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Abstract
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ties and pledge them as collateral to earn higher expected returns. Higher collateral
demands increase commodity prices and make the inventory-convenience yield rela-
tion less negative; lower collateral demands do the opposite. A model illustrates these
equilibrium behaviors and suggests that the violation of covered interest-rate parity in
the FX market is a natural proxy for collateral demands. Evidence from eight com-
modities in China and developed markets supports our theoretical predictions, and the
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1 Introduction

This paper proposes and tests a theory of using commodities as collateral for financing.
If the unsecured interest rate in a country is sufficiently higher than that in interna-
tional markets after hedging currency risk, and if capital control prevents the flow of
“arbitrage” capital, then financial investors would import commodities to the high-
interest-rate country and use them as collateral to earn a higher expected return. As
a vehicle to circumvent capital control, the financing (rather than production) use of
commodities has significant impacts on global commodity markets.

Studying the collateral use of commodities is important for at least two reasons.
First, it is a new and unexplored channel for the financalization of commodity mar-
kets. A number of recent studies present evidence that financial investors affect the
price dynamics in commodity markets (see Tang and Xiong (2012), Singleton (2014),
Henderson, Pearson, and Wang (2015), Cheng, Kirilenko, and Xiong (2015), and Baker
(2014), among others). These studies cover a wide range of commodity markets, includ-
ing spot markets, futures market, and structured products, but none of them address
the use of commodities as collateral for financing.

Second, and more broadly, the collateral use of commodities concretely illustrates an
unintended consequence of capital control. Commodities are imported to circumvent
capital control, just like off-balance sheet vehicles are set up to take advantage of certain
accounting rules before the global financial crisis (asset-backed commercial paper is
one major example). Both forms of “shadow banking” lead to market distortions.
Moreover, collateral demands of commodities can create spillover into the real economy
by affecting the prices of production assets.

The best market in which to study the collateral use of commodities is China. China
is the world’s second largest economy and the leading consumer and importer of com-
modities, accounting for about 40% of global copper consumption and steel consump-

! China’s financial market, however, is immature and underdeveloped. Small-

tion.
and medium-sized firms that have high expected returns but do not have sufficient col-
lateral often find it difficult to obtain financing from banks (see Elliott, Kroeber, and
Qiao (2015)). As a result, these firms face high unsecured interest rates.? Moreover,

because of capital control,® this funding gap cannot be filled by moving financial cap-

IFor copper statistics, see The International Copper Study Group (2013). For steel statistics, see The World
Steel Association (2013).

2For example, the Wenzhou Private Finance Index shows that the recent interest rates on private borrowing
is about 20% in the Wenzhou metropolitan area, which an entrepreneurial hub in the southeast of China. See
http://www.wzmjjddj.com/news/bencandy.php?fid=97&id=2333 (Chinese language web site).

3The capital inflows to China’s financial markets from abroad are controlled by the “Qualified Foreign Insti-
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ital across the Chinese border. In a manner to be described shortly, the combination
of collateral constraints and capital control in China makes it very attractive to im-
port commodities as collateral. The industry estimates that in 2014 about $109 billion
FX loans in China are backed by commodities as collateral, equivalent to about 31%
of China’s total short-term FX loans and 14% of China’s total FX loans (see Yuan,
Layton, Currie, and Courvalin (2014)).4

We present a simple two-period, two-country model that formalizes the causes and
effects of financing using commodity as collateral. In the model, a representative
fundamental consumer of commodities in the importing country, say China, buys com-
modities from a representative producer in the exporting country. Both countries have
futures markets in which agents can share commodity price risk. Due to capital control,
financial markets of the two countries are segmented, an extreme form of “capital im-
mobility” (see Duffie (2010) and Duffie and Strulovici (2012)). Trades of commodities,
however, are not restricted by capital control as commodities are input for fundamental
consumption and not counted as capital flow.

When the importing country has a sufficiently high unsecured interest rate relative
to the exporting country, after hedging foreign exchange risk, collateral demands for
commodities endogenously emerge. Financial investors in the importing country con-
duct a series of commodity and financial transactions, illustrated in Figure 1 (more
institutional details are provided in Section 2). In period 0 they borrow USD abroad
through trade credit at the relatively low unsecured interest rate and buy commodities,
such as copper and aluminum. These commodities are imported and then pledged in
the domestic market to get secured, low-interest loans, which are subsequently lent to
firms that have higher expected returns but cannot obtain financing elsewhere due to
collateral constraints. In period 1 all borrowing and lending are unwound, and the
collateral commodity is sold to the fundamental consumer. The financial investor can

use the futures market in the importing country to hedge commodity price risk. The

tutional Investor” (QFII) program, managed by the State Administration of Foreign Exchange (SAFE). SAFE
grants the QFII status to selected foreign institutions, which can then invest in China’s financial markets. Each
QFII has a quota on the maximum amount it can invest. According to Reuters, as of November 2015, the
overall quota for all QFIIs was just below $80 billion (see http://www.reuters.com/article/china-investment-qfii-
idUSL3N13P3C720151130). Note that this amount is smaller than China’s FX loan volume backed by commodities,
as estimated by the industry. Conversely, capital outflows from China to international financial markets are con-
trolled by the “Qualified Domestic Institutional Investor” (QDII) program, also managed by SAFE. Each QDII
can invest in international financial markets, up to a specific quota.

4Take copper, for example. The Economic Observer (2012) estimates that 90% of copper stored in the tariff-free
zone in Shanghai is for financing purposes, with the total amount more than 500 thousand tons. Shanghai Metals
Market, a research firm, estimates that between 400 and 600 thousand tons of copper has been used for financing
in China in 2013. To put these estimates into perspective, a half million tons of copper is approximately 5.7% of
China’s annual copper consumption and 2.4% of the world’s consumption in 2012.


http://www.reuters.com/article/china-investment-qfii-idUSL3N13P3C720151130
http://www.reuters.com/article/china-investment-qfii-idUSL3N13P3C720151130

Figure 1: A typical process of commodity-based financing
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financial investor can also trade currency forwards in the foreign exchange market to
hedge currency risk (because borrowed funds are in USD and investment returns are
in CNY).

We characterize the equilibrium in which commodities are imported for both funda-
mental consumption and as financing collateral. The model reveals that the collateral
demand for commodities has a number of important implications. For example, an in-
crease in collateral demand leads to an increase in concurrent commodity prices in both
the importing and exporting countries; a decrease in collateral demand does the oppo-
site. The model also predicts that a higher collateral demand simultaneously increases
inventory and convenience yield in the importing country; a decrease in collateral de-
mand simultaneously reduces inventory and convenience yield. This comovement is
complementary to the theory of storage, which predicts that inventory and conve-
nience yield should move in opposite directions. To the best of our knowledge, our
theory is the only one that predicts a positive relation (conditional on all else) between
inventory and convenience yield.

We test the model’s predictions in the markets for eight commodities, including
four metals (copper, zinc, aluminum, and gold) and four nonmetals (soybean, corn,

fuel oil, and natural rubber). The importing country is China and the exporting



country is developed markets (e.g., the United States, the United Kingdom, Japan).
Our sample consists of weekly observations of prices and inventories from October 13,
2006 to November 14, 2014. We test how collateral demand for commodities affects
(i) commodity prices and (ii) the relation between inventory and convenience yield.
In each test, we conduct eight commodity-by-commodity regressions and two panel
regressions for the metal group and nonmetal group. Our theory also suggests that
the predicted effects should be stronger in the metal group since they have higher
value-to-bulk ratios and are easier to store and ship than other commodities.

A main challenge in conducting the tests is the measurement of collateral demand.
Although it would be desirable to directly observe how much commodity is pledged
as collateral, such data could not be obtained due to the opacity of this market. In-
stead, we construct an indirect, model-implied empirical measure: the forward-hedged

interest-rate spread, which has the following form:

USDCNY Forward
USDCNY Spot

Y = (1+ Rony) — (1+ Rusp), (1)
where Ry is the unsecured interest rate in CNY, China’s currency, and Rysp is the
unsecured interest rate in USD. In the commodity collateral trade, borrowed funds in
USD at the rate Rysp are converted to CNY at the spot exchange rate, and invested in
China at the expected return R yy; simultaneously, the principal plus interest on the
USD loan, 1+ Rysp, are also converted to CNY at the forward exchange rate. Thus,
by using commodities, the financial investors effectively circumvent capital control and
bring in funds to get higher expected returns in China, after hedging currency risk.
The other part of the profit in importing commodities as collateral involves changes
in commodity prices and storage costs, but that part is standard and applies without
capital control.

The true unsecured interest rates, Royy and Rygp, at which the financial investors
lend and borrow are unobservable, but the unsecured interbank rates are observable.

We therefore construct the following empirical proxy for collateral demand:

- ) USDCNY Forward
Y = (1 + Shibor) — USDCNY Spot

(1 + Libor), (2)

where Shibor is the Shanghai Interbank Offered Rate in CNY and Libor is the London
Interbank Offered Rate in USD. We elaborate in the data section why interbank rates

are better than some alternatives. The two exchange rates are the official spot exchange



rate and nondeliverable forward (NDF).? Y constructed this way can also be viewed
as the violation of the covered interest-rate parity, calculated using interbank rates.
Without capital control, Y should be close to zero. But with capital controls, Y may
persistently stay away from zero. In the data, we find that Y is positive most of the
time, implying a positive expected profit for importing commodities as collateral. The
more positive is Y, the more attractive it is to import commodities as collateral.

Empirical tests support our theory. In the first test, we find that a higher col-
lateral demand for commodities significantly increases the spot commodity prices in
China and in developed markets; a lower collateral demand of course does the opposite.
The economic magnitude is also large. A one-standard-deviation increase in collateral
demand (proxied by Y) increases the contemporaneous metal prices by about 3% in
China and about 4% in developed markets. This increase is the largest for copper
traded on the London Metal Exchange, by about 5.3%. Reactions of nonmetal prices
are smaller, at about 1.3% in China and 2.9% in developed markets, for the same
one-standard-deviation change in collateral demand. These estimates remain signifi-
cant and have almost the same magnitude if China’s macroeconomic fundamentals are
included as control variables.

In the second test, we find that a higher collateral demand for commodities makes
the inventory-convenience yield relation significantly less negative in China for metals.
This test distinguishes our theory from the theory of storage, which predicts that
inventory and convenience yield should move in opposite directions. In our theory
of commodity collateral, inventory and convenience yield move in the same direction
in China. We find evidence supporting both complementary theories. Inclusion of
China’s macroeconomic fundamentals as control variables affects neither the statistical
significance nor the economic magnitude of the estimates.

