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I. INTRODUCTION

The formal connection between Euclidean path
integrals1,2 and the pricing of financial derivatives has
been known for some time3–6. In particular, in a sem-
inal paper, Bennati et al.6 showed that the solution of
stochastic differential, i.e., Langevin, equations can be
expressed in terms of a path integral similar to the one de-
scribing the quantum statistical mechanics of condensed
matter systems.
Over the years, the path integral approach has been

shown to be a useful analytical7–10 and numerical tool11

for option pricing which complements the traditional
methods, stemming from stochastic calculus12, that state
the pricing problem in terms of partial differential equa-
tions (PDEs).
The different view point adopted in the path integral

framework allows for the possibility of borrowing from
the extensive physics literature on the topic in order
to develop accurate approximation schemes that are not
otherwise available, or known, in traditional formulations
of mathematical finance6,13,14.
Among these, semi-classical approaches15, correspond-

ing in a Langevin setting to the limit of small intensity
of the white noise, play a central role. These approxima-
tions can be developed in several ways16–22 which, while
sharing the same limiting behavior, lead to genuinely dif-
ferent results. Among semi-classical approximations, a
prominent place is occupied by the so-called effective po-
tential methods2,15,23 based, in the language of Wilson’s
renormalization group, on ‘integrating out’ the fluctua-
tions around a ‘classical’ trajectory. Although exact in
principle, the calculation can be performed only at some
level of approximation, using a perturbation scheme in
which the choice of the unperturbed system plays a cru-
cial role in the quality of the approximation.
A particularly successful effective potential approxima-

tion is the one arising from a simple and nice idea origi-

nally due to Feynman2 and developed independently by
Giachetti and Tognetti24 and Feynman and Kleinert25

(GTFK), which is based on a self-consistent (non-local)
harmonic approximation of the effective potential in a
sense that will become clear in the following sections.
The most appealing aspect of this approach is that the

classical behavior is fully accounted for by the GTFK
potential. This opened a way to tackle challenging quan-
tum systems whose classical analogues were known to
be characterized by nonlinear excitations, e.g., those
dubbed solitons in one dimension or vortices in two di-
mensions. As a result, GTFK methods have been suc-
cessfully employed to describe quantitatively the proper-
ties of condensed matter systems showing these excita-
tions, such as Sine-Gordon chains24 and two dimensional
(2D) anisotropic spin systems26,27. Other quantum sys-
tems that have been succesfully treated by (suitable gen-
eralizations of) the same method are frustrated antifer-
romagnets, e.g., the easy-plane Heisenberg model on the
triangular lattice28, the 2D J1-J2 model29, and the 2D
Josephson-junction array30,31.
In this paper, we consider the application of the GTFK

method to a class of interest rate models where the rate
of interest applied instantaneously at time t, known as
the ‘short rate’, is of the form r(t) = r(X(t), t), with
X(t) following the non-linear diffusion process specified
by the stochastic differential equation (SDE),

dX(t) = µ(X(t), t) dt+ σ(X(t), t) dW (t) , (1)

for t > 0, where µ(X(t), t) and σ(X(t), t) are the drift and
volatility functions, respectively, X(0) = x0, and W (t)
is a standard Brownian motion55. The same formalism
can be also applied to describe the credit worthiness of
obligors, e.g., in the context of default intensity models32.
Short-rate models are of paramount importance in fi-

nancial modeling, providing the foundation of many ap-
proaches used for the pricing of both interest rate and
credit derivatives32,33. In particular, the class of affine
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models introduced by Duffie and Kan34 play a promi-
nent role. Celebrated examples of this class include the
Vasicek35, Hull and White36, and Cox, Ingersoll and
Ross37 models. These models, for which r(t) = X(t)
and the drift and the square of the volatility functions
in Eq. (1) are either constant or linear in X(t), are an-
alytically tractable with closed-form expressions for fun-
damental financial quantities such as zero-coupon bonds
and European option prices. Unfortunately, the avail-
ability of closed-form solutions comes at the price of less
than realistic properties of the underlying rate dynamics.

On the other hand, more realistic models are less an-
alytically tractable than the affine models. As a re-
sult, although widely used in practice, their implementa-
tions rely on computationally-intensive numerical meth-
ods, e.g., PDE or Monte Carlo, for the calculation of bond
and derivatives prices. This is particularly onerous in the
context of multi-factor problems, notably those involving
the calculation of valuation adjustments (XVA)38, that
are currently of great interest in financial engineering.

In this context, reliable analytical approximations are
particularly important to reduce the numerical burden
associated with these computations. This has led sev-
eral authors to propose approximation schemes that are
based on various expansion techniques39–42. However,
the applicability of these expansions tends to be limited
by their finite convergence radius43.

Recently, the original formulation of the GTFK ap-
proximation was used to develop an accurate and easy-
to-compute semi-analytical approximation for derivatives
pricing problems where the underlying asset follows the
form (1) with time independent drift and volatility43.
However, the original GTFK approximation is restricted
to Hamiltonians with no explicit time dependence and, as
such, it cannot be applied as an approximation method
for SDEs with explicit time dependence in their coeffi-
cients. This limits its usefulness for the pricing of interest
rate and credit derivatives since the time-dependence of
the drift µ(x, t) and volatility σ(x, t) in Eq. (1), is a key
model feature that is necessary to calibrate the dynamics
to the initial term structure of interest or hazard rates
and traded options prices.

In this paper, we generalize the GTFK approxima-
tion to time-dependent Hamiltonians, thus extending the
scope of the method. In addition to being exact for Gaus-
sian models, we find that the new approximation provides
accurate results for the widely-used Black-Karasinski
(BK) model44, for which the zero-coupon bond prices
are not known in closed form33, even in regimes of high
volatility and multi-year time horizons. The accuracy
and computational efficiency of the new approximation
compares favourably with previously-presented approx-
imation schemes and makes it a viable alternative to
fully-numerical schemes for a variety of applications in
derivatives pricing.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows.
We begin by introducing the formalism of Arrow-Debreu
prices and making the connection with Euclidean path in-

tegrals in Section II. We show that, in general, the path
integral that one needs to solve involves a time-dependent
Hamiltonian which makes traditional effective potential
methods inapplicable. As a first step in generalizing the
GTFK approach to this class of Hamiltonian, we derive
the density matrix for the forced harmonic oscillator with
time-dependent parameters in Section III. In Section IV,
we then use this result to derive the generalization of the
GTFK approximation to time-dependent Hamiltonians.
We demonstrate the effectiveness of the new approxima-
tion in the case of generalized short rate models in Sec-
tion V. Section VI concludes.

