate the ease at which our form ulation is inm plem ented and the in plications of
correlation on the hedge param eters.

H edge param eters that m inin ize the risk associated with a nienumberofrandom uctuations
In forward rates isprovided in Baaquie, Srikant, and W arachka []. P reviously, eld theory ressarch
has focused on applications involving traditionalH eath, Jarrow , and M orton [1] forward rates, and
on the pricing of LIBO R based derivatives [l]. T his paper extends the concept of stochastic delta
hedging developed in 1] to the hedging of LIBOR derivatives.

T he ram ainder of this paper starts w ith the review ofthe eld theory m odel for pricing LIBOR
derivatives. Section 3 then investigates their corresponding hedge param eters, whilk Section 4

details their em pirical in plem entation. T he conclusion follow s In Section 5.

2 Field Theory M odel

T he Introduction of im perfect correlation between all underlying LIBOR rates is accom plished by
the speci cation of a propagator for interest rate dynam ics. In tem s of notation, L (t; T ) denotes
the LIBOR rate at the current tine tbetween tine T and T + ' In the uiture where ‘= 1=4 year
denotes the standard 3-m onth tin e interval between payo s.

Since forward rates are the basis for LIBOR rates, we rst detail the Lagrangian underlying the
evolution of forward rates. Let A (t;x) be a two din ensional eld driving the evolution of forward

rates f (t;x) through time
QRf ;%)
@t

where (5x) and (t;x) denote their volatility and drift velocity resoectively.
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Follow Ing Baaquie and Bouchaud 1], the Lagrangian ofthe eld isde ned by three param eters.



D e nition 2.1 The Lagrangian which describes the evolution of instantaneous forward rates equals
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where psycholgical future tine isde nedbyz= & t) .

TheLagrangian in D e nitiorllll contains a squared Laplacian term that describesthe sti nessof
the forward rate curve. Baaquie and Bouchaud ] dem onstrate that this form ulation is em pirically
able to acoount for the phenom enology of Interest rate dynam ics. U tin ately, our pricing form ulae
forCapsand F loors stam s from a volatility function and correlation param eters , and contained
In the propagator, aswell as the Initial temm structure.

R R
The associated Action S A ] of the Lagrangian is de ned as tl dt ' dxL A ]. In addition, a

t
R
nom alizing constant equal to the path integralZ = DA & B! is emplyed in our subsequent
analysis.
These forward rate dynam ics are ultin ately invoked for the pricing of C aps and F loors after

expressing derivatives on Interest rates in temm s of their counterparts on bonds.

21 LIBOR Dynam ics

T he follow ing relationship between the forward nterest rates and the LIBOR tem structure
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In the original Heath, Jarrow , and M orton m odel []], the m artingale m easure is de ned by

discounting Treasury Bonds denoted B (t; T ) by the m oney m arket acocount R (t;t ), de ned as
Rt
R (t)=e: =04, 4)

for the spot rate of interest denoted r (t) . In this paper, all com putations are carried out using the

LIBOR measure forwhich LIBOR rmates evolve asm artingales. In otherwords, fort > t
LT =Er LE;Ta)]: ©)

Follow Ing them aterial in Baaquie ], the drift ; (t;x) that corresponds to the LIBOR m artin—

gale condition is given by
Z

L Gx) = (%) dxD (;x ;) (Gx) ; Tn X< Tpyo: ©)
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A s proved in Baaquie [[l], a m oney m arket num eraire entails m ore com plex calculations but
arrives at identical prices if one instead uses the LIBOR m easure. For the ram ainder of this paper,

the subscript of L is suppressed w ith all expectations perfomm ed under the LIBOR m easure.

