PCT

WORLD INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY ORGANIZATION
International Bureau

INTERNATIONAL APPLICATION PUBLISHED UNDER THE PATENT COOPERATION TREATY (PCT)

(51) International Patent Classification 6 :

GO6F 17/60 Al

(11) International Publication Number:

(43) International Publication Date:

WO 98/54666

3 December 1998 (03.12.98)

(21) International Application Number: PCT/CA98/00519

(22) International Filing Date: 29 May 1998 (29.05.98)

(30) Priority Data:

60/050,927 29 May 1997 (29.05.97) Us

(71) Applicant (for all designated States except US): ALGORITH-
MICS INCORPORATED [CA/CA]; 3rd floor, 822 Rich-
mond Street West, Toronto, Ontario M6J 1C9 (CA).

(72) Inventors; and

(75) Inventors/Applicants (for US only): DEMBO, Ron, S.
[CA/CA]Y; 398 Markham Street, Toronto, Ontario M6G
2K9 (CA). KREININ, Alexander, Y. [CA/CA]J; 211 Joseph
Aaron Boulevard, Thornhill, Ontario L4 6C3 (CA).
ROSEN, Dan [MX/CA]; Apartment 2003, 25 Grenville
Street, Toronto, Ontario M4Y 2X5 (CA).

(74) Agents: STRATTON, Robert, P. et al.; Gowling, Strathy &
Henderson, Suite 4900, Commerce Court West, Toronto,
Ontario M5L 1J3 (CA).

(81) Designated States: AL, AM, AT, AU, AZ, BA, BB, BG, BR,
BY, CA, CH, CN, CU, CZ, DE, DK, EE, ES, FI, GB, GE,
GH, GM, GW, HU, ID, IL, IS, JP, KE, KG, KP, KR, KZ,
LC, LK, LR, LS, LT, LU, LV, MD, MG, MK, MN, MW,
MX, NO, NZ, PL, PT, RO, RU, SD, SE, SG, SI, SK, SL,
TI, TM, TR, TT, UA, UG, US, UZ, VN, YU, ZW, ARIPO
patent (GH, GM, KE, LS, MW, SD, SZ, UG, ZW), Eurasian
patent (AM, AZ, BY, KG, KZ, MD, RU, TJ, TM), European
patent (AT, BE, CH, CY, DE, DK, ES, FI, FR, GB, GR,
IE, IT, LU, MC, NL, PT, SE), OAPI patent (BF, BJ, CF,
CG, CI, CM, GA, GN, ML, MR, NE, SN, TD, TG).

Published
With international search report.
Before the expiration of the time limit for amending the
claims and to be republished in the event of the receipt of
amendments.

(54) Title: COMPUTER-IMPLEMENTED METHOD AND APPARATUS FOR PORTFOLIO COMPRESSION

/1 o
14
weur
DEVICE
18
MEMORY PROCESSOR O CE
20
COMPRESSION
ENGINE

(57) Abstract

A computer-implemented method for compressing a portfolio of financial instruments is described. Financial instruments to be
compressed are identified, and a compressed subportfolio corresponding to the identified financial instruments is generated. The compressed
subportfolio and any non—compressed financial instruments are then combined into a compressed portfolio.




AL
AM
AT
AU
AZ
BA
BB
BE
BF
BG
BJ
BR
BY
CA
CF
CG
CH
Cl
CM
CN
Cu
Ccz
DE
DK
EE

FOR THE PURPOSES OF INFORMATION ONLY

Codes used to identify States party to the PCT on the front pages of pamphlets publishing international applications under the PCT.

Albania
Armenia
Austria
Australia
Azerbaijan
Bosnia and Herzegovina
Barbados
Belgium
Burkina Faso
Bulgaria

Benin

Brazil

Belarus

Canada

Central African Republic
Congo
Switzerland
Céte d’Ivoire
Cameroon
China

Cuba

Czech Republic
Germany
Denmark
Estonia

ES
FI
FR
GA
GB
GE
GH
GN
GR
HU
1E
IL
IS
IT
Jp
KE
KG
KP

KR
KZ
LC
LI

LK
LR

Spain

Finland

France

Gabon

United Kingdom
Georgia

Ghana

Guinea

Greece

Hungary

Treland

Israel

Iceland

Ttaly

Japan

Kenya
Kyrgyzstan
Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea
Republic of Korea
Kazakstan

Saint Lucia
Liechtenstein

Sri Lanka

Liberia

LS
LT
LU
LV
MC
MD
MG
MK

ML
MN
MR
MW
MX
NE
NL
NO
NZ
PL
PT
RO
RU
SD
SE
SG

Lesotho

Lithuania
Luxembourg

Latvia

Monaco

Republic of Moldova
Madagascar

The former Yugoslav
Republic of Macedonia
Mali

Mongolia

Mauritania

Malawi

Mexico

Niger

Netherlands

Norway

New Zealand

Poland

Portugal

Romania

Russian Federation
Sudan

Sweden

Singapore

SI
SK
SN
SZ
TD
TG
TJ
™
TR
TT
UA
UG
us
UZ
VN
YU
YA

Slovenia

Slovakia

Senegal

Swaziland

Chad

Togo

Tajikistan
Turkmenistan
Turkey

Trinidad and Tobago
Ukraine

Uganda

United States of America
Uzbekistan

Viet Nam
Yugoslavia
Zimbabwe




10

15

20

25

30

WO 98/54666 PCT/CA98/00519
-1-

COMPUTER-IMPLEMENTED METHOD AND APPARATUS
FOR PORTFOLIO COMPRESSION

Background of the Invention

The present invention relates generally to the field of data processing, and in particular to
a computer-implemented method and apparatus for compressing a portfolio of financial
instruments to enable, for example, more efficient risk management processing than is otherwise
achievable with an uncompressed portfolio.

Risk management is a critical task for any manager of a portfolio of market instrurﬁents,
and accurate and efficient risk measurement is at the core of any sound enterprise-wide risk
management strategy. Given the relatively-complex mathematical calculations necessary to
accurately measure risk, financial institutions generally use some form of computer-implemented
“risk management engine.” As explained below, however, existing risk management engines
may be insufficient to adequately deal with the large, complex portfolios maintained by many
financial institutions.

It is not unusual for large and medium-sized financial institutions, such as banks or
insurance companies, to require a risk management engine that allows the computation of daily
Value-at-Risk (VaR) estimates of an entire portfolio, which may contain several hundred thou-
sand positions, including substantial volumes of complex derivative products such as swaps, caps
and floors, swaptions, mortgage-backed securities, and so on. Moreover, these several hundred
thousand positions may have to be evaluated over hundreds or even thousands of different
scenarios. To further complicate the task, these financial institutions may require decision
support tools for managers and traders that allow performance of inter-day calculations in near-
real time.

In general, financial institutions are required to measure their overall risks for regulatory
purposes and as a basis to manage their capital more efficiently. While the former has been
driving the development of risk oversight programs in financial institutions worldwide in the last
few years, the latter provides a high value-added to those willing to make the investment.
Traditionally, portfolio managers have been using standard deviation and variance to measure
their portfolio risk. This practice is based on modern portfolio theory, as described in, for
example, Harry Markowitz, Portfolio Selection, The Journal of Finance, vol. 7, no. 1 (1952), and
W.F. Sharpe, Capital Asset Prices: A Theory of Market Equilibrium Under Conditions of Risk,
The Joumnal of Finance, vol. 19, no. 3 (1964). However, in the last decade, both regulators and
businesses have embraced more general (and perhaps more sophisticated) measures such as

Value-at-Risk. VaR gives the maximum level of losses that a portfolio could incur, over some
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predetermined period of time, with a high degree of confidence. For regulatory purposes, for
example, the time period may be set to 10 days, and the one-sided confidence interval to 99%.
See, e.g., Planned Supplement to the Capital Accord to Incorporate Market Risks, Basle
Committee on Banking Supervision, Bank of International Settlements, Basle, No. 16 (April
1995). Although VaR can be expressed as a multiple of the portfolio standard deviation in some
simple cases, such as when portfolios are normally distributed, this generally is not the case.

There are different methods available to estimate VaR, depending on the assumptions one
is willing to make with respect to the possible future market moves and the complexity of fhe
portfolio. Such methods are described generally in RiskMetrics™ Technical Document, Morgan
Guarantee Trust Company Global Research (4th ed. 1996), and Phillipe Jorion, Value at Risk:
The New Benchmark for Controlling Derivatives Risk (Irwin Professional Publishing 1997). The
most generally-applicable method is based on simulation, either historical or so-called “Monte
Carlo” simulation. In particular, some simulation may be unavoidable to get an accurate picture
of risk when a portfolio contains substantial positions in instruments with optionality, such as
options, convertible bonds, mortgages and loans with embedded options. However, given the
complexity and computational requirements of known simulation methods, users must trade
accuracy for price, time and ease of implementation. Moreover, full simulation of very large and
complex portfolios, such as those encountered in many financial institutions today, may not be
achievable in a reasonable time period even with top-of-the-line computers. For example, a VaR
estimate of a large, complex portfolio over several thousand Monte Carlo scenarios could easily
take several hours, if not days, for a top-of-the-line work station. Indeed, even the simple task of
loading and storing large portfolios can be onerous and time consuming.

In an effort to address the practical problems associated with risk measurement for large
and/or complex portfolios, it is known to adopt an approach in which a subject portfolio (also
called the “target” portfolio) is first divided into a “linear” subportfolio and a “non-linear”
subportfolio. The former would contain all of the instruments having little or no optionality,
while the latter would contain all of the options. In a typical institution, the linear portfolio might
comprise 70-95% of the total portfolio positions. However, given their nature, the risks
embedded in option positions may be substantial. The next step in such an approach is to
measure the risk of these subportfolios separately. For the linear subportfolio, one could apply,
for example, a “delta-normal methodology” such as that described in the above-cited
RiskMetrics™ Technical Document. By assuming linearity of the subportfolio and normal
distributions, this analytical method has moderate computational requirements. For the options,

some basic, perhaps limited, simulation can be applied. Finally, an estimate of the risk of the



10

15

20

25

30

WO 98/54666 PCT/CA98/00519
-3-
target portfolio is taken as the sum of the individual subportfolio risks.