II. ARROW-DEBREU DENSITIES AND PATH

INTEGRALS

In this paper we will focus on developing approxima-
tions of the so-called (generalized) Arrow-Debreu (AD)
densities12,33, also known as Green’s functions, which are
the fundamental building blocks of derivatives pricing.
For a random variable following Eq. (1), these are de-
fined as

ψλ(xT , T ;xt, t) =

Et

[

δ(X(T )− xT )e
−λ

∫
T
t

r(X(s),s) ds
]

, (2)

where Et[·] = E[· |X(t) = xt], λ is a real number, δ(·) is
the standard Dirac δ function, and r(x, t) is the short rate
of interest for the state (x, t). This quantity, for λ = 0,
gives the transition density, specifying the probability for
the random variable following Eq. (1) to assume a value
in an infinitesimal interval around xT at time T , given
that it was at xt at time t, such that

∫

A

ψ0(xT , T ;xt, t) dxT ≡ P [X(T ) ∈ A |X(t) = xt] . (3)

The value at time t of a European option with expiry
T ≥ t and an arbitrary payout of the form P (x),

V (t) = Et

[

e−
∫

T

t
r(X(s),s) dsP (X(T ))

]

, (4)

can be obtained by integrating the product of the payout
function and the (λ = 1) AD density over all the possible
values of xT , i.e.,

V (t) =

∫

ψ1(xT , T ;xt, t)P (xT ) dxT . (5)

In particular, setting P ≡ 1 the moment generating func-

tion for the random process
∫ T

t
r(X(s), s) ds can be ob-

tained

Zλ(t, T ; rt) =

∫

ψλ(xT , T ;xt, t) dxT , (6)

which, for λ = 1, gives the time-t value of a zero-coupon
bond with maturity T , Z(t, T ; rt)

33.
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Within the path integral formulation, applying the pre-
scription in Bennati et al.6 to the SDE (1), one can show
that the solution of the Fokker-Planck equation satisfied
by Arrow-Debreu densities (2) can be written as

ψλ(xT , T ;xt, t) =

∫ x(T )=xT

x(t)=xt

e−S[x(u)] D[x(u)] , (7)

where the path integral,
∫ x(T )=xT

x(t)=xt
D[x(u)] . . ., is defined

over all paths x(u) such that x(t) = xt and x(T ) = xT
6.

Here

S[x(u)] =

∫ T

t

H(x(u), ẋ(u), u) du (8)

with

H(x, ẋ, u) =
1

2σ2(u, x)
[ẋ− µ(x, u)]2 +

1

2
∂xµ(x, u)

+ λr(x, u) . (9)

The key observation6 is that Eq. (7) has the same form
as the Euclidean path integral representing the density
matrix in the coordinate representation, namely

ρ(b, a) =

∫ x(ub)=xb

x(ua)=xa

e−S[x(u)]/~ D[x(u)] , (10)

where a = (ua, xa), b = (ub, xb),

S[x(u)] =

∫ ub

ua

H(x(u), ẋ(u), u) du , (11)

H(x(u), ẋ(u), u) is the Hamiltonian, and ~ is the reduced
Planck’s constant.
Given this formal equivalence, we can hope to be able

to use known approximation methods in quantum me-
chanics to develop accurate approximations of Arrow-
Debreu densities. The main hurdle to overcome is the
time dependency in the Hamiltonian (9) which typically
is not encountered in physics.
In the following we will generalize the GTFK effec-

tive potential method24,25 to time-dependent Hamiltoni-
ans. We begin by deriving the density matrix for the
forced harmonic oscillator with time-dependent parame-
ters, upon which we will build our generalization of the
GTFK approach.

III. DENSITY MATRIX FOR THE FORCED

HARMONIC OSCILLATOR WITH

TIME-DEPENDENT PARAMETERS

The Hamiltonian for the forced harmonic oscillator
with time-dependent parameters is

H(x, ẋ, u) =
m(u)

2
ẋ2 +

m(u)

2
ω2(u)x2 + γ(u)x+ w(u) ,

(12)

where m(u) is the mass, ω(u) is the angular frequency,
γ(u) is an external force, and w(u) is a shift.
As shown in Appendix B, since Eq. (12) is of the

quadratic form (A2), we may apply the results of Ap-
pendix A to obtain the density matrix in closed form.
Specifically, the density matrix can be expressed in

terms of a function ν̇(u) as

ρ(b, a) =

(

µbµa

√
ν̇bν̇a

2π~ sinh (νb − νa)

)1/2

e−Scl(b,a)/~ , (13)

where µ(u) ≡
√

m(u), µb ≡ µ(ub), νb ≡ ν(ub), etc.,

ν(u′′)− ν(u′) =

∫ u′′

u′

ν̇(u) du , (14)

and the classical action is

Scl(b, a) = −1

2

[(

ν̈b
2ν̇2b

+
µ̇b

µbν̇b

)

x̃2b

−
(

ν̈a
2ν̇2a

+
µ̇a

µaν̇a

)

x̃2a

]

+
1

2 sinh (νb − νa)

[(

x̃2b + x̃2a
)

cosh (νb − νa)

− 2x̃bx̃a + 2x̃bΓ̃a + 2x̃aΓ̃b − 2Γ̃ab

]

+

∫ ub

ua

w(u) du , (15)

where

x̃b = µb

√

ν̇bxb

x̃a = µa

√

ν̇axa , (16)

and

Γ̃a ≡
∫ ub

ua

γ̃(u) sinh (ν(u)− νa) du

Γ̃b ≡
∫ ub

ua

γ̃(u) sinh (νb − ν(u)) du

Γ̃ab ≡
∫ ub

ua

γ̃(u) sinh (νb − ν(u))

×
∫ u

ua

γ̃(u′) sinh (ν(u′)− νa) du
′ du , (17)

with

γ̃(u) =
γ(u)

µ(u)
√

ν̇(u)
. (18)

Finally, the function ν̇(u) can be obtained setting

h(u) = ν̇−1/2(u) (19)

and solving a Pinney equation45 of the form

ḧ(u)−
(

ω2(u) +
µ̈(u)

µ(u)

)

h(u) +
1

h3(u)
= 0 . (20)
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Note that in the case that both µ(u) and ω(u) are
constant, Eq. (20) admits the simple solution h(u) =
ν̇−1/2(u) = ω−1/2 and the expression in Eq. (13) reduces
to the well-known Green’s function for the forced har-
monic oscilator with constant mass and frequency under
the substitution t = −iu, see, e.g., Ref. 23.

