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Abstract

We propose an affine extension of the Linear Gaussian terumtste Model (LGM) such that the instan-
taneous covariation of the factors is given by an affine ge@n semidefinite positive matrices. First, we set
up the model and present some important properties comgethe Laplace transform of the factors and the
ergodicity of the model. Then, we present two main numetioals to implement the model in practice. First,
we obtain an expansion of caplets and swaptions prices ditherL GM. Such a fast and accurate approximation
is useful for assessing the model behavior on the impliedtiity smile. Second, we provide a second order
scheme for the weak error, which enables to calculate erptions by a Monte-Carlo algorithm. These two
pricing methods are compared with the standard one basedwieFinversion.

Keywords : Affine Term Structure Model, Linear Gaussian Model, Wispastesses, Price expansion, Dis-
cretization scheme, Caplets, Swaptions

Motivation and overview of the paper

Affine Term Structure Models (ATSM) are an important classrafdels for interest rates that include the
classical and pioneering models of Vasicekl [34] and Coxetagll-Ross[[111]. These models have been settled
and popularized by the papers of Duffie and Kar [19], Dai amgi8ton [15] and Duffie, Filipowa and Schacher-
mayer [18]. We refer to Filipow [22] for a textbook on these term structure models. Thedui@aussian Model
(LGM) is a simple but important subclass of ATSM that assuthas the underlying factors follow a Gaussian
process. It has been considered by El Karoui and LacbsteafiJEl Karoui et al.[[20], and has now become
a market standard for pricing fixed income derivatives, kisao its simplicity. However, this model has a main
drawback to be calibrated to market data: it produces irdpl@atility smiles that are flat.

The goal of this paper is to present a quite natural extersidhe LGM that keeps the affine structure and
generates an implied volatility smile. To do so, we consieraffine diffusion of Wishart type on the set of
semidefinite positive matrices and replace, roughly spepkhe constant volatility matrix by (a linear function
of) this process. The dependence between the factors anddlaility is made through a specific covariation that
keeps the affine structure and that has been proposed by Bad#oet al[[14] in an equity framework. Thanks to
this, the proposed model which is a stochastic variancestance affine term structure model (see Definifibn 6),
is able to produce an implied volatility smile. It has manygraeters and may seem at first sight difficult to handle.
For this reason, we present it as a perturbation of the LGMsTthe calibration of the model to market data can be
made in two steps: first, one can calibrate the LGM and thehred the new parameters to the implied volatility
smile. The calibration of this model is discussed on somesasPalidda [27]. In the present paper, we do not
tackle the practical calibration issue: our goal is justabup the model and give the main numerical methods for
a practical use of this model. Namely, we define in Sedfione2niodel and present some important properties
such as the value of the Laplace transform under the initidfarward measures or the ergodicity property. Then,
we give two tools that are important to implement the modgdriactice. First, we present in Sectigh 3 a price
expansion for caplets and swaptions around the LGM whendlatilty of the volatility of the factory” is small.
These explicit formulas are useful to calculate quicklyithpact of the parameters on the volatility cube and thus
to calibrate the model. Second, we propose in Sefion 4 aetization scheme for the model that is of second
order for the weak error. Having an accurate scheme is irapbim practice since it allows to calculate exotic
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options by a Monte-Carlo algorithm. Besides, this schenmebeaeasily adapted to other models relying on the
same affine structure such as the one of Da Fonseca etlal.LJadf. Section5 compares the expansion and the
Monte-Carlo method with the classical Fourier techniqupyarized by Carr and Madah![9] and indicates the

relevance of each method.

1 The Linear Gaussian Model (LGM) in a nutshell

The model that we present is meant to extend the classical laBMwe need thus to recall briefly the LGM.
We work under a risk-neutral measufeand consider a-dimensional standard Brownian motigh LetY be
the solution of the following Ornstein-Uhlenbeck SDE

t t
Y =y+/ K(H—S/;)ds-i—/ VVdZ,, (1)
0 0

wherex € M, (R) is a matrix of ordep, V' is a semidefinite positive matrix of ordgrandé € R?. The LGM
assumes that the spot rate is an affine function of the vécttor

p
Tt =@ + Z }/;517 (2)
=1

and the coordinates’ are usually called the factors of the model. It is not retiéicto assume that the weight of
each factor in[(R) is the same for all factors and equal to dnee hadr, = ¢ + Y%, m;Y}’, we could check
easily thatm,Y?,...,m,Y?) T is also an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process. Affine Term Streatusdels generally
assume that the parameters (heréandV’) are fixed and are valid over a long time period, while thedescthere

the vectorY) evolve and reflect the current state of the market. Theegefure often assumes that the process

is stationary to reflect some market equilibrium. Also, thetérs are usually associated to different time scales:
a factor with a small (resp. large) mean-reversion will iafilae the long-term (resp. short-term) behaviour of the
interest rate. This leads to assume that

k= diag(k1,...,kp) With 0 < K1 < -+ < Kp,

and we work under this assumption in the sequel. It can béyedmcked (see for example Andersen and Piter-
barg [3]) that any linear Gaussian model such thétas distinct positive eigenvalues can be rewritten, up to a
linear transformation of the factors, within the presenmpzetrization.

Let (F;)¢>0 denote the natural filtration df. For0 < ¢ < T, the priceP, r = E [exp (f ftT rsds) |]-‘t} at
time ¢ of the zero-coupon bond with maturifyis an exponential affine function &f:

Pir=exp(BE(T —t) + B(T —t)'Y), (3)

whereB(r) = —(k ")~ (I, — ™" ")1, andE(7) = —p7 + [ B(s) K + wds for ~ > 0. Here,1,
stands for the vector iR? that has all its entries equal to one. The functi®fr) maps the factors variationsY”

on the yield curve variations and is often called the supforttion. The factory™ associated with the larger
parameters:;; impact on the short term behaviour of the yield curve while tme associated with the smaller
parameters; will drive more the long term behaviour.

We now briefly introduce some of the basic notions on the @sterates vanilla option market. The most liquid
traded interest rates options are swaptions and caplety. ark respectively expressed with respect to the forward
Libor rate and the forward swap rate, which are defined asvslifor0 < ¢ <7, > 0 andm € N*:

Ly(T,8) = %( Pir 1>

Pyrys

Pir— Py rims
—_.
4 21:1 Pt,T-H‘é

The prices of caplets and swaptions are respectively giyen b

St (Ta m) =



CHTO.K) = B[l 7 (L (r0) - 1) |7
Swaption, (T,m, 6, K) = E e/ %% 6Pr 1y (Sp(T,m) = K)F fj'
=1

Caplets are usually available for short tenér@ip to 1 year) and swaptions are quoted for tenadsfrom 2 to
30 years. The market practice is to apply a standard changeroéraire technique (see Geman etlall [24]) and
rewrite the above expressions as

CT,6,K) = PrysET* [(LT(T,(S)—Kﬁ |ft} 4)
Swaption, (T, m, 5, K) = <i5ptﬂm> E* [(Sr(T,m) - K)* |7, 5)
=1

whereE”+9 (resp. E4) denotes the expectation taken with respect to the medsuré-forward neutral (resp.
annuity) measure associated with the numetBire. ; (resp.>_..*, 8 P, r+is). The market prices are then quoted
and analyzed in terms of either the log-normal or normal ietpi/olatility obtained by inverting respectively
the pricing formulas[{4) and]5) w.r.t. the Black-Scholed &achelier formulas. Within the LGM model, the
log-normal implied volatility of the caplet is given by

/.T[B(T —w) = B(T+6 — )] VIB(T —u) — B(T + 6 — u)ldu,

which is a particular case of formula(28) below. This imglielatility does not depend on the strike. It shows
that the mean-reversion parametgslays a role in shaping the form of the caplets volatility eudccording to the
different time scales. The role of the diagonal coefficiarfithe matrixV’ is determined by the support functions

my(1,0) = (1*2:”5 )21=¢ 2" The effect of off-diagonal elements of the variance-ciarare matrixV’ is

2Kk4T

—K; 6 —rjo 1_6—(ni+~j)r

determined by the support functions;; (7, ) = 1=5— 1‘2j T
Figure[1.
Also, by using a standard approximation, we can obtain tlmabimplied volatility of the swaptions:

. These functions are plotted in

/t [BS (w)] TV B (u)du,

with BS (u) = w§B(T — u) — wi" B(T +md — u) — So(T,m, 6) X5y W B(T + kd — u), wf = sor i —

. Portis”
This is a particular case of formula{43) below. This impliedatility has a rather similar structure as the one of
the caplets, but it is not time homogeneous. Both impliedtiities for caplets and swaptions do not depend on
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Figure 1: Support functions for the volatility term struetun a two factors model witk = diag(0.01,1) fora 3
months (left) and 2 years (right) maturity.

the strike and give thus a flat smile, which is a well-knowrt.fadis is unfortunate if one aims to reproduce the
volatility cube observed on market data (i.e. the impliethtitity with respect to the maturity”, the tenors or
md and the strikek). The extension of the LGM that we introduce in Secfibn 2 imméo correct this drawback.



2 An affine extension of the LGM with stochastic covariance

This section is devoted to the definition of the model that tuelysin this paper. This model is a stochastic
variance-covariance perturbation of the LGM. We chose teqéneral specification that keeps the model affine
and gives a stochastic instantaneous covariance for theréaevhich will generate a smile for the Caplets and
Swaptions. We first present the dynamics of the factor amul pnesent some properties of the model that rely on
its affine structure.

