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Abstract

This master thesis proposes different methods to price interest rate vanilla derivatives.
Those derivatives are priced in a negative interest rate environment, where the standard
models are not applicable anymore. Those methods are tested on interest rate derivatives
that were in portfolio at BNP Paribas Cardif as of december 31st 2018, mainly Cross
Currency Swaps, CAPs and Swaptions. The prices obtained through the different methods
will be compared with prices given by a third party.
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Introduction

This document is the report of my degree project at LTH Faculty of Engineering of Lund
University. This master thesis is the final assignment of a two-year Master’s program in
Engineering Physics, worth 30 credits over 120 for the whole program. My specialization
in this program is Financial Modelling, and as a consequence, the field concerned by this
study is Financial Mathematics. The work for this project has been performed during my
six months internship within BNP Paribas Cardif, from july 2019 to january 2020.

The purpose of this study is to find new methods to price (mainly) interest rate derivatives
in a negative rate environment. In that regard, several methods have been suggested, im-
plemented in VBA| and challenged on a benchmark of real derivatives from a BNP Paribas
Cardif’s portfolio.

The first chapter introduces the economical and financial background of BNP Paribas
Cardif, the company I worked in. It then describes in details the goals and the con-
straints of the market risk team to better understand their need of a good estimation of
the derivative risk coverage.

Chapter 2 explains the selected mathematical models. It details the mathematical justi-
fication which leads to the price formula.

Chapter 3 describes the different steps composing the code. It gives details on how
the mathematical models from chapter 2 are in practice implemented.

Chapter 4, in the end, presents, analyzes, and compares the results obtained through
each method.



Chapter 1

Background

1.1 BNP Paribas Cardif

BNP Paribas is a French international banking group. Operating in 77 countries on all
continents, it is the largest bank in the Eurozone and the 8th worldwide by total assets.
The group is split into three business streams, the retail banking activities, which repre-
sents 70% of the revenues, the Corporate and Institutional banking (Global investment
banking) and the Investment solutions unit, which includes asset management, real es-
tate, insurance business (insurance and wealth management).

BNP Paribas Cardif is also an international player which represents 13% of the group
total pre tax income (1 479 million of euros). Figure 1 shows the position of BNP Paribas
Cardif in the group.
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Figure 1: Position of BNP Paribas Cardif in the group



Insurance activities can be split into two families:

— Damage insurance which corresponds to traditional insurance activities like
property or health coverage. The client pays a premium and get an insurance
against the risk he wished to be protected.

— Life insurance which corresponds to savings. The premium is invested on the market
and parts of the dividends are paid to the client. Life insurance activities represent
95% of the total asset under management of AuM (227.4 billion out of 239.2).

Most life insurance assets come from French businesses. In France there exists two
types of contracts:

— General funds. Every year, the client is given a credited rate depending of the
return generated by the assets with a 0% guaranteed rate, meaning that the
credited rate (net of fees) cannot fall below zero.

— Unit linked. In these contracts, the market risk is taken by the client.

The risk is covered by the insurer only in the case of general funds. It becomes quite
constraining when 239 billion euros are under management in an environment where rates
are close to zero or even negative. In order to control the risk and therefore the solvency
of European’s insurance companies and to harmonize the regulation at a European level,
the European commission voted new regulations in 2009 called Solvency II. Cardif falls
under these new regulations. Solvency II came into application on January 1st 2016.

1.2 Solvency II

Solvency II directives require setting aside a certain amount of capital to meet exceptional
losses that could arise from insurance activities and that could threaten the solvency of
the insurer. In a low (or even negative) interest rate environment, it forces European
insurers to rethink their business model. They are based on three pillars:

e The first pillar consists of quantitative requirements. The solvency of an insurance
company is determined by the SCR. The SCR, for Solvency Capital Requirement,
is the amount of own fund an insurance company must hold to ensure its solvency
during one year when facing events with a return period inferior to 200 years.

e A second pillar sets out requirements for the governance and risk management of
insurers, as well as for the effective supervision of insurers.

e A third pillar focuses on disclosure and transparency requirements.
The SCR depends of four main types of risk:

e Underwriting risk covers the risk arising from the underwriting of insurance,
associated with both the perils covered and the processes followed in the conduct
of the business (definition from EIOPA). It can be separated into life insurance
underwriting, non-life insurance underwriting and health underwriting.

e Market risk arises from the volatility of market prices of financial instruments.
Exposure to market risk is measured by the impact of movements in the level of fi-

nancial variables such as equity prices, interest rates, real estate prices and exchange
rates (definition from EIOPA).



e Counterparty risk: reflects possible losses due to unexpected default of the coun-
terparties and debtors of undertakings over the forthcoming twelve months. The
scope of the counterparty default risk module includes risk-mitigating contracts,
such as reinsurance arrangements, securisations and derivatives (definition from

EIOPA).

e Operational risk is the risk of loss arising from inadequate or failed internal pro-
cesses, or from personnel and systems, or from external events.

2> 2018 SCR Breakdown (before diversification benefit)
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Figure 2 : SCR composition of BNP Paribas Cardif in 2018

For a life insurance company such as BNP Paribas Cardif, the most important risk
faced arise from market fluctuations. There exists different types of market risk:

e Interest rate risk (free interest rate risk here)

Equity risk

Property risk

Spread risk (can also be part of interest rate risk)

e Currency risk (FX)

To reduce its capital requirement and therefore its (market) SCR, Solvency II allows
the insurer to use hedging tools and in particular derivatives. The composition of the
French portfolio in 2018 is shown in figure 3.
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Figure 3 : French port folio composition in 2018 (Roughly hal f of asset under management)

We see that more than 70% of the portfolio is composed of bonds (government +
other). This means that market risk mainly arises from interest rate (and spread) varia-
tions.