IV. A GENERALIZED GTFK

APPROXIMATION

The GTFK method24,25 is based on a self-consistent,
non-local, harmonic approximation of the effective po-
tential. Specifically, paths in the functional integration
in (10) are classified according to their average point,
defined as the functional

x̄[x(u)] =
1

ub − ua

∫ ub

ua

x(u) du , (21)

so that each equivalence class is labelled by a real number
x̄ representing the common average point. Hence, we
can factor out an ordinary integral over x̄ in Eq. (10) to
obtain

ρ(b, a) =

∫

ρ̄(b, a; x̄) dx̄ , (22)

in which the reduced density matrix

ρ̄(b, a; x̄) =

∫ x(b)=xb

x(a)=xa

δ

(

x̄− 1

ub − ua

∫ ub

ua

x(u) du

)

× e−S[x(u)]/~ D[x(u)] , (23)

represents the contribution to the path integral in
Eq. (10) due to the paths that have average point x̄.
As the path integral in Eq. (23) is limited to paths that

belong to the same class, we may develop a specialized
approximation for each class. In particular, we can ap-
proximate the action (11) with a quadratic action in the
displacement from the average point x̄.
The original GTFKmethod24 is based on a trial Hamil-

tonian of the form

H(x, ẋ, u; x̄) =
m

2
ẋ2 + V (x; x̄) (24)

where

V (x; x̄) =
mω2(x̄)

2
(x − x̄)2 + w(x̄) , (25)

In this section, we generalize the GTFK approximation
to use a time-dependent quadratic trial Hamiltonian of
the form

H0(x, ẋ, u; x̄) =
m(u)

2
ẋ2 + V0(x, u; x̄) . (26)

where the trial potential is

V0(x, u; x̄) =
m(u)

2
ω2(u; x̄) (x− x̄)

2
+ γ(u; x̄) (x− x̄)

+ w(u; x̄) , (27)

and x̄ is a constant parameter, thus extending the poten-
tial scope of application of the method to problems with
a time-dependent Hamiltonian.

Let us, therefore, consider the action

S0[x(u)] =

∫ ub

ua

H0(x(u), ẋ(u), u; x̄) du . (28)

Using the Fourier representation of the Dirac δ function,
we can write the reduced density matrix as

ρ̄0(b, a; x̄) =
ub − ua
2π~

∫

∞

−∞

∫ x(b)=xb

x(a)=xa

e−S0[x(u)]/~

× exp

[

− iy
~

∫ ub

ua

(x(u)− x̄) du

]

× D[x(u)] dy (29)

=
ub − ua
2π~

∫

∞

−∞

∫ x(b)=xb

x(a)=xa

e−S1[x(u)]/~

× D[x(u)] dy , (30)

where

S1[x(u)] =

∫ ub

ua

H1(x(u), ẋ(u), u; x̄, y) du (31)

and

H1(x, ẋ, u; x̄, y) =
m(u)

2
ẋ2 +

m(u)

2
ω2(u; x̄) (x− x̄)

2

+ [γ(u, x̄) + iy] (x− x̄) + w(u; x̄) .

(32)

Changing variables to x′ = x− x̄ and noting that ẋ′ = ẋ
since x̄ is constant, we see that, in terms of x′, H1 is the
Hamiltonian for the forced harmonic oscillator with time-
dependent parameters. Hence, we may use the anayltic
continuation of the results of Section III to write

ρ̄0(b, a; x̄) =
ub − ua
2π~

(

µbµa

√
ν̇bν̇a

2π~ sinh (νb − νa)

)1/2

×
∫

∞

−∞

e−Scl(b
′,a′;y)/~ dy , (33)

where x′b = xb − x̄, x′a = xa − x̄,

x̃′b = µb

√

ν̇bx
′

b

x̃′a = µa

√

ν̇ax
′

a , (34)
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and, suppressing the dependence on x̄ to lighten notation,

Scl(b
′, a′; y) = −1

2

[(

ν̈b
2ν̇2b

+
µ̇b

µbν̇b

)

x̃′2b

−
(

ν̈a
2ν̇2a

+
µ̇a

µaν̇a

)

x̃′2a

]

+
1

2 sinh (νb − νa)

×
[

(

x̃′2b + x̃′2a
)

cosh (νb − νa)− 2x̃′bx̃
′

a

+ 2x̃′b

(

Γ̃a + iyΩa

)

+ 2x̃′a

(

Γ̃b + iyΩb

)

− 2
(

Γ̃ab + iy (I1 + I2)− y2Ωab

)]

+

∫ ub

ua

w(u) du (35)

with the definitions

Ωa ≡
∫ ub

ua

µ−1(u)ν−1/2(u) sinh (ν(u)− νa) du

Ωb ≡
∫ ub

ua

µ−1(u)ν−1/2(u) sinh (νb − ν(u)) du

Ωab ≡
∫ ub

ua

µ−1(u)ν−1/2(u) sinh (νb − ν(u))

×
∫ u

ua

µ−1(u)ν−1/2(u) sinh (ν(u′)− νa) du
′ du

I1 ≡
∫ ub

ua

γ̃(u) sinh (νb − ν(u))

×
∫ u

ua

µ−1(u)ν−1/2(u) sinh (ν(u′)− νa) du
′ du

I2 ≡
∫ ub

ua

µ−1(u)ν−1/2(u) sinh (νb − ν(u))

×
∫ u

ua

γ̃(u′) sinh (ν(u′)− νa) du
′ du . (36)

We see that (33) is a Gaussian integral in y of the
form (A1). Performing the integration and simplifying,
we obtain

ρ̄0(b, a; x̄) =
ub − ua
2π~

(

µbµa

√
ν̇bν̇a

2Ωab

)1/2

× exp

{

1

2~

[(

ν̈b
2ν̇2b

+
µ̇b

µbν̇b

)

x̃′2b

−
(

ν̈a
2ν̇2a

+
µ̇a

µaν̇a

)

x̃′2a

]

− 1

2~ sinh (νb − νa)

[

(

x̃′2b + x̃′2a
)

cosh (νb − νa)

− 2x̃′bx̃
′

a + 2x̃′bΓ̃a + 2x̃′aΓ̃b − 2Γ̃ab

+
1

2Ωab
(x̃′bΩa + x̃′aΩb − (I1 + I2))

2
]

− 1

~

∫ ub

ua

w(u) du

}

. (37)

Now consider the diagonal element xb = xa = x,
ρ̄0(x, x; x̄). Collecting terms in x′ and completing the
square we obtain the Gaussian form