One salient conclusion from this paper is that high commodities prices do not
necessarily imply strong fundamental demand. Rather, high prices could be due to
strong collateral demand, driven by financial frictions and capital control in China,
the largest commodity importer and consumer. This implication resonates with Sockin
and Xiong’s (2015) insight that, with informational frictions, large financial inflows to
commodity markets can be misread as a favorable signal about global economic growth.

Information frictions and collateral demand can both potentially explain why prices of

5An NDF is the same as a usual forward contract, except that on the delivery date, the NDF is cash settled in
USD, rather than by physically delivering CNY against USD. This is because the CNY is not freely convertible and
physical delivery is difficult, if possible at all. Before the development of the offshore CNY market in mid-2010,
the NDF market is the predominant means for foreign investors to take positions on the CNY. For more details of
the USDCNY NDF, see Yu (2007) and ASIFMA (2014).



certain commodities (e.g., copper) reached record highs in 2008, when global economic
fundamentals turned out to be weak.

Another implication of our result is that collateral demand may lead to “excess
volatility” in commodity prices beyond economic fundamentals. Indeed, we find that
collateral demand and China’s macroeconomic fundamentals do not explain each other,
and they operate in a nonoverlapping fashion in driving commodity prices. Moreover,
since our proxy for collateral demand Y is mean reverting, the documented evidence
on prices is best interpreted as a temporary price effect, lasting for a couple of years,
rather than a permanent price effect, lasting for decades.

While the institutional settings of this paper are modeled after China, the essential
friction, that is, capital control, is more widespread. Since the global financial crisis,
for example, various forms of capital control have been imposed in Brazil, India, South
Korea, Indonesia, Ukraine, and Iceland, among others (see International Monetary
Fund (2012)). To the extent that capital control is now regarded as part of the policy
toolkit for prudential regulation (see Rogoff (2002) and Ostry et al. (2010)), our results
can be viewed as yet another reminder that endogenous responses to capital control
can cause unintended market distortions.

We caution that our current analysis does not lead to definitive welfare conclusions.
On the one hand, we show that collateral demand for commodity can partly crowd
out real demand and obscure the informativeness of commodity prices about global
economic growth. On the other hand, pledging commodities as collateral can relax
funding constraints and reduce inefficiency. Adding to this trade-off are the many costs
and benefits of imposing capital controls in the first place (see Ostry et al. (2010)).
Analyzing the net welfare implication, therefore, requires a much richer and more
general equilibrium model, which we leave for future research.

This paper contributes to the emerging literature on the financialization of com-
modity markets. Tang and Xiong (2012) document that the growth of index investment
into commodities coincides with a large increase in the correlation of various commod-
ity prices. Basak and Pavlova (2013) show that this elevated correlation can arise in a
model in which institutional investors care about outperforming a commodity index.
Singleton (2014) and Cheng, Kirilenko, and Xiong (2015) link the positions of various
trader groups in futures markets to commodity price dynamics. Knittel and Pindyck
(2013) and Hamilton and Wu (2015) conclude that index investing in commodity fu-
tures does not lead to significant inventory accumulation or predictability of futures
returns. Henderson, Pearson, and Wang (2015) show that the hedging activities of

issuers of commodity-linked notes affect commodity futures and spot prices. Baker



(2014) shows through a theoretical model that easier access to commodity futures by
households can affect excess returns and volatility of commodities, but cannot account
for large price increases. Different from these studies, an essential element of our the-
ory and evidence is the collateral use of commodities, which is a novel contribution to
the literature.

Our theory and empirical findings are complementary to the classical theory of
storage (see Working (1960), Telser (1958), Brennan (1958), Routledge, Seppi, and
Spatt (2000), Pindyck (2001), and Gorton, Hayashi, and Rouwenhorst (2013), among
others). For example, while the theory of storage predicts a negative relation be-
tween convenience yield and inventory, our model predicts that collateral demands for
commodities simultaneously raise inventory and convenience yield, a positive relation.
Moreover, collateral demands simultaneously result in a high total inventory and a
high commodity price. This is again opposite to the prediction from the theory of
storage that an increased inventory indicates the abundance of commodity and hence

a lower price.

2 Commodities as Collateral in Practice

In this section we discuss the institutional details of importing commodities as collateral
for financing, as well as the underlying financial frictions and risks. For more details
of international trade finance in general, see Moffett, Stonehill, and Eiteman (2011).
A typical commodity financing transaction consists of a few steps.® First, a Chinese
importing firm signs a contract to buy a commodity from an overseas firm. As is
standard in international trade, the importing firm uses the purchase contract to apply
for a letter of credit from a domestic or foreign bank.” The letter of credit is typically
granted in dollars at the USD interest rate and guarantees that the seller will be paid
by the bank.® To obtain credit, the importing firm needs to pay a margin, which is
about 20% to 30% of the loan amount. The maturity of the letter of credit varies and
is often between three to six months. For example, if the letter of credit is granted for

six months, the importing firm needs to pay back the USD loan plus interest after six

6 For additional overviews of the institutional arrangements of commodity financing, see Yuan, Layton, and
Currie (2013), Garvey and Shaw (2014), and Fu (2014).

"Sometimes two banks are involved in this process. One is the importer’s bank and the other is the exporter’s
bank.

8Banks involved in commodity trade financing include BNP Paribas, Crédit Agricole, ING, Société Générale,
JPMorgan, Citigroup, Standard Chartered, and HSBC, among others. J. Blas and A. Makan,“Banks return to
commodities finance.” Financial Times, February 5, 2013.



months. The importer can sell futures contracts in China to hedge the price risk of
holding the commodity.

Second, the importer ships the commodity to bonded warehouses in China’s ports
and obtains a warehouse receipt. Note that at this stage the commodity stored at a
bonded warehouse has not yet entered the Chinese customs, and the importer does not
have to pay the associated duties yet. The warehouse receipt is subsequently provided
to a domestic bank as collateral to obtain a CNY loan. A typical loan haircut is 30%,
that is, the amount of the CNY loan is 70% of the market value of the commodity.
Typically, the interest on the secured CNY loan is significantly lower than the expected
return in other asset markets in China, such as short-term lending to small businesses.
Effectively, the importer uses commodity collateral to capture the spread between the
secured and unsecured CNY funding rates in China.

Third, after three or six months, the commodity importer receives the unsecured
return from its CNY investments and then sells the commodity stored in the bonded
warehouse in China’s ports. The importer also closes its futures position. The proceeds
of the commodity sale and investment returns in its CNY investment are used to pay
for the domestic bank loan in CNY (with relatively low CNY interest rates) and the
foreign bank for the letter of credit (with relatively low USD interest rate). This
completes a typical commodity financing transaction. The financial frictions in China
are sufficiently large for this series of trades to make a positive expected return. This
expected return should not be viewed as an arbitrage but a risk premium for taking
credit risk in China.

There are some variations of the above procedure. For instance, at the maturity of
the CNY loan, the importing firm may resell the commodity in the bonded warehouse
to an overseas firm, again outside Chinese customs, and subsequently repeat the com-
modity financing procedure. This way, subsequent “importing” of commodities does
not involve physical shipments because the inventories are local. Thus, each ton of
imported commodity can be used to obtain financing multiple times.

Another alternative arrangement involves the immediate sale of the imported com-
modity to the Chinese spot markets. The proceeds of the sale in CNY is then invested
to obtain higher expected returns than the USD interest rates. A main difference of this
procedure is that the commodity has to enter customs and incur the associated duties,
and repeating this financing arrangement involves importing additional commodity,
instead of recycling existing commodity in bonded warehouses.

As we discussed in the Introduction, the financial frictions that give rise to commodity-

based financing are twofold. First, China’s financial markets are immature, and many



small firms cannot obtain credit because they lack eligible collateral. Second, capital
flows in and out of China are strictly controlled. The combination of collateral con-
straint and capital control leads to a relatively large unsecured interest rate in China,
compared to developed economies. Importing commodities as collateral is a direct
consequence of these frictions.’

A primary risk involved in commodity-based financing is credit risk. For example,
in the third step of commodity-based financing described above, if its CNY investments
default or have low realized returns, the commodity importer may not have enough
financial resources to cover its USD unsecured loan and its CNY secured loan. The
banks that provided secured credit in this process can also suffer losses if commodity
prices drop by more than the haircut level.

To concretely illustrate the large scale of commodity-based financing and the associ-
ated risks, Figure 2 shows the reaction of copper prices on the London Metal Exchange
(LME) to two China-specific events in the first half of 2014.

On Wednesday, March 5, 2014, Shanghai Chaori Solar, a Chinese solar equipment
producer, said it would not be able to pay the interest of $14.7 million on its corporate
bonds that was due that Friday.'® Following this announcement, the global benchmark
copper price traded on LME tumbled by more than 8.5% over a week, from $7,102.5/ton
on March 5 to $6,498 /ton on March 12. Although the Chaori default is relatively small,
it was the first ever Chinese corporate bond default, and it likely led to a reassessment
of corporate default risk in China. A higher default risk reduces the risk-adjusted
return for importing commodities and using them as collateral.!!

The second event is the probe by Chinese authorities of alleged frauds in the port of
Qingdao (in northern China) that the same commodities like copper have been pledged
to multiple banks to get multiple loans.'> LME copper prices dropped by about 4%
from $6,930/ton on June 3 to $6,660.5/ton on June 6. Since multiple pledging of

collateral is likely to reduce the recovery value of commodity-backed loans in default,

9Moreover, the use of commodities as collateral may be viewed as part of China’s “shadow banking,” i.e.,
lending by non-bank institutions to borrowers who need credit. Elliott, Kroeber, and Qiao (2015) provide an
excellent overview of the current practice of shadow banking in China, including loans and leases by trust compa-
nies, entrusted loans, microfinance companies, wealth management products, among others. These activities are
predominantly domestic, concerned with how to bring capital to those who need it within China. An important
distinction of importing commodities as collateral is that it brings in international capital by circumventing capital
control through commodities. Once the commodities are imported and pledged to obtain low-interest CNY loan,
the use of the proceeds can be viewed as part of the “domestic” shadow banking activity.

10G. Wildau and U. Desai, “China’s Chaori Solar poised for landmark bond default.” Reuters, March 5, 2014.

11X, Rice, J. Smyth, and L. Hornby, “Copper futures fall by daily limit.” Financial Times, March 12, 2014. 1.
Tosebashvili and T. Shumsky, “China Angst Slams Prices for Copper.” Wall Street Journal, March 10, 2014.

128, Thomas, “Standard Bank starts probe of potential irregularities at China port.” Reuters, June 4, 2014.