My internship was done in the market risk team which is itself part of the risk depart-
ment. The risk department, as stated in the solvency II directive (second pillar) acts as a
second line of defense. It is there to control what the IAM department (Investment Asset
Management) does on the market.

Audit

2" level

;

IAM and Actuarial

Figure 4 : position of the risk department in the company



Each year, the IAM gets directives from:

e The ALM department (part of the actuarial department) gives strategic constraints.
They give an upper bound for the modified duration and the beta, and gives con-
straints on real estate allocations.

e Every department (such as risk, ALM or actuarial) can give additional constraints
related to their fields. It is here for example that upper bounds for bonds with
certain credit notations are fixed, and that a budget for derivatives is fixed.

As of today, a third party under the responsibility of the IAM department prices
derivatives in Cardif. Risk also needs to price the derivatives to challenge these valoriza-
tions. The goal of my internship was to suggest different methods to price interest rates
derivatives and then implement them in VBA (and Python).

BNP Cardif uses several derivatives to protect itself against interest rate variations:

e Cross Currency Swaps (CCS): This derivative is used to hedge against change rate
variations. It is used as a tactical tool (for specific and identified bonds) to secure
on the yield of a bond in a foreign currency by locking the change rate between euro
and this currency.

e Interest rate swaps: It is used as a tactical tool to secure the coupon rate of a bond
with variable coupons.

e CAP: It is used as a global tool to protect the insurer against interest rate variations.

e Swaptions: It is used as a global tool to protect the insurer against interest rate
variations.

The pricing of derivatives must be included in a negative interest rate environment.
The market standard model, the Black-76, is only applicable for positive interest rates.
This text will present three models, all applicable in a negative rate environment. Each
model needs a volatility as an input. This volatility depends of the maturity and the
strike of the option considered.
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Chapter 2

Change and Interest rate theory

In this section, the different derivatives that have been priced are introduced, as well as
the methods used to get their value. This section focuses on three types of derivatives,
Cross Currency Swaps, CAPs and Swaptions. Two more types of derivatives (interest
rate swaps and bond forwards) have also been priced but they are considered as more
standard and simple. The methods used to price them are described in appendix A.

2.1 Cross Currency Swap

Due to the situation of the bond market (negative rates), investors (and therefore insurers)
look for better yields outside of the Eurozone. In order to secure this yield, it becomes
necessary to fix the exchange rate. The cross currency swap (CCS) is a good way to do
it. It corresponds to an exchange of a bond in a foreign currency with a bond in euro.
Figure 5 shows how to hedge itself using a CCS (for a bond in US dollar).

E American ’_ . BNP PARIBAS

e bond CARDIF

oo | - | s
Coupen in doflar

i Counterpart . BNP PARIBAS
Coupon in eure L CARDIF

CCs

Figure 1: Hedge of a US dollar bond using a Cross Currency Swap

The insurer secures its yield by paying coupons in the foreign currency and receiving
coupons in euro. In the CCS considered in this study, both bonds have fixed coupon rates
specified in the term sheet.
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The market convention is to convert the future foreign currency cash flows in euro using
the forward change rate. It is the present value, in absence of arbitrage, of the change
rate at a time ¢ > 0. We denote it by 7x(t).

Let us denote by 7x(0) the spot exchange rate (known at time 0, fixed by the market).
Consider now the two following strategies:

e Convert one euro into the foreign currency, invest it at the LIBOR rate until time
t, and then convert it back at time t in euro.

e Invest one euro until time t at the EURIBOR rate.

In absence of arbitrage, both strategies have the same payoff i.e:

7 (0) (1+ Zripor(t))" 7x(t) = (1 + Zeurisor(t)) (2.1)

Here, Z(t) is the zero coupon rate with tenor ¢.

Therefore:

14+ Zguripor(t) > ! (2.2)

1+ Zrrpor(t)

7 (t) = 7x(0) (

In this work, the foreign currencies that have been used are the US dollar, the Japanese
yen and the British pound.

In practice, formula (2.2) is not correct. In fact, it would if the US 3M LIBOR was
equivalent to the 3M EURIBOR. To explain this, let us define basis swaps.

Definition: A basis swap is a swap where both legs have a floating rate.

This definition is very general and a basis swap can have both legs in the same currency
(6M EURIBOR vs Euro treasure bills for example). Let us consider as an example the
3M US LIBOR vs 3M JPY LIBOR swap market. This market reflects the global demand
for swapping from US dollar to Japanese yen. The swap is in practice not exactly 3M
US LIBOR vs 3M JPY LIBOR because there is a spread added to it. In our example, in
order to enter a swap where one would pay 3M US LIBOR, one would require to receive
3M JPY LIBOR plus a spread. This difference can be explained by the fact that US
financial institutions may have better credit and liquidity guarantees than their Japanese
counterparts and are therefore more attractive. Hence, the spread is here to reward the
investor receiving yen for getting a less valuable currency. This spread is called the basis
spread. If we denote by s(t) the forward basis spread at time t from the foreign currency
to euro (obtained directly from Bloomberg), formula (2.2) becomes:

12



1+ Zgvrisor(t) \'
) "

14+ Zripor(t) + s(

() = (0 (

If the foreign currency is more attractive than the euro, s(t) can be negative. This
basis spread is particularly important for the Japanese yen and the British pound (it is
smaller for the US dollar but still noticeable).