A significant problem with this approach, however, is presented by the last step. To
illustrate, consider a simple example where a trader sells a call option on a given bond and
immediately buys a hedge on the underlying bond. Although the bond clearly reduces the
portfolio’s risk, the above-described methodology would indicate that the VaR of the portfolio
has increased (and in fact almost doubled). In general, 2 mix of methodologies may grossly
overestimate VaR since it fails to account for the main principles of risk management: hedging
and diversification. This may result in undesirable penalties for good risk management policies.

In view of the shortcomings with known approaches for risk management of large and/or
complex portfolios, including but not limited to the shortcomings discussed above, it is apparent
that there is a need for a computer-implemented process that is capable of representing such
portfolios in a compact way, and that achieves such compression (e.g., loads instruments,
generates cashflows, compresses, etc.) quickly and efficiently. Likewise, in contrast to the
division approach discussed above, there is a need for a single methodology that enables
measurement of risk across an entire portfolio. Such a single methodology should offer sufficient
computational efficiency to permit accurate risk measurement to be completed in a reasonable
time period regardless of the size and/or complexity of the target portfolio. Embodiments of the

present invention satisfy these and other needs.

Summary of the Invention

The present invention is generally directed at providing improved tools for risk
management of large and/or complex portfolios of financial instruments. In accordance with
particular embodiments of the invention, as described herein, a “compressed portfolio” is
generated for a given target portfolio of financial instruments. In general, the compressed
portfolio is a relatively smaller and/or simpler portfolio that closely mimics the behavior of the
target portfolio, but that requires orders of magnitude less computer memory to store and orders
of magnitude less computational time to value. Thus, the compressed portfolio can be used, for
example, for risk measurement analyses instead of the target portfolio, thereby providing
substantial improvements in computer resource usage with little or no reduction in accuracy.

In accordance with one particular embodiment, a computer-implemented method for
compressing a portfolio of financial instruments is provided. Financial instruments to be
compressed are identified, and a compressed subportfolio corresponding to the set of financial
instruments to be compressed is generated. The compressed subportfolio and any non-

compressed financial instruments are then combined into a compressed portfolio.
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Fig. 1 is a block diagram illustrating a computer-implemented apparatus for portfolio
compression in accordance with an embodiment of the present invention.

Fig. 2 is a block diagram illustrating a particular implementation of a compression engine
in accordance with the embodiment shown in Fig. 1.

Fig. 3 is a flow diagram illustrating a general method for portfolio compression in
accordance with an embodiment of the present invention. '

Fig. 4 is a flow diagram illustrating a method for portfolio compression in accordance
with another embodiment of the present invention.

Fig. 5 sets forth a notation convention applicable to a scenario-based compression
technique that can be applied by an apparatus configured in accordance with the embodiments
illustrated in Figs. 1-4.

Fig. 6 illustrates an example of a set of cashflows produced by application of delta
bucketing compression according to an embodiment of the present invention.

Fig. 7 illustrates an example of a set of cashflows produced by application of analytical

compression according to an embodiment of the present invention.

Detailed Descrinti

Embodiments of the present invention are directed to providing advanced portfolio tools
for reducing the substantial computational requirements of modern portfolio management. In
accordance with such embodiments, a “compressed portfolio” is generated for a target portfolio,
and risk measurement calculations are then performed on the compressed portfolio. As used
herein, the term “compressed portfolio” contemplates a relatively small and/or simple portfolio
that behaves almost identically to an original large and/or complex portfolio, but that requires
orders of magnitude less computer memory to store and orders of magnitude less computational
time to value. For most purposes, a compressed portfolio need not mimic an original portfolio
forever and under every possible state of the world, but rather only during a specified period of
interest and over a range that certain specified market factors may take during that period. In
addition to computational tractability, compressed portfolios are also powerful tools enabling risk
managers to better understand and actively manage their portfolios. By representing portfolio
behavior in simpler terms, one can gain insight into the exposures of large portfolios and identify
possible remedial actions.

Embodiments of the present invention may be implemented, for example, using a so-

called “compression engine.” Given a target portfolio of financial instruments, a compression
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engine provides a means for creating a compressed portfolio consisting of simpler and/or fewer
instruments that will replicate the behavior of the target portfolio over a range of possible market
outcomes for a pre-defined period in the future. The computational effort to perform a risk
analysis of the compressed portfolio is substantially less than that of the target portfolio.
Furthermore, given its simplicity, the compressed portfolio provides a better understanding of the
market risks facing the holder.

A general goal of such a compression engine is to preprocess a portfolio before
attempting to simulate the portfolio’s performance over a range of possible market scenarios.
The product of this preprocessing stage is generally a smaller and simpler portfolio that is orders
of magnitude faster to simulate, but that behaves almost identically to the original portfolio and
contains the same risk.

In practice, implementing an efficient process for portfolio compression is not a straight-
forward task. Given the nature of any particular portfolio and the objective(s) of any particular
analysis, different compression methods may be more appropriate for different instruments. For
example, various options may be compressed optimally with one analytical technique, while
instruments without optionality may be better compressed using a different analytical technique.
Accordingly, embodiments of the present invention provide compression engines that are both
robust and extendible.

To a limited extent, a compression engine in accordance with embodiments of the present
invention may be used in a manner similar to the technique described above whereby an estimate
of a portfolio’s risk is determined by dividing the target portfolio and applying different
techniques to each subportfolio. A principal difference, however, is that the portfolio
compression techniques described herein make it possible to avoid the problematic last step
where the total risk is derived simply by summing the risks of the respective subportfolios. Here,
the VaR of the target portfolio can be obtained by doing a single simulation of the “total com-
pressed portfolio,” given by the sum of the individual compressed portfolios. Thus, portfolio
compression techniques such as those described herein fully capture portfolio diversification,
hedging and correlations among individual positions.

To illustrate the robustness of a compression engine in accordance with embodiments of
the present invention, it is possible to implement an embodiment (described further below) with a
compression engine that implements two different methodologies for compressing portfolios:
analytical compression and scenario-based compression. Analytical compression exploits the
analytical properties of cashflow portfolios. This technique is perhaps best suited for fixed

income portfolios without optionality, although it may be generalized to portfolios with options.
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Scenario-based compression, on the other hand, is based on stochastic optimization techniques
and is best suited for portfolios with options. Thus, the compression engine offers a robust
implementation capable of handling multiple types of portfolios. Moreover, the extensibility of
such compression engines allows the ready implementation of other compression methodologies.

Analytical compression is a practical and powerful methodology for the approximate
representation of large cashflow portfolios that exploits their mathematical properties. The
rationale behind analytical compression is relatively straight-forward. To calculate the
distribution of portfolio values in the future using a standard simulation, scenarios are usually
generated iﬁ “risk factor space” (i.e., input) without further information about the subject
portfolio. Risk factor space refers to the space of all risk factors including, for example, interest
rates, foreign exchange rates, volatilities, index levels, and so on. Thereafter, the portfolio is
fully valued under all of those scenarios. Clearly, however, what the analyst is interested in is the
portfolio’s distribution (i.e., output). Hence, making use of the properties of the portfolio before
sampling (i.e., before Monte Carlo generation) results in more efficient calculations. This has an
effect similar to applying a variable transformation that captures the portfolio’s properties. In
addition to the compression of risk factor space, the exploitation of these underlying properties
leads to a compact representation of the portfolio. Thus, the extra analytical work yields orders
of magnitude increases in computational performance and substantial savings in terms of data
storage requirements. In short, the results of analytical compression are (1) a new, compressed
representation of a target portfolio by a small number of simple instruments (e.g., bonds) that
depend on a new, smaller set of risk factors, and (2) an exact process that describes the behavior
of the new underlying risk factors as a function of the original ones. The mathematical
underpinnings of analytical compression are described below with reference to particular
embodiments of the present invention. Further details can be found in Ron Dembo et al.,
Analytical Compression of Portfolios and VaR, Algorithmics Technical Paper No. 96-01 (1997),
which disclosure is incorporated herein by reference.

In contrast to analytical compression, scenario-based compression is an especially
effective technique for compressing portfolios that contain options. The technique draws on
stochastic optimization methods called “scenario optimization,” described in Ron Dembo,
Optimal Portfolio Replication, Algorithmics Technical Paper No. 95-01 (1997), and “optimal
portfolio replication,” described in Ron Dembo and Dan Rosen, The Practice of Portfolio
Replication, Algorithmics Technical Paper No. 98-01 (1997). Analytical compression may be
implemented, for example, using embodiments of the inventions described in U.S. Patent No.

5,148,365, issued on September 15, 1992 and titled “Scenario Optimization,” and recently-



10

15

20

25

30

WO 98/54666 PCT/CA98/00519
-7-

allowed U.S. Patent Application No. 08/866,303 titled “Method and Apparatus for Optimal

Portfolio Replication.” The disclosures of these four references are incorporated herein by

reference.

In general, for a target portfolio comprised of a given set of market-traded instruments,
scenario optimization aims to find the best possible “replicating portfolio” that replicates the
behavior of the target portfolio over a range of discrete market outcomes, or scenarios. For
purposes of portfolio compression, the replicating portfolio does not necessarily have to bg made
up of market-traded instruments, as long as one has good models to generate “fair market prices”
for the replicating instruments. In practice, as discussed further below, it is possible to generate
the proper scenarios and replicating instruments that will lead to an effective replication of a
given portfolio by using simple rule-based systems. The mathematical underpinnings of
scenario-based compression are described below with reference to particular embodiments of the
present invention.

Referring now to Fig. 1, in accordance with a first embodiment of the present invention a
computer-implemented apparatus 10 is provided for performing portfolio compression.
Computer-implemented apparatus 10 may run under any suitable architecture providing sufficient
computing power and storage capacity. It may operate as a standalone system, or may be
integrated, for example, as part of a larger system of financial analysis tools.