Figure 2: LME copper prices around two China-specific events

7400

7200

Chaori default

/

7000

USD/Metric ton

6800

6600

Qingdao fraud
investigation

6400

,\y e 0 & o”v 0 0
&\W N\Q\ & \{,\ \%Q\” \@\’V o,\W & & \& o\ Q\” /\\’1’ \%\” QA AV vu\” \\\” @,\” <,\

R BN VN (G o\ O AR

lenders may impose tighter lending requirements, such as a higher haircut. This, in
turn, reduces the attractiveness of importing commodity as collateral and associated

commodity prices.™

3 A Model of Commodities as Collateral

In this section we present a model of commodities as collateral.

There are two periods, t € {0, 1}, and a single commodity. There is a representative
commodity exporting country and a representative commodity importing country. The
exporting country has a commodity supplier and a speculator. The importing country
has a commodity supplier, a fundamental user of commodity for production, and a
financial investor who imports commodity as collateral.

The commodity is priced in USD in the exporting country and priced in the local
currency (e.g., CNY) in the importing country. Expressed in units of local currency
per USD, in period 0, the spot exchange rate is X, and the forward exchange rate
is fx. Moreover, the commodity importing country, which is modeled after China,
imposes capital controls, so that its financial market and the financial market of the

exporting country are segregated. In particular, the covered interest rate parity may

13F. Wong and M. Serapio Jr. “Worry plagues commodity finance trade after Chinese metals probe.” Reuters,
June 8, 2014.
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or may not hold.

For ease of reference, Appendix A lists the exogenous and endogenous variables we
use in this model. We use the superscript “e” (respectively, “i”) to denote quantities
and prices in the exporting (respectively, importing) country.

The rest of this section describes the model components in detail. The last subsec-
tion, Section 3.8, discusses our modeling choices and potential alternative approaches.

Equilibrium solutions and implications are presented in Section 4.

3.1 The Supplier in the Exporting Country

We directly model the net supply in the exporting country. Our model in the exporting
country is largely adopted from Acharya, Lochstoer, and Ramadorai (2013). Let I and
G¢ be the aggregate commodity inventory and production, respectively. Let § € (0, 1)
be the cost of storage; that is, the producer can store I units of the commodity at
t — 1 and receive (1 —9) [ units at t. We also assume that the production schedule
(G§, GY) is fixed ex ante and is common knowledge. (Effectively, changing production
in the short-term is very costly.) The inventory I§, however, is a choice variable of
the producer. Given the choice of inventory [§, the commodity sales in period 0 and

period 1 are, respectively,

Qo = Go — I, (3)
Q1 =Gi+ (1 -9)5. (4)

In addition to selling the commodity in the spot market, the commodity supplier shorts
hy, futures contracts in the exporting country at the price of /' to hedge its inventory
and production.

Therefore, the terminal wealth of the producer is
Wy = 56(G6 — Ig) (1 + %) + ST(GT + (1 = 0)I5) — hy (ST — F¥), (5)

where 7€ is the secured interest rate in the exporting country and Sy is the commodity
spot price in period t. We emphasize that S{ is a random variable. As we elaborate
shortly, S{ is determined by the stochastic demand of the importing country in period
1. We denote by ¢¢ the volatility (standard deviation) of S¥.

The commodity producer has a mean-variance utility of the form
B = 2 Varwe 6
7] — 2 Varlivg] (6)

11



Substituting in the expression of Wy, we see that the producer solves the problem

{max} Se(Ge—=I5)(1+r)+ E [Sf((l —-0) 15+ GYS) — h; (ST — Fe)}
Ig g

- %;Var [S((1 = 8) I§ + G5) — he (S5 — F9)] (7)

subject to 1§ > 0.

We denote by A > 0 the Lagrange multiplier associated with the inventory con-
straint I§ > 0. Taking the first-order condition with respect to the inventory I§ and

futures position hy, we get

_ESA-0) - S§A+r)+A |y — G

75 (08)" (1 - 6)° (1-9)°

E St — Fe°

h;:]g(l—é)"—Gi—%
Vp(o-S)

Iy (8)

(9)

IfI§>0,A=0. If I§ =0, A > 0. The endogenous A affects the convenience yield of
holding the commodity.

3.2 The Speculator in the Exporting Country

The speculators only trade futures in the exporting country, and their futures position
is denoted by h¢. They have mean-variance utility and solve the following optimization
problem .

max E [h¢ (S8 — F¢)] — %Var [he (S — F°)]. (10)

kg

The solution is
B[S — F]

he = 11
e (00 ()

S

3.3 Market Clearing in the Exporting Country

From (8) and (9), we obtain

S5 — F° A c+6
02 - _rro (12)
S§ S¢(1—0) 1—0
Thus, the futures price in the exporting country is
e (1 ey — \
Fe = SO ( +r ) (13)

I ’
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By the futures market clearing, hy = hg, we have

E[ST - F] = (08)" [I5 (1 = 8) + G, (14)

s+ %
Since F* is solved, the above equation has two unknowns: FE[Sf| and I§. These two
variables cannot be determined by variables in the exporting country alone; rather, we

need the demand from the importing country, which we turn to now.

3.4 The Producer in the Importing Country

Symmetric to the exporting country, the commodity productions in the importing
country in the two periods are given by Qf = ap and Q) = a;, respectively, where
ap and a; are commonly known constants. For simplicity, we will restrict attention
to parameters such that the commodity producer in the importing country does not
wish to carry inventory from period 0 and period 1. The explicit condition is provided
shortly. Relaxing this parameter restriction does not change the qualitative nature of

the results.

3.5 The Fundamental Consumer in the Importing Country

We model the “fundamental consumer” in the importing country as a consumer who
uses commodity as input to produce final goods. In period ¢, the fundamental consumer
has a linearly decreasing marginal profit per unit of commodity input, expressed in local

currency:

ke — Si — 1D, (15)

where k; is a random variable, [ is a constant, and D! is the amount of commodity
input used at time £. In period 0, kg is commonly known, but k; is unobservable
and is normally distributed N (ju,0%). This stochastic k; can be interpreted as the
“fundamental shock” to the economy of the importing country, only realized in period
1. All players in our model have symmetric information and the same probability
distribution about k. The fundamental consumer has the mean-variance preference
with parameter 7.

The fundamental consumer has three endogenous choices in period 0: the amount of
commodities to import, Dé’ s> the amount of commodities to buy in domestic market,
Dy 4, and the amount of commodity futures contracts to trade in the local market,

hY. The shipment of one unit of commodity across the two countries incurs the cost,
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in USD, of h > 0. For simplicity, shipment is instantaneous; that is, a commodity
purchased in the exporting country at time ¢ can be used in the importing country
at time t as well. Also for simplicity, we assume that, in period 0, the fundamental
consumer arranges (with a derivative counterparty) to purchase a flexible amount of
USD as needed for importing commodities at a fixed exchange rate uyx in period
1.1 By offering the fundamental consumer the flexibility in quantity, the derivative
counterparty may set ux to be different from the market forward exchange rate fx.
The terminal wealth of the fundamental consumer consists of two parts. The first
part, denoted by Wé,m comes from the production profit in period 0 (adjusted by

interest) and the realized trading profits in commodity futures. Thus,

Wio = Dg s [ko — (S5 +h) Xo = 1(Dg s+ Dy a)] (1477) (16)
# Dh [ko Sy~ 1(Dhy + DL)) (1) 41 (51— ).

where 7 is the secured interest rate in the importing country. The first and second
terms of Wé,o are, respectively, the fundamental consumer’s production profits of using
foreign and domestic commodity supplies, adjusted by interest. The third term is the
trading profit in commodity futures market.

The second part of the fundamental consumer’s terminal wealth is the production
profit in period 1, denoted by Wy ;. We denote by D} ; and Dj ,; the period-1 demands

for foreign and domestic commodity, respectively. Then,

Wé,l = Di,f (k1 — (ST 4+ h)ux — l(DZi,f + Di,d)} + Di,d (k1 — St — Z(Di,f + Di,d)} ;
(17)

We solve the fundamental consumer’s problem backward in time. In period 1, since
the fundamental shock k; is realized and becomes common knowledge, the fundamental

consumer solves

max Wé’l, (18)
{pi.Dis}

where there is no variance term since S} becomes known in period 1.

14This arrangement could be done via a bespoke over-the-counter derivatives contract. This assumption simplifies
the algebra and does not affect our results. Note that regardless of the degree of FX hedging, the fundamental
consumer’s period-1 wealth is still given by (k1 — S%)2/(4l).
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The solution is

i k1 — S i
Dl,d = 91 L — Dl,f7 (19)
i ki — (Se+h) ux i

Substituting the solution into the fundamental consumer’s wealth W, we get

(ki — S7)?

Wd,l - 41

(21)
Moreover, by market-clearing, Did + Dif = a; + G + (1 — 0)I§, which is a constant
known in period 0. Thus, by (19), we know that k; — S? is a constant as well. Hence,
W, is a constant, viewed in period 0.

Now moving back to period 0. The fundamental consumer solves

max  B[Wig+ W] = 2Var{ Wi, + W) (22)
{08 206 i}
subject to Dé’f > 0. (23)

But because Wé,l is a constant, the fundamental consumer’s period-0 problem reduces

to

‘max  E[W,] — Var[W,), (24)
{Dj 4.0 ki } 2

subject to D&f > 0.

The first-order conditions yield

ko — (S§ + h) Xo

i kO - S i
DO,d = 91 ? — DO,fa (26)
. E[Si — F?
hy = —[ilﬂ], (27)
v (%)

where % is the volatility of Sj. n is the Lagrange multiplier associated with the
constraint (23). If D("), s =0, that is, the fundamental consumer only buys commodity
locally, then n > 0. If Dj ; > 0, then n = 0.
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3.6 The Financial Investor in the Importing Country

The financial investor in the importing country imports commodity not for production,
but to use it as collateral to get secured financing at rate r* and lend unsecured at rate
R > r'. (Without loss of generality, the interest rates R’ and r’ are after adjusting
for the haircut imposed on the loan.) In other words, the commodity is imported as
a means to capture the unsecured-secured spread, or risk premium, of R* — r’. The
financial investor must first borrow unsecured in the exporting country at the rate R°
to pay for the costs of commodity and shipping. Since borrowing and lending take one
period, this trade must be completed in period 0. We also assume that the financial
investor purchases, in period 0 and at the forward exchange rate fx, an amount of
USD that covers the principal and interest payment of the USD loan, so that there
remains no currency risk.

The expected period-1 profit of importing one unit of collateral commodity in period

0, expressed in local currency, is
= Si(R" — ") + (1 —6) E[Si] — (S¢ + h) (1 + R°) fx. (28)

The three terms capture, respectively, the expected profit of borrowing Sj at rate 7
and lending at rate R', the proceeds from selling the remaining (1 — §) commodity
in period 1, and the payment of the unsecured loan at rate R° after converting to
local currency. We later specify explicit conditions under which the expected profit
of importing commodity as collateral is positive. We denote by C{ the amount of
commodity imported for collateral purposes in period 0.