Once we can the forward change rate at any maturity, we can compute the price of
the Cross Currency swap. To do that, we use the price of a bond with nominal NV, coupon
rate ¢ and maturity 7"

T

i.N N
Pgonp = ; (L Zoa(D) + 0+ Zu(T))7 (2.4)

Since the cross currency swap is the difference of two bonds with different currencies,
we obtain its price by the following formula:

IT = Pponp EUR — PBOND USD (2.5)
- Z igvr-Neuvr — 7x(1)-tusp-Nusp n Ngur — 7x(T').Nusp (2.6)
(1 + Zact(l))l (1 + Zact(T))T

=1

2.2 CAP, Caplet and Swaption:

Interest rate options with a simple payoff are known as vanillas. We will start by defining
the simplest option.

Definition: A (put) call option gives its holder the right without obligation to (sell)

buy an underlying asset from the writer at a predetermined strike price K on or before
an agreed future maturity date T.

If the right can be exercised before the expiry date, it is an American option. Other-
wise, it is a European option.

The payoff of a European call option is:

P = max(Sr — K,0) (2.7)
Where St is the price of the underlying at time 7.

Similarly, the payoff of a European put option is:
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P =max(K — S7,0) (2.8)

We will now define the vanillas we will price. The first one is called the CAP. Consider
first a set of increasing times Ty, T4, ..., T, with T > 0.

Definition: A CAP with strike price K and notional N gives its holder at each date
Ty k=1,...,n the payoft:

P=N (Tk - kal) HlaX(FTk - K, 0) (29)

Where F; is the underlying forward rate at time ¢ of the CAP. Usually CAPs have a
monetary underlying rate like the 6M EURIBOR or 3M EURIBOR. Yet, in our case, the
underlying is a swap rate, the 10Y vs 6M EURIBOR.

The CAP can be seen as a portfolio of European call options exercised at each date T}.
Each call option is called a caplet. Similarly, a floor is a portfolio of put European options
exercised at each date T,. The CAP is used to reduce the exposure to a specific rate. If
the underlying rate rises, the CAP’s present value increases to compensate a possible loss
on bonds.

The last type of derivatives priced in this text is Swaptions. Swaptions, as considered
here, are different from the standard definition.

Usually, a swaption gives its holder the right but not the obligation to enter into a
swap with maturity 7" and strike price K. All the characteristics of the underlying swap
are determined at the signature of the swaption. It is a combination of a swap and an
option.

In this text, the considered swaptions are defined as follow:

Definition: Consider a set of increasing times Ty, 11, . . ., T,, with Ty > 0. A swaption
with strike price K and notional N gives its holder at each date Ty, kK =1, ..., n the payoff:

D
P=N F’“(Tk — Ty—) max(Fy, — K,0) (2.10)
0

Where F; is the underlying forward rate at time ¢ of the swaption and, if we denote
by 7 the tenor of the underlying rate (for the 10Y swap rate, 7 = 10) :

1
Dp=)Y_ TRy (2.11)



and:
’ 1
Dy = —_— 2.12
0 IZ:; (1 —|—7’0)l ( )

To is specified by the term sheet and is agreed on when the contract is signed.

Swaptions, as considered in this text, have therefore a similar structure to CAPs, the
only difference being that cash flows are weighted by duration ratios. The underlying rate
considered, like for caps, is the 10Y vs 6M EURIBOR swap rate. Swaptions also starts
at a future date while CAP are always beginning few days after the contract is signed.

2.3 Black-76 model and shifted Black model

This section presents the standard model that was used to price caplets when rates were
positive. We will assume at first that forward rates cannot turn negative and then slightly
change the model to make it compatible with negative interest rates. The proof of the
formula is available in appendix B.

In the Black model, the forward underlying rate F; is supposed to have, under its forward
measure Q, the following dynamics:

dF, = oF, dWS (2.13)
The forward rate is therefore a geometrical Brownian motion (which is why it cannot

turn negative).

Using the risk neutral valuation formula, we find that:

I = E° [DF(T) max(Fp — K,0)] (2.14)

Computing this expectation (see appendix B) we find the Black formula:

II=DF(T) [Fy N(dy) — K N(dy)] (2.15)
with:
In (£2) + 102 T

dy = e (2.16)

g, (&) — 20" T (2.17)
2 — .
ovT

15



and N is the cumulative function of the standard Gaussian distribution.

The formula is similar to the Black Scholes formula which price a European call (or
put) option on a stock. Market standard when rates were positive was to price caplets
using the Black model.

The Black formula gives a link between the volatility and the price. If one knows the
volatility of the forward rate, one can price a caplet. It is also possible to do the opposite.
Knowing the price, one can deduce the implied volatility. In practice, on Bloomberg,
prices are presented by their implicit volatility.

Since interest rates have turned negative in the Eurozone (the swap curve went negative
for tenors up to 10Y in summer 2019), the Black model is no longer usable. One way to
allow negative rates is to shift by an arbitrary number the underlying rate thif "= Fi+s.
In order to keep the same payoff, the strike is shifted by the same amount. The shifted
rate will also be a geometrical Brownian motion and the Black formula still holds with
the new strike and forward rate. This model will be referred to as the shifted Black
model.