In the embodiment shown in Fig. 1, computer-implemented apparatus 10 includes a
processor 12 for performing logical and analytical calculations. Processor 12 may comprise, for
example, a central processing unit (CPU) of a personal computer, but may alternatively include
any other type of computer-based processor capable of performing such functions. In one
particular implementation, for example, processor 12 could operate on a “UNIX” brand or other
“POSIX”-compatible platform under “MOTIF/X WINDOWS” or “WINDOWS NT.” Processor
12 is coupled to a memory device 18 comprising, for example, a high-speed disk drive. An input
device 14 is also coupled to processor 12, enabling a user to enter instructions and other data.
Input device 14 comprises, for example, a keyboard, a mouse, and/or a touch-sensitive display
screen. Input device 14 alternatively, or in addition, may comprise a real-time data feed for
receiving an electronic representation of financial instruments. For example, input device 14
could provide a connection to an electronic data network (e.g., the Internet) through a modem
(not shown) or other suitable communications connection. Computer-implemented apparatus 10
also includes an output device 16, such as a video display monitor and/or a laser printer, for
presenting textual and graphical information to a user. In one particular implementation,

processor 12 is capable of executing application programs written in the “C++” programming
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language using object-oriented programming techniques, but the present invention is not limited
in this regard.

In the present embodiment, processor 12 is capable of executing a compression engine 20
configured to perform portfolio compression. In this particular embodiment, compression engine
20 comprises a software module including executable instructions for carrying out various tasks
and calculations related to portfolio compression, but persons skilled in the art will recognize that
firmware- and/or hardware-based implementations are also possible. Compression engine 20 can
be used, for example, to analyze the risk of a large and complex portfolio, or to analyze the'
performance of a number of hedges against potential losses for a given portfolio. The portfolio
compression techniques taught herein are well-suited to such uses because of the improved
processing speed and efficiency they provide.

In accordance with the present embodiment, a user may use input device 14 to enter
information describing the composition of a target portfolio (i.e., the portfolio to be compressed),
including, for example, the number and type of financial instruments in the target portfolio.
Alternatively, or in addition, information about the target portfolio could be provided through a
real-time data feed. In either case, the information is input to compression engine 20, and may
also be stored in memory device 18. After compression engine 20 completes its processing, the
compressed portfolio is presented on output device 16 in the form of, for example, graphs, textual
displays and/or printed reports. In addition, an electronic representation of the compressed
portfolio may be stored in memory device 18 for later output to other tasks within computer-
implemented apparatus 10, and may also be written to a portable storage device (not shown) such
as a CD-ROM or one or more diskettes.

According to a particular implementation of the embodiment shown in Fig. 1, as
illustrated in Fig. 2, compression engine 20 can be configured to include a number of sub-mod-
ules corresponding to various tasks for accomplishing portfolio compression. Persons skilled in
the art of software design will recognize, however, that any particular software configuration is
generally only a matter of design choice. As shown, in this implementation compression engine
20 includes an instrument load module 24, a sorting module 26, a compression module 28, and an
aggregation module 30. These various modules can be configured to pass information from one
module to the next (e.g., by passing parameters comprising addresses for locations in memory
device 18), or the modules may be given access to common data stores within memory device 18.
In any event, the present invention is not limited to any particular implementation.

Fig. 3 contains a flow diagram describing a general embodiment of a method for portfolio

compression that may be implemented using, for example, the apparatus illustrated in Fig. 1. In
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accordance with this embodiment, a target portfolio containing a collection of financial
instruments is first sorted into compressible and non-compressible instruments (Step 100). This
step may be accomplished, for example, by instrument load module 24 and sorting module 26 of
the embodiment illustrated in Fig. 2. Next, a compressed subportfolio is generated for the
compressible instruments (Step 110) using, for example, compression module 28. Finally, the
compressed subportfolio and the non-compressible instruments are combined into a single
compressed portfolio (Step 120) using, for example, aggregation module 30. .

Of course, it is possible to implement an embodiment such that all of the financial
instruments in the target portfolio are deemed to be compressible, in which case the method of
Fig. 3 would essentially include only generation of the compressed subportfolio (Step 110).
Thus, in the context of the present invention, the term “compressible” does not necessarily
connote any particular characteristic of a financial instrument. Rather, the determination of
whether a financial instrument is compressible can be user-driven. A given portfolio manager,
for example, may be willing to accept a lower degree of confidence with respect to a compressed
portfolio than another portfolio manager, and therefore may consider a particular financial
instrument to be compressible where the latter porfolio manager would not.

By way of further illustration, Fig. 4 contains a flow diagram showing a method for
portfolio compression in accordance with another embodiment of the present invention. This
method may be implemented, for example, using an apparatus such as that illustrated in Fig. 1,
although any other suitable computing apparatus may be used. Referring now to Fig. 4, in
accordance with this embodiment a target portfolio of instruments 38 is to be compressed. To
this end, instruments 38 are first input to a load instruments routine 40. Instruments 38 may be
received, for example, as a collection of data packets defining the composition of the target
portfolio. Electronic representations of the financial instruments in the target portfolio can be
loaded from an external storage medium (e.g., a data warehouse, a database, a set of comma
separated values (.csv) files). In some cases it may be desirable to load the data packets
incrementally (e.g., in batches), such as where the size of the target portfolio makes it impractical
to load information concerning all of the financial instruments into memory at one time (resulting
in significant performance degradation due to disk swapping). In such cases, and with reference
to the apparatus of Fig. 1, the size of each incremental load can be set through a parameter
passed, for example, to compression engine 20 through a GUI (graphical user interface) or a
configuration file, and would typically be based on limitations of memory device 18.

After confirming the validity of the information conveyed in the received data packets

using appropriate edit routines (not shown), the information describing the instruments in the
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target portfolio is subjected to a sort and divide routine 42 where instruments 38 are first divided
into subportfolios according to a set of predefined user preferences, or “key attributes.” Key
attributes may include, for example, information such as a counterparty, a discount curve, and so
on. In one particular implementation, sort and divide routine 42 implements a new portfolio
hierarchy representing a desired level of portfolio aggregation that a portfolio manager, for
example, wishes to use for overall risk analysis. These subportfolios may then be further sorted
or subdivided according to the set of compression techniques, if any, that will later be applied to
them. Such further processing is desirable where, for example, a single compression technique is
not ideal for all of the different types of financial instruments in the target portfolio.

Some subportfolios generated by sort and divide routine 42 may consist of instruments for
which compression is undesirable or unnecessary, and such subportfolios are immediately
migrated to a temporary storage location (e.g., a location within memory device 18 corresponding
to a cash account) for later aggregation with compressed subportfolios. There are several reasons
why an institution might choose not to compress certain subportfolios. For example, the
institution might wish to retain certain small subportfolios for further analysis. Likewise, the
institution might not be able to compress certain subportfolios and still maintain a desired level
of accuracy, or the available current compression techniques might not be well-suited for the type
of instruments in a particular subportfolio. The remaining subportfolios, each of which will be
compressed separately, are then passed to a cashflow generation routine 44 if they contain
instruments with fixed cashflows, or directly to a compreésion routine 48 if they do not.

Cashflow generation routine 44 generates cashflows for the instruments in an input
subportfolio based on the financial description of each such instrument. For example, the
cashflows of a fixed rate bond are generated from the maturity date, notional, and coupon rate.
The output from cashflow generation routine 44 is a set of cashflows on specific dates in the
future corresponding to the input instruments, and this output is passed to a first aggregation
routine 46. Those instruments that are already represented by their cashflows are passed directly
to aggregation routine 46. In aggregation routine 46, all of the cashflows that are discounted with
a common interest rate curve are then aggregated (i.e., netted) into a single synthetic bond that
pays the netted cashflows of all instruments at the specified times. This synthetic bond is
denoted an “aggregated cashflow instrument,” or ACI. The output of aggregation routine 46 is
thus a subportfolio containing one or more ACls, as well as instruments that cannot be
represented by fixed cashflows. Thus, whereas the input to aggregation routine 46 contained
only real financial instruments traded by the institution, the output contains synthetic, non-traded

instruments. For all intents and purposes, however, the input subportfolio and the output
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subportfolio behave identically. Since it is quite common in fixed-income portfolios to have a
very large number of instruments that either generate only fixed cashflows (or can be represented
for valuation purposes as generating only fixed cashflows), the potential savings that results from
this processing is enormous. In a particular implementation of this embodiment, aggregation
routine 46 can be executed recursively as a target portfolio is incrementally loaded.

As shown in Fig. 4, compression routine 48 receives subportfolios from aggregation
routine 46 and/or sort and divide routine 42. In compression routine 48, subportfolios are ‘
generally compressed into a reduced, simpler set of instruments. Again with reference to the
apparatus of Fig. 1, where compression engine 20 is configured to perform analytical
compression, each set of fixed cashflows instruments, whose value depends on a single interest
rate curve, is compressed to at most two cashflows. As with aggregation routine 46, compression
routine 48 may be implemented to execute recursively as instruments are incrementally loaded.
Compression routine 48 may be configured to perform an extended type of analytical
compression to deal with options, although it may be more advantageous to implement a
configuration of compression engine 20 that also is capable of performing scenario-based
compression on subportfolios with options, since scenario-based compression generally results in
compressed subportfolios that contain options as well.

In addition to analytical compression and scenario-based compression, compression
routine 48 is preferably configured to be extensible, thereby allowing for the integration of other
compression routines. Thus, in general, the input to compression routine 48 is a subportfolio that
may be subjected to one or more available compression techniques. The particular techniques
applied may be dictated, for example, by a user or by characteristics of the portfolio to be
compressed. The compressed instruments might appear to be real traded instruments, but they do
not necessarily have to be traded for purposes of risk management.

Finally, all of the subportfolios, both compressed and non-compressed, are passed to a
second aggregation routine 50 to be combined into a single compressed portfolio 52.
Compressed portfolio 52 can then be used, for example, as the basis for various risk assessment
analyses of the target portfolio.