22 Pricing an IndividualC aplet

The existing literature justi es the Black m odel for pricing Caps and F loors by m odifying risk
neutral H eath, Jarrow , and M orton ] forward rates to yield LIBOR dynam ics under the forward
m easure. Brace, G atarek, and M usiela ] is the sam lnalpaper in this area, w ith additional details
found In M usiela and Rutkow ski [].
W e review the eld theory pricing formula for a Caplt for both a general volatility function
(t;T) and propagator D (x;xO ;) underlying risk neutral forward rates [[l]. D enote the principal
am ount of the Cap asV . If the Caplkt is exercised at tine T, the paym ent ism ade in arrears at

tineT + ‘. Hence thepayo function attineT + ‘' isgiven by
g+ %= YV @(IT;T) K), (7)

where K denotes the strike rate of the Caplet. N ote that before discounting the payo attime T,

we rstdiscount from T + ‘badk to tine T . The entire expression for the Caplkt price is given by

Caplet(t;T) = B GT)Egr B (T;T + YgT + Y] @®)
v T Ak E (T )
= — B (t;T )E BT ] X e T ! (9)
X +
according to equation M) and for X l+l‘K . Obsarve that invoking the forward m easure nvolres

muliplying by thebond B ;T ) with only the random forward rate tem structure from T to T + .

Then,
Z +1
Caplet;T) = dG G;T;T+ WYX e®), 10)
1
where, as the derivation n Baaquie ], G;T;T + ') equals
s———— 2 1.,
1 o T b
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T he above result kads to the next proposition for C aplt pricing.



P roposition 2.1 The price of a Capkt wih strike K which maturesattime T equals
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forX = l+l‘K , B EGT)= m,and the ollow ing de nitions
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O bserve that the propagator for forward rates are elem ents of the C apkt price. T he price of an

atthem oney Capkt isthen de ned orX = F,which yiedsd = < > ', In plying an associated

price of

Caplet;T;T + ) VB GT) N ( dp) N ( d)] o (14)
venn S ° w IIE gy

3 Stochastic D elta H edging

Stochastic hedging of interest rate derivatives hasbeen introduced by Baaquie 1], where the speci ¢
case of hedging Treasury Bonds is considered In detail. W e focus on applying this technique to the

hedging of LIBOR Caplkts. Consider the hedging ofa Cap against uctuations in the forward rate
f;x). A portfolio (t) composed of a Cap (gt ;T,)! and a LIBOR fiitures contract chosen to

ensure uctuations In the value of the portfolio are m nin ized is studied.

W e begin by form ing the portfolio
O = Capit;Ty) + n1 OF Tn1); (16)

where n; (t) represents the hedge param eter for the futures contract. The LIBOR futures and Cap

prices are denoted by
F&Ty) = VI L(ETh)] a7
+1 4G 1 g Rro+ ‘dxf(t'x) a2 2
Cap(t;T,) = VB T,) pz—qze S T X e ) (18)
1

1T his is a m ore general expression fora Cap referred to as the m idcurve Cap.



From equation lll, we have
©=Capt;Tn)+ V(01 L (Th1)) :

For the sake of brevity, we suppress Vn; which is imelevant for hedging from above equation, and

change the negative sign before the LIBOR futures to positive,

© = Capt;T,)+ Vn ©LETh))

Ry 4
= Caplt;T,)+ Vo @) et O 1 . 19)
T he portfolio is required to be independent of am all changes in the forward rate. Thus, Dela

hedging this portfolio requires
— = 0: (20)

In eld theory, for each tine t, there are In niely m any random varables driving forward rates,
and one can never D elta hedge by satisfying equation lll. T he best altemative is to D elta hedge
on average, and this schem e is referred to as stochastic D elta hedging, as detailked in ]. To
In plem ent stochastic D elta hedging, one considers the conditional expectation value ofthe portfolio
(t), conditioned on the occurrence of some soeci ¢ value of the forward rate f (t;x), namely
E[ (O x)]. Finite time D elta hedging can be de ned by hedging against the uctuations of
the forward rate £ (G, ;xn) f, In the fiture 5, > t? De ne the conditional probability of a Cap

and a LIBOR futuresby

Captit;Tasfn) = E Capi;t ;Tn) ] @1)

LTy, ;) = EL&;Ty,)E]:

Stochastic D elta hedging is de ned by approxin ating equationlill as

@ 5 — .
@—fhE[ @)fn]l = O: @2)

Hence, from equation M, stochastic D elta hedging yields

CCBP (Gt jTnifh) BT (GiTn1ifh) |
Qfy, @fy
2Them aturity x, can be any fiture tin e provided t, < t since the Cap expiresat t .

n, =




A scan be ssen from above, changes In the hedged portfolio  (4,), orD elta hedging in  eld theory,
are only on the average sensitive to the uctuation in the forward rate £ ;xy) .
T he hedging weight n; is evaluated explicitly forthe eld theory forward rates In the A ppendix

which contains the relevant notation. The nalresult, from equationlill is given by
h 0 0?2 0? 0 l
C Cap@t;Ta;f) B V XN @ )=Q+e®® " 2N@d) e® 2N d)=0

n; = 1 24)

2
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The HJM Iim it of the hedging functions is also analyzed in the A ppendix.