2.4 Bachelier model

The Bachelier model is an alternative to the Black model and is compatible with negative
rates. The forward rate is supposed to have the following variations under its forward
measure:

dF, = o dW? (2.18)
And therefore:

F, = Fy+oW? (2.19)

Since the forward rate is normally distributed, Bachelier model is also called the normal
model. The price of a caplet under this model is obtained by the Bachelier formula (see
appendix B for the proof):

Il = DF(T) [(Fy — K) N(d) + ovV'T N'(d)] (2.20)
with

R - K
ovT

and N and N’ are respectively the cumulative function and the probability density
of the standard Gaussian distribution. Bachelier model has become more important
since rates turned negatives. For swap rates as underlying, the volatilities obtained on
Bloomberg (VCUB) are normal volatilities.

d

(2.21)
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2.5 SABR model

The SABR model is an expansion of both Black and Bachelier models. It has been
developed by Hagan, Kumar, Lesniewski and Woodward in 2002. This model describes
variations for both the forward rate and its volatility. In the SABR model, the forward
rate F; has the following dynamics:

dF, =V, E/ dw, (2.22)
AV, = v V, dZ, (2.23)

Vo=a (2.24)

dW, dZ, = p dt (2.25)

where W, and Z; are Wiener processes under the forward measure, 5 € [0;1], p €
[—1;1] and o and v are positive constants.

The SABR model has become a market standard for its simplicity and because it is
able to give a close form formula for the implicit volatility. For a given maturity T, the
volatility is a function of the strike K and the curve, due to the form it takes, is called a
volatility smile.

A notable result is that under the SABR model, and for any beta, the price of a caplet
is given by a Black-type formula, i.e. :

Il = DF(T) [Fy N(d;) — K N(ds)] (2.26)

with:

In () + 50848 T

d = (2.27)
osaprVT
gy — ) =205 T (2.28)

o SABR\/T

The implied volatility ogagr is a function of the maturity T and the strike K. The
SABR model, like the Black model, requires the forwards underlying rates to be positive.
In a negative environment, the rates can also be shifted, to obtain the shifted SABR
model. The shifted forward rate is supposed to have the following variations:

F'=F +s (2.29)
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dE; =V, FP aw;
AV, = v V, dZ;
Vo=«

AWy dZ; = p dt

Here again, the price of a caplet is given by a Black type formula:

Il = DF(T) [F} N(dy) — K* N(dy)]

with:

I () + 403apn T

dy =
O'SABR\/T
F*
2 =
USABR\/T
K'=K+s

The approximated Black volatility is given by the following formula:

alog (=) ¢

osapr(F*, K*) =

F* gy 7 '
TR
1 2 72 B P)/]? + 'Zé'u 2 C( 2
+ o a C(z4y)
1 2 — 3p?
+Z pav ’ch<xav) + 24/) V2:| T+ >
With:
T = VF* K*
C(z) =
B
M=
'CE(IU

(2.30)
(2.31)
(2.32)

(2.33)

(2.34)

(2.35)

(2.36)

(2.37)

(2.38)

(2.39)

(2.40)

(2.41)



Yo = x?w (242)
v F*— K*
$= 4 Clow) (243)
i(€) = log ( v 1_2p1§_+pp2_p+5> (2.44)

The goal is to find the parameter «, 3, p and v which match the best the market prices.
This can be done by minimizing for example the sum of square differences between the
market implied volatilities and the SABR volatilities. The influence of each parameters
on the curve osapr = f(K) at a fixed maturity, is described in table 2.1.

Parameter | Curve Property Direction
Alpha « Level The curve shift upwards when alpah increases
Beta 8 Slope The curve steepens when beta decreases
Rho p Slope The curve steepens when rho decreases
Nu v Curvature The curvature increases when nu increases

Table 2.1: Impact of each parameter of the SABR model on the smile

Based on table 2.1, 8 and p have the same impact on the smile. It is then easier to fix
B and optimize on o, p and v. In their article, Hagan, Kumar, Lesniewski and Woodward
state that the choice of 5 does not affect the fitting of the three other parameters. In the
program, = 0.2 was arbitrarily chosen.
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Chapter 3

Methodology

The different methods to price each derivative are described here. The pricer have been
implemented in VBA. It can be decomposed into several module classes, which represent
each type of derivative. In this section, the methods used to price caplets and CCS will
be described and the choices of market data will be justified.

In a negative interest rate environment, it is difficult to have access to shifted Black
volatilities for caplets with a swap rate as underlying. The data chosen as input are there-
fore all normal volatilities. They are taken from Bloomberg and the chosen valuation date
is the 31/12/2018. This date was specifically chosen because there are prices from the
third party to compare with. Each volatility is expressed in basis point scale. This means
that it has to be divided by 10 000 before putting it in the Bachelier formula.