Looking more closely at some of the routines in the embodiment illustrated in Fig. 4, in
one implementation sort and divide routine 42 is configured to divide the input target portfolio
(or a portion of the target portfolio, in the case of incremental loading) into smaller subportfolios
by, for example, a sorting process based on some user-defined set of key attributes. Each key
attribute is associated with a particular feature or characteristic of a financial instrument, and

serves as a sort key on which the collection of financial instrument information can be sorted.



10

15

20

25

30

WO 98/54666 PCT/CA98/00519

-12 -
The judicious use of key attributes allows a user to refine the contents of each subportfolio to a
level consistent with that user’s particular risk management reporting objectives. A list of key
attributes can be passed to sort and divide routine 42 using, for example, a GUI or a configuration
file.

The use of key attributes provides a convenient way to tailor the operation compression
engine 20 to particular uses. For example, key attributes can be used to cause sort and divide
routine 42 to generate subportfolios that are particularly directed to the performance of credit risk
reporting. In such an implementation, an input portfolio can be partitioned based on attribﬁtes
such as (a) the legal entities that were the counterparties in the associated transactions, and (b) the
jurisdictions where the transactions were booked. Application of these key attributes will result
in the input portfolio being divided into subportfolios associated with different legal entities, and
further being divided into subportfolios associated with different jurisdictions. These
subportfolios could be further divided based on instrument type (e.g., option, fixed income). It
should be noted, however, that such a sorting approach is presented by way of example only.

The most advantageous key attributes for any particular implementation will vary, for example,
in accordance with the particular reporting needs of a given institution or a particular type of risk
analysis.

Since a target portfolio will most likely contain many different types of financial
instruments, and since different instruments have different characteristics and are suitable for
different compression methods, an institution may choose to compress only some of the
instruments and use only some of the available types of compression techniques. Accordingly, in
a variation on the example shown in Fig. 4, sort and divide routine 42 may apply an additional
set of key attributes to further sort the instruments into subportfolios based on whether or not
they will be compressed and, if so, the particular compression methodology(s) that will be
applied. In other words, those instruments that will eventually be compressed are separated from
those instruments that will not be compressed, and the instruments that will eventually pass
through one or more of the compression routines are sorted into subportfolios based on the
compression technique or combination of techniques that will be performed on them. Thus, in
addition to specifying a list of key attributes to be used in creating a subportfolio hierarchy, a user
may also specify the types of compression techniques that will be applied. By configuring
compression engine 20 to include a function library for compression that is both flexible and
extendible, users can be given the ability to vary the composition of the resulting subportfolios
(in essence, a list of compressible instruments) according to the compression methodology

desired.
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Referring again to the embodiment shown in Fig. 4, the input subportfolios to cashflow
generation routine 44 are comprised of instruments that either generate only fixed cashflows or
can be represented for valuation purposes as generating only fixed cashflows. Such instruments
include, for example, fixed rate bonds, floating rate notes, forward rate agreements, futures and
forward contracts, foreign exchange forwards, fixed notional swaps and certificates of deposit. In
many cases, cashflow instruments are advantageously represented in computer-implemented
apparatus 10 in terms of their financial and accounting descriptions, and not directly as actual
cashflows. Thus, cashflow generation routine 44 generates the cashflows of these instruments
based on these financial descriptions. Nevertheless, for purposes of valuation, risk measurement
and compression, it may sometimes be desirable to represent these instruments by a series of
cashflows occurring at certain times in the future, in which case their present value is equal to
these cashflows discounted at appropriate rates. For example, a given fixed rate bond may be
described by its maturity, notional, coupon rate and coupon frequency. Future cashflows can
then be determined completely from this information, and its mark-to-market valuation can be
obtained by discounting the future cashflows using current market rates. Again, however, the
particulars may vary in accordance with the particular needs of any given implementation.

Turning now to first aggregation routine 46, as noted above this routine can be configured
to generate a new type of instrument, called an aggregated cashflow instrument or ACI, for every
interest rate curve. An ACI is simply a synthetic bond that pays the specified cashflows at the
specified times. At this stage, all the generated cashflows that are discounted with the same
discount curve are aggregated into a single ACI, and cashflows occurring on the same day are
netted. The present value can thus be determined by discounting these cashflows using a single
discount curve. For example, a portfolio consisting of 5000 fixed rate bonds in US dollars with
maturities up to 10 years and paying semi-annual coupons would contain at most 100,000
cashflows. After aggregation, these would be represented by one ACI with at most 2500
cashflows (based on 250 business days per year). Since it is unlikely that these fixed rate bonds
would have maturities covering every business day of the year, the actual number would
generally be much less than this. Persons skilled in the art will recognize the substantial savings
in terms of processing resources possible through such aggregation. Moreover, it should be noted
that the subportfolio(s) output from first aggregation routine 46, containing those instruments that
could not be represented by a fixed cashflow (e.g., options) and one or more aggregated cashflow
instruments, has the same theoretical value and the same sensitivities to the previously-identified
risk factors as the input subportfolio(s) since no approximations have been done. Other

discounting approaches can alternatively be applied. The present invention is not limited in this
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regard.

As noted above, portfolio compression is generally a process whereby an input portfolio
is represented using simpler instruments, using fewer instruments, or both. In one particular
implementation of the embodiment shown in Fig. 4, compression routine 48 applies analytical
compression to compress subportfolios containing a large set of cashflows into a much smaller
set of cashflows, and also applies scenario-based compression to compress subportfolios
containing options. Compression routine 48 is ideally designed to be extendible so that
additional compression methodologies can easily be added in a modular way. Implementa'tion of
such extensible designs is well known in the field of software development.

The following discussion describes both analytical compression and scenario-based
compression in further detail, including mathematical support for the theoretical models
underlying the respective compression techniques. It should be noted, however, that the present
invention is by no means limited to only these compression techniques, nor to the particular
application of these compression techniques set forth herein.

The rationale behind analytical compression is relatively straight-forward. The basic
approach is to seek a simpler space for approximating the portfolio with a set of basis functions,
such that the stochastic process that the new risk factors follow can easily be found as a function
of the original ones. In other words, the basic approach is to seek a lower-dimensional space for
approximating the portfolio, such that the process of describing the portfolio price can easily be
found as a function of the original risk factors. By expressing the portfolio in the right space and
with the right functions, it is possible to achieve a reduction in dimensionality and a much
smaller and simpler portfolio to process. By exploiting the functional properties of the portfolios
and further using simulation techniques, the application of analytical compression provides
substantial improvements in accuracy, and in flexibility, over known approaches to risk
measurement, such as the “delta-normal” approach to estimating VaR popularized in J. P.
Morgan’s RiskMetrics™ methodology (see RiskMetrics™ - Technical Document, Morgan
Guarantee Trust Company Global Research (4th ed. 1996)). Not only does analytical
compression capture higher-order effects, such as convexity of bonds or gamma of options, but
the resulting compressed portfolios can also be used directly in simulation with other complex
derivative portfolios for on-line VaR calculations.

Analytical compression bears some resemblance to known principal component
techniques, where the changes in the risk factor space are captured in a low-dimensional
projection of the original space. However, the mapping obtained through analytical compression

is not necessarily linear and it optimally accounts for the behavior of the portfolio. Moreover, as
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a “cashflow compression,” analytical compression goes much further than standard cashflow
bucketing techniques (discussed below) where, for example, cashflows at given times are mapped
to their duration equivalents on adjacent, predetermined nodes. Not only does analytical
compression preserve the global properties of the portfolio more accurately, but it also offers at
least an order of magnitude improvement in processing time. To further illustrate the analytical
compression technique, the principles and theory of analytical compression are described below
in the context of a particular implementation for fixed cashflow portfolios. '

By way of background, and as noted above, the Value-at-Risk (VaR) of a portfolio
represents the maximum level of losses that a portfolio could incur over some predetermined time
period with a high confidence. More formally, VaR,(z), the VaR with confidence level o, for a

period [0, 7], is given by the solution of the equation

Priv(R,,0)-V(R,H<VaR (H}=0 (Eq. 1)

where V(R, t) denotes the value of the portfolio at time #; R, represents the vector of underlying
(stochastic) risk factors; and a (one-éided) is typically 0.9 to 0.99. The time interval is usually
between 1 and 10 days.

Given this definition of VaR, consider a portfolio of fixed cashflows, C; > 0 at time ¢, for

i=1,..., n Thepresent value of the portfolio today is given by

V(r) :E Cexp(-rt) (Eq.2)

i=1

where r = (r,, r,, . . ., 7,,) represents the vector of continuously compounded discount rates at each

term.
The “yield to maturity” of the portfolio, y, is the single rate at which all the coupons can
be discounted to give the same portfolio value. Hence, it is given by the unique root of the

equation
Z Cexp(-rt) =Z Cexp(-yt) (Eq. 3)
i=1 i=1

This expression can be written more concisely as the identity

) =V,m)
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where, for simplicity, we denote V(y) = V(3, y, . . ., y). Note that the solution y to Eq. 3 is not
unique if all cashflows do not have the same sign.
The “modified duration” of the portfolio is defined as the (negative) derivative of V with

respect to the yield, that is

v, &
D=-—2 =E Ctexp(-yt) (Egq.4)
dy 21

It should be noted that, given that the cashflows are fixed, the yield and duration of the portfolio
at a given time can be seen exclusively as functions of the interest rate vector r.

As shown above, the yield of the portfolio can be viewed as an alternative representation
of the value of the portfolio. Thus, there is a one-to-one mapping between them. The yield
further acts with a similar functional form as the rates to give the value of the portfolio.