ρ̄0(x, x; x̄) =
ub − ua

~

(

αµbµa

√
ν̇bν̇a

4πΩab

)1/2

× exp

{

1

~ sinh (νb − νa)

[

Γ̃ab −
(I1 + I2)

2

4Ωab

]

+
δ2γ
2α

− 1

~

∫ ub

ua

w(u) du

}

× 1√
2πα

exp

{

− 1

2α
(x′ + δγ)

2
}

, (38)

where we have defined

α ≡ 1

2C

δγ ≡ D

2C
(39)

with

C = − 1

2~

[(

ν̈b
2ν̇b

+
µ̇b

µb

)

µ2
b −

(

ν̈a
2ν̇a

+
µ̇a

µa

)

µ2
a

]

+
1

2~ sinh (νb − νa)

[

(

µ2
b ν̇b + µ2

aν̇a
)

cosh (νb − νa)

− 2µbµa

√

ν̇bν̇a +
1

2Ωab

(

µb

√

ν̇bΩa + µa

√

ν̇aΩb

)2
]

D =
1

~ sinh (νb − νa)

[

µb

√

ν̇bΓ̃a + µa

√

ν̇aΓ̃b

− (I1 + I2)

2Ωab

(

µb

√

ν̇bΩa + µa

√

ν̇aΩb

)

]

. (40)

Given the reduced density matrix ρ̄0(x, x; x̄), the ex-
pectation of an observable O(x̂) may be written as

〈O(x̂)〉 = 1

Z

∫ ∫

O(x)ρ̄0(x, x; x̄) dx dx̄ , (41)

where Z is a normalization factor. Writing

ρ̄0(x, x; x̄) = ρ(x̄)
1√
2πα

exp

{

− 1

2α
(x′ + δγ)

2
}

, (42)

where ρ(x̄) is the leading factor in Eq. (38), and changing
the inner integration variable to ξ = x− x̄+ δγ we have

〈O(x̂)〉 =
1

Z

∫

ρ(x̄)√
2πα

∫

O(x̄− δγ + ξ)e−ξ2/2α dξ dx̄

=
1

Z

∫

ρ(x̄)〈〈O(x̄ − δγ + ξ)〉〉 dx̄ , (43)

where we have defined

〈〈O(x̄ − δγ + ξ)〉〉 ≡ 1√
2πα

∫

O(x̄− δγ + ξ)e−ξ2/2α dξ

= e
α
2 ∂2

xO(x)
∣

∣

∣

x=x̄−δγ
. (44)
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Note that the final equality in Eq. (44) comes from ex-
panding the integrand around x̄−δγ and substituting for
the central moments of the Gaussian distribution.
In particular, for the trial potential given by Eq. (27),

the expectation of V0 and its first two derivatives with
respect to x are

〈〈V0(x̄− δγ + ξ)〉〉 =
m(u)

2
ω2(u; x̄)

(

δ2γ + α
)

− γ(u; x̄)δγ + w(u; x̄)

〈〈V ′

0 (x̄− δγ + ξ)〉〉 = −m(u)ω2(u; x̄)δγ + γ(u; x̄)

〈〈V ′′

0 (x̄− δγ + ξ)〉〉 = m(u)ω2(u; x̄) . (45)

Hence, given any potential V (x, u), we can determine
the parameters ω(u; x̄), γ(u; x̄), and w(u′x̄) of the trial
potential V0 that best approximate V by setting

〈〈V (x̄− δγ + ξ)〉〉 = 〈〈V0(x̄− δγ + ξ)〉〉
〈〈V ′(x̄− δγ + ξ)〉〉 = 〈〈V ′

0 (x̄− δγ + ξ)〉〉
〈〈V ′′(x̄− δγ + ξ)〉〉 = 〈〈V ′′

0 (x̄− δγ + ξ)〉〉 . (46)

This ensures that the expectation values of V0 and of its
second order expansion according to the Gaussian proba-
bility distribution in Eq. (44) are in agreement with those
of V , for every value of x̄.

A. Quadratic Hamiltonians

Given the form of the chosen trial potential, we ex-
pect our GTFK approximation to be exact for quadratic
Hamiltonians. Showing that this is indeed the case is an
important check on the consistency of the approximation.
As is apparent from (A4) and (A8), and may be shown

directly by integrating by parts the terms in ẋx and ẋ
that arise when (A2) is inserted into (11), the density
matrix for any quadratic Hamiltonian can be written for-
mally as the density matrix for the forced harmonic os-
cillator (13) times a factor that depends only on the end
points provided that we redefine, m(u), ω2(u), and γ(u)
such that

m(u) = 2a(u)

m(u)ω2(u) = 2
(

c(u)− ḃ(u)
)

γ(u) = 2
(

e(u)− ḋ(u)
)

. (47)

Hence, it suffices to show that our GTFK approximation
is exact for the Hamiltonian in Eq. (12).
Applying the GTFK approximation to Eq. (12) we

have

〈〈V (x̄− δγ + ξ)〉〉 =
m(u)

2
ω2(u) (x̄− δγ)

2

+ γ(u) (x̄− δγ) + w(u)

+
m(u)

2
ω2(u)α

〈〈V ′(x̄− δγ + ξ)〉〉 = m(u)ω2(u) (x̄− δγ) + γ(u)

〈〈V ′′(x̄− δγ + ξ)〉〉 = m(u)ω2(u) . (48)

Comparing with (45), we find the parameters

ω(u; x̄) = ω(u)

γ(u; x̄) = γ(u) +m(u)ω2(u)x̄

w(u; x̄) = V (u, x̄) . (49)

Substituting (49) into (27), we have V0(x, u; x̄) = V (x, u)
independent of x̄.
Further, since h(u) = ν−1/2(u) satisfies the Pinney

equation (20), we can rewrite ω2(u) as

ω2(u) =
1

h(u)

(

ḧ(u) +
1

h3(u)

)

− µ̈(u)

µ(u)
. (50)

It follows that terms that arise from subsituting (49) into
(37), such as

g̃(u) =
m(u)ω2(u)

µ(u)
√

ν̇(u)
, (51)

may be written as

g̃(u) = µ(u)

(

ḧ(u) +
1

h3(u)

)

− h(u)µ̈(u) . (52)

Hence, for example, integrating

G̃a =

∫ ub

ua

g̃(u) sinh (ν(u)− νa) du (53)

by parts we find

µb

√

ν̇bG̃a = µ2
b ν̇b cosh (νb − νa)− µbµa

√

ν̇bν̇a

−
(

ν̈b
2ν̇b

+
µ̇b

µb

)