Each method is tested on a panel of 23 swaptions with different strikes and different
maturities. All these swaptions were in portfolio on 31/12/2018 and their parameters
(strike, day count method, maturity, notional amount...) were directly taken from the
corresponding term sheets. The third party price of each of these swaptions is taken to
compare with the obtained value. For each method, the gap between each swaption’s
price and the third party value is analyzed (in percentage of the notional). However, a
smaller gap does not imply that one method is better than another. The gap is here to
see if each method give prices with a good magnitude. Since the goal is to challenge the
already given prices, one cannot give too much credit to them. Moreover, the third party
prices also use one method and the similar method could give a smaller gap in the end.
The main goal here is to have a good understanding of the derivatives and of the methods
in order to have a benchmark of prices that gives the team more trust in the obtained
values.

3.1 Bachelier

Since the input data are all normal volatilities, the easiest pricing method to implement
is therefore the Bachelier model. The method considered works as follow:

1. Import the normal volatilities for different strikes and maturities and regroup them
by strike.

20



2. The volatility is considered constant between two known maturities and a linear
interpolation is made between two strikes.

3. Compute the forward swap rate F} for different maturities. A linear interpolation
is made to obtain the forward rate for any maturity.

4. Price each caplet of the CAP (or swaption) using the Bachelier formula. Every
caplet is discounted at the OIS (EONIA) rate.

This method is the simplest method because it almost does not require any volatility
transformation. It is useful to have a rough but robust approximation of the price to
check the order of magnitude of the third party valorization and to check if the forward
rates are calculated correctly.

This method does not take into account at the money (ATM) caplets because the
ATM strike changes for each maturity and it is therefore more difficult to implement in
the code. This is not a big deal because the methods are made to price caplets with any
strike (not necessarily ATM caplets) and because some derivative in the portfolio are far
from the money.

3.2 Shifted Black

Black model is less simplistic than the normal one and may catch better the forward rate
variations. Yet, as explained before, it is difficult to get access to shifted Black volatilities
for CAPs or swaptions with a swap rate as underlying. To use the Black model, one
has first to transform Bachelier volatilities into shifted Black ones. The method to price
caplets using the shifted Black model is described as follow:

1. Import the normal volatilities for different strikes and maturities and regroup them
by strike.

2. Compute the market prices using the Bachelier formula.

3. Find the implied Black volatilities by optimizing the shifted Black formula to the
market prices using 1-D root finding. The shift was chosen arbitrarily and is of 3

4. Interpolate linearly between two strikes to get the Black volatility for any strike.

5. Compute the forward swap rate F; for different maturities. A linear interpolation
is made to obtain the forward rate for an unknwon maturity.

6. Price each caplet of the CAP (or swaption) using shifted Black formula with the
same shift. Every caplet is discounted at the OIS (EONIA) rate.

The whole program was implemented in vba. The 1-D root finding algorithm was
implemented by hand using a Newton type method on the squared difference. The Newton
method requires vega which, in the shifted Black model is given by:

v = FyVTN'(dy) (3.1)
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with again:

Fy 1. 2
J In <KO*> +§U T (3 2)
1= .
oVT
The volatility is supposed to be piecewise constant between two known maturities. It
is illustrated in figure 6.

_— ———t—-- - - +—t—

To Ty T, T3 Ty Tno1 Tn

Figure 6 : Caplet volatility as a function of maturity (with a random fized strike)

This method again does not calculate specifically ATM caplet volatilities but like for
the Bachelier model it is not a big deal since some derivatives are far from the money.

3.3 SABR model

The third method is here to improve the modelling of the strike dependence of the caplet
volatility. Instead of doing a basic linear interpolation, a SABR model is used to fit the
volatility smile for each maturity. The method used can be summarized as follow:

1. Import the normal volatilities for different strikes and maturities and regroup them
by strike.

2. Compute the market prices using the Bachelier formula.

3. Find the implied Black volatilities by optimizing the shifted Black formula to the
market prices using 1-D root finding. The shift was chosen arbitrarily and is of 3

4. Regroup Black volatilities by maturity. For each tenor, fit a SABR model on the
volatility smile. The parameters are obtained by minimizing the squared difference.
For each smile $ = 0.2 is chosen arbitrarily.

5. Compute the forward swap rate F}; for different maturities. A linear interpolation
is made to obtain the forward rate for any maturity.

6. Price each caplet of the CAP (or swaption) using shifted Black formula with the
same shift. Every caplet is discounted at the OIS (EONIA) rate.
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SABR fitting requires an optimization on three parameters. Yet, while 1-D root finding
was possible to implement by hand in VBA, optimization on three parameters are more dif-
ficult to do. This is why the optimization was done in Python using the scipy.optimize
library and the minimize function. Since the main program remains implemented in vba,
the xlwings module is used to make the junction between VBA and Python. Black volatil-
ities, strikes and forward rates are given as input to the Python script and the algorithm
gives as output the SABR parameters for each maturity. The method chosen for the op-
timization in the minimize function is the Broyden-Fletcher-Goldfarb-Shanno algorithm
(BFGS). Several methods were tested and BFGS gave the best results.
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Chapter 4

Results

4.1 Bachelier

The Bachelier volatilities are directly taken from Bloomberg. Figure 7 shows for different

strikes the volatility function.

Strike
1%
0.5%

% |
Lo 0.5%
1%

1L5%

Volatility (in bp)

40

15

Figure 7 : Plot of the normal volatility as a function of the maturity for different strikes.
The volatility is in basis point and the maturity in years

The different errors between the third party market values and the Bachelier values

can be seen on figure 8.
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_ 0,6523% 0,6537% 0,6603% 0,4310% 0,9392%
0,7393% 0,6640% 0,8500% 0,5226% 0,1877% 0,4393%
0,3032% 0,5708% 0,3048% 0,4035% 0,4090% 0,4047%
0,4051% 0,4706% 0,4179% 0,8431% 0,5609% 0,7830%

Relative global error 0,5506%
Quadratic error 0,1239%

Figure 8: Market value gaps between the Bachelier method and the third party method.
The first table shows the gap for each of the 23 swaptions in portfolio (in percentage of
notional). The second table gives the global relative and quadratic error.