In view of the foregoing, to obtain the distribution of changes in value of the portfolio,
and VaR, using the pricing function V,(), one first determines the distribution of the yield. This
is not hard task if the joint distribution of the rates is known, since it can be shown that the

instantaneous yield changes follow the equation

=Y L ar =Y B ar, (Eq. 5)

i=1 ari i=1

where

dy C,t-exp(-rt)
B,.E—y= ,i=1l,..,n (Eq. 6)

Wereferto § = (B,, B,, - - . , B,) as the vector of yield sensitivities. Note also that an interesting

simple identity that arises directly from Eq. 2 and Eq. 6 is

1. _¥0)
St or, DY) Eq-7)

For a sufficiently large n and rapidly decreasing correlations, the distribution of yield changes,
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dy, can be approximated by a normal distribution. This is true even for larger changes because of
the central limit theorem.
Since it is customary to assume that the relative changes of the rates follow a joint normal

distribution, it is convenient to express Eq. 5 as

dy=)_ B, — (Eq. 8)

Then, the volatility of yield changes can be computed as
s :.-z,-: B.Boorsp, (Eq. 9)

where 0, represents the volatility of the i-th return, and the p;, are the entries in the correlation

matrix. In matrix form this can be more compactly expressed as
oy, =(B-)" Z(Br)

with Zij = 0,0,p,, and again we use the vector multiplication notation, that is, (p - 7),= ).

It is important to emphasize that the differential process for the yield can be precisely
known, given the joint process for the original risk factors (the individual rates, in this case). In
principle, no approximation is required. For a more formal presentation of this observation, see
Appendix 1 of Ron Dembo et al., Analytical Compression of Portfolios and VaR, Algorithmics
Technical Paper No. 96-01 (1997), which discussion is incorporated herein by reference.}

The results above can already be used to simplify VaR calculations using simulation by
reducing the sample space from » (the dimension of changes in ) to one dimension (changes in
). One can then use ¥, (y) to value the portfolio, which still requires the evaluation of a series of
nterms. This yield-based Monte Carlo method is a faster and more robust method than simple
Monte Carlo because of the reduction in parameter space and the fact that the yield’s volatility is
much smaller than volatilities of the rate returns. Furthermore, for a portfolio of strictly positive
or strictly negative cashflows, VaR can be calculated analytically, without simulation, by
noticing that ¥ () is monotonic and applying the one factor theorem described in Section 2 of

Ron Dembo et al., Analytical Compression of Portfolios and VaR, Algorithmics Technical Paper
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No. 96-01 (1997), which discussion is incorporated herein by reference. For more general
portfolios, performance can be improved even further by making some approximations, as shown
below.

The transformation from yield to value, V,, still requires the discounting of » cashflows.
However, an efficient approximation of this function can be used for VaR calculations. For a
portfolio of only positive (or only negative) cashflows, it is possible to reduce the problem to the
computation of a single cashflow, such as a zero coupon bond. That is, the function V), can be

approximated by

V(y)=Cexp(-yb). (Eq. 10)

The two new parameters in this expression, C and ¢, are found by matching value and modified

duration while using the yield calculated with Eq. 3; that is, from the following two expressions

Cexp(-y1)=)_ Cexp(-yt) (match V) (Eq.11)

i=1

Y Ctexp(-t)
i=1

r= (match D) (Eq. 12)
Y- Ciexp(-yt)

t=1

Of course, ¥(y) is also monotonic, and therefore the VaR approximation could be computed
without simulation. The result of this approximation is a series of exponentials with a single
exponential function that matches both value and first derivative at one point, and where the term
(-y t) “averages” the exponents in the series. In fact, it is shown in Appendix 2 of Ron Dembo et
al., Analytical Compression of Portfolios and VaR, Algorithmics Technical Paper No. 96-01
(1997) (which discussion is incorporated herein by reference) that, for portfolios of positive

cashflows, V(y)is always dominated by V, (), the exact value. That is,

V)= V(y), for all non-negative y (Eq. 13)

The reciprocal is true for portfolios of negative cashflows.

For portfolios with both positive and negative cashflows, the yield, given by the root of
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Eq. 3 above, is not unique. A simple solution to this problem is to divide the subject portfolio
into two subportfolios, one with strictly positive and the other with strictly negative cashflows.

The total value of the portfolio can then be expressed as V=V "+V * where

v’ :z"l: C, exp( “ra) V- :z"; C, exp(-rt) (Eq. 14)
and C;" 20, C;'< 0. '

The yields (v, ) of both subportfolios are unique in this case, and the total portfolio can
be compressed into two cashflows, a positive and a negative one. The two compressed portfolios,
respectively, have yields (y*, y), computed through Eq. 3, coupons (C ', C") and durations (¢ ¥, ¢
), computed through Eq. 11 and Eq. 12. Thus, the portfolio value function can be approximated
by

Py ",y )=C 'exp(-y "t )+C "exp(-y t") (Eq. 15)

It can be shown that the volatilities and covariance of (", y") are given by the following expres-

sions
2 + \T +
0+=(l3 ) 2B r)
o2 =B PP +7) (Eq. 16)

Cov(y ",y )=(B""n'E(P™r)

The VaR of the portfolio can be computed through a Monte Carlo simulation on the two- dimen-
sional space (y*, ) and using ¥ as in Eq. 15. Given the low dimensionality and simple valuation,
this is an effective computational technique. Furthermore, other low-dimensional integration
techniques may be more effectively used in this case (e.g., low discrepancy sequences). Notice
also that the property of strict monotonicity of ¥in each risk factor, (y*, y), can be exploited to
accelerate simulations.

Consider now the case of a cashflow portfolio denominated in a different currency, thus
having foreign exchange (FX) risk in addition to the interest rate (IR) risk. The value of the

portfolio in the domestic currency can be expressed as
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n
V(r,8)=8Y Cexp(-rt) (Eq. 17)
i-1
where § now denotes the spot exchange rate from the foreign currency (the value of one unit of
foreign currency in domestic currency). Without loss of generality, assume that all the cashflows
are positive. By using the results in the previous section, it is possible to approximate the value

function of Eq. 17 with

V(y,8)=S " Cexp(-yt) (Eq. 18)

In this sense, the portfolio can be seen as one position in a bond in the foreign currency. Note the
intrinsic multiplicative functionality of the FX spot rate.

A straight-forward approach to estimating VaR is to create scenarios in two-dimensional
space (y, S) and use Eq. 18. Clearly, when the portfolio has both positive and negative
cashflows, the joint application of Eq. 15 and Eq. 18 leads to a simulation in the three-
dimensional space (y", ¥/, S).

Alternatively, further approximations may be possible. For example, Eq. 18 may be writ-

ten as

. 1n(S8/S,)
V(y,8) = C*§, exp —T—— -y (Eq. 19)

= Cgexp(-Y )=V (¥,

In(S/S,)
t

where S, denotes the current spot FX value and ¥, =[ y- ] . Similar to Eq. 8 above, the

differential changes in Y, are then given by

LINNG) ¢ oY,
dYy=), —Sedr v—ds (Eq. 20)

i=1 OF;



10

15

20

WO 98/54666 PCT/CA98/00519
221 -

where the B,’s, i =1, . . . n, are as given before, and fy=1/(S - ).

n dr.
:Z ﬁi.ri._’+BS.S‘—‘§
i=1 r S

It should be noted that Eq. 19 reduces the problem to the single cashflow case, and hence
its VaR can be computed analytically. However, in practice, the errors in the distribution
introduced can be substantial when compared with those that arise from using the yield
approximation of Eq. 18 exclusively. The main sources of these errors arise from the discrete
approximation of Eq. 20 and the degree of non-normality of the distribution of Y.

Considering now a general multi-currency, multi-curve case, this can be solved by an
iterated application of the above-described single currency case. Consider the general case of a
global portfolio consisting of m subportfolios denominated in different currencies (the first of
which is the domestic currency), where the portfolio contains IR risk factors. The value of the

whole portfolio in the domestic currency can then be expressed as

m T
V=) 5.3 Cexp(-r,t,) (Eq. 21)
k=i i=1

where £ is used to index the currencies and S, = 1. The total dimension of the risk parameter
space, in this case, is dim = Y n,+ m - 1. When the number of IR risk factors in each
subportfolio is given by a constant »,, then this simply becomes m(n, + 1) - 1. For example, a
typical portfolio with 5 currencies and 16 term structure points (e.g., using the RiskMetrics™
term points), would then involve a problem with dimension 84: 5%16 (IRs) + 4 (FX). By

applying the results of the previous section, the portfolio can be compressed to be valued as
V=) SiC,exp(-yg 1) +Cexp(-yy 1y)] (Eq. 22)
k=1

where the y,’s, C,’s, and ¢,’s denote the yields, coupons and durations of each subportfolio
respectively. The dimension in this case is now dim =3m - 1 (the 2m random yields ( y;, y;) ,

k=1,...m, and the m - 1 FX spotrates S,, k = 2, . . ., m). The risk factor space for the portfolio
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in the example above with 5 currencies would then be compressed to have dim = 14. It should be
noted that further simplifications are possible where the dimension can be reduced to 2 risk fac-
tors. This is accomplished, for example, by first applying Eq. 19 and then compressing all the
resulting positive and negative cashflows into two cashflows using the yield approximation.

The techniques just described dealt mostly with fixed cashflow instruments; however, the
techniques can also be used effectively for portfolios that contain floating instruments and
derivatives. Methods such as the fixed notional method and approximations such as delta
bucketing (see below) can be used to express most cashflow instruments in terms of fixed |
cashflows. Thus, the part of a portfolio without optionality, which typically accounts for 80-90%
of the entire portfolio, can be compressed to a few positions, and the risk profile of the entire
portfolio can be computed using a Monte Carlo simulation. The computation in this case is much
faster and retains full accuracy. This is in sharp contrast to a pure covariance (e.g.,
RiskMetrics™) methodology where the substantial higher-order effects of derivatives, and even
bond convexities, are not accounted for. Moreover, from a data processing perspective,
analytical compression is ideal for batch processes, greatly enhances effectiveness of overall
portfolio storage and loading/downloading, and releases vast amounts of memory for other
processing.

As alluded to above, “bucketing,” and in particular “cashflow bucketing,” is a known
technique for reducing a total number of cashflows produced by a set of instruments. In general,
bucketing is a technique that is desirable in practice not only for performance reasons, but also
because distributions are generally only available for a small number of term points. For exam-
ple, for fixed income instruments, the J.P. Morgan distributed data sets (see the above-cited
RiskMetrics™ - Technical Document) have volatilities and correlations for sixteen term points.