µ2
b sinh (νb − νa) . (54)

In addition, it can be shown that, for an arbitrary func-
tion f(u),

∫ ub

ua

[

f̃(u)G̃a(u) + g̃(u)F̃a(u)
]

sinh (νb − ν(u)) du =

−µb

√

ν̇bF̃a − µa

√

ν̇aF̃b +

∫ ub

ua

f(u) sinh (νb − νa) du ,

(55)

where

f̃(u) =
f(u)

µ(u)
√

ν̇(u)

F̃a(u) =

∫ u

ua

f̃(u′) sinh (ν(u′)− νa) du
′

G̃a(u) =

∫ u

ua

g̃(u′) sinh (ν(u′)− νa) du
′ . (56)

Using these results, we find that the reduced density
matrix (37) becomes a Gaussian integral in x̄ of the form
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(A1) with

A = − sinh (νb − νa)

4~Ωab
(ub − ua)

2

B =
ub − ua
2~Ωab

[(

µb

√

ν̇bxbΩa + µa

√

ν̇axaΩb

)

− (I1 + I2)
]

. (57)

Evaluating the integral (22), we find that ρ(b, a) agrees
with (13), as expected.

B. Limit cases

1. Constant µ and ω

The situation simplifies in the limit case that both µ(u)
and ω(u) are constant. Specifically, as noted above, we
may set ν̇(u) = ω which implies that the integrals in
Eqs. (36) may be computed analytically to give

Ωa =
1

µω3/2
[cosh 2f − 1]

Ωb = Ωa

Ωab =
1

mω3
[f sinh 2f − (cosh 2f − 1)]

II + I2 =
sinh 2f

µω3/2

∫ ub

ua

γ̃(u) du− 1

µω3/2

(

Γ̃a + Γ̃b

)

,

(58)

where we have defined f ≡ ω (ub − ua) /2. Using the
identity tanh f ≡ (cosh 2f − 1)/ sinh 2f , we have

Ωa

Ωab
=
µω3/2 tanh f

f − tanh f
(59)

and, hence,

α =
~

2mω

(

coth f − 1

f

)

δγ =
1

2mω

[(

Γa + Γb

sinh 2f

)

coth f − γ̂

f

]

, (60)

where we have introduced the shorthand notations

γ̂ =

∫ ub

ua

γ(u) du

Γa = µ
√
ωΓ̃a, Γb = µ

√
ωΓ̃b, Γab = mωΓ̃ab . (61)

Substituting (58) into (37) and simplifying, we obtain

ρ̄0(b, a; x̄) =

(

m

2π~ (ub − ua)

)1/2
f

sinh f

1√
2πα

× exp

{

− 1

2α

(

xb + xa
2

− (x̄− δ)

)2

− mω coth f

4~
(xb − xa)

2 − 1

~

∫ ub

ua

w(u) du

− (xb − x̄)
Γa

~ sinh 2f
− (xa − x̄)

Γb

~ sinh 2f

+
1

~mω

[

Γab

sinh 2f
− 1

4f

(

Γa + Γb

sinh 2f
− γ̂

)2
]}

,

(62)

with

δ =
1

2mωf

(

Γa + Γb

sinh 2f
− γ̂

)

. (63)

This is the result used in Parker et al.46.

2. Constant µ, ω, and γ

In the case the function γ(u) is also constant, the in-
tegrals in Eq. (17) may also be computed analytically to

give Γ̃a = Γ̃b = γΩa and Γ̃ab = γ2Ωab. Substituting into
(60), we find that δγ = 0 for all γ.
Further, substituting into (62), we find that all terms

in γ cancel and we are left with

ρ̄0(b, a; x̄) =

(

m

2π~ (ub − ua)

)1/2
f

sinh f

1√
2πα

× exp

{

− 1

2α

(

xb + xa
2

− x̄

)2

− mω coth f

4~
(xb − xa)

2 − 1

~

∫ ub

ua

w(u) du

}

.

(64)

Hence, identifying ua = 0 and ub = β~, we see that our
extended GTFK approximation reduces to the standard
GTFK approximation47. Note that in this case, the sec-
ond self-consistent equation in Eq. (46) may be omitted.

V. GENERALIZED SHORT RATE MODELS

The defining SDE of the class of one-dimensional gen-
eralized short rate models is

dX(t) = κ(t) (θ(t)−X(t)) dt+ σ(t) dW (t) , (65)

whereX(0) = x0, κ(t) is the mean reversion speed, θ(t) is
the mean reversion level, σ(t) is the volatility, and W (t)



8

is a standard Brownain motion. The time-dependence of
the mean reversion level is a key feature of this class of
modes that is necessary to calibrate the dynamics to the
initial term structure of interest or hazard rates.
From Eqs. (7) and (9), the generalized AD density may

be represented as the path integral (7) with the Hamil-
tonian

H(x, ẋ, u) =
1

2σ2(u)
[ẋ− κ(u) (θ(u)− x)]

2 − κ(u)

2

+ λr(x, u) , (66)

where the precise form of r(x, u) depends on the specific
model.
Inserting (66) into (7) and integrating the terms in ẋx

and ẋ by parts, we obtain

ψλ(b, a) = e−W (b,a)ρλ(b, a) , (67)

where

W (b, a) =
1

2

[

m(ub)κ(ub)x
2
b −m(ua)κ(ua)x

2
a

]

− [m(ub)κ(ub)θ(ub)xb −m(ua)κ(ua)θ(ua)xa]

(68)

depends on the end points only and

ρλ(b, a) =

∫ x(b)=xb

x(a)=xa

e−
∫

ub
ua

Hλ(x(u),ẋ(u),u) du D[x(u)] ,

(69)
where

Hλ(x, ẋ, u) = a(u)ẋ2 +
(

c(u)− ḃ(u)
)

x2

+ 2
(

e(u)− ḋ(u)
)

x+ f(u)

+ λr(x, u) (70)

and

a(u) =
1

2σ2(u)
, b(u) =

κ(u)

2σ2(u)

c(u) =
κ2(u)

2σ2(u)
, d(u) = −κ(u)θ(u)

2σ2(u)

e(u) = −κ
2(u)θ(u)

2σ2(u)
, f(u) =

κ2(u)θ2(u)

2σ2(u)
− κ(u)

2
.