2.1 State variables dynamics

We consideiV ad-by-d square matrix made of independent standard Brownian nmtandZ an indepen-
dent Brownian motion of dimensign We will denote by(F;):>o the filtration generated bV, Z). We consider
the following SDE for the state variables (or factors)

t t
Y, = y+/ H(G—Ys)der/ ey X [pdZs + AW p] ©
0

0
t
X, = m—l—/ (Q+ (d—1)eI} +bXy + XbT )ds—i—e/ VX AW + IHdW ] /X, (7)
0

The matrixI} is defined fol0 < n < d by (I}); ; = L;=;j<», and the parameters are taken as follows

z,Q € ST (R),b € My(R),e € Ry, y,0 € R?, k = diag(k1, ..., kp) With k1, ..., 5, > 0,
¢ € Mpxa(R), p € R? such thatp|? := sz <1 and p=+1-]p? (8)
=1

whereS] (R), Mq(R), and M, 4(R) denote respectively the set of semidefinite positive medraf ordew, the
set of square matrices of ordérand the set of matrices withrows andd columns. The procesk is an affine
diffusion onS; (R), and the instantaneous covariance at timéthe factorsy” is given bycX;c'. Whene = 0
andQ) = —bz—xb', we haveX, = x and get back the Gaussian model with= czc". The dependence structure
betweernt” and X through the driving Brownian motions is the same as the oopgsed by Da Fonseca, Grasselli
and Tebaldil[14]. As explained in_[14], this is the most gah&ray to get a non trivial instantaneous correlation
betweenY and X while keeping the affine structure. In particular, the insi@eous quadratic covariations are
linear with respect tg¢Y, X') and we have fot <i,j,k,l < dandl < m,m’ <p:

(d(Ye)m, d(Ye)m) = (cXtcT)m,m/dt, 9)

(d(Xt)i, A(Xe)ka) = € [(Xe)ikLjmi<n + (Xe)inLjmpen + (Xe)juLimi<n + (Xe)jiLick<n] dt,  (10)

(d(Y)m, d(X1)i ) = €[(cXt)mi(L7p); + (cXi)m. (11 p)i] di. (11)

We notice that only the first components g matter, and we can assume without loss of generalitythat =
~=pa=0.

From [1), we easily get

t t
ey, =y + / e khds + / e e/ X [pdZs + dWsp) .
0 0

Therefore, the procedsis uniquely determined once the procesgedl and.X are given. We know by Cuchiero
et al. [12] that the SDE oX has a unique weak solution whene S (R) and(2 € S; (R), and a unique strong
solution if we assume besides thais invertible and? — 2217 € S (R). This leads to the following result.

Proposition 1 — If z € S (R), € S; (R) there exists a unique weak solution of the S@ If we assume
moreover that) — 26217 € S§(R) andz € S (R) is positive definite, there is a unique strong solution to the
SDE [7).

The affine structure of the proce&X, Y') allows us to give formulas for the Laplace transform of thegizal
laws by means of Matrix Riccati Differential Equations (MEP Similar calculations have been made in equity
modelling by Da Fonseca et al. |14] or Benabid et [al. [5]. Tokofving proposition states the precise result,
which is useful for the pricing of Zero-Coupon bonds.



Proposition 2 — LetA, A € R, I',T € S;(R). Fort > 0, we define\(t) € R? by

A
)\z(t) = Aieinit + —(1 — eimt). (12)
Ki
Let us assume that there exidtss Sy(R) such that
T-T eSS (R), (13)
1 _
V>0, — [ZeQTIZjT FYO+ %IQ;}ATC) +(b+ %Igp)\TC)TT +3¢T MW e+ T eSf®) (14)
Then, the following system of differential equations
g =26gI7g+gb+ SITpATc) + (b+ SI7pATc) Tg+ 2cTANTe+ T, g(0) =T,
(15)
i =A"k0+Tr(g(Q+e*(d—1)I7)), n(0)=0,

has a unique solution, which is definedRn. It satisfiesT — g(t) € S; (R) for anyt > 0. Besides, we have for
any0 <t <T7T:

E

T
exp (Tr(FXT) +ATYr +/ Tr (TX,) + /_XTY;ds> ‘ft] = exp(n(T—t)+Tr(g(T—t) X1)+MT—1) T Y3).
t
(16)

Proof : The proof is quite standard for affine diffusion. First, weice that if (16) holds, we necessarily have
that M; = exp (fg Tr(CX,) + /_XTsts) exp(n(T —t) + Tr(g(T — t)X;) + (T —t)TY;) is a martingale. We
apply It6’s formula and us€{9), (1L0) arid{11). The martiegabperty yields to

TX, +ATY: — (T —t) = Tr(g(T — ) X;) = MT — ) "Y; + Tr(g(T — t)[Q + (d — 1)’} + bX, + Xb'))

1

+MT — ) "6(0 = Y3) + 22Tr(X g(T — ) I3 g(T — t)) + 5Tr(XcTA(T — A (T - t)c)

+ %Tr(X[cT)\(T —t)p Ihg(T —t) + g(T — ) IFp\T (T — t)c]) = 0.
By identifying the constant term and the linear terms witbpeect toY; and X;, we get [(Ib) andh = —k\ +
A, X\(0) = A, which leads to[(I2) since is diagonal with positive entries. By applying Propositiha of Dieci

and Eirold [17] to T — g, the solution of[[Ib) exists and is well defined for 0. Besides)Y — g stays inS; (R)
by using [IB) and_(14).

Then, it remains to check that we have indded (16), and ifffic&nt to check it fort = 0. To do so, we apply
[t6’s formula toM and get

dM, = M, [Tr(g(T — 8) [V X AW I} + I7dW, /X)) + MT — 5) e/ X, [pdZs + dWsp]} .

Thus, M is a positive local martingale and thus a supermartingakéciwgivesi, > E[Mr]. To prove that
M, = E[Mr], we use the argument presented by Rydberg [30]. We défine= M; /M, in order to work
with probability measures. We define f&f > 0, 7x = inf{t > 0,Tr(X;) > K}, mk(z) = Iy(g)<k® +

lTr(m)zK%fE for z € S} (R) and considenN™ the solution of

stEK) :ngK){Tr(g(T - S)[ V WK(Xs)dWsIg + IgdWST V ﬁK(XS)])
+ AT = 5) T en/7x (Xs) [pdZs + dWep) },
N =1,
CIearIy,E[NéK)] =1,and under‘ﬂ’%) = N%K),

dW ) = aw, — 2/ (X)g(T — )IF — \/7x(Xe)e ' MT —t)p "

1we thank Martino Grasselli for pointing us this reference.




is a matrix Brownian motion undé®).
We now writeE[Nr] = E[Nr1lx>7] + E[N7r1, <7]. By the dominated convergence theorem, we have

E[NTInc<r] =0 BesidesE[Nr Lr>7] = B[N 1, o 7] = P& (¢ > T'), and we have to prove that
—+00
this probability goes ta. To do so, we focus on the following SDE

dX; =(Q+ (d — 1)EIT + (b + 2eI5g(T — t) + eIFpA (T — 1)) Xy + Xo(b" + 2eg(T — )1} + ec" N(T — t)p " IT))dt
+€ (\/XtthIZ} + IZ}thT\/Xt)

starting fromX, = X,. We check thaf\ solves beforek and undef?®) the same SDE aX underP. This
yields toP®) (r¢ > T) = P(inf{t > 0,Tr(X;) > K} > T). Since the SDE satisfied by is the one of an
affine diffusion onS; (R), it is well defined for any > 0. In particularmax;c (o 7 Tr(X;) < oo a.s., which gives
P(inf{t > 0,Tr(X;) > K} > T) b o

+oo

Remark 3 — The condition§I3) and (I4) are satisfied foff = 0 if, and only if—T' € S (R) and
-1
vt >0, -T — §CTA(t)AT (t)c € ST (R). (17)

Since|X;(t)] < max(|A;],|Ai/ks]), we obtainA(£)TA(t) < >°P_ max(AZ2, (A;/k;)?). We therefore have
P max(AZ, (A;/k:)*)Ia — Mt)TA(t) € SF(R) and then) ! max(A?, (A;/k:)?)c ¢ — cTAEAT (t)c €
ST (R). Therefore, a sufficient condition @) is

T BN 2 (A 2\ T +
_I‘—QZmax(Ai,(Ai/m) Je'ce ST (R).

i=1

With the Laplace transfornl{16), we have a mathematicaltmeheck if the procesgX,Y') is stationary. This

is important for our modeling perspective: unless for soraaditory period, one may expect that the factors are
stable around some equilibrium. The next proposition giggrgle sufficient condition that ensures stationarity.
Itis proved in AppendikB.

Proposition4 — If —(b+b") € S] (R) is positive definite, the proceéX, Y) is stationary.

Remark 5 — We chose to keep the dynamics of the prode#s the space of positive semidefinite matrices as
general as possible. Choosing a Wishart specification¥fqwhich corresponds t® = e?al7, o > 0) does not
lead to a significant simplification of the model. While Witipgocesses admit an explicit Lapace transform, this
is not the case for the proce$X’, Y') defined by[{[7). The drift terff allows to account for a mean reversion
behavior of the procesX’, we will typically consider a negative mean reversion matriin which case we can
setQ) = —bz™ — b, so that the matrix procesk mean reverts ta>°.

2.2 Model definition

Definition 6 — We assume théi, Y;),>( follows(6) and (7)) under a risk-neutral measure. Then, we define the
short interest rate by

P
re=@+ Y Y7+ Tr(yXy), (18)

=1

with ¢ € Rand~y € S4(R).