The order of magnitude of each price is good since the gap is inferior to 1% of the
notional for each swaption.

4.2 Black

After optimizing the Bachelier prices, the shifted Black volatilities (with a shift of 3%)

can be seen on figure 9.

35

30

Strike:
— 1%
-0.5%

0.5%

1.5%

Figure 9 : Plot of the shifted Black volatility as a function of the maturity for different
strikes. The volatility is in percentage and the maturity in years

The relative errors with the third party values are on figure 10.
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1,2778% 0,9545% 0,9552% 0,9579% 0,9045%
1,2866% 1,0428% 0,9550% 1,2286% 1,0953% 0,1687%
0,7629% 0,6647% 1,1028% 0,6651% 0,7817% 0,6647%
0,6543% 0,6543% 0,7200% 0,8601% 1,2353% 0,8257%
Relative global error 0,8862%
Quadratic error 0,1955%

Figure 10 : Market value gaps between the shifted Black method and the third party
method. The first table shows the gap for each of the 23 swaptions in portfolio (in
percentage of notional). The second table gives the global relative and quadratic error.
Gaps superior to 1% of the notional are colored in yellow

The Gaps are on average higher than for the Bachelier method but stay inferior to
1.3% of the notional amount. The order of magnitude therefore stays acceptable.

4.3 SABR

The volatility obtained in the Black section (see figure 9 above) are regrouped by matu-
rities and, for each tenor, a SABR model is fitted. The figures below show the volatility
smile for different maturities.
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Figure 11 : Volatility smile for different maturities using a SABR model. The red dots
correspond to the Black volatilities obtained in the Black section and the blue curves are
the SABR functions. The maturities considered for each plot are: top left: 1 year; top
right: 3 years; bottom left: 5 years; bottom right: 10 years

The fit of the SABR model is better for short maturities, which is consistent with the
fact that the SABR volatilities formula is an approximation for short maturities.
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The SABR coefficient for each maturity can be seen on figure 12 and 13.
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Figure 12 : plot of the different SABR coefficient as a function of the maturity. Alpha
corresponds to the blue curve, rho to the red curve and nu to the yellow curve.
Maturities are expressed in years
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Figure 13 : Plot of the alpha coefficient as a function of the maturity. Tenors are
expressed in years.

The gaps with the third party values are shown on figure 14:
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B o[ ooe65%]  0,6489%]  06617%]  0,9359%
0,9761%|  0,7238%|  0,6312%|  0,9090%|  1,0455%|  0,0533%
0,7146%|  0,5842%|  1,0624%|  0,5863%|  0,7247%|  0,5686%
0,5287%|  0,5295%|  0,7065%|  0,7869%|  1,1668%|  0,8108%

Relative global error 0,7364%
Quadratic error 0,1615%

Figure 14 : Market value gaps between the SABR method and the third party method.

The first table shows the gap for each of the 23 swaptions in portfolio (in percentage of

notional). The second table gives the global relative and quadratic error. Gaps superior
to 1% of the notional are colored in yellow

4.4 CCS

The CCS pricing method was tested on 2 JPY swaps, 8 USD swaps and 1 GBP swap.
The relative error (in percentage of the notional) are displayed in table 2.

UsDh | JPY | GBP
0,850% | 2,249% | 1,252%
0,590% | 3,649%
0,021%

1,231%

1,255%

Table 2: Relative error of all CCS (in percentage of the notional).

The relative error are bigger than for the interest rate products. JPY CCS in par-
ticular, have an error bigger than 2% of the notional. One explication of this gap is the
sensitivity of the pricing formula to the choice of market data. The results were still
considered acceptable after a meeting with the third party to validate our model.
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Chapter 5

Conclusion

This study presents and challenges different methods to price interest rate derivative in a
negative environment. Starting from scratch, mathematical formulas have been justified,
implemented in VBA and challenged using real derivatives from BNP Paribas Cardif’s
portfolio.

In practice, one has to conciliate a theoretical mathematical model with the limitations
of the tools available. How good can a optimisation be using vba, and other tools that
employees can easily install on their computer and fully master? How good are the market
data available to you? It is always possible to make a more precise model, have a better
optimisation method, have a better interpolation method, but as a risk analyst, the im-
portant question is, for what I want and with the tools I have, are my results satisfactory?

In the end, especially in the risk department, more than the number, it is the method
which matters. Being able to fully justify, all the market data choices, and to understand
each step which lead to the end price is more important that the final price itself. In that
regard, my personal value to the project was to give mathematical tools and methods,
and to justify them, in order to get a good estimation of the fair value of the derivative
products.

Today, the pricer has been fully coded in Python using my VBA program, and is now
daily used by the team.
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Appendix A

Interest rate swaps and bond forwards

A.1 Interest rate swap

These swaps are used as tactical hedging for specific bonds. The payer leg is a bond with
a floating rate while the receiver leg is a bond with a fixed rate. Figure 1 shows how an
interest rate swap is used to hedge a bond.