Industry standards for bucketing of fixed income instruments include “duration
bucketing” and the bucketing suggested in RiskMetrics™. Given a set of standard term nodes,
both methods map each cashflow separately to the two (or one) closest nodes. Duration
bucketing accomplishes this by matching the present value and the duration of the original
cashflow. The bucketing described in RiskMetrics™ does this by matching present value and the
volatility of the original cashflow. A further assumption of linear interpolation between the
prices of zero coupon bonds is required. Additional information on these two bucketing
techniques, including their relative advantages and disadvantages, can be found in the above-
cited RiskMetrics™ - Technical Document and Mark B. Garman, Issues and Choices in Analytic
(Variance-Covariance) Value at Risk (presented at the RIMAC 97 Conference, Scottsdale,
Arizona, February 1997).
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By contrast, delta bucketing provides a more powerful and robust technique than either
duration bucketing or the RiskMetrics™ approach. Delta bucketing is generally applicable to all
financial instruments, but is perhaps most appropriate for linear instruments. Delta bucketing
aims to standardize the times at which cashflows occur. For fixed income instruments, delta
bucketing reduces the number of cashflows in a portfolio by redistributing them over the standard
term structure. This redistribution of the cashflows is done in a such a way that the partial
derivatives (or key rate durations) of each individual instrument or cashflow with respect to each
of the original risk factors is preserved. |

The foregoing bucketing methods bucket each cashflow separately to the nearest nodes,
without regard for the portfolio to which they belong. Hence, some global portfolio properties,
such as its yield to maturity and duration, will not be preserved, because such properties are not
additive. Preserving these properties for each individual cashflow does not guarantee that the
property at the portfolio is preserved. By contrast, so-called “yield bucketing” maps all portfolio
cashflows by preserving these global portfolio properties. In this way, cashflows are bucketed to
standard nodes, accounting for all other cashflows in the portfolio, by assuring that the new
bucketed portfolio preserves the same value, yield, and duration of the original portfolio. This is
a desirable feature where the bucketing technique is to be used in conjunction with analytical
compression, since the yield becomes the single risk factor that the portfolio depends on.

Turning now to the details of scenario-based compression, in accordance with a particular
embodiment of the present invention, compression engine 20 can be configured to perform
scenario-based optimization as follows. A portfolio or subportfolio to be compressed is passed to
a cashflow and embedded option analyzer that returns a set of maturities for all instruments in the
subportfolio, a set of underlying risk factors, and a range of strike prices for any embedded
options.

The output from cashflow and embedded option analyzer, along with a description of the
type of analysis to be performed (e.g., 10-day VaR at 99% confidence, 1-month VaR at 95%)),
then serves as input to a replicating set generator. The information concerning analysis type can
be obtained, for example, from a user through a GUI or from a configuration file. The replicating
set generator outputs a set of replicating instruments that effectively “spans,” or covers, the target
portfolio. The output from the cashflow and embedded option analyzer and the information
concerning analysis type also serves as input to a scenarios generator that returns a set of
scenarios and time points under which the replication is to be performed. The scenarios
generator may generate scenarios dynamically, or may retrieve previously-generated scenarios

from, for example, a database. In general, the operations of the replicating set generator and the
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scenarios generator are governed by a simple rule-based system, an example of which is set forth
below.

Acting on the set of replicating instruments, the target portfolio and the set of scenarios, a
simulation module determines the values of every instrument in the target portfolio under every
scenario at the specified time points. The results of the simulation module are then input to an
optimization problem module, which formulates a linear programming problem to find the
optimal replicating portfolio. This problem is then solved using standard linear programming
techniques and associated software (e.g., the CPLEX™ application distributed by ILOG of |
Incline Village, Nevada). The solution to the problem is a set of positions to take in the
replicating instruments that best matches the behavior of the target portfolio over the specified
scenarios. Finally, a construct compressed portfolio module constructs the compressed
replicating portfolio from the output of optimization problem module. For example, the construct
compressed portfolio module may generate a report identifying actual market transactions to
carry out in order to construct the replicating portfolio. The set of instruments contained in the
replicating portfolio (i.e., the replicating instruments) might include many different types of
instruments, including instruments with optionality (e.g., bond options, caps/floors), in order to
provide a more robust replicating portfolio for non-linear instruments.

The scenario-based compression model rests on a number of assumptions. For example, it
is assumed that a compressed portfolio will be used as a surrogate for the corresponding target
portfolio over some finite period of time (hereinafter, the “replication period”). During the
replication period, it is assumed that only a finite number of events or scenarios S can occur;
however, there is uncertainty as to which of these events will actually occur. Accordingly, the
probability of an i future event occurring at some point during the replication period is denoted
byp' € RS,

A second assumption underlying the scenario-based compression model is that only a
finite number N of financial instruments are available for creating the compressed portfolio.
Because the compressed portfolio will only be used as a surrogate for valuing the target portfolio
and its attributes, it may be made up of any instruments whose prices are known. Moreover, the
liquidity of the instruments is not relevant unless the compressed portfolio is to be used for
purposes other than valuation (for example, hedging).

Fig. 5 sets forth notation conventions that will be used in explaining further the technique
of scenario-based compression. In addition, a superscript 7 will denote the transpose of a vector
or matrix. Applying the convention described in Fig. 5, let ¢, = ((¢),» (@5), - - -» (qx), )" be the

known values, at the start of the replication period, of attribute a (a = 1,..., A) of each candidate
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instrument for the compressed portfolio. From time to time, we will drop the subscript “a” when
a generic statement applying to any attribute is made.

Further, let D, be the S by N matrix that gives the possible values of attribute a (a = 1,...,
A) of each instrument in each scenario. That is, each entry (d,), is the value of instrument j (j =
1, 2,..., N) at the end of the replication period, if scenario i (i = 1, 2,..., S) were to occur.
Similarly, we assume the target portfolio has attributes valued at ¢, at the beginning of the
replication period, and attributes valued at t, = ((t,),, (%,),, - - » (%,),)" (@ = 1,..., A) at the end of
the replication period depending on which scenario(s) actually occur. A portfolio is charaéterized
by the vector “x,” with each component x; denoting the amount the portfolio contains of
instrument j j =1, 2,..., N).

E(7) = Pp will denote the expectation of 7 over the probability distribution p. Finally,
E(D,)= D' p denotes an N-dimensional column vector of expected values of attribute a of the
instruments in the compressed portfolio at the end of the replication period.

Given the foregoing, a tracking function may be used to measure the degree to which a
compressed portfolio matches a corresponding target portfolio under the possible values that the

attributes might assume during the replication period. The tracking function may be expressed as

A
T(x)=Xl: ID, x-t_|.

P
The actual choice of norm used to measure the deviations between the compressed portfolio and
the target portfolio will depend on the context and the desired statistical properties of the
solution. For example, one could choose standard regret or maximum error as the error measure;
and all errors, only positive errors, or only negative errors may be minimized. In this measure,
weighting constants w, are used to emphasize one attribute over another and to apply a
conversion to consistent units. For example, if standard regret, including all errors, is chosen

then

ID, -7 |=w E(|D x-7,|)=w (ps |D, x-T,|).

As another example, if maximum error, including all errors, is chosen then
n
1D, x-T| =wamax,|z (d_v.)a xj~(17,)a[.
j=1

In order to guarantee that the target and compressed portfolios are as close as possible over the
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entire chosen period, it is natural to require that the values of relevant attributes for both

portfolios are the same under current conditions. This leads to the following set of boundary

conditions: g,'x =c;a=1, ..., A.

In view of the foregoing, a scenario-based compression model may thus be expressed in a
relatively straight-forward manner. According to this model, there always exists a feasible
compressed portfolio (that is, one satisfying the equation below), provided there are more
independent instruments from which the compressed portfolio is selected than there are attributes
that must be matched at the start of the replication period. This model can be described

mathematically as follows:
T “=min_ T(x) =minx2 ID, x-t|

subject to qu =c_ =1,...,4. That is, the equation is to minimize the tracking function over all
possible amounts of each instrument in the compressed portfolio, while at the same time ensuring
that the total value of such instruments is equal to the value of the target portfolio.

In accordance with a variation on the above-described embodiments of the present
mvention, a compressed portfolio generated by, for example, compression engine 20 of the
embodiment shown in Fig. 1, may be subjected to post-processing where the compression
process generates instruments that depend on new risk factors (i.e., risk factors that were not
present in the original, uncompressed target portfolio). These new risk factors may be provided,
for example, by a market risk factors’ distribution module. In accordance with this variation, a
scenario generation module creates a set of scenarios based on these new risk factors, or
alternatively adds the new correlated scenarios to an existing scenario set, after which the
institution’s risk profile can be calculated using the compressed portfolio and the new scenario
set. Such post-processing is described further in the above-cited reference titled Analytical
Compression of Portfolios and VaR, the pertinent disclosure of which is incorporated herein by
reference.

For compression techniques such as analytical compression, the risk factor space will
typically include some new variables (e.g., the compressed yields). To simulate the value of the
global portfolios under changing market conditions, with both compressed portfolios and
portfolios that are not compressed, scenarios must be generated from the joint distribution of the
market factors and the new risk factors. These joint distributions are readily available from the
yield sensitivities which describe the stochastic processes they follow (see the discussion of

analytical compression above). If a scenario set in the original risk factors exists, each scenario is
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augmented to include the new risk factors (using, for example, Eq. 8, 9 and 16 above).

The following examples are presented to further illustrate features and advantages
provided by embodiments of the present invention. The first example involves application of a
compression engine, such as that shown in Fig. 2, to a simple portfolio, and demonstrates both
the accuracy and possible time savings that may be realized. Consider a small portfolio of long
and short positions in 38 US government bonds with maturities ranging from 46 days to 12 years.
The current time that was used for valuation purposes was July 22, 1995. This portfolio, which
has a theoretical value of $9,482,415.3044 USD, was valued using an upward sloping discéunt
curve whose values at the various term points were approximately 5%. The portfolio was
compressed using delta bucketing and analytical compression, after which a VaR number for
both the compressed portfolio and the target portfolio were calculated using a Monte Carlo
simulation.