.
et

Tohedgeagainstthe = @ @)=@f? uctuations, oneneedsto Hm aportoliow ith two LIBOR
futures contracts that m Inim izes the change in the value of E [ (t) fi, ] through Delta and Gamm a
hedging. These param eters are solved analytically, w ith em pirical results presented In Section 4.

Suppose a C ap needs to be hedged against the uctuationsofN forward rates, nam ely £ (;x;)
fori= 1;2;:::;N . The conditional probabilities for the Cap and LIBOR futures, wih N forward

rates xed at f ;%x;) = f;

Cap(t;t;Tnsfisfiify) = ELCapl;t ;Ta) it fy]
Ti;Thiifsfriify) = ELGTa) sty ]

A portPlio of LIBOR futures contracts w ith varying m aturities T,; 6 T isde ned as

pal
(t)= Cap;t;T,) + n; OL & Thi) 5 25)
=1

and the stochastic D elta hedging conditions are given by

@ : .
—E[ GIFifih]=0 or J= 1;2;::5N
Qf;

O ne can solve the above system ofN sin ultaneous equations to detemm ine the N hedge param eters
denoted n;. T he volatility of the hedged portfolio is reduced by ncreasing N .

To illustrate D elta hedging against m ore than 1 forward rate, we construct a portfolio with 3
LIBOR filturesm aturities. Thus, we have equation Bl with N = 3.

C karly, the three hedging param eters are  xed by D elta hedging tw ice

@
—E[ G)¥f;f]=0 for j= 1;2
et



and an additional cross G amm a tem

@2
@f,Qf,

E[ &)Ffi,£]1=0:

T hese hedge param eters are evaluated explicitly in the A ppendix. Intuitively, w e expect the portfolio
to be hedged m ore e ectively w ith the inclusion of the cross G amm a param eter.

Analytically, D elta hedge param eters fortwo di erent forward ratesdi ers only by a prefactor.
T hus, all three param eters cannot be uniquely solved. T herefore, we construct a portfolio w ith two
LIBOR futures m aturities, then x the param eters by D elta hedging and cross G amm a hedging
once. This environm ent is studied num erically in the next section.

Untilnow , we get the param eter for each choice ofthe LIBOR fiitures and forward rates being

hedged. Furthem ore, we can m inin ize the follow ing

X
hiJ 26)

=1
to ndthem inimum portfolio. Thisadditionalconstraint ndsthemoste ective fiitures contracts,
where e ectiveness ism easured according to the least am ount of required buying or selling.

In general, stochastic D elta hedging against N forward rates for large N is com plicated, and

closed—-form solutions are di cult to cbtain.

4 Em pirical Im plem entation

This section illustrates the implem entation of our eld theory m odel and provides prelin inary
results for the in pact of correlation on the hedge param eters. T he correlation param eter for the
propagator of LIBOR rates are estin ated from historicaldata on LIBOR futures and at-the-m oney
options. W e calbrate the temm structure of the volatiliy, ( ), (see ], 1) and the propagator
w ith the param eters and as in Baaquie and Bouchaud I1].

Stochastic hedging only m itigates the risk of uctuations In speci ed forward rates. The focus
of this section is on the stochastic hedge param eters, w ith the best strategy chosen to ensure the
LIBOR futures portfolio involves the an allest possible long and short positions. A s an illustration,

dll plot the hedge param eters against the LIBOR fittures m aturity, and the forward rate being
hedged.
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Figure 1: Hedge param eter for stochastic D elta hedging ofC ap (t;1;4).