We emphasize that these “collateral commodities” must be imported for this trade
to be viable. If the financial investor were to use domestic commodity, he must first
pay the unsecured rate R, defeating the purpose of lending at R’

The financial investor also uses futures contract to hedge his position. We denote
by A’ his futures position in period 0.

The financial investor’s terminal wealth in period 1, in local currency, is
W} =C}[Sy(R —1") + (1= 0)S; — (S§+h) (L+ R) fx] — hL(S{ — F').  (29)

The financial investor has a mean-variance utility function with parameter 7¢. In
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period 0, he solves the problem

max E[W}i] — =<Var[W¢], 30
s BV = Vo1V (30)
where the variance term comes from uncertainty about Si.
Solving for the optimal C§ and h!, we get
SR =r)+ (1= B[] = (S5 +h) 1L+ B) fx = h

C = : + , 31
’ i (o) (1 - 6)? -y O

h: = —M+C@(l—5). (32)
e (o)
3.7 Market Clearing in the Importing Country

From (25) and (26), we get
St = (S¢ + h)Xo — 2In. (33)

Recall that 7 is the Lagrange multiplier associated with Dé, s = 0; > 0 whenever
Dy ; = 0. Thus, if all commodity imports are made for financing purposes, the com-
modity price in the importing country is lower than that in the exporting country after
adjusting for shipping costs.

From (19) and (20), we get

Si = (8¢ + h)uy.

By the market-clearing condition of the futures market, h% = h, we have

e/ (1-0)(ah)

For parameters considered in this paper, C§ > 0. From (31) and (32), we can solve the

futures price in the importing country,

. (Ss+R)(1+R) fx  Sy(R -1
o= 1—-4 a 01—5 (35)

B %(14'36)—(Ri—ri)si+f_x2l(1+Re)
N 1—6 07X, 1-9¢
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3.8 A Discussion of the Model Setup

In this subsection we make a couple of remarks on our modeling choices.

First, in our model the futures markets of the two countries are segregated; investors
cannot trade futures contracts across two countries. This assumption is a direct con-
sequence of capital control of the importing country, modeled after China. If investors
were able to circumvent capital controls and participate directly in financial markets in
both countries, importing commodities as collateral would be unnecessary. Indeed, in
the model we can show that if the financial investors can also trade futures contracts
in the exporting country, they would not import commodities. Thus, capital control
and the effective segregation of financial markets are essential frictions in the model
and in reality.

Second, we have used a two-period model, which may seemingly suggest that the
unwinding of the commodity collateral trade in period 1 is mechanical. But like
many two-period models, our two-period model is meant to illustrate the intuition
in a tractable way, but not a literal description of reality. Period 1 can be viewed as
an abstract future date when market conditions are such that importing commodities
as collateral is no longer profitable. One example of that future date is when (if ever)

China drops its capital control.

4 Equilibrium and Comparative Statics

In this section we characterize the equilibrium prices and quantities, as well as comput-
ing the comparative statics with respect to the unsecured interest rate in the importing
country, R'. The analysis of this section lays down the foundation for empirical tests
conducted in the next section. We focus on parameters conditions under which the
equilibrium demand for collateral commodity is positive, i.e., C§ > 0. For complete-
ness, in the appendix we provide solutions of the equilibrium for parameters under

which the collateral demand for collateral is zero.

4.1 Equilibrium with Positive Demand for Collateral Com-

modity

Putting together the market-clearing conditions from the previous section, we have the

following proposition.
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Proposition 1. Under Technical Conditions 1-3 provided in the appendiz, in equilib-
rium, the spot prices (S5, S¢, Sy, S), the inventory I§ in the exporting country, and the
fundamental demands (Dé’d, D”j’d) are given by the solution to the following system of

equations:

Dé,d = Qo, (36)
Go—1I; = Déyf—i-Cé

ko — (S§ + h) X, , ‘ i\ B[St — F
_ {0 (S5 +h) O_Dz]d_i_n}_i_(%zj%) 51 ']2’(37)
21 ’ YaVe /) (1-19)(0%)
V5% 2
E[St—F¢ = —22 (¢9)7[I¢(1—-6)+ G, 38
[ ] 7S@Jr%g(s)[o( ) + GY] (38)
Dl,d —_ CL1—|— (’de 7) [ 1. - ]7 (39)
VaVe (0%)
I§(1-6)+Gf = Di;
ki — (S{+h)u ;
S 12 z ~ - Di, (40)
Si = (S + hjux. (41)
Sy = (S§+h)Xo—2In, (42)
where
Se(L+7¢) — A
Fe==0 4
2 (13)
) e WM (1 e . Q Pt
1—-9
The two Lagrange multipliers (X, n) satisfy:
if I§ =0, A >0,
if I§ >0, A =0,

and

ko — (S¢+ h) Xo

> 0,

if Dy ;> 0,n=0.
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The solution of spot prices and inventories are:

U0 0=200D) | g 4 (b — h + 2h) — (G (1 — 6) + G
+75 A — 2l (om + zn/Xo) 1

Sy = = 45
0 v+ (1 —=d+w)m+ ((1—90)/ux +2/Xo)n ’ (45)
St + 2l

e__ -0 ' =1 . 4

SO XO h ( 6)

S1=q+k —pux — (1-0)S;, (47)

e S

ST _E_h (48)

1 . nA

IS = T3 n(b—h~l—zh)—((1—(5)/uX—|—z/X0)nSS—G§—2nlzn/Xg—|-1—_5 ,

(49)

where the constants (m,n, q,b,v,w, z,0) are defined in the Appendiz B. The equilibrium
demands (C§, D 4, D} 4, D§ 5, D3 ;) are caleulated from (36)—(40).

The technical conditions for Proposition 1 imply the following two properties of the
equilibrium. First, collateral demand for commodity, C}, is positive in equilibrium. For
completeness, in Appendix D we characterize the equlhbrlum in which C}, = 0. Second,
the commodity producer in the importing country does not wish to carry inventory.
Relaxing this condition will lead to more parameter cases but does not change the
qualitative nature of the results.

The solution in Proposition 1 involves two Lagrange multipliers A and 7. Depending

on whether the are zero or positive, there are four cases of equilibrium:

Case 1. A = 0 and n = 0, that is, I§ > 0 and Daf > (0. In this case, the exporting
country does not experience a stockout, and the fundamental consumer uses both

domestic and foreign commodity.

Case 2. A =0 and n > 0, that is, I§ > 0 and Dé’f = 0. In this case, the exporting country
does not experience a stockout, but the fundamental consumer uses domestic
commodity only. This is because collateral demand is so strong that (S§+h)Xy >
Si.

Case 3. A > 0 and n =0, that is, I§ = 0 and Daf > (. In this case, the exporting country
experiences a stockout, but the fundamental consumer uses both domestic and

foreign commodity.

Case 4. A > 0 and n > 0, that is, I§ = 0 and Dj = 0. In this case, the exporting country

experiences a stockout, and the fundamental consumer uses domestic commodity
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only.

The explicit solutions for the four cases are provided in Appendix B. Case 1 is arguably
the most natural case and represents “normal market conditions.” For this reason, and

for the simplicity of exposition, in the comparative statics below we focus on Case 1.

4.2 Comparative Statics

We now characterize the comparative statics of equilibrium variables to the unsecured

interest rates R’ in the importing country.

Proposition 2. Fixing other parameters, in Case 1 of the equilibrium of Proposition 1,
if the unsecured interest rate R' increases in the importing country, then the following
hold.

1. The spot prices in importing and exporting countries in period 0, S§ and S,

mcerease.

2. The collateral inventory C} in the importing country increases; the inventory I¢

in the exporting country decreases; and the total inventory increases.

3. The convenience yield in the importing country y* increases.

Although Proposition 2 is written for Case 1 of Proposition 1, the same qualitative
results hold for other three cases. The only caveat is that if R’ is sufficiently high,
certain endogenous variables may become flat in R’. For instance, if > 0, then the
fundamental demand only uses domestic commodity, and S} is invariant to R’ (see
Appendix B, Case 2).

The intuition for the comparative statics is straightforward (for a detailed proof,
see Appendix C). A higher unsecured interest rate, R’, increases the profit of using
commodities as collateral. The extra collateral demand pushes up the price in both
countries. A higher collateral demand also increases the inventory in the importing
country, C¢. and reduces that in the exporting country, I¢. Moreover, a higher spot
price reduces the fundamental demand for consumption, implying that the total in-
ventory, C¢ + I, is increased. This reasoning explains Parts 1 and 2 of Proposition 2.
Part 1 of Proposition 2 on prices will be tested in Section 6.

For Part 3 of Proposition 2, note that the convenience yield in the importing country
1s

F'oltrt (+R)-EO+R) 21+ R fy

" _ 2 Ix, 50
BETE TS 1= ST1=0 X" (50)
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where the first equality is a definition of convenience yield and the second equality
follows from (13). In Case 1, n = 0, so the convenience yield in the importing country

is proportional to the forward-hedged interest-rate spread:
Y=(1+R)—=(1+R°. (51)

Clearly, a higher R leads to a higher convenience yield in the importing country due to
the collateral benefit. (The convenience yield in the exporting country, y¢, is generally
zero unless a stockout occurs.'® Therefore, ¥ may or may not be increasing in R’.)

Combining Parts 2 and 3 of Proposition 2, we derive a particularly useful corollary:

Corollary 1. A higher demand for collateral commodities makes the relation between
inventory and convenience yield more positive (or less negative) in the importing coun-

try.

The corollary follows from the result that, when commodities are used as collateral,
the inventory C} and the convenience yield y* in the importing country are positively
correlated, as both increase in R'. By contrast, if commodities are used exclusively
for consumption, there should be a negative correlation between inventory and conve-
nience yield. Combining these two channels, therefore, if there is a higher demand for
commodities as collateral, the relation between inventory and convenience yield in the
importing country should be more positive (or less negative). This corollary will be

tested in Section 6.

4.3 Discussion

Our result that commodity price can increase in the interest rate of the importing
country complements existing theory and evidence on the relation between interest
rate and (real) commodity prices. For example, Frankel (1986, 2008) shows that high
interest rates reduce the price of storable commodities by increasing the incentive for
commodity extraction now rather than in the future, by decreasing firms’ desire to
carry inventories, and by encouraging speculators to shift out of commodity contracts
and into Treasury bills. He finds a significant and negative coefficient of real commodity

price on the real U.S. interest rate, representing global monetary policy, as well as on

15Tn our model 3¢ = ﬁ, which is nonzero if and only if A > 0, or equivalently I§ = 0. This is consistent
0

with the theory of storage, in which the convenience yield arises because of the possibility of a stockout (see, for
example, Deaton and Laroque (1992) and Routledge, Seppi, and Spatt (2000)).
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the real interest rate differential between the non-U.S. countries and the United States,
representing local variations in monetary policy.