B Ameian . " BNP PARIBAS

= bond ) CARDIF
Coupon in dollar

[Glic

ﬁ Counterpart i - EEEDTFAR'BAS
Coupon in doflar

i Counterpart » | &l BNP PARIBAS
Coupon in euro e CARDIF

Figure A.1: Hedge of a bond using an Interest Rate Swap

By using an interest rate swap, an insurer can freeze the interest rate of a floating rate
bond. The interest risk relative to the bond is therefore nullified.

The price of an interest rate swap is equal to the difference of the value of both legs.
To simply price it one can use the simple price formula of a bond with nominal N, coupon
rate i and maturity T:

T

.N N
Pgonp = l_zl L+ Zoa () + (0 F Zun(T))7 (A.1)

Since the interest rate swap is the difference of two bonds, we obtain its price by the
following formula:
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Il = PponD fized — PBOND float (A.2)

1=
l

T . .
(Zfixed - Zfloat)-]\[
(A.3)
(1t Zaa(D))

Since both bonds have the same principal N, both parties pays back the same amount
of money at maturity. There is therefore no pay back term in the price formula.

i float(t) corresponds to the predicted value of the floating rate at time t in absence of
arbitrage and is called the forward rate.

Consider for example that the floating rate is the 6 months EURIBOR rate. In absence
of arbitrage:

(1+ Zeurisor(t))" (1 + ifloat(t))l/z = (14 Zguripor(t + 1/2))+1/2 (A4)

The left term of the equation corresponds to the value of a strategy where the insurer
invests one euro at the EURIBOR return rate until time t and then reinvest it again at the
EURIBOR rate during 6 months. The right term corresponds to the value of a strategy
where the insurer invests one euro at the EURIBOR return rate until t plus 6 months.
Since both strategies have the same payoff, in absence of arbitrage they must have at any
time the same value.

In the end:

1+ Zgurisor(t + 1/2)>2 1
1+ Zgurisor(t)

ifloat(t) = (

Remark: we have i,4,:(0) = Zrpuripor(1/2) where i 1,4:(0) is the spot rate.

A.2 Bond forward

The simplest type of OTC derivative contract is the forward contract. It is defined as
follow.

Definition: A forward contract is a contract between two parties to buy or sell an
asset at a specified future time T (the maturity) at a price K (the strike) agreed on at
the time of conclusion of the contract.

The value at time t of a forward contract is: P(t) = S; — K where S; is the price of
the underlying at maturity.

One type of derivatives priced in this text is the bond forward. It is, as its name suggests,
a forward contract with a bond as underlying. The bond chosen is specified by the term
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sheet of the contract and usually quoted on Bloomberg. Bond forward can be used as
a hedge tool but also to anticipate the purchase of a bond by locking up its price (it is
useful if rates are expected to fall).

The main problem when pricing a bond forward is to price correctly the underlying.
The spread of a bond is often difficult to obtain. In order to reduce its influence, it is
usually more interesting to take the present value of the bond and then to subtract the
cash flows happening before the maturity of the contract. The removed cash flow are com-
puted with a spread equal to zero. By doing that, less cash flows have to be estimated,
reducing therefore model errors.
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Appendix B

Black and Bachelier formulas

B.1 Useful lemma

Lemma: Let f be the probability density function of a normal law with expectation u
and volatility o. Let a € R.
Then:

/:Of(u) du:N(“;O‘) (B.1)

Where N is the repartition function of the standard normal law.

This lemma is an immediate consequence of the symmetry of the standard normal distri-
bution. For all real number x we have:

1 —N(z) = N(—x) (B.2)

In our case, v = “-£.

B.2 Black formula

In the Black model, we suppose that the forward rate F; has the following dynamics under
its forward measure Q:

dF, = oF, dW2 (B.3)
The volatility o is supposed constant. The forward rate is therefore a geometric
Brownian motion and:

1
Fr = Fy exp (—502T+ aWé@) (B.4)

Remember here that F{ is not the spot value of the underlying rate but the value of the
forward rate at time 0.
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Let us now define Z by:

Z_m<%0 (B.5)

0

7 follows a normal law with mean value —%U2T and standard deviation o/T i.e

Z ~ Af(%a?n 0V7> (B.6)

Using the risk neutral formula, the present value of the caplet is given by:

II=DF(T) /_OO max(Fy e — K, 0) f(z) dz (B.7)

Where f is the probability density of the normal law followed by Z. We have therefore:

I1=DF(T) (Fo ) e® f(z)dz— K N f(z) dz) (B.8)
Lz ()

0
K

Using the lemma, we have,

M= DF(T) %/) ¢ f(2) dz — K N(dy) (B.9)
In(32)
with:
In () — 152 T
dy = n (%) — 30 (B.10)
oT
Let z € R. We have:
1 (z+ lUQT)2
d = R R B.11
€ f(Z) WU exp (Z 2 2T ( )
then:
1 z 22+ iotT?
Z g _z_FZtgo 7 B.12
6 = o e (-5 - ST (B.12)
then:
1 (= — 1o°T)”
Z _ 2"~/ B.13
1) = e exp< i (B.13



in the end:

e f(2) = g(z) (B.14)

Where g is the probability density of a normal law with expectation %02T and volatil-

ity oVT.