(71)

Under the GTFK approximation, the time-ua value
of a European derivative with expiry ub ≥ ua may be
written as

V (ua) =

∫

∞

−∞

∫

∞

−∞

e−W (b,a)ρ̄0(b, a; x̄)P (xb) dxb dx̄ .

(72)
Since, W (b, a) is quadratic in xb, the integral over xb is a
Gaussian integral of the form (A1) and may be calculated
analytically to obtain

V (ua) =

∫

∞

−∞

N(x̄)e
1

4A(x̄)
∂2
x P (x)|

x= B(x̄)
2A(x̄)

dx̄ . (73)

where

A(x̄) =
µ2
b ν̇b
2

[

κ(ub)

ν̇b
−
(

ν̈b
2ν̇2b

+
µ̇b

µbν̇b

)

+
1

sinh (νb − νa)

(

cosh (νb − νa) +
Ω2

a

2Ωab

)]

B(x̄) = µb

√

ν̇b

[

µbκ(ub)θ(ub)√
ν̇b

−
(

ν̈b
2ν̇2b

+
µ̇b

µbν̇b

)

x̄b

+
1

sinh (νb − νa)

[

x̄b cosh (νb − νa) +
(

x̃′a − Γ̃a

)

+
Ωa

2Ωab
(x̄bΩa − x̃′aΩb + (I1 + I2))

]]

N(x̄) = (ub − ua)

(

µbµa

√
ν̇bν̇a

8πΩabA(x̄)

)1/2

eC(x̄)+B2(x̄)
4A(x̄) , (74)

x̄b = µb

√
ν̇bx̄, and

C(x̄) =
1

2

[(

ν̈b
2ν̇2b

+
µ̇b

µbν̇b

)

x̄2b −
(

ν̈a
2ν̇2a

+
µ̇a

µaν̇a

)

x̃′2a

]

− 1

2 sinh (νb − νa)

[

(

x̄2b + x̃′2a
)

cosh (νb − νa)

+ 2x̄b

(

x̃′a − Γ̃a

)

+ 2x̃′aΓ̃b − 2Γ̃ab

+
1

2Ωab
(x̃′aΩb − x̄bΩa − (I1 + I2))

2
]

+ µ2
aκ(ua)xa

(xa
2

− θ(ua)
)

−
∫ ub

ua

w(u) du .(75)

Hence, for the generalized short rate models, the prices
of zero-coupon bonds and European options under the
GTFK approximation may be obtained by evaluating a
one-dimensional integral.

A. The Gaussian short rate model

The Hamiltonian of the Gaussian short rate model33,36

is (66) with

r(x, u) = x . (76)

This is of the quadratic form (A2) and, hence, (67) may
be calculated analytically either directly using the results
in Sections A and III or by applying the GTFK approxi-
mation in Section IV, which is exact in this case, to (69)
and evaluating the integral over the average point (22).
The result is

ψλ(b, a) = e−W (b,a)ρ(b, a) , (77)

where ρ is given by (13), h(u) = ν̇−1/2(u) satisfies the
Pinney equation (20), and we have defined

m(u) =
1

σ2(u)
, ω2(u) = κ2(u) +

2κ(u)σ̇(u)

σ(u)
− κ̇(u)

w(u) = f(u) , γ(u) = 2
(

e(u)− ḋ(u)
)

+ λ . (78)
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In this particular case, we may verify by differentiation
that a solution of the Bernoulli differential equation

ḣ(u) +

(

κ(u)− µ̇(u)

µ(u)

)

h(u) =
1

h(u)
(79)

is also a solution of (20). Rewriting (79) in terms of ν̇(u),
we obtain the relation

κ(u)− ν̇(u) =
ν̈(u)

2ν̇(u)
+
µ̇(u)

µ(u)
, (80)

and, thus, (77) becomes

ψλ(b, a) =

(

µbµa

√
ν̇bν̇a

2π sinh (νb − νa)

)1/2

× exp

{

1

2

[

(1− coth (νb − νa)) x̃
2
a

− (1 + coth (νb − νa)) x̃
2
b

]

−
(

κ(ua)θ(ua)√
ν̇a

µa +
Γ̃b

sinh (νb − νa)

)

x̃a

+

(

κ(ub)θ(ub)√
ν̇b

µb −
Γ̃a − x̃a

sinh (νb − νa)

)

x̃b

+
Γ̃ab

sinh (νb − νa)
−
∫ ub

ua

f(u) du

}

. (81)

The general solution of the Bernoulli differential equa-
tion is well known. In the particular case of (79), starting
with the general solution, taking the positive root, choos-
ing the arbitrary lower integration bound to be ua, and
using (80) we obtain

h(u) = ν̇−1/2(u) =
µ(u)

µa

√
ν̇a
eν(u)−νae−

∫
u
ua

κ(u′) du′

. (82)

In order to verify that (81) together with (82) defines a
valid Green’s function for the Gaussian short rate model,
we proceed to calculate the zero-coupon bond price for
the model, which is known in closed form. From Eq. (6),
the price of the zero-coupon bond between times ua and
ub conditional on xa reads

Z(ua, ub;xa) =

∫

∞

−∞

ψ1(b, a) dxb . (83)

Since (81) is quadratic in xb, this is a Gaussian integral
of form (A1) and may be calculated analytically. Eval-
uating the integral, inserting (82), and simplifying using
several integrations by parts, we eventually obtain

Z(ua, ub;xa) = exp
{

− λxaG(ua, ub)

− λ

∫ ub

ua

κ(u)θ(u)G(u, ub) du

+
λ2

2

∫ ub

ua

σ2(u)G2(u, ub) du

}

,

(84)
where

G(u, u′) ≡
∫ u′

u

e−
∫

v

u
κ(v′) dv′

dv . (85)

For λ = 1, this is equivalent to the well-known result for
the Gaussian short rate model which may be obtained by
integrating (65) directly, see, e.g., Ref. 33.

B. The Black Karasinski model

The Hamiltonian of the Black Karasinski (BK)
model44 is (66) with

r(x, u) = ex , (86)

which implies that the short rate at any time horizon
follows an intuitive lognormal distribution. This fea-
ture makes the BK model particularly suitable credit
modelling since it ensures that the default intensity is
positive32.