Complementary to Frankel’s work, our result focuses on the collateral role of com-
modities as a device to circumvents capital control. In this case, a higher unsecured
interest rate can counterintuitively increase the demand for collateral and hence in-
crease the global price of commodities.

The collateral use of commodities in our model complements that of Kiyotaki and
Moore (1997). In their model, production assets, such as land and machineries, can
also be pledged as collateral. They show that a small, temporary negative shock to
firms’ net worth can be amplified as a large, persistent shock to the prices of assets and
firms’ investments and production. Our model is complementary in that the production
asset, commodity, is a traded asset, and firms not involved in the real production can
also import commodity to generate financial returns. In our model, if the production
functions of the real sector are invariant to the interest rate, more financial demand
for commodity crowds out the real demand by increasing commodity spot prices and
by increasing the deadweight loss of commodity storage.'® If, however, production
constraint can be relaxed by importing commodities as collateral, we may reasonably
expect the collateral demand for commodities to increase total output at the cost of
amplification and fragility, as in Kiyotaki and Moore (1997). The latter effect is not
in our current analysis because we expect it to be similar to that modeled by Kiyotaki
and Moore (1997). The welfare implications of using commodities as collateral are

therefore ambiguous.

5 Data

This section describes the data and empirical measures used to test the model predic-

tions.

5.1 A Proxy for Collateral Demand of Commodities

Ideally, one would want to measure the quantity of commodities that are pledged to
lenders as collateral. Unfortunately, such data, except for the approximate industry

estimate (see the Introduction), are unavailable. Instead, we start from our theoretical

16Tn the model, one can show that if R} is higher, then the fundamental consumer of commodity consumes less
commodity in period 0 and more commodity in period 1; overall, the fundamental consumption of commodity goes
down because a larger storage cost, dC§, associated with a larger inventory.
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framework and construct a proxy for the attractiveness of importing commodities as
collateral.
Recall from (28) that the expected profit (in local currency) of importing one unit

of commodity and using it as collateral, before hedging commodity price risk, is
I1 = SH(R" — ")+ (1 — 6)E[S]] — (S5 + h)(1 + R°) fx. (52)

Again, the first term is the profit of borrowing at the secured rate r® and investing
at the expected return R’; the second term is the expected proceeds of selling the
inventory in period 1; and the third term is the repayment of borrowed funds in USD
converted into CNY at the forward exchange rate.

In the normal case of the equilibrium (where neither Lagrange multiplier is binding),

we have Sj = (S¢S + h) Xy, so II can be reexpressed as

I =SY +(1-0)E[S]] — (1+ 1S}, (53)
where (recalling)
Y:(1+Ri)—§(—X(1+Re). (54)
0

The term (1—48)E[S;] — (1+7")S} is the usual cost-of-carry calculation for the expected
profit of keeping one unit of inventory. The new term, S}V, is the additional benefit
of using commodities as collateral.

Therefore, the theory strongly suggests that the forward-hedged interest-rate spread
Y is a natural proxy for the attractiveness of importing commodities as collateral.
While the comparative statics of the equilibrium are calculated with respect to R!, R’
and Y move one-for-one, fixing other parameters.

Since the CNY unsecured interest rates paid by small firms in China (R’) and the
USD unsecured interest rates paid by the financial investor (R¢) are unobservable to us,
we use interbank rates as proxies. The two interbank rates are CNY Shibor (Shanghai
Interbank Offered Rate) and USD Libor (London Interbank Offered Rate). Although
Shibor is relatively recent (starting in 2006), it closely tracks the actual interbank
lending rates calculated by the People’s Bank of China at the monthly frequency (see

Figure 3). With these proxies, our empirical measure is

Y = (1 4 Shibor) — f{—Xu + Libor). (55)
0

We calculate the proxy Y using 3-month Libor, 3-month Shibor, the official spot US-
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Figure 3: Shibor (weekly) versus quantity-weighted average lending rate (monthly)
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Data source of actual lending rates: People’s Bank of China

DCNY exchange rate, and the 3-month nondeliverable forward (NDF) USDCNY ex-
change rate.

The forward-hedged interest rate spread Y can also be viewed as the deviations
from the covered interest-rate parity (CIP) in the USDCNY exchange rate, calculated
using unsecured interbank rates.

Some readers may worry that Shibor significantly underestimates the true funding
costs of small firms in China, and may suggest that we should use interest rates paid
by “high-yield” Chinese borrowers that are much riskier than banks. This alternative
route is very difficult because reliable high-yield data in China with reasonable sample
length cannot be obtained.!” Moreover, we argue that even if such data were available,
one could not use it directly without further decomposing the credit spread (high-
yield interest rate minus Shibor) into the expected default loss and the credit risk
premium. This is because investors should rationally deduct the expected default loss
from the high-yield interest rate, and judge the attractiveness of making the loan based
on the trade-off between the credit risk premium and the risk of default. Credit risk
premium, default risk, and expected default loss are even more difficult to measure in
China than the high-yield interest rate itself. This concern is almost absent for Shibor

because Shibor involves very low default risk.!® In any case, what is important for us

I"For instance, the Wenzhou Private Finance Index only started in late 2012.

8Furthermore, if lending at Shibor does happen in equilibrium, one may also view the expected profit of lending
at Shibor (with very low default risk) as the investor’s “certainty equivalent” of making high-expected-return,
high-risk loans. This is because once the financial investor borrows CNY collateralized by commodities, he is free
to lend the proceeds to banks at Shibor with very low default risk or to lend to firms with higher expected return
but also higher risk. In equilibrium, the investor should be indifferent among all these options. If lending at Shibor
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is that ¥ sufficiently captures the time variation, not necessarily the level, of investors’
demand for commodities as collateral. Any noise in this measure would make it more
difficult for us to find significant results in the data.

Our sample is weekly from October 13, 2006 to November 14, 2014, with 423
observations. While this sample is relatively short, it is precisely during this period
that commodities are increasingly used as collateral for financing. Figure 4 plots our
main proxy for the collateral demand of commodities, Y, in panel (a), as well as
its components, in panels (b) and (c¢). Overall, Y is stationary and mean reverting,
reaching local peaks in early 2008, mid-2011, and early 2014. Most of the time Y >0,
implying a violation of the CIP in that CNY in the forward FX market is priced “too
high” relative to the spot exchange rate.!® The sole exception is a short period in
late 2008 and early 2009, the depth of the crisis, when Y dropped to its minimum.
Because of capital control, this deviation from the CIP cannot be eliminated by the
usual arbitrage trades, which involve buying CNY spot and selling CNY forward, both
physically delivered. The higher is the deviation, the stronger is the incentive to gain
access to CNY investments by circumventing capital control, such as by importing
commodities.?’

Panel (b) of Figure 4 plots the time-series behaviors of Libor and Shibor. While
Libor and Shibor are comparable before 2009, Shibor raises substantially above Libor
after 2009. Panel (c¢) shows that CNY has been slowly and steadily appreciating against
USD over the sample period.

5.2 Commodity Prices and Inventories

The commodities used to test the theoretical predictions are selected by two criteria.
First, the commodities should have active futures or forward markets in China and in

developed countries (e.g., the United States, the United Kingdom, Japan). Having a

does not happen in equilibrium because of too low an expected return, then the Shibor-based proxy Y is a lower

bound, in terms of investor’s utility function, on how attractive it is to import commodities as collateral.

9Violation of CIP also exists in other currency pairs. Pasquariello (2014) constructs a measure of CIP violations
over a broader set of currencies from 1990 to 2009. In his sample the CIP violation is around 0.2% before the
crisis, with a peak around 0.8% in 2009. By contrast, the CIP violations on USDCNY are high in early 2008,
mid-2011, and early 2014, with a larger magnitude at each occasion. Thus, China-specific capital control is likely
the dominant friction in driving CIP violation on USDCNY (in addition to higher funding and transaction frictions

in developed countries during the financial crisis).

20There are other ways to circumvent capital control. For example, Desai, Foley, and Hines (2006) report
that U.S. multinational firms circumvent capital control by reducing reported foreign profitability and increasing
dividends repatriation. In recent years it also has been widely suspected that certain companies in China “over-
invoice” exports as a way to bring capital into China. S. Rabinovitch, “China to crack down on faked export deals.”

Financial Times, May 6, 2013.
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Figure 4: Proxy for collateral demand of commodities, f/, and its components
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forward /futures market is important for calculating convenience yield. Second, data
for commodity prices and inventories should go back to at least the start of 2009, when
Shibor started to increase substantially above Libor.

Applying these two criteria, we end up with eight commodities: copper, zinc, alu-
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minum, gold, soybean, corn, fuel oil, and natural rubber. We call the first four com-
modities the metal group, and call the last four commodities the nonmetal group. We
would expect the metals to be more suitable for collateral purposes as they are easier
to store and have a higher value-to-bulk ratio than nonmetal commodities. Thus, our
model implications should be stronger in the metal group than in the nonmetal group.

For each commodity, we use the leading exchange in China and the leading ex-
change in developed markets as price data source. With few exceptions, we take the
prices of the first and third futures contracts in both the Chinese market and devel-
oped markets.?t?? Also with few exceptions, all price and inventory data are weekly
observations from October 13, 2006 to November 14, 2014.

Following the standard approach in the literature (see, for example, Gorton, Hayashi,
and Rouwenhorst (2013)), we proxy commodities inventories by those in exchange
warehouses whenever available. For our purposes of studying time variations, the in-
ventory in exchange warehouses is a reasonable proxy for the market-wide inventory,
as long as they are sufficiently correlated with each other. Inventory data for copper,
zinc, aluminum, gold, fuel oil, and natural rubber are obtained from various exchanges
this way. Inventories of two agricultural commodities, soybean and corn, are obtained
from U.S. Department of Agriculture.

Table 1 summarizes the data sources for commodity prices and inventories.

Besides Y, other variables used in the empirical analysis are defined as follows.
e 7, denotes the local interest rate (Shibor or Libor).

e Because spot prices are often unavailable (except cash prices for copper, zinc, and
aluminum on the LME), we follow Pindyck (2001) and infer the spot prices S;

from traded futures prices by extrapolation.

e y; denotes the convenience yield in the Chinese market or developed markets,

calculated as
In(F (¢t,77)) — In(F (¢, T3))

-1

Yy = + Vts (56)

where F'(¢t,T7) and F (t,T5) are futures prices at week ¢ with maturity 7} and 75,

respectively.