Using this we find:

(%)

Using the lemma, we prove the Black formula:

11 = DF(T) <F0 /Oo g(z) dz — K N(d2)> (B.15)

I = DF(T) (Fy N(d}) — K N(d)) (B.16)

with:

dy = —5£~ 2 (B.17)

6= (%) - (B.18)

B.3 Bachelier formula

In the Bachelier model, we suppose that the forward rate F; has the following dynamics
under its forward measure Q:

dF, = o dW2 (B.19)

The volatility o is supposed constant. The forward rate can therefore be expressed as:

Fr follows a normal law with mean value F, and standard deviation ov/T.

Fr ~ N(FO, o—\/T) (B.21)

Using the risk neutral formula, the present value of the caplet is given by:
II = DF(T)/ max(z — K, 0) f(z) dz (B.22)
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Where f is the probability density of the normal law followed by Fr. We have therefore:

1= DF(T) (FO /: : f(2) de— K /: £(2) dz) (B.23)
Using the lemma we have:
II=DF(T) (FO /Kooz f(z)dz— K N(d)) (B.24)
with:
g1 E;TK (B.25)

Let 2z € R. We have:

/Kooz f(z) dz = /Koo ﬁexp (_%) dz (B.26)

then:

> * z—F (z—F)) ( (z—Fo)z)
z f(z) dz = exp | ————— | dz + F, - | dz
/K /) x 2rTo p( 202T 0 \/ To 20T

(B.27)
Using the lemma:
0 2 _ o0
/K 2 f(z) dz = [—202TN’ (ZU\/;OHK + Fy N(d) (B.28)

If we denote by N’ the probability density function of the standard Gaussian distribu-
tion, we have for all real number x,N’(-x)= N’(x) and therefore:

Il = (Fy — K)N(d) + oV/TN'(d) (B.29)
with:
Fy—K
d== Ve (B.30)

Which concludes the proof of the Bachelier formula.

38



Appendix C

Market data

MAT STK -1 0,5 of 05 1 15 2 3 4 5 & 8 10
05 092 5662 4993] 4295| 3766| a0a6] soe0| 6252] 8s74] 107,84] 12004] 14955] 18005 227,05
1 1,03 54,7 50,18 I'l5,66| 4253 43,32 49,62 57,98 75,85 9345 11052 127,11 159,1| 189,89
1,23 4887 4794] 4725  474] 4877 5183 5621 6644 7738] 8839 9920] 12056] 141,16
3 141 s23a) 519 5156 51,78 5288 5506 5876  67,73| 77,71 8796 9822] 11841 13805
4 1,56 5403] 5415 5427] s475] 5582 5754 606 6826 77,01 8619] 9548 11397 13207
5 1,7 sa3a] s513] ssga]  se7| 5792 5953 6197 6841 7576 8358 0161 107,76 123,73
6 1,78 54,65 55,64 56,47 57,42 58,64 60,17] 62,34 68,35 75,2 8254 90,11| 10543 12065
7
8
9

1,83 sa78] ss98] 5697 ss03] 5927 e076] 62,72 683s| 7471 8155  sse4| 10307 11747
1,88] 5427 s569] 5686 s5804] 5933 60,79 62,6 6788 7376 8007] 8663 10004] 11349
191 5361 5528] 5662 5793] 5029 6074] 6242 6739 7270 7856 8456 9688 10929
10 193 5307 5497] 5653 5798 5041 6086 6245 67,11) 7205|7726 82,68 9384 10513
12 186 5184 5374] 5531 5674 5816 5950 61,26 65,9 708 7598 81,34 9237 10352
15 1,75/ 5004l 5193 5348 540 5620 5769 5951 6408 6892 7402 79,20 80,1 101,01
20 152] 4675 4862 5013 5151 5285 s42| 5632 6081 6556 7055 7569 8618 9675
25 141 4322 45|  a647] 4782 4016 sogs| 5281 5731 6207 67,03 721] 8238 9269
30 137 3957 4127 427 4a0s| as39] 4696|4913 s3s2] 5833 6319 6813 7807 8797

Figure C.1 : Normal market volatilities. Volatilities are expressed in basis point, strikesin
percentage and maturities in years. These data are obtained from VCUB on Bloomberg and

are in date of 31/12/2018.

2,50%
2,00%

. M

1,00%

0,50%

0,00%

2 EREREAAEAAAAS S S S MMM EE SR M AARARRERRER A RNAERRERRARESRRRRBERSR
RRAAENSRARNARENNRRANNNANAARRENRANRARNANRAAIRERRRRERER
o dy dSsagasadgg ) ) < @ ENggn = g < @ =~ = ) TadEFFg g

$8885885385388838888c832888888¢38c8328880288282835¢8§
o 0 00 000 00 000 00 0O O OO0CO OO O O0OCO0OCOD OO 0O 0CO0CD OO 0COoO0C0OD0CODCDO0OCDO DO DO D0D OO O OO C O

Figure C.2 : Plotof thelOy vs 6M EURIBOR rate on the 31/12/2018. Calculations are made
by the program with the 6M EURIBOR rate taken from Bloomberg
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Figure C.3: Plot of the Euro swap curve (545) (from Bloomberg)
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Figure C.4: Plot of the Euro EONIA curve (S133) (from Bloomberg)
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Figure C.6 : Plot of the JPY/EUR basis swap curve (5299) (from Bloomberg)
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Figure C.7: Plot of the EUR/USD basis swap curve (S92) (from Bloomberg)
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