From Propositiofi2, we easily get the following result onZeeo-Coupon bonds.



Corollary 7 Bond reconstruction formula. Let0 < ¢ < T and P, 1 = E[exp(— ftT rsds)|Ft] denote the price
at timet of a zero-coupon bond with maturify. Let us assume that

11 T +
v-5 Z? c € SS(R). (19)

=1
Then, by using Remaltk B, r is given by
Pyr =exp(A(T —t) + Tr(D(T — t)X;) + B(T —1)'Y;), (20)
with A(t) = n(t) — ¢t, D(t) = g(t) and B(t) = A(¢), where(n, g, A) is the solution of{I5) with (12), A = 0,

I'=0,=—vyandA = -1, (i.e. A; = —1for 1 <i < p). In particular, we have-D(T — t) € ST (R).

Let us make general comments on the model. It is close buitsligifferent from the model proposed in the
PhD Thesis of Bensusan|[6]. Nonetheless, our presentatienperturbation of the LGM model enables us to
have a better understanding of the model parameters. Theisjector proces¥ can be interpreted as in the
LGM model, meaning it is assumed to be the main driver of tleddycurve. The individual factors are viewed
as principal components movements of the yield curve. Weseho specify the model such that the matrix
processX admits a similar interpretation. Typically we will consid@ = —bz™ — 2>°b" with b symmetric
negative to have a mean-reversion toward a given covarigatex x>°. The parameter measures the level of
the perturbation around the LGM. The matrix procé&splays the role of a stochastic variance-covariance matrix
of the main movements of the yield curve. It is possible torgefihe diffusion parametersuch that the diagonal
factors of the matrixX play the role of the instantaneous stochastic variancesofitld curve movement and the
off-diagonal terms play the role of the instantaneous dawae between two yield curve movements. The vector
p is a correlation parameter between the proce¥saad X. In a first approximatid?] interest rates options are
options on linear combinations of the factdfsand instantaneous variance of these linear combinatreri;aar
combinations of the factorX. Therefore, the correlation paramegewill drive the skew of interest rates options.
We now make more precise comments on the model.

e In order to keep the same factors as in the LGM, one would bkeakey = 0. However, this choice
is possible only if the perturbation around the LGM is smalbegh provided that-(b + b ") is positive
definite, see RemafR 8. Besides, eveR,ifr may be well defined fof” — ¢ small enough, it would be then
given by the same formula, and therefore the yield curve adyosdepends anyway on the facfor

e In order to have a clear interpretation of the volatility tiacX on the factorY’, a possible choice is
to considerd = ¢ x p with ¢ € N* ande¢;; = 1_1)xp<j<ixp- Thus, from[(®), the principal ma-
trix (Xp,1)(i—1)xp<k,i<ixp rules the instantaneous quadratic variation of the factavhile the submatrix
(Xk,1)(i—1)xp<k<ixp,(j—1)xp<i<jxp Fules the instantaneous covariation between the fattoendY’.

e The model does not prevent from having a negative short rdterm havingE|| P, |¥] = oo for anyk > 0,
unless we consider the degenerated case () where the yield curve is driven by the volatility factoxs
and the factor§” are null. This particular model has been studied by Gnoatf25].

o Affine Term Structure models generally consider constardrpaters that are fixed over a large period and
reflect the market behaviour, while the current value ofdectre fitted to market data. This is why we
consider constant parameters here. However, in order tedittly Zero-Coupon Bond prices, it is possible
to take a time-dependent functignwhile keeping the tractability of the model.

Remark 8 — The condition(19) is sufficient to get thaP; 1 is well-defined. However, this condition does not
depend ore while we know that foe = 0, P, r is well-defined sinceX is deterministic and’ is a Gaussian
process. We can get a complementary sufficient condition wiie+-b ") is positive definite, which is a reasonable
assumption since it leads to a stationary process by Praipo$d. In this case, there exisis > 0 such that
—(b+0b") — uly € 8§ (R). By using Propositiohl2 witht = £ I, we get that(Id)is satisfied if we have

2

1
vt > 0, %Id - i(]gp)\Tch IipATe) = ¢ M e+ y € ST (R).

2Note that this is not completely true, even in the simple LGlidel. One important characteristic of short rate/factdrierest rates
model is that the yield curve depends not only on the (stdchagate variables of the model, but also on the volatiifghe state variables.
Therefore the volatility factorX appear in the payoff of interest rates options.




Since fort > 0, A(¢) takes values in a compact subsef®f, there ise¢; > 0 such that this condition is satisfied
for anye € (0, ).

Remark 9 — Leta € My(RR), and consider the mode] = o+ >0 Y/ 4+ Tr (ﬁXt) with

t t
Yt=y+/ fﬁ(&—Ys)ds—i—/ a/ffs[ 1—|ﬁ|2dzs+dws,3}
0 0
t t
X, :jJr/ (Q+(d—1)62aTa+b)~(5+)~(5bT)) ds+e/ \/XSdWSQJraTdWsT\/XS,
0 0

and¥ € S4(R), 7,0 € S (R), &b € My(R), p € R such thats| < 1. This model may seem a priori more
general, but this is not the case. In fact, febe the rank ot: andu € M4 (R) be an invertible matrix such that
a'a=(u ) I?(u"t). ThenX; = u" X,u solves

dX; = [Q+ (d — 1A} +bX; + Xeb|dt +u' \/ XedWiau +u' o’ dW," \/ Xsu,

witht = uTb(u™)T, Q = uTQu € S (R) and starting fromz = «"#u € S} (R). After some calculations,
we 0bta|n<d(}/t)m,d(}/t)m/> = (&Xt&—r)mym/dt = (CXtCT)m_’m/dt with ¢ = é(’lLil)T; <d(Xt)17],d(Xt>k7l> =
e [(X)ikLjmi<n + (Xt)igLljmk<n + (Xe)jkLici<n + (X4)j1Llick<n] dt and

(A )y d(X0)ig) = € [0 XKo@ i (T a7 5); + (T Xue Yoy (u T )i
=€ [(Xec )mi(u"ap)j + (Xec )mj(u'a’ p);] dt.
Since the law of X, Y") is characterized by its infinitesimal generator, we can asswvithout loss of generality
thatp € ker(u'a')* = Im(au). Therefore, there i3’ € R such thatp = aup’, and we sep; = p. fori < n

andp; = 0forn < i < d. We havep|*> = (p')"I}p' = |5|?> < 1, and thereforg X, Y') follows the same law as
the solution of(6) and (7), and we have; = ¢ + >0, Y} + Tr(vX:) withy = u=15(u=1)T.

2.3 Change of measure and Laplace transform

In the fixed income market, the pricing of vanilla productsfien (if not always) made under a suitably chosen
equivalent martingale measure different from the risktredumeasure. It is thus important to characterize the
distribution of the underlying state variables under thesasures. The forward-neutral measures are probably
the most important example of such pricing measures. Inghiagraph, we will see that the dynamics of the
factors remains affine and keeps the same structure undiertiserd measures.

2.3.1 Dynamics under the forward-neutral measures

We assume that the conditidn {19) holds. L&t denote thd/-forward neutral probability, which is defined
on Fy by
dQU = Jo Teds
dP Py
This is the measure associated with the numetaige. It comes from the martingale property of discounted asset
prices that fort € (0,U),

a( i pyy)

t.
e fo 7Sd8Pt,U

= 2eTr(D(U — t)/ XedWiI}) + B(U —t) e/ X dWip + pB(U —t) " e/ X,dZ;

= TH2elD(U — t)\/Xy + pB(U — t) e/ X JdW,) + pB(U — t) T e/ X, dZ;.

From Girsanov's theorem, the processes

dwl = dW, — /X:(2eD(U —t)I} + ¢ B(U — t)p " )dt
dzl' = dz, — p/ X" B(U —t)dt



are respectively matrix and vector valued Brownian motionderQU and are independent. This yields to the
following dynamics fory” and X underQ?:

dX; = (4 (d— 117 +bY ()X + X (0Y (1)) "t + e (x/XtthUI]j + Ig(thU)T\/Xt) (21)
dYy = k(0 —Y:)dt + cXpe B(U — t)dt + 2ecX;D(U — )} pdt + e/ X (dW p+ pdZY),  (22)

with bU () = b+ 2e2I7D(U — t) + eI7pB(U — t) T c.

2.3.2 Laplace transforms

We are now interested in calculating the law(dfr, ) under theU-forward measure fof' < U. More
precisely, we calculatg?” {exp(Tr(FXT) +ATYT)|]-}} for¢ € [0, 7] by using again Propositidn 2. We assume
that condition[(IB) holds and have

EQ” [exp(Tr(FXT) n ATYT)|ft}

U U
_ %E{exp(Tr(FXT) FATYr — (U—t)p— /t 1] Yyds — /1t Tr(st)ds)|]-‘t}
E[exp(Tr(F + DU ~T)X1) + (A+B(U ~T) Yr + AU ~T) — (T —t)p — [ 1] YVyds — [ Tr(va)ds)|]-"t}

exp(A(U — 1) + Tr(D(U — ) X,) + B(U — 1)1 Yy)

We considel” € S;(R) andA € RP such that
~T € Sf(R)and|A;| < e V=T /k,; for1 <i<p,

in order to haveA; + B;(U — T)| < 1/k; and—(T' + D(U — T)) € S (R). By Propositiof 2, conditiori{19)
and Remarkl3, we get that the expectation is finite and that

ER” exp(Tr(CX 1) 4+ ATY7) | Fi| = exp(AY (¢, T) + Tr(DY (t,7)X,) + BY(t,T)"Y3), (23)

with FU(t,T) = F(T —t)+ F(U —=T) — F(U —t) for F € {A, D, B}, where(B, D, A) is the solution of[{15)

with B(0) = A+ B(U —T),D(0) =T + DU —T), A(0) = 0, A = 1, andl’ = —.