W e rststudy a portfolio with one LIBOR futures and one Cap to hedge aganst a singl tem
structure m ovem ent. Hedge param eters for di erent LIBOR futures contract m aturities, and the
m aturity of the orward rate, are shown in  dll. This gure describes the selection of the LIBOR
fotures In them ininmum portfolio that requires the fewest num ber of long and short positions.

Figll show show the hedge param etersdepend on x, ora xed T;.Two lmisT,; = = % 3
months) and T,; = 16 are chosen.Wealso ndthatx=  isalwaysthem ost in portant forward
rate to hedge against. A nother graph describing the param eter dependence on T,; isgiven in Jil
wih x, = . Forgreater generality, we also hedge Cap (t;t;T,) ordi erent t and T, values, and

nd that although the value of the param eter changes slightly, the shape of the param eter surface
is alm ost identical.

One advantage of the eld theory m odel is that, in principl, a hedge strategy against the
m ovan entsofin nitely m any correlated forw ard rates isavailable. To illustrate the contrast between
our el theory m odeland a sihglke-factorH JM m odel, we plot the identicalhedge portfolio as above
when D = 1, which hasbeen shown to be the HIM Iim it of eld theory models inf]]. From g
B, the hedge param eters are Invariant to m aturity, which is expected since all orward rates are
perfectly correlated in a single-factor HIM m odel. T herefore, i m akes no di erence which of the
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Figure 2: Hedge param eter for stochastic hedging ofC ap(t;1;4) wih xed LIBOR futures contract

m aturity.

forw ard rates is being hedged.

In g, we Investigate hedging with two LIBOR fitures by em ploying both D elta and cross
G amm a hedging. From the previouscase, we can hedgeagainst £ (t; ) in orderto cbtain am inin um
portfolio involring the least am ount of short and long positions. The diagonal reports that two
LIBOR futuresw ith the sam e m aturity reduces to D elta hedging w ith one LIBOR futures. Selling
38 contracts of L (;t+ 6 ) and buying 71 L (;t+ ) contracts identi esthem ninum portfolio.

In addition, we consider hedging uctuations in two forward rates. Speci cally, we study a
portfolio com prised oftwo LIBOR fiitures and one C aplkt where the param etersare  xed by D elta
hedging and crossG amm a hedging. The resul isdisplayed in  Jllwhere we hedge against two short
m aturity forward rates, such asf (t; ) and £ (£;2 ). Buying 45 contracts of L (t;t+ 15 ) and selling
25L (t+ 3 ) contracts form sthem ininum portfolio. Figlland Jdll resul from the summ ation of
hedge param eters (as in equation [lll) which depends on the m aturities of the LIBOR futures. The

corresponding em pirical results are consistent w ith our earlier discussion
P

3If we choose the hedged portfolio by m inin izing N ;ni, we nd that the m ninum portfolio requires 1500

i=

contracts (long the short m aturity and short their long m aturity counterparts).

10
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Figure 3: H edge param eter for stochastic hedging ofC ap (t;1;4) against £ (;t+ ) where = 3=12.

5 Conclusion

LIBOR-based Caps and F loors are in portant nancial instrum ents form anaging interest rate risk.
However, the multipl payo s underlying these contracts com plicates their pricing as the LIBOR
term structure dynam ics are not perfectly correlated. A eld theory m odelw hich allow s for in per-
fect correlation between every LIBOR m aturity overcom es this di culty whilke m aintaining m odel
parsin ony.

Furthem ore, hedge param eters for the eld theory m odel are provided for risk m anagem ent
applications. A though the eld theory m odel in plies an incom plete m arket since hedging cannot
be oconducted w ith an In  nite num ber of interest rate dependent securities In practice, the correlation
structure between LIBO R rates isexploited tom Inin ize risk . A n em pirical ilustration dem onstrates

the In plem entation of ourm odel.

11
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F igure 4: H edge param eter for stochastichedgingofC ap (t;1;4) when D = 1 (forward ratesperfectly
correlated) .
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In Bouchaud, Sagna, Cont, E XK arouiand Potters [[] aswell as Bouchaud and M atacz 1].

A Conditional P robability of the F irst P ortfolio

Follow Baaquie ] and equation M, we have the conditional probability of a C ap given by
Z 1
CEP (it iTaifn) = V dc & &), Gi) 27)

R 2 X 2 R RTn % . Tpn+1 .