Applying the generalized GTFK approximation in Sec-
tion IV to the BK model we have, from (70),

V (x, u) =
m(u)

2
ω(u)x2 + γ(u)x+ w(u) + λex , (87)

with

m(u) =
1

σ2(u)
, ω2(u) = κ2(u) +

2κ(u)σ̇(u)

σ(u)
− κ̇(u)

w(u) = f(u) , γ(u) = 2
(

e(u)− ḋ(u)
)

. (88)

Hence, we find the GTFK parameters

ω2(u; x̄) = ω2(u) +
λ

m(u)
ex̄−δγ+α/2

γ(u; x̄) = m(u)ω2(u)x̄+ γ(u)

+ m(u)
(

ω2(u; x̄)− ω2(u)
)

(δγ + 1)

w(u; x̄) = V (x̄− δγ , u)

+ m(u)
(

ω2(u; x̄)− ω2(u)
)

(

1− α

2

)

− m(u)

2
ω2(u; x̄)δ2γ + γ(u; x̄)δγ − λex̄−δγ ,

(89)

where α and δγ are given by (39).

The integral over x̄ required to calculate the zero-
coupon bond price or derivative value (73) may be calcu-
lated efficiently with adaptive quadrature methods. For
each x̄, it is convenient to solve the system (20), (89),
and (39) by iteration or a two-dimensional root search
starting with initial guesses for the constants C and D
that are defined in Eqs. (40). We find empirically that
starting the iteration (or root search) for a given x̄ with
the solution for the closest x̄ already found typically en-
sures convergence within a few iterations. For the first
point, we start with the solution for λ = 0, which may
be calculated directly from the model parameters.
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Typical Volatility High Volatility
T GTFK PDE Abs. Diff. Rel. Diff. GTFK PDE Abs. Diff. Rel. Diff.
0.1 0.9940 0.9940 0.0000 0.00% 0.9939 0.9939 0.0000 0.00%
0.5 0.9696 0.9696 0.0000 0.00% 0.9667 0.9667 0.0000 0.00%
1.0 0.9386 0.9386 0.0000 0.00% 0.9271 0.9270 0.0000 0.00%
2.0 0.8756 0.8756 0.0000 0.00% 0.8361 0.8358 0.0003 0.04%
3.0 0.8132 0.8132 0.0000 0.00% 0.7466 0.7459 0.0007 0.09%
5.0 0.6976 0.6975 0.0002 0.02% 0.6054 0.6041 0.0013 0.21%
10.0 0.4897 0.4891 0.0006 0.13% 0.4173 0.4153 0.0019 0.46%
20.0 0.2946 0.2930 0.0016 0.53% 0.2747 0.2712 0.0035 1.29%
30.0 0.2100 0.2072 0.0028 1.35% 0.2155 0.2094 0.0061 2.92%

TABLE I: Black-Karasinski model T -year maturity zero-coupon bonds, Z(0, T ; r0), obtained from the generalized GTFK
approximation and by solving the associated PDE numerically. The parameters of the BK process are: benchmark maturities
{0.25, 0.5, 1.0, 2.0, 5.0, 10.0, 15.0, 20.0, 30.0} years, δu = 1/512 year; mean reversion speed κ(ul) = 0.02, κ(uh) = 0.01; mean
reversion level θ(ul) = ln 0.04, θ(uh) = ln 0.06; typical volatility σ(ul) = 0.5, σ(uh) = 0.4, high volatility σ(ul) = 1.0,
σ(uh) = 0.8; and initial rate r0 = 0.06.

In order to solve the Pinney equation (20) with Runge
Kutta methods, we rewrite it as an equivalent system of
coupled 1st order ODEs. Instead of the usual prescrip-
tion of introducing a new variable for ḣ, we choose the
system of Bernoulli and Riccatti differential equations
augmented with (19)

ḣ(u) =
1

h(u)
−
(

κ(u)− µ̇(u)

µ(u)
+ g(u)

)

h(u)

ġ(u) = g2(u) + 2

(

κ(u)− µ̇(u)

µ(u)

)

g(u)− λex̄−δγ+α/2

ν̇(u) =
1

h2(u)
. (90)

This has the benefit of eliminating the dependence on
µ̈(u) and, since ḣ(u)/h(u) = −ν̈(u)/2ν(u), enables us to
obtain the value of the function ν(u) and all of its re-
quired derivatives at a chosen set of points from a single
Runge Kutta problem. We impose the boundary condi-
tions h(ua) = ω−1/2(ua) and ḣ(ua) = 0, which implies

g(ua) =

(

κ2(ua)−
λ

µ2
a

ex̄−δγ+α/2

)1/2

− κ(ua) . (91)

As a concrete example, we consider the general case
in which all of µ(u), ω(u), γ(u), and w(u) are time-
dependent step functions with steps at ui, i = 1, 2, . . .,
as is typical of the output of a model calibration routine
when calibrating to a set of benchmark instruments33.
To simplify the problem definition, we construct the step
functions for each model parameter by specifying the val-
ues at the shortest, ul, and longest, uh, benchmark ma-
turities and obtain the values at the intermediate bench-
mark maturities by linear interpolation.
In order to ensure that the required derivatives exist,

we smooth the step functions by replacing each step with
a cubic. Specifically, we replace the step at ui with a
cubic in the region [ui, ui + δu] with parameters chosen
such that the value and first derivative are continuous

at ui and ui + δu. Thus, we obtain a set of intervals
{Ik}, k = 0, 1, . . ., bounded by the set of knot points
ua = u0 < u1 < u1 + δu < u2 < . . . < ub.
Given the solution to the system (90) for a given x̄,

the integrals required to obtain C, D, and the inte-
grand in Eq. (73) may be computed with a low-degree
quadrature method in each interval Ik. In practice, we
obtain the required quadrature abscissae directly from
the Runge Kutta method, thus avoiding any additional
approximation due to an exogenous choice of interpo-
lation scheme. This is particuarly efficient for Runge
Kutta methods, such as those obtained by Bogacki and
Shampine48, which support interpolation.
Table I compares the generalized GTFK approxima-

tion results for T -year maturity zero-coupon bonds in the
Black Karasinski model in both typical and high volatil-
ity market environments with those obtained by solving
the associated PDE numerically. We see that the gen-
eralized GTFK approximation provides accurate results
even in regimes of high volatility and multi-year time
horizons.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have generalized the GTFK approximation in
quantum statistical mechanics to time-dependent Hamil-
tonians, thus extending the scope of the method to other
fields, and have demonstrated its effectiveness for a class
of generalized short rate models that are popular in
mathematical finance.
The new approximation provides remarkably accurate