Corollary 10 Let (I9)hold. ForT € Sy4(R) andA € RP such that-T' € S (R) and|A;| < e *(U=T) /k, for
1<i<pEQ [exp(Tr(FXT) + ATYr)|F| < oo a.s. foranyt € [0, 7] and is given byZ3).

Let us mention that in practice, the formula aboveAéi(t, T), DY (¢, T) andBY (¢, T') requires to solve two
different ODEs. It may be more convenient to use the follgxne that can be easily deduced from dynamics of
(X,Y) under thel-forward measure:

25(t.7) = xTBY(t,T), BY(I.T) = A,
ﬁg%(t,T) =2e?DVI}DY + DY (WY (t) + el p(BY) Tc) + (bY (t) + el p(BY)T¢) "DV + 1¢T"BY(BY) "¢

+¢"BYB(U —t)Te+eD(U - t)I5p(BY) e+ ec"BYp I3 D(U — t), DY(T,T) =T,
247 (1, T) = BY(t,T) k6 + Tr (DY (¢, T)(Q + (d — 1)1})) , AU(T,T) = 0.

(24)

3 Expansion of the volatility smile around the LGM

The goal of this section is to provide the asymptotic behavaf the Caplet and Swaption prices when the
volatility parametee is close to zero. The practical interest of these formul&s give quickly a proxy for these
prices. Thus, they give a tool to calibrate the model parameb the smile. Let us mention here that expansions
of Gram-Charlier type can be also be applied to price capletsswaptions thanks to the affine structure of the



model, see for example Collin-Dufresne and Goldsteiih [h@] Banaka et al[ [33]. Some numerical examples are
presented in[27] for the pricing of caplets in our model. &jave only present the expansion with respect to
since it is in accordance with our presentation of the mosdeal perturbation of the LGM.

The arguments that we use in this section to obtain the eigrahave been developed in the book of Fouque
et al. [23]. They rely on an expansion of the infinitesimalgator with respect te. Recently, this technique was
applied by Bergomi and Guyonl[7] to provide approximatiod&na multi factor model for the forward variance.
Here, we have to take into account some specific featuresediixtid income and work under the appropriate
probability measure to apply these arguments. Not surgfisthe zero order term in the expansion is exactly the
volatility of the LGM with a time-dependent variance-coauce matrix. More interestingly the higher order terms
allow to confirm the intuitions on the role of the parameterd tactors that determine the shape and dynamics of
the volatility.

Last, we have to mention that the calculations presenteldisnsection are rather formal. In particular, we
implicitly assume that the caplet and swaption prices aresdimenough and admit expansions with respeet to
A rigorous proof of these expansions is beyond the scopeoptper.

3.1 Price and volatility expansion for Caplets
From [4), the only quantity of interest in order to understéime Caplets volatility cube is what we call the
forward Caplet price
FCaplet(t, T, §) = ET+ [(LT(T, §) — K)* |ft} :

Py, 7
T+6

<ﬂ — (1 +5K))+

Prris

which can be rewritten as a call option on the forward zercpombond

1
FCaplet(t,T,5) = SET”

ft] |

Since(X,Y) is a Markov processi'Caplet(t, T, d) is a function of(X;,Y;) and therefore we can define the
forward price function

P(t,z,y) =E"°

(E(HM)Y

Prrys

Xi=z,Ys=y|. (25)

The goal of Subsectidn 3.1 is to obtain the second order esigpaf2T) of P with respect ta.

3.1.1 A convenient change of variable

We want to get an expansion of the caplet price with respectfo do so, we need a priori to get an expansion
to e of the infinitesimal generator of the procéss, Y') under the probabilitg)” +°. However, we can make before
a change of variable that simplifies this approach. Thus,efiael

H, = AA(t,T,8) + Tr(AD(t, T,0) X)) + AB(t,T,6) ' Yz,
with

AA(T,8) = AtT)— A(t, T +9)
(AB,AD)(t,T,8) = (B,D)(T —t)— (B,D)(T +4—1)

Thus, we havePPt—T = eflt, Itis well known that s is a martingale undep”*°, see e.g. Proposition 2.5.1

in Brigo and Mercuriol[8]. Thus, we get by Itd caIcqus frdniljznd [22) that X, H) solve the following SDE

dX; = Q4 (d— DI+ )X 4+ X (0T @) )dt + e/ X dW I IT 4+ eI3 (dWE )T/ X,
1
dH, = —3 (ABTeXic" AB + 4€*Tr(ADIJADXy) + 2¢(AB " ¢X; ADI} p)) dt
+AB VX (AW p+ pdZI+°) + 2 TH(ADV X (dWIHOID). (26)
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Therefore,P(t,z,y) = ET+ {(eHT —(1+ (SK))Jr | X =2,Y; = y} only depends or{z,y) through (x, h)

whereh = AB(t,T,8) "y + Tr(AD(t,T,8)x) + AA(t,T,5), and we still denote by a slight abuse of nota-
tions
Ptz h) = BT (e = (14 6K)) " |X, = o, Hy = 1]

Let us emphasize that this change of variable is crucialdeioto apply an expansion procedure similar to the one
of Bergomi and Guyori|7]. It allows to reduce the dimensidgaif the underlying state variable. The varialife

is one-dimensional and it is the only variable that appeatiseé payoff of the caplet. Though this is obvious from
the definition of the model, we insist on the fact that the iegblvolatility of caplets is a function of the factoks
only. This appears clearly in the SDE{26§, can be viewed as continuous version of the forward Libor aat

its volatility depends on the factors only.

3.1.2 Expansion of the price

From the SDE[(Z26)[{9)[{10) and{|11), we get the following PBfresentation of:

P+ LHP = 0
P(T,z,h) = (e —(1+6K)*"
whereL(t) is the infinitesimal generator df(P6). We assume fRadmits a second order expansion
P =Py +eP, 4 2P; + o(€?). (27)

Our goal is to calculate in a quite explicit way the valudf P, and P,. We assume in our derivations that these
functions Py, P, and P, are smooth enough. To determine the valuégfP; and P,, we proceed as Bergomi
and Guyon([7] and make an expansion of the geneltor= Lo (t) + eL1(t) + €2La(t) + ... in order to obtain
the PDEs satisfied b¥,, P, andP,. Namely, we obtain
OPo + Lo(t) Po 0, Po(T,z,h) = (" — (14 0K)),
a15P1 +£0(t)P1+£l(t)P0 = 07 Pl(Tv:rvh’) :07
0 Py + ﬁo(ﬁ)Pg + Lo (t)PO + ﬁl(ﬁ)Pl = 0, PQ(T, x, h) =0.

Thus, we can solve first the PDE {8, then forP; and so on. LeBS(h,v) = E [(exp (h— Lo+ VG) - (1+ 5K))+}
with G ~ N(0, 1) denote the Black-Scholes price with realized volatility\Ve obtain easily that

Bo(t,z,h) = BS(h, v(t, T, 0,)),

with
T
v(t,T,6,x) = / AB(u,T,8)"eX? (x)c" AB(u,T,d)du, (28)
t
X0(z) = e (x +/ eb“erT“du) et e (29)
0
The higher order terms are giverﬁ)y

Pl(t,l’,h) = (Cl(ﬁ,T,(S,iE)(a}% —62)4-02(157’1—‘,6,17)(62 _ah)) Po(t,l’,h) (30)

and

Py(t,z,h) =| (di(t,T,6,2) (05 — On)* + da(t,T,6,2)(0f — On)On + ds(t, T, 0,2)(0 — On))

+ (el(t, T,0,2)(07 — 0n)?07 + ea(t, T,6,2)(0F — On)?0n + e3(t, T, 0,x)(07 — On)* (31)

+ 64(t5 T7 55 IE)(&]% - 8h>8l21 =+ 65(t7T5 57 x)(anz - 8h>8h + eS(tha 57 x)(anz - 8h>) P()(t,IE, h’)

3The details of these simple but tedious calculations aréaéva onlineht t p: /7 ar xi v. or g/ abs/ 1412. 7412 in the first draft of
this paper for the caplets and swaptions.
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The coefficients;, d; ande; are given in AppendikAll. We recall that the derivatig$% of P, with respect to
h can be calculated explicitly, so that the expansion is vifigient from the point of view of the computational
time, see Sectidn 5.

Remark 11 — It is easy to obtain then the expansian, = vy + evi + €202 + o(€e?) of the implied volatility
defined byFCaplet(t, T, §) = BS(h, uimp). We obtain as expected = v(t, T, 6, z) and

1 —log(1 K
2~ T80 +a a5 - ),
Vo

(32)

Since neither; nor ¢, depend on the strike, the skew is at the first ordermoportional tocy, that is at its turn
a linear function ofp. We have in particular a flat smile at the first order whee- 0, as one may expect.

3.2 Price and volatility expansion for Swaptions

From [3), the only quantity of interest in order to understéime swaptions volatility cube is what we call the
annuity-forward swaption price

AFSwaption(t, T, m,§) = E4 {(St(T, m,8) — K)"|F|.