Referring again to the embodiment of Fig. 4, data packets describing all of the
instruments 38 in the target portfolio were input to load instruments routine 40. Given that the
target portfolio was small, it was possible to load all of the instruments at one time. Output from
load instruments routine 40 was then input to sort and divide routine 42. In this case, the output
from sort and divide routine 42 was identical to the input because:

1) the only user-defined key attribute was specified as “discount curve,” and all

instruments were discounted using the U.S. Treasury curve; and

2) it was determined that all of the instruments would be subjected to delta bucketing

and analytical compression (i.e., none of the instruments would bypass
compression routine 48).
Output from sort and divide routine 42 was then passed to cashflow generation routine 44 and
aggregation routine 46, resulting in the cashflows of the 38 bonds being generated and
aggregated into a single ACI consisting of 143 cashflows. This single ACI was then passed to
compression routine 48, where it was subjected to compression processing using both the delta
bucketing and analytical compression techniques.

First, delta bucketing was applied to the portfolio containing the 143 cashflows, resulting
in a reduction in the number of cashflows from 143 to 13. These 13 cashflows occur at the
standard RiskMetrics™ term points, as discussed more fully in the above-cited RiskMetrics™ -
Technical Document. Next, this reduced set of cashflows was passed to an analytical
compression subroutine, and the positive cashflows were separated from the negative cashflows.
In each instance (positive or negative) the yield was calculated and the cashflows were

compressed to a single zero coupon bond. The output from compression routine 48 consisted of
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two zero coupon bonds -- one with a positive notional and one with a negative notional. In

addition, two new risk factors, based on the yield to maturity of each zero coupon bond, were

created.

Fig. 6 shows the 13 cashflows produced using the delta bucketing compression technique.
Note that a cashflow was created at the 15-year term point, which is three years past the longest
maturing bond. Fig. 7 shows the cashflows of the compressed portfolio produced by applying
the analytical compression technique to the result of the delta bucketing compression. Here, the
first zero coupon bond created has a cashflow on February 22, 1998 of (39,554,346.0729) USD,
and the calculated yield is 5.1185%. The second zero coupon bond created has a cashflow of
60,098,278.9511 USD on September 18, 2001, and the calculated yield is 5.5537%. The
compressed portfolio consists of the two compressed bonds calculated as set forth above.
Scenarios based on the two new yield risk factors were added to the original scenario set using a
scenario generation routine, thereby enabling a VaR number to be calculated for the compressed
portfolio.

To further demonstrate some of the advantages possible through application of such
embodiments of the present invention, a comparison was made of 1-day VaR results based on the
following risk management techniques:

(1) linear approximation (i.e., RiskMetrics™),

2) scenario-based VaR using the target portfolio and 1000 Monte Carlo scenarios on

the U.S. Treasury curve; and

3) scenario-based VaR using the compressed portfolio and 1000 Monte Carlo

scenarios on the compressed yield risk factors.
The VaR numbers were calculated for three different confidence levels and the simulation results

are the average over ten runs. These results are presented in Table 1.



10

15

20

25

30

WO 98/54666 PCT/CA98/00519
-29.
Table 1: Comparison of VaR (million $)
confidence 1000 MC using 1000 MC using
level original portfolio compressed portfolio RiskMetrics
.90 1.689 1.670 1.553
(100) (98.88) (91.95)
95 1.992 1.986 1.967
(100) (99.70) (98.74)
.99 2.645 2.630 2.491
(100) (99.43) (93.86)
Note:  Quantities in parentheses represent VaR as a percentage of the original portfolio's scenario-based VaR
(column 2).

As can be seen, in each of the three cases the standard deviation of the results for the compressed
portfolio were approximately half the standard deviation of the results of the uncompressed target
portfolio.

The experiment was then repeated using 4000 Monte Carlo scenarios, with the

compressed portfolio again having half the variance of the target portfolio. These results are

presented in Table 2.
Table 2: Comparison of VaR (million $)
confidence 4000 MC using 4000 MC using
level original portfolio compressed portfolio RiskMetrics

90 1.650 1.651 1.553
(100) (100.06) (94.12)

.95 1.961 1.967 1.967
(100) (100.31) (100.31)

.99 2.605 2.614 2.491
(100) (100.35) (95.62)

Note: Quantities in parentheses represent VaR as a percentage of the original portfolio's scenario-based VaR
(column 2).

In both cases, as illustrated in Table 1 and Table 2, the Value-at-Risk obtained from the
compressed portfolio differs from the Value-at-Risk obtained from the original portfolio by at |
most 1.22%, and is generally much closer. However, the time required to compress the portfolio
and calculate the scenario-based VaR from the compressed portfolio varied from approximately

3% to 10% of the time required to calculate the scenario-based VaR from the target portfolio.
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In a second example, an embodiment such as that illustrated in Fig. 4 was applied to a
more complex target portfolio containing a substantial number of derivative positions. Delta
bucketing, analytical compression, and scenario-based compression methodologies were applied
to the target portfolio to show the accuracy and time savings that can be achieved.

The target portfolio for this second example consisted of over 18,000 instruments,
including many instruments with optionality such as caps and swaptions, in three currencies
(British pounds sterling, Japanese yen, and U.S. dollars). The current time used was February 14,
1996 and the three discount curves (one in each currency) ranged from 5.5% to 6.5%. The |
instruments that comprised the target portfolio were common stock, European equity options,
European FX options, caps, swaptions, fixed notional swaps, fixed rate CDS, fixed rate bonds,
swap fixed legs, swap predetermined legs, currency swaps and FX forwards. The number of

positions in each instrument are summarized in the second column of Table 3.
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Simulation Simulation Simulation
time® using time® after time" after
Number of original Analytical Scenario Compression
Instrument Instruments portfolio Compression Optimization time”
Common Stock | 720 177
European 960 619
Equity Options
European FX 1200 246
Options
Caps 1200 24452
15
Swaptions 1200 7000
Fixed Notional | 6000
Swap
Fixed Rate CD 1200
1476
Fixed Rate 4800
Bond 15841 13
Swap Fixed 240
Leg
Swap Pre- 240
Determined
Leg
Currency Swap { 240
Forex Forward | 240
Total 18240 48335 1070° 1476
Notes: a) Sum of: Common Stock (177), European Equity Options (619), European FX Options (246),

" Analytical Compression (13) and Scenario Optimization (15).
All performance times based on CPU usage on a SPARC station 20, 448M main memory using
single 150MHz processor. Time is in seconds.
Simulation is based on 1000 Monte Carlo scenarios.

b)

c)

Referring again to the embodiment illustrated in Fig. 4, in load instruments routine 40,

data packets describing the instruments 38 in the target portfolio were loaded incrementally in

subportfolio were partitioned into 9 subportfolios. These were created based on the key attribute,

blocks of 400 instruments each. In sort and divide routine 42, the 400 instruments from the input

which in this case was discount curve, and the compression methodologies to be applied to the

instruments. Only one discount curve was used for each currency, and hence the input

subportfolio was first partitioned into three subportfolios. Next, the three subportfolios were

paftitioned based on instrument type only, since instrument type was used to determine the

‘compression methodologies used.
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In this example, it was determined that the common stock, equity options and FX options
were not to be compressed because there were not many of them and they generally do not take
long to value. Accordingly, all of those instruments were placed in a temporary storage location
for later aggregation. It was further determined that caps and swaptions would be compressed
using scenario-based compression, and thus those instruments were placed in a second separate
subportfolio that was passed directly to compression routine 48. Finally, it was determined that
the remaining 7 instrument types would be compressed using delta bucketing and analytical
compression, and thus were placed in a third separate subportfolio that was passed to cashﬁow
generation routine 44 and first aggregation routine 46.

In cashflow generation routine 44 and first aggregation routine 46, the input was one of
the three subportfolios (separated by discount curve) containing fixed income instruments. The
cashflows of these instruments were generated and then aggregated into a single ACI. The output
from these two modules was thus three subportfolios, each consisting of a single ACI.

In compression routine 48, the input subportfolios were compressed using either the
analytical compression method or the scenario-based compression method described above.
Each subportfolio consisting of caps and swaptions was compressed using the scenario-based
compression, where the set of replicating instruments consisted of zero coupon bonds and caplets
in each of the three currencies. The scenarios for replication were bucket shifts of 1% to the
instruments’ discount curves at standard node points, and paraliel shifts of three standard devia-
tions in the discount curves, thus capturing higher-order effects. The output of this scenario-
based compression was a portfolio of positions in approximately 10 zero coupon bonds and 10 at-
the-money caplets.

Each of the three subportfolios consisting of a single ACI was then compressed using
delta bucketing and analytical compression. First, delta bucketing was applied, resulting in at
most 14 cashflows at the standard RiskMetrics™ term points. Next, this reduced set of
cashflows was passed to an analytical compression subroutine and was separated into positive
cashflows and negative cashflows. In each instance (positive and negative) the yield was
calculated and the cashflows were represented by a zero coupon bond. The output from
compression routine 48 was two zero coupon bonds -- one with a positive notional, and one with
a negative notional. In addition, two new risk factors, based on the yield to maturity of each zero
coupon bond, were created. The six subportfolios that were passed through compression routine
48 (i.e., caps and swaptions in three currencies, fixed income instruments in three currencies)
comprised the compressed portfolio. The entire process was then repeated until all of the

instruments in the target portfolio were loaded and processed. Once there were no more
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instruments to be loaded, based on the six new yields that were created as risk factors during
analytical compression, new scenarios were generated in a scenario generation routine, and these
were added to the existing scenario set.

Finally, the VaR for the reduced compressed portfolio was calculated using 1000 Monte
Carlo scenarios on the three discount curves. The last column of Table 3 above indicates the
times required to create the compressed portfolio and the new scenarios are indicated in the last
column. The time required to simulate the scenario-based VaR is indicated in the middle
columns.

As can be seen from Table 3, the time required to calculate the VaR of the uncompressed
target portfolio was approximately 13.5 hours. The time savings resulting from using various
compression methodologies to reduce the size and complexity of the portfolios before the VaR
was calculated was substantial -- it took only 40 minutes to compress the target portfolio and
calculate its VaR.