21Exceptions include the following: the price data for copper, zinc, and aluminum are obtained from LME as
cash price and 3-month forward price, not futures prices. For some commodities we use the second contract. Since
fuel oil futures are not available in the United States, we use CME heating oil futures to proxy the fuel oil futures.

(Fuel oil is one type of heating oil.)

22Commodities traded in China are in CNY. Commodities traded in developed markets are in USD. (Rubber
prices are originally in JPY, and we convert them to USD.) We do not convert CNY to USD as CNY is not fully

convertible.
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Table 1: Data sources of commodities prices and inventories

Acronyms. SHFE: Shanghai Futures Exchanges.

LME: London Metal Exchange. DCE: Dalian

Commodity Exchanges. CME: CME Group. TOCOM: Tokyo Commodity Exchange. USDA:

United States Department of Agriculture.

Price data source

Inventory data source

Commodity China Developed market China Developed market
Copper SHFE, first and third futures LME, cash and 3-month forward ~SHFE LME
Zinc SHFE, first and third futures LME, cash and 3-month forward SHFE LME
Aluminum SHFE, first and third futures LME, cash and 3-month forward = SHFE LME
Gold SHFE, first and third futures CME, first and third futures SHFE CME
Soybean DCE, first and third futures CME, first and second futures USDA USDA
Corn DCE, first and third futures CME, first and second futures USDA USDA
Fuel oil SHFE, first and third futures CME, first and third futures SHFE CME

Natural rubber SHFE, first and third futures TOCOM, first and second futures SHFE TOCOM

e We denote by I; the inventory in China or developed markets. Because inventories

tend to have a time trend, we detrend the inventory level by the average inventory

over the previous year:

—It——ZIt i

(57)

The detrended inventory I, will be our main measure of inventory. Detrend-

ing inventory is a common approach in the literature (see, for example, Gorton,
Hayashi, and Rouwenhorst (2013)).

Table 2 reports the summary statistics of the main variables. Most variables are in

percents. In particular, the standard deviation of the collateral demand proxy Y is 82

basis points (bps) per week, which we will later use to assess the economic importance

of the collateral demand for commodities.

6 Empirical Evidence

In this section, we test two empirical predictions of our theory: how the demand

for commodities as collateral, proxied by Y, affects (i) commodity prices and (i) the

relation between inventory and convenience yield. In the next section we will check

the robustness of these tests to the inclusion of China’s macroeconomic conditions.
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Table 2: Summary statistics

(a) Collateral demand proxy Y and its components

Y (%) Shibor (%) Libor (%) USDCNY spot USDCNY forward

Mean 0.76 3.74 1.44 6.69 6.68
Std. dev.  0.82 1.31 1.84 0.5 0.46
Median 0.66 3.94 0.39 6.66 6.65

(b) Commodity spot prices S; and convenience yields y;

China Developed markets
allin % Alog(St) m Alog(Sy) m

Copper Mean -0.09 8.94 -0.02 1.79
Std. dev. 3.53 12.55 4.23 3.75
Median -0.05 6.74 -0.03 0.2

Zinc Mean -0.17 -1.45 -0.12 -2.56
Std. dev. 3.63 10.22 4.73 3.93

Median 0.1 -1.78 -0.2 -3.21

Aluminum Mean -0.1 0.73 -0.06 -4.44
Std. dev. 2.15 12.85 3.41 4.63

Median -0.11 -0.42 -0.2 -5.13

Gold Mean 0.02 1.23 0.08 -0.38
Std. dev. 2.82 12.15 2.46 1.03

Median 0.1 1.34 0.34 -0.32

Soybean Mean 0.07 11.68 0.13 8.59
Std. dev. 3.22 16.71 4.26 25.26

Median ~ -0.23  13.52  0.48 -1.34

Corn Mean 0.15 -3.65 0.05 -3.26
Std. dev. 2.16 12.48 5 20.15

Median 0.06 -4.77 0.35 -9.25

Fuel oil Mean 0.01 -12 0.08 -3.99
Std. dev. 5.63 30.65 4.21 9.81

Median 0.1 -12.8 0.12 -3.09

Rubber Mean -0.12 2.02 -0.02 0.67
Std. dev. 4.12 21.41 5.98 33.38

Median 0.24 -3.3 0.02 -4.68

6.1 Commodity Prices

Part 1 of Proposition 2 predicts that a higher collateral demand increases commodity
spot prices. To test this prediction, for each commodity, we regress the log price

change on contemporaneous changes in local convenience yield, local interest rate, and
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the collateral-demand-for-commodities proxy:
Aln(S;) = a+ bAy, + cAvy + dAY; + €. (58)

The local convenience yield and local interest rates are control variables for the benefit
and opportunity cost of holding commodities. For example, Pindyck (1993) argues
that because the convenience yield is considered a benefit of holding commodities,
spot prices should have a cointegration relation with convenience yield. Frankel (2008)
shows that a higher interest rate is associated with lower commodity prices.

We also run separate panel regressions on the metal group and the nonmetal group:
Aln(S;:) = a; + bAy; 4 + A + dAY; + €t (59)

Our theory predicts that the coefficient d on AY, should be positive in both China
and developed markets.

Lastly, we run a larger panel regression across all eight commodities:
AIn(Sis) = a; + bAy; s + Ay + dAY; + f L(Metal) - [Ayie, Avi, AY/;S] + €it, (60)

where 1(Metal) is the indicator function on metals (taking value 1 if the commodity is a
metal and 0 otherwise), and the full set of interactive terms 1(Metal)-[Ay;,, Aviy, AY]
capture the effect of metals versus nonmetals. Of particular interest is the coefficient
for 1(Metal)- AY;, which captures the extent to which metal prices are more responsive
to changes in collateral demand than nonmetal prices. We expect the coefficient for
1(Metal) - Y; to be nonnegative.

Table 3 reports the results in panel (a) for China and panel (b) for developed
markets.

For the metal group, as predicted by the theory, the panel regression shows a
significantly positive d, suggesting that a higher demand to import commodities as
collateral to China is associated with higher commodity prices in China and globally.
For example, in the panel regression, if Y increases by 82 bps over a week (one standard
deviation of V), then metal prices overall increase by 2.92% (= 0.82% x 3.564) in China
and 3.96% (= 0.82% x 4.828) in developed markets. These are large magnitudes. The
eight commodity-by-commodity regressions on metals reveal a significantly positive
d, with the sole exception of gold in developed markets. The economic magnitudes
are similar. If Y increases by one standard deviation, 82 bps, the contemporaneous

increases in metal prices range from 2.63% for aluminum in China to 5.27% for copper
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in developed markets.

For the nonmetal group, the panel regressions and most individual commodity
regressions also show a significantly positive d, although the magnitudes are smaller
than those in the metal group. On average, an increase in Y by one standard deviation
(82 bps) corresponds to a higher nonmetal commodity price of 1.29% in China and
2.85% in developed markets. Formal test in column (11) indicates that the metal-
nonmetal difference is positive and statistically significant in both China and developed
markets, and this difference is stronger in China. These patterns are intuitive as

nonmetals are bulkier and more difficult to store and ship than metals.

6.2 The Relation between Inventory and Convenience Yield

A negative relation between inventory and convenience yield is the key element in the
theory of storage. In this theory, a low inventory corresponds to a high convenience
of holding commodities because it increases the real option value of consuming com-
modity anytime. In our model of commodity as collateral, however, the relation is the
reverse. As shown in Proposition 2 and Corollary 1, an increase in collateral demand
tends to simultaneously increase inventories and convenience yield in the importing
country. Thus, complementary to the theory of storage, a higher collateral demand
for commodity should make the inventory-convenience yield relation less negative in
China. The theory makes no prediction about inventory-convenience yield relation in
developed markets, so the analysis here is restricted to China.

To test the inventory-convenience yield relation in the presence of collateral use of
commodities, we first normalize each detrended inventory by its time-series standard

deviation:

Iy = ———. (61)

A

Var(Iw)

Because commodity inventories have different units and scales, normalization makes it
easier to interpret the regression coefficient.

As before, we run separate panel regressions for the metal group and nonmetal

group:
Yit = a; + bfi,t + Cfi,tf/t + € =a; + ii,t(b + C}A/;f) + €4 (62)

We also run commodity-by-commodity regressions:

Y =a+bl,+ clY, + ¢ :a—i-ft(b—i-cf/t)—i-et. (63)
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As in the previous test, we run an eight-commodity panel regression with the metal
indicator 1(Metal):

Yiz = a; + ii,t(b + CYt) + f 1(Metal) - [ji,ta jzti/;f] + €y (64)

The specifications in (62), (63), and (64) make clear that it is the relation between
yi+ and fi,t that we are testing. The coefficient b captures the effect predicted by the
theory of storage, and the coefficient ¢ captures the incremental effect predicted by
our model of commodity as collateral. Our theory predicts that ¢ is positive in China,
that is, the higher is benefit of importing commodities as collateral, the more positive
(or the less negative) is the inventory-convenience yield relation. The coefficient for
1(Metal) - ji,tyt captures the metal-nonmetal differential effect of collateral demand on
the inventory-convenience yield relation. We also expect the coefficient for 1(Metal) -
fi,tfﬁ to be nonnegative since metals are more suitable collateral than nonmetals.

Table 4 reports the results of regressions (62) and (63). As predicted by the the-
ory, the panel regression on the metal group in China shows a significantly positive
coeflicient ¢ on flth It reveals that the collateral use of commodities makes the con-
venience yield-inventory relation less negative. In individual commodity regressions,
the same result is observed for zinc and gold, although the coefficients for copper and
aluminum are insignificant. By contrast, the coefficient ¢ for the nonmetal group is in-
significant, in both the panel regression and individual commodity regressions. In the
pooled regression of column (11), the coefficient for 1(Metal) - fztﬁ has the expected
sign but marginal significance with a t-statistic of 1.61. Despite weaker statistical sig-
nificance, the test results here are consistent with the previous test and the theoretical

predictions.

6.3 A Brief Discussion of Commodity Futures Risk Premium

The key driver of futures risk premium in our model is the theory of normal back-
wardation. As argued by Keynes (1923), Hirshleifer (1990), and Bessembinder (1992),
hedgers need to offer risk premiums in order to solicit speculators to offset their trades.
Therefore, the theory of normal backwardation predicts that speculators who long fu-
tures contract should earn a positive risk premium on average.