Itis standard to view swaptions as a basket option of fonki#ydr rates with stochastic weights, we have

Si(T.m,6) = > wiLy(T + (i — 1)5,T + i) (33)
=1
i Piryis
wy Zzl Pirrs. (34)

The difficulty here comes from the fact that forward Liborestand the stochastic weights are complicated
functions of the state variablg’, ). The first implication is that the change of measure beteandQ* is
also complicated and the dynamics of the state variablesrihid new measure is quite unpleasant to work with.
The second implication is that we cannot directly operateravenient change of variable as we did for caplets. In
order to derive an expansion for swaptions we thus procegavite. First, we use a standard approximation that
freezes the weights at their initial value (see for examplgdand Mercuriol[8] p. 239, d’Aspremorit [16] and
Piterbarg[[29]). This is justified by the fact the variatidrtioe weights is less important than the variation of the
forward Libor rate. Second, we use a similar approximation for the swap ratas;Tthe approximated swap rate
is an affine function of the underlying state variables, \itéoables us to take advantage of the affine structure of
the model. Let us mention that this technique is similar ®oghadratic approximation of the swap rate proposed
by Piterbarg in[[29]. Finally we perform our expansion on #fiine approximation of the swap rates and obtain
the second order expansigni41), which is the main resultibs&ction 312.

3.2.1 Dynamics of the factors under the annuity measure

The annuity measure knowing the information up to datg*|F; is defined by

dQA - ftT rads AT(T,m,5)
dP F, At(T, m, 5)

It comes from the martingale property of discounted asseépunder the risk neutral measure that

—j(; rsds m
! (e : Al 5)) =3 (B(T 46— t)Ten/Xo(dWip + pdZy) + 2€Tr (D(T b — t)\/XtthI]j)) .
e Jorsds A (T, m, 8) P
(35)

4To the best of our knowledge there have been very few attetopisiantify either theoretically or numerically this statnt. In [16]
d’Aspremont investigates the accuracy of the approximafio pricing swaptions in the log-normal BGM model, he shahat the approxi-
mation is less efficient for long maturities and long tenors.
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From Girsanov’s theorem, the change of measure is given by

AWH = dW, — /X, (2€Zw§D(T +i0 — ) I} + " B(T +i6 — t);ﬁ) dt,
=1
Az} = dZ, - pV X" Y wiB(T +i6 — t)dt

i=1

This allows us to calculate frorl(6) arid (7) the dynamics efstate variables under the annuity meagpfe

dy; = <,<;(9 —Y)) +ceXie! waB(T + k§ —t) + 2ecX;y waD(T + Kk — t)lgp> dt (36)
k=1 k=1
+e/ X (pdZ{ + dWp),
dX; = (Q+€X(d— DI+ b2t X + X (02(1) T )dt + € (\/XtthAzg + Ig(thA)R/Xt) , (37)

wherebA(t) = b+ elfp> 0 wEB(T + kd —t) Tc+ 26217 S0 wkD(T + kd — t).

3.2.2 An affine approximation of the forward swap rate

The forward swap rate is a martingale under the annuity me&3t. Therefore, we can only focus on the
H H Al — P m
martingale terms when applying 1té’s formula%, and we get fron{{20) that

dSi(T,m, ) = (38)

WB(T =) —w"B(T +mé —t)" — 8,(T,m,8) Y _wfB(T + ké — ﬁ)T] e/ X (dWip + pdZi)
k=1

+ 2€Tr <

By a slight abuse of notations, we will now drop tH&, m, §) dependence of the swap rate and simply denote by
S, its timet value. We now use the standard approximation that consiteézing the weights and the value
of the swap raté; in the right-hand side to their value at zero. We then have

WID(T —t) — W D(T +md — ) — S4(T,m,8) Y wkD T—i—k:é—t)] «/XtthAI;l)
k=1

dS; = BS(t) Ten/Xo (WA p + pdZA) + 2€Tr (DS \/XtthAIZ}), (39)
where
(B,D)*(t) = w((B,D)(T —1t)—wi"(B,D)(T +md —t) — So(T,m,8) > _wi(B,D)(T + ké —t).
k=1

These coefficients are time-dependent and deterministod®the same approximation ghand get

AX, = (0 + (d — )T + b () X+ X, (0 (8) )t + e (VXMW T + I aw)TVXL) - (40)
where . .
bo(t) =b+elfpY wiB(T +kd—t) e+ 213 Y wED(T + kd — t).
k=1 k=1

Thanks to this approximation, we remark that the process e still denote by S;, X;) for simplicity, is now
affine. This enables us to use again the same argument aef@athiet prices to get an expansion of the price.
The only difference lies in the fact the expansion is arolmed@aussian model rather then around the log-normal
model.
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3.2.3 The swaption price expansion

Let P9(t,x,s) = EA [(St —K)" S =s,X; = x} denote the price of the Swaption at tirhes [0, 7. It
solves the following pricing PDE

P+ Lt)PY =0, te (0,T), P°(T,z,s) = (s — K)7,

where is the infinitesimal generator of the SOE[39) and (40). Agai@ assume tha?® admits a second order
expansion
PS = P5 +eP? + 2Py + o(e?) (41)

and that the function®y’, P;° and Py’ are smooth enough. L&H(s,v) = E {(s + VG — K)ﬂ with G ~

N(0,1) denote the European call price with strikgin the Bachelier model with realized volatility > 0 and
spot prices € R. We obtain

Py (t,x,s) = BH(s, 0% (t, T, x)), (42)
where
T
vI(t, T, x) = / B3(r)TeX? ,(x)c" BY(r)dr, (43)
t

and X?(x) is defined by[(29). The higher order term are
P(t,x,s) = (f(t,T,2)03 + 5 (¢, T, 2)97) BH(s,v% (¢, T, ), (44)
Py(t,z,s) = |d7(t,T,x)0f +d5(t,T,x)03 + d3 (¢, T,z)0? (45)

e (t, T, )05 + €5 (t, T, )02 + €5 (t, T, x)0%

el (t, T,2)0% + 2 (t, T, )02 + 5 (t, T, 2)0? | BH(s,v° (¢, T, x)),

where the coefficients?, d7 ande; are given in Appendik/Al2. Again, the derivatives Bf with respect tos
can be calculated explicitly, which makes this formula vefficient from a computational point of view.

3.3 Numerical results

We now assess on some examples the accuracy of the expansdmsve developed. In practice we are
interested in knowing up to what level of parameters and foatwset of maturities and tenors the accuracy of
the expansion is satisfactory. Let us recall that our exipanf®r caplets results from the combination of two
expansions, the first on the support matrix functidmip to the order 1 im is given by [52) and(33), the second
on the infinitesimal generator of the Markov procé&s H) defined by[(26). By construction the approximation
of D(7) will be more accurate for a smail As a consequence, for a given set of parameters, the fuliresipn
will likely to be more accurate for short maturities, sh@nors caplets. The expansion for swaptions results from
a supplementary approximation step, which consists irzingethe weights.? in the diffusion of the Markov
procesg X, S) defined by[(3l7) and(38). This approximation can be inacedfoationg maturities and long tenors
swaptions. Therefore, we expect the full expansion to beeraocurate for short maturities, short tenors swaptions.

We assess the quality of the price expansion for capletswaagt®ns. We compare the expanded price with
the price computed using Monte Carlo simulation and therdigmtion scheme 1 described in Secfién 4 on a
regular time grid. The expanded prices and the Monte Cait@piare compared in terms of the normal implied
volatility of the forward Libor rate for caplets and of thefeard swap rate for swaptions. The implied volatility is
given in basis pointsi0—*). In abscissa is indicated the difference between theesiniid the at-the-money value,
and the unit is one percent. &/ x 2Y caplet will denote a caplet with maturiy = 2 years and tenaf = 0.5
years, while &Y x 2Y swaption will denote a swaption with maturify= 2 years and tenandé = 5 years.
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Price expansion of caplets Price expansion of caplets
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Figure 2:p" = (—0.4,—0.2). Plot of the expanded smile ofid@” x 1Y caplet against the Monte Carlo smile
obtained with 100000 paths and a discretization grid of ésdbr different values of the parameterespectively
from left to righte = 0.002 ande = 0.0015. The forward Libor rate value i5(0,1Y, 1Y) = 1.02%.

Price expansion of caplets Price expansion of caplets

Figure 3:p" = (0.4, —0.2) ande = 0.0015. Left: plot of the expanded smile of@\/ x 2Y caplet against the
Monte Carlo smile. Right: plot of the expanded smile @& x 5Y caplet against the Monte Carlo smile. The
Monte Carlo smile is obtained with 100000 paths and a digeaiidn grid of 8 points. The forward Libor rates
values ard (0,60, 2Y) = 1.14% andL(0,6M,5Y) = 1.35%.