As shown in Table 4 below, performance was evaluated for the subset of the target
portfolio consisting of caps only, due to their apparently disproportionate contribution to the VaR
calculation time. This was because the 1,200 nine-year quarterly caps, which are equivalent to
over 43,000 caplets, required over 43 million calculations of the standard Black-Scholes formula
(see Black et al., The Pricing of Options and Corporate Liabilities, Journal of Political Economy

81 (1973)) in a simulation using 1000 Monte Carlo scenarios.
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Table 4: Cap Compression Comparison (million $)

Scenario
Optimization:
Original Caps Delta Bucketing "Gamma" Replicate
RiskMetrics VaR 1155.57 1161.60 1161.18
90% Confidence (100) (100.52) (100.49)
1000 MC VaR 1285.44 1341.78 1287.72
90% Confidence (100) (104.38) (100.18)
1000 MC VaR 1442.85 1486.23 1442.16
95% Confidence (100) (103.01) (100.09)
1000 MC VaR 1828.77 1891.20 1830.36
99% Confidence (100) (103.41) (100.09)
Replication Time 312 312
(sec)
Simulation Time 24452 12 36
(sec)
Notes: a) Quantities in parentheses represent VaR as a percentage of the uncompressed portfolio's VaR.
b) All performance times based on CPU usage on a SPARC station 20, 448M main memory using
single 150MHz processor.
c) Simulation Time refers to scenario-based VaR calculations, and not to RiskMetrics VaR.

For purposes of further comparison, the caps were compressed using two methods: delta
bucketing and scenario-based compression. As also shown in Table 4, the accuracy of the VaR
results of the compressed portfolios were compared to the VaR results of the uncompressed
portfolio of caps. It can be seen that the scenario-based VaR results of the portfolio compressed
with delta bucketing were within 4.5% of the VaR produced using the uncompressed portfolio.
The results are even more impressive when scenario-based compression was used to compress
the original portfolio -- the scenario-based VaR of the compressed portfolio was within 0.2% of
the VaR produced using the uncompressed portfolio. Substantial time savings were also realized
when the VaR was calculated using the compressed portfolios. The simulation time of the
portfolio consisting of 1,200 caps was almost seven hours; whereas the simulation time of the
compressed portfolio, including the time required for compression, was less than six minutes.

In view of the foregoing, persons skilled in the art will appreciate that one of the
important differences between portfolio compression in accordance with embodiments of the
present invention and previously-used portfolio replication techniques (e.g., scenario
optimization, described in U.S. Patent No. 5,148,365, and optimal portfolio replication, described
in recently-allowed U.S. Patent Application No. 08/866,303) is that here the replicating portfolio

need not be comprised of market-traded instruments. Rather, a compressed portfolio need only
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be comprised of instruments whose price is “known” or “fair” in the particular market under
consideration. Thus, as long as one is able to generate a fair market price for an instrument, even
if it is not traded, the instrument may be used as part of the replicating set. This feature provides
a financial analyst with substantially more flexibility in replicating a portfolio than is provided by
previously-known approaches.

Another significant advantage of portfolio compression in accordance with embodiments
of the present invention is the lack of liquidity restrictions on the replicating variables (i.e., the
positions of instruments in the compressed portfolio). In practice, however, some liquidity
restrictions make the solution of the compressed portfolio more stable. This benefit also derives
from the fact that the essence of a compressed portfolio, as just discussed, is that it price
correctly. Since the compressed portfolio need not be comprised of tradeable instruments, it may
contain fictitious instruments in any quantity provided the price of such instruments is “fair” with
respect to the market. Such fictitious instruments can be priced using analytical models based on,
for example, no-arbitrage conditions or equilibrium principles, as described in John C. Hull,
Options, Futures and Other Derivatives (3E) 572 (Prentice-Hall 1997).

Yet another advantage of such portfolio compression techniques is that often one is inter-
ested in valuing a target portfolio using some surrogate compressed portfolio for only a very lim-
ited period of time. Thus, the replication need only be valid for that limited time period, rather
than over the entire expected life of the target portfolio. All of the foregoing observations imply
that a replicating portfolio may be generated automatically using fictitious instruments and
simple rule-based systems. An example of such a rule-based system is as follows:

1) if the instrument type is common stock, equity option or FX option, then do not

compress;

(2) if the instrument type is cap or swaptions, then compress using scenario-based
compression;

3) if the instrument type is fixed notional swaps, fixed rate CDS, fixed rate bonds,
swap fixed legs, swap predetermined legs, currency swaps or FX forwards, then
compress using delta bucketing and analytical compression.

Embodiments of the present invention, including those described in detail above, may be
distributed, for example, as a set of executable instructions residing on a storage medium. Such a
storage medium can be a memory of a computer; a piece of firmware; a portable storage device,
such as a diskette or other magnetic storage device, or a CD-ROM,; or any other medium on
which it is possible to store or otherwise distribute executable instructions.

The foregoing is a detailed description of particular embodiments of the present



10

15

WO 98/54666 PCT/CA98/00519
-36-

invention. Persons skilled in the art will recognize, however, that many alternatives,
modifications and/or variations of the disclosed embodiments are possible. For example,
analytical compression and scenario-based compression are only two of a myriad of techniques
that can be used to express portfolios in simpler form. Other techniques have already shown
excellent practical results, including so-called Arrow-Debreu Compression, in which results of
previous simulations are used to construct a new representation of a portfolio in a piecewise
sense (using the analog of delta functions). Also available are so-called Power Series Methods,
in which the portfolio value function is approximated by a local series expansion around thé
current mark-to-market price. These methods, in combination with harmonic analysis, provide
an elegant and fast computational technique, as discussed in C. Albanese and L. Seco, Harmonic
Analysis in Value at Risk Calculations, Working Paper, RiskLab-University of Toronto (1996)
(accepted for publication in Finance and Stochastics). The present invention embraces all such
alternatives, modifications and variations that fall within the letter and spirit of the claims, as well

as all equivalents of the claimed subject matter.
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We claim:
1. A computer-implemented method for compressing a portfolio of financial instruments,
the method comprising the steps of:

identifying financial instruments to be compressed,;

generating a compressed subportfolio corresponding to the identified financial
nstruments; and

combining the compressed subportfolio and any non-compressed financial instruments
into a compressed portfolio. |
2. The computer-implemented method of claim 1, wherein the identified financial
instruments comprises all of the portofolio of financial instruments.
3. The computer-implemented method of claim 1, wherein said step of generating a
compressed subportfolio comprises performing analytical compression.
4. The computer-implemented method of claim 1, wherein said step of generating a
compressed subportfolio comprises performing scenario-based compression.
5. The computer-implemented method of claim 1, further comprising the steps of:

sorting the identified financial instruments into fixed cashflow financial instruments and
non-fixed cashflow financial instruments;

generating one or more aggregated cashflow instruments representing the fixed cashflow
financial instruments;

generating a first compressed subportfolio corresponding to the one or more aggregated
cashflow instruments; and

generating a second compressed subportfolio corresponding to the non-fixed cashflow
financial instruments.
6. The computer-implemented method of claim 1, further comprising the step of sorting the
identified financial instruments into a plurality of subportfolios to be compressed, wherein said
step of generating a compressed subportfolio further comprises separately compressing each of
the plurality of subportfolios to be compressed.
7. The computer-implemented method of claim 6, wherein said compressing step further
comprises using a first compression methodology to compress one of the plurality of
subportfolios to be compressed and a different compression methodology to compress another of
the plurality of subportfolios to be compressed.
8. The computer-implemented method of claim 6, wherein said step of sorting the financial
instruments into a plurality of subportfolios to be compressed comprises separating the financial

instruments according to a predetermined attribute of the financial instruments.



WO 98/54666 PCT/CA98/00519
-38 -

9. The computer-implemented method of claim 8, further comprising the step of obtaining
the predetermined attribute from an external input.
10.  The computer-implemented method of claim 1, wherein said step of generating a
compressed subportfolio comprises applying a plurality of compression methodologies.
11. A computer-implemented apparatus for compressing a portfolio of financial instruments,
said apparatus comprising:

a processor;

an input device coupled to said processor;

a memory coupled to said processor;

a compression engine including instructions executable by said processor; and

an output device.
12.  The computer-implemented apparatus of claim 11, wherein said compression engine
comprises:

an instrument load module;

a sorting module;

a compression module; and

an aggregation module.
13. The computer-implemented apparatus of claim 12, wherein said compression module
comprises a plurality of sub-modules respectively corresponding to a plurality of compression
methodologies.
14.  The computer-implemented apparatus of claim 11, wherein said compression engine
comprises:

an instrument load module;

a sorting module coupled to said instrument load module;

a cashflow generation module coupled to said sorting module;

a first aggregation module coupled to said cashflow generation module;

a compression module coupled to said sorting module and said cashflow generation
module; and

a second aggregation module coupled to said sorting module and said compression
module.
15.  The computer-implemented apparatus of claim 11, wherein said input device comprises a
user interface.
16.  The computer-implemented apparatus of claim 11, wherein said input device comprises a

real-time data feed.
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17. A storage medium containing a set of instructions for compressing a portfolio of financial
instruments, said set of instructions including instructions for:

identifying financial instruments to be compressed;

generating a compressed subportfolio corresponding to the identified financial
instruments; and

combining the compressed subportfolio and any non-compressed financial instruments
into a compressed portfolio.
18.  The storage medium of claim 17, wherein said set of instructions further comprises |
instructions for:

sorting the identified financial instruments into fixed cashflow financial instruments and
non-fixed cashflow financial instruments;

generating one or more aggregated cashflow instruments representing the fixed cashflow
financial instruments;

generating a first compressed subportfolio corresponding to the one or more aggregated
cashflow instruments; and

generating a second compressed subportfolio corresponding to the non-fixed cashflow
financial instruments.
19.  The storage medium of claim 17, wherein said storage medium comprises a magnetic
storage device.
20.  The storage medium of claim 17, wherein said storage medium comprises a computer

memory.
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