Empirically, however, tests of the theory of normal backwardation have yielded
mixed results. For example, Rockwell (1967) and Dusak (1973) fail to find significant
risk premiums in the futures contracts and thus reject the theory of normal backwar-

dation. Using twenty-nine commodities futures, Kolb (1992) documents that only less
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than one-third of commodities exhibit statistically significant positive average returns.
On the other hand, Chang (1985) and Bessembinder (1992) find evidence supporting
the theory of normal backwardation. In a review article by Rouwenhorst and Tang
(2012), the authors retest the theory of normal backwardation using three different test
methodologies in recent sample of futures data. None of them find significant evidence
that supports the theory of normal backwardation. The authors conclude that “the
empirical support for the theory of normal backwardation is weak.”

The weak empirical support for the theory of normal backwardation implies that
any prediction from our model regarding futures risk premium is likely weak at best.
In particular, in our setting, the theory of normal backwardation predicts that futures
risk premium should respond to R’ in the same way as inventory does; that is, if
the demand for collateral commodities goes up in week ¢, the futures risk premium
realized in week ¢+ 1 should go up in China and go down in developed markets. But a
test of this prediction is essentially a joint test of the theory of normal backwardation
and our theory of commodity as collateral. In the data, we find no evidence of this
joint prediction, that is, the collateral demand in week ¢ cannot predict futures risk
premium realized in week ¢ + 1. Given the weak empirical support for the theory of
normal backwardation, the lack of empirical evidence on risk premium in our setting is
not that surprising and does not go against our theory of collateral. Indeed, we show
that our theoretical predictions regarding commodity prices and inventory-convenience
yield relation, which do not rely on the theory of normal backwardation, are supported
in the data.

7 Robustness to China’s Macroeconomic Conditions

One may be concerned that the evidence shown in the previous section is partly driven
by economic fundamentals, not frictions like capital control. In this section, we show
that our empirical results are robust to the inclusion of China’s macroeconomic con-
ditions as control variables. Because China is the leading consumer and importer
of commodities, China’s macroeconomic fundamentals have large impacts on global
commodities markets and hence are the most relevant controls for our purpose.

We use six indicators for China’s macroeconomic conditions: PMI, industry value
added, electricity generation, rail freight volume, money supply, and CPI, all obtained
from the National Bureau of Statistics of China. All raw variables are at the monthly
frequency and converted to year-on-year growth. The sample is monthly from October

2006 to October 2014. Since these variables cover closely related aspects of China’s
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economy, they are often correlated with each other. To make interpretation easier, we
will include the six principal components (PCs) of the six indicators, instead of the
raw data, in the regressions as control variables. The information content of the PCs
is of course identical to the information in the raw indicators. The first three PCs of
the six macroeconomic indicators explain 66.2%, 17.7%, and 7.7%, totaling 91.5%, of
all time-series variations in the six indicators.

Moreover, since the macroeconomic data are available monthly but all other data are
weekly, we construct weekly macroeconomic indicators by assuming that the year-on-
year growth of each variable in each week is equal to that of the relevant month. Note
that this assumption biases toward finding more significance on the macroeconomic
indicators because macroeconomic data for each month are usually released after month
end; hence, it is a conservative model specification for our purposes.

We run the same weekly regressions as in the previous section, but controlling for
the PCs of the macroeconomic indicators. First, the following panel regressions are

run separately on the metal group and nonmetal group:
A ln(5i7t) = Q; + bAth + CA’}/i,t + dA}A/; + ]F MTDCt + €its (65)

where M PC, is the vector of the six macroeconomic PCs and f is a vector of six
constants. The individual commodity regressions have the same form. We run these
regressions in China and in developed markets, both controlling for M PC. That is,
we want to check if China’s macroeconomic fundamental can explain prices in China
and in global commodity markets. Lastly, we run an eight-commodity panel regression
with a full set of interactive term of the form 1(Metal) - [Ay; 1, Ay, A}Aft, MIDCt]. As
before, we expect the coefficient for 1(Metal) - AY, to be nonnegative.

Second, we run the panel regressions on the relation between inventory and conve-

nience yield:
Yir = @ + bfz',t + Cjz’,tf/t + JF MPC,+§- (ijct : fi,t) + €, (66)

where we control both the macroeconomic PCs themselves and their interactions with
inventory. This way, we allow the macroeconomic PCs to affect both the level of conve-
nience yield and the inventory-convenience yield relation. The individual commodity
regressions have the same form. Also as before, we run an eight-commodity panel re-
gression with a full set of interactive terms of the form 1(Metal)- [I}t, [~,-7t}7t, Mf’Ct, MpCt-
I,,]. As before, we expect the coefficient for 1(Metal) - I;;Y; to be nonnegative. The
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inventory-convenience yield regression is only run in China because, again, the the-
ory makes no prediction about the inventory-convenience yield relation in developed
markets.

The results from regression (65) are reported in Table 5, for prices in China, and
Table 6, for prices in developed markets. Comparing Tables 5 and 6 with Table 3, we
see that the coeflicients in front of AYt are robust to the inclusion of China’s macroe-
conomic conditions. They remain significant and have almost identical magnitude.
Controlling for macroeconomic conditions in China, a one-standard-deviation increase
of Y; corresponds to an increase of metal prices by 2.85% (= 0.82% x 3.481) in China
and 3.86% (= 0.82% x 4.702) in developed markets. For copper in developed markets,
the price increase is as high as 5.11% (= 0.82% x 6.236) given the same increase in
Y;. And as in the regression without macroeconomic control variables, the coefficients
d for nonmetal commodities are also mostly significant but smaller in magnitude than
the metal group counterparts. As in Table 3, metals are more sensitive than nonmetals
in both China and developed markets, with the effect in China stronger. Overall, this
evidence suggests that China’s collateral demand and fundamental demand operate
separately in a nonoverlapping fashion in driving commodity prices.

Table 7 reports the result for regression (66). As before, the metal group panel
regression produces a significantly positive coefficient in front of fi,tfft, but the non-
metal group panel regression does not. Comparing Table 7 to Table 4, we see that
the coefficient for fivtfft in the metals panel regression roughly doubles once macroe-
conomic controls are included. In individual commodity regressions, zinc and gold
have significant coefficients in front of fiytfft, just like in Table 4, and the magnitudes
are marginally larger than that in Table 4. Moreover, once macroeconomic conditions
are controlled for, the metal-nonmetal difference in column (11) becomes statistically
significant. Overall, the effect of collateral demand on inventory-convenience yield
relation is robust to the inclusion of macroeconomic indicators. (We rerun monthly

regressions in Appendix E and results are similar.)
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8 Conclusion

In this paper we propose and test a theory of using commodities as collateral for
financing. In the presence of capital control and collateral constraint, financial investors
import commodities and pledge them as collateral to earn a higher expected return.
A simple model shows that, all else equal, a higher (lower) collateral demand increases
(decreases) the concurrent commodity spot prices globally; it also increases (decreases)
inventory and convenience yield simultaneously in the importing country.

We test the model predictions in China and developed markets, using price and
inventory data of four metals and four nonmetal commodities, from October 13, 2006
to November 14, 2014. Our empirical proxy for collateral demand of commodities is
the forward-hedged interest-rate spread, which is essentially the deviation from the
covered interest-rate parity. Because of capital control in China, this proxy in our
sample period is almost always positive and mean reverting.

Empirical tests strongly support our theory. A higher collateral demand for com-
modities is associated with (i) higher commodity prices globally, and (ii) a less negative
inventory-convenience yield relation in China. The economic magnitude is also large.
For example, a one-standard-deviation increase in collateral demand increases metal
prices by about 3% in China and by about 4% in developed markets. The same change
in collateral demand increases nonmetal commodity prices by about 1.3% in China and
2.9% in developed markets. The estimates remain significant with roughly the same
magnitude even after controlling for China’s economic fundamentals.

Our contribution to the commodity literature can be summarized along the three
important dimensions highlighted by Cheng and Xiong (2014): storage, risk sharing,
and information discovery. On storage, we show that the relation between inventory
and convenience yield, which is negative under the classic theory of storage, becomes
significantly less negative if inventories are also held for collateral purposes. On risk
sharing, we find evidence of intermarket spillover: commodity prices are strongly af-
fected by CIP violation in the foreign exchange market. On information discovery,
we show that higher commodity prices do not necessarily imply strong fundamental
demand; rather, they could reflect collateral demand caused by capital control and
financing frictions.

More broadly, this paper concretely illustrates the unintended consequences of cap-
ital control on asset prices through the collateral channel. Given that capital control is
increasingly used by emerging economies as a policy tool to enhance financial stability,

our results serve as a fresh reminder of the associated distortions.
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Appendix

A Glossary of Key Model Variables

Variables in the top b

Table 8: Key model variables

lock are exogenous; variables in the bottom block are endogenous.

Variable Explanation

ri, RI The secured and unsecured interest rate in country j € {e,i}

0 Storage cost of commodity

h Shipping cost of commodity

G¢ Commodity production of the exporting country at time ¢

ke, 1 The fundamental consumer’s marginal profit of using D! unit of
commodity is k; — Si — IDi, where ky ~ N (pu, o)

ag, a1 Commodity supply in the importing country is a; in period ¢

Yps Vo Risk aversion coefficients of commodity producer and financial spec-
ulator in the exporting country

e AL Risk aversion coefficients of fundamental commodity consumer and
financial investor in the importing country

Xo, fx Spot and forward exchange rates between the two countries’ cur-
rencies

Ux Fundamental consumer arranges to purchase USD at the exchange
rate ux in period 1

S Spot commodity price in period ¢ in country j € {e,i}

FJ Futures price in country j € {e,i}, traded at ¢ = 0 and delivered
att =1

I Commodity inventory in the exporting country at time ¢

D;;, Di;  Fundamental demand at time ¢ of foreign and domestic commodity

5 Collateral commodity demand in period 0, all imported

A Lagrange multiplier associated with constraint I§ > 0

n Lagrange multiplier associated with constraint Dé’ 7 =0

h;, by Positions of futures contracts of commodity producer and financial
speculator in exporting country in period 0

hY, hi Positions of futures contracts of fundamental commodity consumer
and financial investor in importing country in period 0

ol Volatility of S7 for j € {e, i}
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B Proof of Equilibrium with Positive Collateral De-
mand

In this appendix we show detailed steps in solving the equilibrium characterized in
Proposition 1 that has positive collateral demand. The parametric conditions (Tech-
nical Conditions 1-2) for this equilibrium are summarized in Appendix B.1. In Ap-
pendix D we show the equilibrium with zero collateral demand, with the corresponding
parametric conditions (Technical Conditions 3-4).