We have tested different sets of model parameters. The p#easrvalues have been chosen in such a way
that the yield curve and volatility levels generated by traded are in line with today’s US and EUR interest rates
market levels. Here, we only consider the following paramseét withp = 2 andd = 2:

r = diag(0.1,1), ¢ = I, b= —diag(0.41,0.011), Q = —(bxeo + Toob' ) + 0.414, v = 0.001I;  (46)
s 225 —1.2 4 1. —0.125
v=10 ( 1.2 1. )’x"o_m ( ~0.125  0.25 )
We note that-(b + b") = —2b is positive definite. We know from Remdrk 8 that the conditibmon-explosion

will be verified in general for these set of parameters whisrsmall enough, and we have checked that the yield
curve given by this parameter set is well defined up to 50 years

In all the graphics the dotted line gives the Monte Carlo srolhtained with 100000 simulation paths, the solid
line with small arrows is the expanded smile, the two corgimisolid lines are the upper and lower bounds of
the 95% confidence interval of the Monte Carlo price. Figltemd3 show the accuracy of the expansion for
the valuation of caplets. The approximation is accuratefpiries up to 2 years and less accurate with the same
parameters for longer expiries. For maturities up to 2 yehesat-the-money volatility of the expanded smile is
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Price expansion of swaptions Price expansion of swaptions
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Figure 4:¢ = 0.0015. Plot of the expanded smile of & x 2Y swaption with coupon payment frequency of 6
months against the Monte Carlo smile obtained with 10008@sxnd a discretization grid of 8 points for different
values of the parametgr from left to rightp” = (—0.4, —0.2) andp™ = (0.4, 0.2). The forward swap rate value

is 5(0,5Y,2Y) = 1.3%.

almost identical to the Monte Carlo smile and the whole edearsmile stays within the 95% confidence interval.
Figure[4 shows the accuracy of the expansion for the valiaicwaptions. We observe that the expansion is
more accurate for negative values of the correlation pat@se (a similar behaviour is observed for Caplets).
This can be intuitively understood from the Riccati equaifdd): a negative pushesD to zero while a positive
one pushe® away from zero, and the expansion that we us@&disee [GR) and (53)) is then less accurate. Over-
all the expansion is accurate at-the-money and is much éessate out-of-the-money. For example, the graphic
on the right hand side of Figuré 3 shows that the expande@ shthe 6 months maturity 5 years expiry smile is
quite inaccurate and the expanded smile fails to fit the sketveoMonte Carlo smile. However, the difference in
the at-the-money volatility between the expanded priceMadte Carlo is around 1 bp.

To sum up, the second order expansion is basically accuvateniall perturbations and small maturities.
Otherwise, one should be careful and rely on other methadtsasithe Monte-Carlo method or Fourier inversion
method. Nonetheless, as discussed in Seiion 5, the dadeuts the expansion is much faster than the other
methods. It may thus be relevant to start a calibration newtind select a reasonable set of parameters.

4 Second order discretization schemes for Monte Carlo simation

The goal of this section is to construct discretization sobe for the processX, Y') defined by[(6) and{7).

It is crucial to have an efficient way to simulate the modeliides to use it in practice. Ideally, the model should
be calibrated to market data to vanilla options such as taphed swaptions and then be used to calculate exotic
option prices. The calculation of these prices is generallyle with a Monte-Carlo algorithm which requires to
simulate the procegsy,Y).

It is worth to recall that the standard Euler-Maruyama salémot well defined for square-root diffusions
even in dimension one, see Alfons] [2]. We have then to camsaddifferent scheme. We use here the splitting
technique that is already used by Ahdida and Alfohsi [1] foishErt processes. We explain here briefly the
main line of this method and refer to|[2] for precise statetsém a framework that embeds affine diffusions.
Let us consider that we want to approximate an SDEith infinitesimal generatot on the regular time grid
t; =4T/N,fori =0,...,N. A scheme is fully described by a probability law(¢, dz) that approximates the
law of &; given&, = z. We denote byf;” a random variable following this law. Then, the law of theresponding
discretization schemg,,,0 < i < N) is as follows:&, = & andpg, (T'/N,dz) is the conditional law oEAti+1

given (aftj,o < j < i). Then, one would like to know the error made when using the@apmation scheme
instead of the original procegs We have basically the following result, up to technicaladstthat are given
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in[2]. If 5;;” satisfies the following expansion

R 2
BIf(E)] = () + L5 () + L2 f(z) + O() (47)
for any smooth functiorf, then
3C >0, [E[f(éey)] — E[f ()]l < C/N*.

Thus, to get a weak error of ord&rwe mainly have to construct a scheé;’r‘ethat satisfied(47). We can construct
iteratively second order schemes by splitting the infimited generator. In fact, let us assume thiat £, + Lo
and thatéz’x is a second order scheme f6y. Let B be an independent Bernoulli variable with parametér.
Then, the following schemes

26,5 o e
g andBEET 4 (1-B)E S (48)
satisfy [4T) and are thus second order schemes fdtherefore, a strategy to construct a second order scheme is
to split the infinitesimal generator into elementary piefoesvhich second order schemes or even exact schemes
are known.

To use this splitting technique, we first have to calculateittiinitesimal generator dfX,Y). It is defined
for aC? function f : My(R) x RP — Rby Lf(x,y) = lim,_,o+ w From [9), [10) and{11), we
easily get

L= (60— y)mOy, + Y (Q+(d-1)EIf +bx+ab");;0x,

1<i,j<d

P
Z (cxe” Jm,m Oy, Oy, + 5 Z Z [(cx)m,i(13p); + (cx)m.; (11 p)i)Oc, Oy,

m,m/=1 m=11<4i,5<d

+% Z i (1)1 + i (1) + 20 (17)i + 50 (1q)i k)02, ;0 -
1<d,5,k,1<d

Here,d,,, denotes the partial derivative with respect to theh coordinate irR? andd,, ; the partial derivative
with respect to the element at tli¢h row andj-th column. Wherp = 0, this operator is simply the sum of
the infinitesimal generators fof and the generator fdr when X is frozen. We know from]1] a second order
scheme forX. WhenX is frozen,Y follows an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process and the lawfs a Gaussian
vector that can be sampled exactly. By using the composititen(48), we get a second order scheme(férY).

Thus, the difficulty here comes from the correlation betw&eandY that has to be handled with care. We
first make some simplifications. The first teth’ _, (k(0 — v))n.0,,, is the generator of the linear Ordinary
Differential Equationy’(t) = (0 — y(t)) that is solved exactly by(t) = e~ "'y (0) + (I, — e~ "*)0. Therefore, it
is sufficient to have a second order schemeffor 7 _| (k(6 — y))md,,,, which is the generator df(6) arld (7)
whenx = 0. Whenx = 0, we haveY; = y + ¢(Y; — Yp) with

t
Y, = Yo+ / VXL [FdZ. + dW.p).
0

We can then focus on getting a second order schemgXfor), which amounts to work with = d ande = I,
It is therefore sufficient to find a second order scheme foSthe

Yt—y+/ VX, [pdZ, + dW.p],

Xﬁx+/ (Q+4(d— 1)) +bX, + X,b")) ds+e/ VX AW I + I7dW ] /X,
0

with the infinitesimal generator

ilvgh

+

N~

d
1
L= Z (Q+ (d = 1)1 +bx + ‘rb—r)i7ja$i,j + ) Z e[m,i(1gp)j + Tm,; (1 p)ilOx, ,0y,,
1<i,j<d m=11<i,j<d
(49)
1 1 2 n n n n
+3 Z T Oy Oy, + 55 o ElwinTD) g+ w7 + @I )in + 250(13)i k)0, ; On -
m,m/=1 1<4,5,k,1<d
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4.1 A second order scheme

For1l < ¢ < d, we definee? € S;(R) by (e2)r; = ly—i—, andg? € R? by (g%)r = 1,- so that
I =3 _iegandlip=3""_, pegq. We define

d 2 d
c 1 14
Ly =e*(d—1)0s,, + 5 DY epglami(9); + wm i (92)il0x, 0y, + 5 > Tmmdy,0y,, (50)

m=11<i,j<d m,m’=1

1
T3 > Elainled)ir+iaed)jn +zik(ed)is + w50(e)i k)0, Oy, -
1<ig hl<d

We consider the splitting = £’ + £" + 2221 L of the operator (49), with

r— Z (Q+bx+ IEbT)i,jam,jv

1<i,j<d

n
= (1 — Z pi) Z T, m’ ym
g=1

m,m’=1

The operator’ is the one of the linear ODE/ () = Q + (d — 1)e2I} + bz + zb" that can be solved exactly and
stays in the set of semidefinite positive matrices, see Le@ifa [1]. The operator” is the one ofty’ = y" +

WJ1— Zq 1 Pav/xZy, which can be sampled exactly since it is a Gaussian vectormeany” and covariance
matrix (1 — |p|®)tz. The operatoL; is the infinitesimal generator of the following SDE

{Y;E —y+qu0t V dWégda

51
X; = J:—i—fo gds—i—efo VX dWied + eldW [ /X (1)

Thus, X follows an elementary Wishart process and staySjifR). Using the notation of [1],X; follows the
law W1S4(z,d — 1,0,ef,€%t). Theorems 9 and 16 inl[1] gives respectively an exact and @nse@r higher)
discretization scheme for this process. We now explain tmwalculateY; once thatX; has been sampled.
From [51), we have for < i < d,

d
d(Yz) *qu )ig (AW3)j.q,

d
_GZ X1)i (AW3)jq + Lizg [(d—1) 2dt+z )ai ([AW1) .4

This yields to
(¥ = yi + L ((Xe) g = waa), T # g,
P
(Yi)g =vi + ?Z[(Xt)q,q —Tqq — 62(d - 1)t].
Using these formula together with the exact (resp. secodédrpscheme foX,, we get an exact (resp. second
order) scheme fof(51). By using the composition rule$ (4@)get a second order scheme far (49).
4.2 Afaster second order scheme wheft — €217 € S} (R)

As explained in[[1], the sampling of each elementary Wispeotess irC, requires a Cholesky decomposition
that has a time complexity ¢¥(d*). Since the second order scheme proposed abovexcalld times this routine,
the whole scheme requires at moxtd*) operations. However, by adapting an idea that has beerdglteszd
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in [1] for Wishart processes, it is possible to get a fastbeste if we assume in addition tHat- €217 € S (R).
We now present this alternative scheme that only reques) operations.
We consider the splitting = £’ + £” + L of the operator{49), with

L= Z (Q— I} +br+xb"); 0y,
1<ij<d
1 d Zn p2 d
A n n =1
L= Z de2aﬂ@m‘ + 5 Z Z e[xmﬂ'(ld p)j + xm,j(ld p)l]aﬂh;aym + QT‘J Z wm,m'a a m!
1<i<n m=11<1i,5<d m,m/=1

1
T3 S S+ i (I ik + 2k (ID)id + 250(I7)i k)0, , Oy, -
1<i,j,kl<d

Again, £ is the operator of the linear ODE (t) = Q — ¢2I% + (d — 1)é2I} + bz + xb' that can be solved
exactly and stays in the set of semidefinite positive matripeLemma 27 in[1] sinc€ — €217 € S} (R). We

have already seen above that the gener@tazan be sampled exactly, and we focus now on the samplirg tif
relies on the following result.