G %) | e iPPC D) pfe w MM HNE (i) )

G ] = e .
% DEf (£Gix,) £)& '
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Figure 5: LIBOR futures portfolio when D elta and cross Gamm a hedging C ap (t;1;4) .

w hile the conditional probability ofa LIBOR futures is
Z 1
T (tniTa1ifn) = dGe® G Ei%iTn)
R

Df G _,
G fitiTn) = Rt

Tph1t

f (G rx)dx)

€ Gixn) £)E° .

Df (£@ixy) £)e°

29)

U sing the results of the G aussian m odels in Baaquie [[l], after a straightforward but tedious calcu—

Jation, the follow Ing resuls

1
G 7 = — G
G i) ??QZGXP 2Q2(
GEitiTa) = Po——ep -G
rar+inl 2 Q% 2Q§
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Figure 6: LIBOR futuresportfolio for stochastic hedging against two forward rates, w ith both D elta

and cross Gamm a hedging ofC ap (t;1;4) .

T he results are shown as follow

1

X = — ; V= 1+ %)V
1+ %k 7 7
Tn 1 C t C
= exp dx f (ty;x) t;x)+ —E + — (f (to;xn) + dt (Gx,) £ —)
t M, 2 A t 2
d, = (hx+ Gy)=0 ; d = (hx+ Gy, Q%)=0
Tp+ Zth
n B (f
Gy = dxf (;x) F — (F(oixn) C £+ dt (Gxn)) + —
T, A to 2
B2
Q2 = & X
ZTnl‘*" 4 B Zth
G, = dxf (t;x) + (tx) — (F (Gixn) dt (x,) f)
Tn1 M3 A to
B2
0f = b —
Zth
A = dt (%,)°D (6xnixXn;Trxr )
Zto
B = (trxn)D (Gxn;x;Trr) (©X)
M2
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B, = (Cx0)D Gxn;xiTrr) (EX)
zM1
c = (Cx0)D GxnixiTrr) (EX)
zM 1
0 0
D = (Lx)D Gx;x;Trr) (GX)
ZQI
0 0
g = tx)D (x;x ;Trr) (EX)
ZQ2+Q4
0 0
E = (Lx)D Gx;x;Trr) (GX)
Q1
2 Zoaq Do O 0 O
F o= dt dx dx (x)D Gx;x;Trr) ©x):
to & Tn

The dom ain of integration isgiven in  gdll and M. It can be seen that the unconditional probability
distrbution for the Cap and LIBOR fiitures yields volatilities  and D respectively. Hence the
conditional expectation reduces the volatility of Cap by BA—Z, and by BA—% for the LIBOR futures.
This resul is expected since the constraint in posed by the requirem ent of conditional probability
reduces the allowed uctuations of the Instrum ents.

Tt could be the case that there is a specialm aturty tin e x;, that causes the Jargest reduction of

the conditional variance. T he answer is found by m Inin izing the conditional variance

Q

Capl;t iTa;fh) = VEN () e® 2N d)) (32)

D n;Tar;fn) = 772 (33)

Recall the hedging param eter is given by equation lll. Using equation lll and setting ty = t,

4t = t+ ,wegetan (nstantaneous) stochastic D elta hedge param eter ; (t) equalto
h 0 Q2 Q2 0 l
C Capl;t;T.;fn) B V xN )=Q+e® 3T N@d) e TN d)=Q

02 :(34)
G1+ =1
e 2 B

B HJM Lin it of H edging Function

The HJIM -lim it ofthe hedging fiunctions is analyzed for the speci ¢ exponential function considered

by Jarrow and Tumbull 1]

him Gx)= e ®9; (35)

15



which sets the propagator D (t;x;xO;TFR ) equalto one. It can be shown that

2

A = 2—oe2Xh(eZth & )
2

B = 20Ze (e Tn e Tnt )(GZth ezto)
2

B, = _2026 Xpn S Tn1 e Tnmit )(eZth ez tO)
2

Cc = 2—026 Xh(e t e Tn)(eZth eZ tO)
2

D = 203 e Tt e TiRE@h )
2

E = —203(e e th)2(eZth e2t°)

F = e ™ e Tye ™ e B)Eh & 9):