results for the Black-Karasinski model for interest rates
or default intensities, even for high volatilities and long
time horizons, with results that compare favorably with
previously presented approximation schemes39–42,49 and
expressions that are more compact, easier to compute,
and with less severe limitations arising from, e.g., a finite
convergence radius in the time to maturity or volatility.
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The accuracy and ease of computation of the GTFK
method makes it a computationally efficient alternative
to fully-numerical schemes such as PDE solvers or Monte
Carlo simulation. This is of practical utility, e.g., for
econometric applications50, and in a variety of deriva-
tives pricing applications, such as the calculation of con-
ditional discount factors and survival probabilities in the
context of multi-factor simulations, e.g., for XVA51, or
the calculation of CDS quanto corrections52. Further-
more, although we have presented the GTFK approxi-

mation in the context of short rate and default intensity
models, the method could be applied to other problems
such as Asian options53, options on realized variance, and
stochastic volatility models.
Finally, while we have focused on an a specific math-

ematical finance application, the generalized GTFK
method may also have applications in other fields where
it is of interest to obtain an accurate approximation of
the Fokker-Planck equation with time dependent param-
eters.
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Appendix A: General one-dimensional Gaussian

path integrals

Here we state the translation of the results of Grosjean
and Goovaerts54 to the case Euclidean path integrals.
The proof follows that for the corresponding quantum
mechanical case with the exception that the derivation
of the normalization constant uses the standard Gaussian
integral

∫

∞

−∞

eAx2+Bx dx =

√

π

−Ae
−B2/4A, Re[A] < 0 (A1)

rather than the Fresnel integrals.
The most general form of Hamiltonian for which (10)

is a Gaussian path integral is

H(x, ẋ, u) ≡ a(u)ẋ2 + 2b(u)ẋx+ c(u)x2

+ 2d(u)ẋ+ 2e(u)x+ f(u) , (A2)

where the six coefficients are continuous functions of time
and a(u), b(u), and d(u) have continuous derivatives. In
this case, Eq. (10) may be evaluated analytically to give

ρ(b, a) =
1

√

π~R(ub, ua)
e−Scl(b,a)/~ , (A3)

where

Scl(b, a) = (a(ub)ẋcl(ub) + b(ub)xb + 2d(ub)) xb

− (a(ua)ẋcl(ua) + b(ua)xa + 2d(ua)) xa

+

∫ ub

ua

[(

e(u)− ḋ(u)
)

xcl(u) + f(u)
]

du

(A4)

is the classical action, xcl(u) is the classical path which
satisfies the Euler equation of motion

∂

∂u

∂H

∂ẋ
− ∂H

∂x
= 0 (A5)

with x(ua) = xa, x(ub) = xb, and R(u, u
′) is defined as

R(u, u′) = y2(u)y1(u
′)− y1(u)y2(u

′) . (A6)

Further, xcl(u) may be written as

xcl(u) = C1(ub, ua)y1(u)+C2(ub, ua)y2(u)+z(u) , (A7)

where y1(u) is a non-trivial particular solution of the ho-
mogeneous equation of motion

a(u)ẍ+ ȧ(u)ẋ+
(

ḃ(u)− c(u)
)

x = 0 , (A8)

y2(u) is another solution of (A8) given by

y2(u) = y1(u)

∫ u

τ

du′

a(u′)y21(u
′)
, (A9)

where τ is an arbitrary-chosen lower integration bound,
and

C1(ub, ua) =
(xa − z(ua))y2(ub)− (xb − z(ub))y2(ua)

R(ub, ua)

C2(ub, ua) =
(xb − z(ub))y1(ua)− (xa − z(ua))y1(ub)

R(ub, ua)

z(u) =

∫ u

τ

(

e(u′)− ḋ(u′)
)

R(u, u′) du′ . (A10)

Appendix B: Derivation of the density matrix for

the forced harmonic oscillator with time-dependent

parameters

The equation of motion corresponding to the Hamilto-
nian in Eq. (12) is

m(u)ẍ+ ṁ(u)ẋ−m(u)ω2(u)x = γ(u) , (B1)

with x(ua) = xa and x(ub) = xb. Defining µ(u) ≡
√

m(u) and taking the positive root, we may write the
homogeneous equation of motion as

ẍ+ 2
µ̇(u)

µ(u)
ẋ− ω2(u)x = 0 . (B2)

Applying the results of Section A, we obtain the clas-
sical action
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Scl(b, a) =
1

R(ub, ua)

[

m(ub)x
2
b

2
(ẏ2(ub)y1(ua)− ẏ1(ub)y2(ua))− 2xbxa +

m(ua)x
2
a

2
(ẏ2(ua)y1(ub)− ẏ1(ua)y2(ub))

+ (xby1(ua)− xay1(ub))

∫ ub

ua

γ(u)y2(u) du− (xby2(ua)− xay2(ub))

∫ ub

ua

γ(u)y1(u) du

+
1

2
y1(ub)y1(ua)

∫ ub

ua

γ(u)y2(u)

∫ u

ua

γ(u′)y2(u
′) du′du+

1

2
y2(ub)y2(ua)

∫ ub

ua

γ(u)y1(u)

∫ u

ua

γ(u′)y1(u
′) du′du

− 1

2
y1(ub)y2(ua)

∫ ub

ua

γ(u)y2(u)

∫ u

ua

γ(u′)y1(u
′) du′du− 1

2
y2(ub)y1(ua)

∫ ub

ua

γ(u)y1(u)

∫ u

ua

γ(u′)y2(u
′) du′du

]

+

∫ ub

ua

w(u) du (B3)

In order to simplify the defining integral of y2(u), we
choose y1(u) to be of the form

y1(u) =
h(u)

µ(u)
cosh ν(u) , (B4)

where h(u) and ν(u) are to be determined. Substituting
(B4) into (B2) leads to the system of equations

h(u)ν̈(u) + 2ḣ(u)ν̇(u) = 0 (B5)

ḧ(u) +

(

ν̇2(u)− ω2(u)− µ̈(u)

µ(u)

)

h(u) = 0 . (B6)

Eq. (B5) implies that

d

du

(

h2(u)ν̇(u)
)

= h(u)
(

h(u)ν̈(u) + 2ḣ(u)ν̇(u)
)

= 0

(B7)

and hence that

h2(u)ν̇(u) = const . (B8)

In particular, we may choose the constant of integration
to be one such that h(u) is given by (19). With this
choice, (B6) becomes the Pinney equation (20) and

y1(u) =
1

µ(u)
√

ν̇(u)
cosh ν(u) . (B9)

Substituting (B9) into (A9) and choosing τ = 0 gives

y2(u) =
2

µ(u)
√

ν̇(u)
sinh ν(u) . (B10)

Finally, substituting for y1(u) and y2(u) in Eqs. (B3) and
(A3) gives the results (13)-(15).
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