Lemma 12 — Forz € S (R) we considelc € Mgy(R) such thate"c = z. We defindJ, = ¢ + eW,I7,
X; =UU; andY; =y + fg U dW,I}p. Then, the processX, Y) has the infinitesimal generatdt.

Proof : For1 < 4,j,m < d, we haved(X;);; = eZZ 1 (Ui, (@W) i Li<n + (Ui, (AW ki Li<n) +
1i—j<nde’dt andd(Y:)m, Z“ LU km (AW) e (I7 ). This leads to

d
Z Utkm Utkm Idp dt <Zpl> *)(157n7n’dﬁ

1=
(d(Ye)m» d(Xt)ij) =€[(1q ) (Xt)m,i + (13 p)i(Xt)m,j]dt,
(d(X1)ig, d(Xe)ra) =€ [(Xe)iw (L) 0 + (Xe)ia (L) ik + (Xe) g (I)ia + (Xe) s (1) ) dt,

{d(Yt)m, d(

which precisely gives the generatbr O

Thanksto Lemmia12, itis sufficient to construct a secondraxdigeme fofU, Y'). Since(d(Y;)m, d(Ut)i ;) =
€(Ut)i,m (I} p);dt, the infinitesimal generatat of (U,Y') is given by

2 d n Z d
S € =1 o
L= 9 Z 5 2y T 5 Z ijxl mOz, ;Oy,, + —5— = Z (x—rx)m,m’aymayin
=1 j=1 i,m=1j=1 m,m’=1

We use now the splitting = > L, with

2 d

d
_ € p
Li=g 0t S il o + 2N @Dy, Oy

i,m=1 m,m’=1
By straightforward calculus, we find th4t, is the generator of the following SDE
dY; = pU, dW,g%, dU, = edW;el.

We note that only the™ row of U is modified. Forl < i < d we haved(Uy)i,q = €(dW)i,q andd(Y:)m =
pa 351 (Ur)jm(dWr) ;4. This yields to

d
(Yo)m = (Yo)m + pq Z(UO)j,m(Wt)j,q form # ¢,
j=1
d d
(Y) = (¥o)g + P D (U010 (We)jg + 5 D {(We)] 4 —
Jj=1 j=1
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By using these formulas, we can then sample exd€flyY;) and then get a second order schemefowVe note
that the simulation cost of, requiresO(d) operations and then the one SfrequiresO(d?) operations. Since
a matrix multiplication require®(d®) operations, this second order schemedand then forZ requiresO(d?)
operations instead @?(d*) for the scheme described in Subsechion 4.1.

Remark 13 — As already mentioned, the dependence between the precésmed Y is the same as the one

proposed by Da Fonseca, Grasselli and Tebéldi [14] for a modeasset returns. Therefore, we can use the same
splittings as the one proposed in Subsectionk 4.1and 4 @rstaict second order schemes for their model.

4.3 Numerical results

T T
— exact val ue

schefre 2 034

exact val ue 031l

scheme. 3

Figure 5: Weak error convergence. Parametgrs: d = 3, 107 Monte Carlo samples = 5. The real value

of E [exp (—i (Tr(I'X7) + ATY7))], as a function of the time st€p/N. Left: T' = 0.054, A = 0.021, and

the diffusion parameters = 0.4,y = 0.214,Q = 2.5I3,n = d,p = 0,b = 0,k = 0,c = I4. The value
obtained by solving the ODE:0.445787. Right: I" = 0.21; + 0.04¢, A = 0.214 and the diffusion parameters
x=0.4I3+0.2¢,y = 0.214,Q = 0.5I4,n =d,p = —0.314,b = —0.54,k = 0.11,,, ¢ = 14, whereq; ; = 1,4;.

The value obtained by solving the ODE357901. For each scheme, the two curves represent the upper and lowe
bound of the 95% confidence interval.

We now turn to the empirical analysis of the convergence®fiiscretization schemes we have proposed. We
will use the following notations.

e Scheme 1is the second order scheme given in Subséctionielie we use the exact sample of the Wishart
part and the exact simulation the Gaussian variables.

e Scheme 2 is the second order scheme given in Subséciion Hete we use the second order scheme for
the Wishart part and replacing the simulation of Gaussiaialbbes by random variables that matches the
five first moments, see Theorem 16 and equation (36) in [1].

e Scheme 3 is the second order scheme given in Subséction 4.2.

In order to assess that the potential second order schembaweeproposed fof give indeed a weak error of
order2, we start by analyzing the weak error for quantities that are@mpute analytically. Namely, we consider
E [exp (—i (Tr(TX7) + A" Y7))], which can be calculated by solving a system of differertiplations similar
to (I8). We then compare the values obtained by Monte Camlalation and the value obtained by solving the
system of differential equation. As shown by Figurés 5, weenbe a weak error which is compatible with the
rate ofO(1/N?). When it is well defined, Scheme 3 has to be preferred sinsenitich faster than the others.

5 Comparison of the different numerical methods

The goal of this section is to compare the computational tisexled to price vanilla instruments in the model
by using the different numerical methods. We consider tise cda 6Mx 1Y caplet with strike 1% , which means
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T =1,6 =1/2andits price is given by

1 T P,
SEle” Jooreds (1 — (1 + K6)Pprys)t) = %TIET[(l —(1+ K& Prpys)t).

We will compare the expansion and the Monte-Carlo methoHl wéspect to the Fourier inversion method pre-
sented by Carr and Maddn [9] and LEel[26]. Their approach eatirbctly applied for Caplets by working with
the forward Caplet price. Let us note that this method cardapted for swaptions by making the same approxi-
mation as the one that we use for the expansion, see SchragjBetsser [31] and Singleton and Umantsev [32].
We consider here the four following numerical methods.

e The Monte-Carlo method that consists in using the seconefr@eheme fof X, Y') with a time step ol /8
and10000 paths in order to approximafg[eJo "4 (1 — (1 4+ K8)Pr.r45) .

e The expansion up to ord€r The integrals that define the coefficienisd; ande; are approximated by
using a trapezoidal rule and a time stef ¢£0.

e The Fourier transform und@?. Starting from the expectation under tfieforward measure, we use the
construction of Carr and Madan|[9]. In equation (5)(df [9], wsea = 1.25, truncate the integral &75
and use a Simpson'’s rule with a discretization step/&. Since we calculate here only one price, we do
not use the FFT which would have generated further conssrbtween the discretization and strike grids.

e The Fourier transform und@&”+9. This is the same method starting with formulal(25), and weths
same parameters to approximate the integral and.for

Pricing Method | Price (bp) Cpu time (s)
MC price 51.75+ 1.46 (95% CI)| 43.3
Expansion 52.33 0.686

Fourier unde®” | 53.84 31.6
Fourier unde?™+9 | 52.87 33.6

Table 1: Price of the 6M1Y caplet with strike 1% using different methods with paréeneset [46) angh =
(—0.4,—-0.2). Computations are made on a personal laptop with 4Go RAM éhii3GHz CPU.

The striking fact is that the method based on the Fouriestoam is not so efficient in this context, even though
the Fourier inversion is in dimension one. The reason istti@evaluation of the Fourier transform requires to
solve numerically matrix Riccati differential equatioma; which we take a time step df/8. Figure[6 indicates

on our case that a minimum of 2000 evaluations is necessangaue a precision similar to the Monte-Carlo
method. Thus, a basic application of the method of Carr andavlas not very efficient: the bottleneck is to
find a smarter way to calculate the characteristic functlarcomparison, the Monte Carlo method is not much
more time consuming and allows to calculate the price fostalkes and maturities at the same time. Last, we
observe that the expansion method is much faster than tieespthut is limited to short maturities as indicated in
Subsection 3]3. It can therefore be a tool to calibrate dyiitle model to some key features such as the at the
money price and skew.

Conclusion

The contribution of our paper is twofold. First, the purpoas$¢his paper is to define a Wishart driven affine
term structure model for interest rates model, in which taeameters and state variables of the model admit
a clear interpretation in terms of the yield curve dynamasg to provide an efficient numerical framework
to implement the model. Other affine term structure modelsliing Wishart processes have been proposed
for example by Bensusahl[6] or Gnoatto [25]. A pitfall of gesdeaffine term structure model is to offer an
abundant parametrization with few intuitions for the pitianter. Here, we believe that presenting the model as a
perturbation of the standard LGM model is a good way to gei@aan it, to have a better understanding of the
parameters and to have a starting point for the calibrationggure. Let us mention here that getting a reliable
and stable calibration procedure of the model is beyond¢bpesof this paper. In particular, the choice of the
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Figure 6: Convergence of the Fourier transform price of tMex@Y caplet with strike 1% and a time stepfs,
in function of the number of discretization steps. The integration is thus made @ n/8]. The parallel lines
indicate the 95% confidence interval obtained by MC.

dimensiong andd should be discussed on real data. Also, we have made theedndicis paper to present the
model with constant (as opposite to time dependent) paexmeainly the factors are meant to describe the state of
the interest rate market. Thus, this version of the modebhasori a limited flexility to calibrate to the swaption
volatility cube compared to fully non-homogeneous termicttire model with time dependent parameters such
as the stochastic volatility forward Libor model of Pitertpd28], and the stochastic volatility Cheyette model
considered by Andreasen in [4]. A full discussion on thelralion of our model as well as the comparison to
other models is left for further research.