T he exponential volatility function given in equation [l has the rem arkabl property, sim ilar to the
case found for the hedging of Treasury Bonds 1], that

2
1h9m

Q7him) =Dy 0: (36)

Ahjm
Hence, the conditional probability forthe LIBOR futures is detem inistic. Indeed, once the forward

rate fj, is xed, the Pollow ing dentity is valid

Thim GiTaiith) L(6;Tn1) ¢ 37)

In other words, for the volatility function in equation ll, the LIBOR futures for the HIM m odel is
exactly determ ined by one of the forward rates.
But the conditional probability for the Cap is not detem inistic since the volatility from 4, to

t , before the Cap’s expiration, is not com pensated forby xing the forward rate.

C Conditional P robability of the Second P ortfolio

A s detailed in the Appendix, when hedging against 2 orward interest rates, from equation ll and
Il v e have the conditional probability of a Cap given by

R 2 2 R Rr, L o Q
. l1 e TPPC BT p e 5 fGAGP A ) DL (EGix) )
GHifz) = R——0— i (38)
Df L, (EGix) £He
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and the conditional probabilty of LIBOR being

R Ry . Q, ;
. Df G Tn; f,x)dx) o, (E®&;xi) £fHe
GHait2iThy) = R o j= 1;2
D f =1 (f (“E;Xl) fl)es
yielding the follow ing resuls
. 1 2
GHhif) = P—=—=ep S56G Gy
2 Q2 2Q
w #
) 1 1 2 )
GHif2iTny) = G——ep 6 Gy Jj= 1;2:
2 02 205
The results are shown as ollow s
1
X = —— ; V= (1+ %V
1+ %
Th Z
1 Ci Ci
= exp dxf (t;x) tx)+ =E + — R, —)
t M 1 2 KlZ 2
d = (x+Gy=0 ; d = (hx+ G, Q%)=0
Zoq e
B2 oq
Go = dxf (;x) F — Rz Ci2)+ —
Tn P 2
B2
Q% = o A%
12
Z o1 7 =
125 .
Gy = dx £ (t;x) + (t;x) "Ry, J= 1;2
Tny M K‘12
BZ,.
0 = Dy —2 §=1;2
KIZ 7
t
Ry = fo;x)+ dt (Gx:) £ i= 1;2
to
A
Riz = Ry ij
A,
Zth
A; = dt (x)°D (Gx;;xi;Ter) 1= 1;2
Zto
t
A, = dt ©x1)D Gx1;%2;Trr) GX)
to
Ay
Ky, = A; —
12 1 A2
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B; = (Gx)D Gx;x;Trr) EGx) i= 1;2
M2
Ay
Bi, = B; EVE
Z 2
By = =)D Gxx;Ter) Gx) 1= 1;2; j= 1;2
M5
A )
By = By A—B”zj J=1;2::55
7 2
C; = (Gx)D Gx;x;Trr) Gx) i= 1;2
M3
A
Ciz = C4 7, C2
7 2
0 0 .
Dy = (L;x)D (Gx;x;Trr) (Gx) J= 1;2
793
0 0
g = t;x)D (tx;x ;Trr) (X )
ZQ2+Q4
0 0
E = (t;x)D Gx;x;Trpr) (Ex)
Q1
. 2o Do e O 0 O
F = dt dx dx (x)D x;x;Trr) ©x):
to t Tn

The dom ain of integration isgiven in g4l and l.

I 3 3 -
EE t
o 5
«c =
=_| =
== = <
= B F =
2| = s
=

(to.to)

Figure 7: Dom ain of ntegration M ;,M , and Integration cube Q1,Q0,,Q4 where the x’ axis has the

sam e 1im it as its corresponding x axis.
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(tn, Toj+l)
(to.Toj+l )
T

(t,Toj)
(to.Toj)
Tnj

(to.to)

Figure 8: D om ain of integration My and integration cube ¢’y where the %’ axis has the same Iin i

as is corresponding x axis.

Furthem ore, an N —fold constraint on the Instrum ents would clearly further reduce the varance

of the Instrum ents,

Cap (it ;TG = V&N G) e GO+%N d)) 43)

2

(o8
T (6 ;Tagifaify) = 977 ¢ 44)
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