The other contribution of the paper is to investigate déféemumerical methods for the model. We know that
having efficient numerical methods is a prerequisite to usedel. Besides, our results can be interesting for
other models based on Wishart dynamics. As the state vasaynamics is affine, their Fourier and Laplace
transforms are tractable and can be obtained by solvingh@rglDifferential Equations. Therefore Fourier trans-
form pricing methods can be applied to price vanilla interates options in the model. However, the results of
our numerical investigation suggest that standard Fobeéeed pricing methods suffer from numerical efficiency.
This is due to the rather lengthy evaluation of the charatierfunction together with a slow convergence rate
of the Fourier transform discretization. A smarter way talaate the characteristic function and to solve the
corresponding differential equation has to be investidjsenake this method more attractive. As an alternative,
we have developed a pricing method for vanilla interestsrafgions based on a perturbation of the infinitesimal
generator of the state variables. This method providestafasng tool for the products which would typically
be used for model calibration. The method is particularficeit for short expiries, but proves limitations for
long dated options. Also, the expansion provides analytixpressions for the implied volatility of caplets and
swaptions. This is important to confirm the intuitions on tbke of the parameters and it can be used to initialize
the calibration routine. Last, we propose a second orderatigation scheme for the model, which is useful to run
a Monte Carlo method. This scheme is easy to implement arycefiécient in practice. Besides, it can be adapted
easily to a wider range of financial models that use the sarperdience structure between the vedfoand its
instantaneous Wishart covariance maikix such as the Wishart affine stochastic correlation moddbged by
Da Fonseca et al. [183, 14]. Moreover, it is up to our knowletthgefirst second order discretization scheme that is
able to handle this instantaneous covariance structure.

A Explicit formulas of the price expansion

A.1 Caplets price expansion

We first write the expansion up to ordefor D, and we get from((15) thad () = Do(t) + eDy(t) + O(€?)
with Dy = Dogb+ bDy + %CTBBTC -7, DQ(O) =0andD; = D1b+bD7 + %DolngTC + %CTBpTIgDo,
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D4(0) = 0. We then obtain

Do(t) = €'t < /OtebTS <%JB(S)B(S)TC7> ebSds> ebt (52)
Di(t) = %eth < /OtebTS(CTB(s)pTIgDO(S)JrDO(s)Ing(s)Tc)ebsds) ebt, (53)

We recall thatX?(z) is defined by[(29). The coefficients of formulas](30) dnd (3&)given by

T
cl(t,T,é,x):/ ABT (s, T,8)cX?_,(x)0yv(s, T, )1} pds,
¢

T
co(t, T, 0,x) = / ABT(s,T,6)cX? (2)ADo(s,T,0)Ip+ BT (T + 6 — 5)cX°_(x)dyv(s, T, 6)I] pds,
t

T
e1(t,T,9,x) :/ c1(s, T,8,2)AB" (s,T,6)cX?_,(x)0,v(s, T, 8)I} pds,
¢
T
ea(t, T,0,x) :/ c1(s,T,0,2)[(ABT (s,T,68)cX?_,(x)ADo(s,T,6)I}p) + BT (T + 6 — 5)e X2, (2)dpv(s, T, 8)I7 p
¢
+¢o(s,T,6,2)AB" (5,T,0)cX?_,(x)0,v(s, T, )17 pds,

T
alt.7.0.) = [ cals T8, (ABT (5, T.0)eXY (@) ADu(s. T,0) 1) + BT (T +0 = )XY, (0)0s(s. T, ) s,
t
T
ea(t,T,0,x) :/ 2ABT (5,T,0)cX?_,(x)0c1(s,T,8) I} pds,
t

T
es(t,T,0,x) :/ 2BT(T + 6 — 8)eX?_,(2)0pc1 (s, T,8)I5p +2ABT (5, T,8)cX_,(2)0uca(s, T, 6) I} pds,

t

T
ee(t, T,0,x) :/ 2BT(T + 6 — 5)eX?_,(2)0pca(s, T, 6) I} pds.
t

and
1
di(t,T,6,x) :/ §Tr [130.v(s,T,0) X2, (2)0,v(s, T, 8)] ds
t
T
da(t, T, 6, x) :/ 2Tr [ADo(s, T, 8) X0_(2)0,v(s, T, 6)1}] ds
t
T
d3(t,T,0,2) = | (2Tr(ADy(s,T,8)IFADy(s,T,8)XJ_,(z)) + (ABT (s, T,6)cX?_,(x)AD1(s,T,8)I}p))
t
1
+ §Tr [((d =11} +4X)_(2)Do(T + 6 — s)I})0,v(s, T, 8)] ds.

A.2 Swaption price expansion
We haveD? = D§ + eD? + o(e), with
D} (t) = wyDi(T — t) — wi" Di(T +md — t) = So(T,m,0) > wiDi(T + ks —t), i=0,1,
k=1

where the function®, and D, are given by[(5R) and($3). The coefficients of formulas (4%) &8) are given
by

T
S (t, T, x) :/ B%(u) " eX?_,(x)0,v° (u, T) I} pdu,
t

T
5 (t,T,2) = / BS (u)TeX{_,(2)D§ () Ijp + B (u) eXO_, (2)0,0% (u, T) [} pdu,
t
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(x)@mvs(u, T))du,

u—t

dS(t, T, ) = / : %Tr([gawvs(u, 7)Xx0
tT

dQS(t, T, x) :/ 2Tr(DOS(u)X2_t(:E)8IvS(u, T)I7)du,

d3 (t, T, x) :/t 2Tr(DG (u) I3 D (u) X, (x)) + (B (u)) " eXp_, (2) DY (u) 1 p]

+Tr <[2Xg_t(x)Dg‘(u)Ig + %(d — 1)I17)0:0° (u, T)> du,

T
eS(t, T, ) = / 8 (u, T, 2)(B5 (u)) TeXO_,(2)0,0° (u, T) I pdu,
t

T
es(t, T, x) :/ & (u, T, x) [Bs(u)TcXg_t(x)DOS(u)Igp + BA(u) TeX?_(2)0,0° (u, T)1}p)
¢
+ ¢ (u, T, 2) BS (u) "e X0, (2)0,v° (u, T) I} pdu,

()0 (u, T) I )

u—t

T
es(t, T, ) :/ 5 (u, T, x) [BS(u) " eXO_ (x)D§ (u)Ifp+ B (u) " X
t
+2B%(u) "eX?_,(2)0,¢5 (u, T)I} pdu,

T
s (t, T, x) :/ 2BA(u) T X0, (2)0ucs (u, TV p 4 2B (u) e X0, (2)duc5 (u, T} pdu,
t

T
St 7o) = [ 2B w)T XS (00,05 (0. ) p
t

B Proof of Proposition(4

We first recall the following useful result
Vr,y € S; (R), Tr(xy) > 0, (54)

which comes easily from Tey) = Tr(v/zyy/z) and/zyy/z € ST (R).

Forz,y € Su(R), we use the notation < y if y — 2z € S (R). By assumption, there jg > 0 such that
2uly < —(b+bT"). We now apply Propositidd 2 with = 0 andT" = 0. Since||\(t)|| < ||A|, there is a constant
h > 0 small enough such that for ady € R¢ satisfying||A|| < h we have

1 2
V> 0,uly < —[b+ %Igp)\—rc +(b+ %IgpATc)T] andze M e < %Id
€

By choosingY = -£;1;, we see that the condition{14) is satisfied siqféeld - é‘;lg —2c" A\ Tce 8§ (R)

for all t > 0. Thus, the conclusions of Propositidn 2 hold for anyg R¢ andI’ € S;(R) such that|A|| < h and
I' < 4514, and we havg(t) < /51, foranyt > 0. We now want to prove that(t) Niwrd 0, g(t) ¢ 0and
— 400 —+o00

n(t) converges wheh— +oo. This will prove the convergence to the stationary law byy'&theorem.
From [15), we have

1d 1
5 3 1107 = 2ETH(gIig?) + Tr(g? b+ S1ipAT e+ (b+ SIipAT0)T]) + Tr(g e ANTe).
By (54), we get
Ld ) < BTe(arig) — pTr(e?) + 2o Tr(ke™ T o),
2 dt -9 d 4€? 2

Since T(gI7g) < Tr(¢g?), we get by Gronwall's lemma

€2

ST < ST 4 [ <BCTA(sW(s>c} ) e g,
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We now use that the entries af decay exponentially. Sincg, e=#'se=#(!=%)ds o O(e=""%"71) for
— 400

1, 1’ > 0, we get that there exists, v > 0 such thats Tr(g(t)?) < Ce™"*. This gives thay(t) v 0 and that
—+00
n(t) = f{ AT (s)k6 + Tr (g(s)(Q + €*(d — 1)I})) ds convergesL]
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