For the simplicity of notations, we define the constants (m,n, q,b, v, w, z, 0) as fol-

lows:
mo— (7d+%>, (67)

(08)> \ Vi
1 €+ e
. 2(% vp>, (68)
(79" \ 0%
¢ = g+ (1—08)ko—2((1—8)ap+a)—2((1—8)G5+G),  (69)
_ e
= o (70)
1—-6
v = 2—la (71)
f—X(l + R®) — (R' — ")
_ Xo
w = 5 : (72)
1+ re
B 14+ R° fx
? 1-6 X, (74)

By canceling out Dé’ s and Dé’d in the system of seven equations, we get a system
of five equations:

Ge Y lko - S(Z] _ a0:| + <7§l+7é) E[Si _Fl] (75)
v 2l Ve ) (1=0) (o)
C+L B[S - F°
-6 +c = L wEBIE (76)
5 (0F)
-0 +C = ’“12l51—<a1+(”%70) [fl.)Q ]>, (77)
dlc Ufg
Si = (S7+ h)ux, (78)
Si = (S¢+ h)X, — 2. (79)

Our solution strategy is to first write S5, S¢, Si, F'* and F" as functions of S} and
then solve for S.
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From (75) and (77) we get

(05)” = ()", (80)
E[S1] = pu + (1 = 6)ko — 21((1 — 6)ag + a1) — 21 ((1 — 6) G5 + G5) — (1 —6) S,
=q—(1-10)S; (81)
We also get
B[S = EU[S“ —h (82)
o5 = 22 (53

The futures prices are given by

SE+21 e
S8(1+T6)—>\ (—Xon—h>(1+7“>—)\

e — _ 4
F 1-9¢ 1-9¢ (84)
zZ 2lzn A
= YOSO_thLTO_l——(S’ (85)
Fio= (%(1 M ri)) gi 4 IxAUT ) (1+F) (86)
B 1-46 "Xy 1-6 "
Equations (75) and (76) can be rewritten as
o— 1§ —_— = —=F|S] — F' 87
GO 0 |: 2l a0:| + (1 . 5) [Sl ] ) ( )
IS(1-=0)+ G = nE[S]—F9. (88)
Substituting in the expressions of E[S{], E[S}], F¢ and F*, we have
ko — S(Z) i i e e
(1-8)G5+G = (1-9) 5 | +mE (S} — F'] + nE S} — F*]
1- -2 .
_ ( 9) (;‘7? aol) — S (89)
+mq — (1 — § +w) mS; — 2lmon
4 A
dn(b—h+zh) — (1= 0)/ux + 2/ Xo) nS} — 2nzn/Xo + 1”_ .
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Thus,

U=D0=2000) 4 g oy (b — h + zh) — (G5 (1 — 6) + ]

o 155 A = 2l (om + zn/Xo)n (90)
o v+ (1—=0+w)m+((1—9)/ux +z/Xo)n ’
St + 2ln B

Sg - TO h (91)

By (75) and (77), the period-1 prices are

Si = E[Si]+ki — =g~ (1—0)Sy+ ki — p, (92)
. _ S
i = ton (93)

By (76), the inventory in the exporting country is

1 .
= 75 [P (b—h+2h) = (1= 0)/ux + 2/ Xo) nS; — G — 2nlzn/ X, + 1”__A5

(94)

Iy

Furthermore,
m

C’é:m[q—(l—(S—i—w)Sé—Zlon}. (95)

Case 1 (A=0 and 1 =0, i.e., I§ > 0 and Dj ; > 0).

In this case, the demand for collateral commodity does not lead to stockout or zero
import by fundamental consumers. Since neither constraint is binding, the equilibrium
prices and inventory are simply given by (45)—(49) after substituting in A = n = 0.
There are seven unknowns and seven linear equations, from which we obtain a unique
solution.

Case 2 (A=0and 7 >0, i.e., I§ > 0 and Dj, ; = 0).

In this case, collateral demand leads to zero import by fundamental consumers.
Intuitively, collateral demand drives up the commodity price in the exporting country;
if this price is above the spot price in the importing country after adjusting for shipping
cost, the fundamental commodity demand in the importing country is met entirely by
local commodity supply. In this case, the fundamental consumers import nothing, and
Dy ; is given by

i k’o — 2@0[ — SZ
Doy = ST R— (96)
Thus, Df ; = 0 implies that
S(Z) = ko — 2@0[. (97)

Therefore, given \ = 0, from (45) we can explicitly obtain 7. After getting S§ and
71, we can easily solve all other variables.

Case 3 (A >0 and 1 =0, i.e., I§ =0 and Dj ; > 0).

In this case, collateral demand leads to zero inventory in the exporting country.
This can be the case if collateral demand drives up the price in the exporting country
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so much that the commodity supplier does not keep any inventory. Since /5 = 0 and
n = 0, combining (45) and (49), one can get

—8)(ko—2aol e

gi u )(2? 200D) _ GE(1— 6) + myq
0_ .
v+ (1—=90+w)m

(98)
Thus, combining (45) and (98), one can solve for . After getting Sj and ), all other
variables can be easily solved.

Case 4 (A >0 and 5 > 0, i.e., I§ =0 and Dj ; = 0).

In this case, too much collateral demand drives up the price in the exporting country
and produces two effects. First, the commodity producer has a stockout. Second,
the fundamental commodity demand in the importing country is met entirely by the
cheaper local commodity supply (after adjusting for shipping cost). This corresponds
to I§ = 0 and D ; = 0. As shown in Case 2, Dj ; = 0 implies that Sj = ko — 2aol.
Therefore, we have

[ (D=2 g (b — h o+ 2h) — [G5 (1= 8) + G }

, + A =20 (om + 2n /X,

Si = 1-5 ( /Xo)n — ko — 2aql,
v+ (1 —=0+w)m+ ((1—90)/ux +2/Xo)n

1 A
IS = {n (b—h+zh)— ((1 =9)/ux + z/Xo) nSy — G — 2nlzn/Xo +

nA

13 =0.

1—0

We can solve A and 7 from the above two equations. Then, it is easy to further solve
all other variables in the equilibrium.

B.1 Technical Conditions

Appendix D solves the equilibrium with C} = 0, under Technical Conditions 3 and
4. In particular, Technical Condition 3 implies that in the equilibrium that has zero
collateral demand, A = 1 = 0; moreover, that condition is not affected by R?, all else
equal. Technical Condition 4, however, is violated if R’ is larger than some threshold
value Ri. Therefore, if R’ is only marginally higher than R?, the profit of importing
commodity becomes positive, but we still have A = n = 0 by continuity. This implies
that to verify the sufficient conditions for the equilibrium in Proposition 1, it is sufficient
to do so in Case 1 of Proposition 1. (All else equal, the other three cases require even
larger R’ and hence even more positive collateral demands.)

We need to verify that a positive amount of commodity is imported as collateral.
Because the financial investors engaging in this trade are risk-averse, the expected
marginal profit of importing commodity as collateral must be positive in equilibrium.
That is, we have

SHR =)+ (1 = 6)E[S]] — (S5 + h)(1 + R fx > 0. (99)

This inequality is equivalent to C} > 0.
Evaluating either inequality in Case 1 of the equilibrium of Proposition 1, we have
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the following technical condition.
Technical Condition 1.

—(1_5)(23_2%“ +mq+n(b—h+zh) — [G5(1 —6) + GS) _ q
v+ (1=0+wm+ ((1—90)/ux +2/Xo)n 1—-d0+w

(100)

In the equilibrium construction we have also restricted attention to parameters
under which the producer in the importing country does not wish to carry inventory.
This condition is equivalent to the convenience yield,

Ft 147 1+

o - wt 101
T (101)

being positive. We thus have the following technical condition.
Technical Condition 2.

(1+ R — (1+Re)§(—X > 0. (102)

C Proof of Proposition 2

As R increases, one can see that w in (67) to (74) decreases, and no other parameters
are affected by w.

1. From (45), it is easy to derive that in Case 1 of Proposition 1, a smaller w causes

. i S? . .
a higher 55. As 5§ = 5% — h in Case 1, a smaller w also causes S to increase.

2. From (37), the total inventory positively depends on Si. Thus, a higher R’ causes
a higher S} and hence a higher total inventory. As shown in (49), the inventory in
the exporting country negatively depends on S} and hence decreases in R'. From
(34), one can see that collateral demand depends on the futures risk premium
E[Si—F]=q—(1—§+w)S}. It is easy to show that a smaller w results in a
larger E[Si — F'], which in turn causes a larger collateral demand.

3. (50) shows that the convenience yield in the importing country directly depends
on RY; a higher R’ results in a higher convenience yield.

D Equilibrium with Zero Collateral Demand

The main equilibrium shown Proposition 1 applies to parameter conditions under which
the collateral demand for commodities is positive. For completeness, this appendix
shows the equilibrium for parameters under which the collateral demand, C¢, is zero,
that is, the profit for importing commodities as collateral does not cover its cost.?

23Tt is theoretically possible that commodities may be shipped from the importing country to the exporting
country if R* is sufficiently below R€, i.e., the commodity collateral trade done in the reverse direction. Such

48



To solve this case, we will conjecture that C¢ = 0, compute the equilibrium, and
verify the parameter conditions under which the financial investor indeed does not wish
to import commodities.

In this zero-collateral-demand case, since the exporting country is a net supplier in
period 0 and period 1, its commodity must eventually be absorbed by the fundamental
consumer in the importing country. Following a calculation similar to (but simpler
than) that in Proposition 1, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 3. In an equilibrium with zero demand for collateral commodities, the

spot prices (S5, St, Si, Si) and the inventory IS in the exporting country are given by
the solution to the following system of equations:

ko — 7
Gi—1I; = 22 —a, (103)
s+, E[S¢ — F©
I§(1—0)+ G = %ejp [162 ], (104)
s Vp (%)
ky — St
I[(1=0)+Gf = =~ —a, (105)
Si = (S5 +hux, (106)
Sio= (S¢+ h)X, — 2In, (107)
where se(1 A
€ + 7,,8 _
Fe==0 : 1
I (108)
This equilibrium with A =n = 0 applies if Technical Conditions 3 and 4 hold.
The explicit solution to the model can be calculated as follows.
Given C} = 0, equations (75)—(79) change to
ko — 7
GE—15 = =2 o 5 _ ao, (109)
st E[S¢ — Fe¢
-6 4G = LI WESIZT] (110)
s Vp (%)
ky — St
IE(1-0)4+G = 12l L _ay, (111)
St = (S§+ h)uy, (112)
Se = (S§+h)Xo —2n. (113)

possibilities can be incorporated in a variant of the model in which the two countries are symmetric, each serving
as a potential commodity exporter or a commodity importer. But in practice, developed countries have little capital
control, so it is implausible that investors ship commodities from China to developed countries. For this reason,
we will use a zero C§, rather than a negative C}, if importing commodities as collateral is not profitable for the
financial investor in the importing country.
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The futures prices are given by

S§(1+r) =X (S§/Xo—h+2In/Xo) (1+7r¢) — A

o= 1-5 1-6

114, (h—=2In/Xo) (147°) A

N )(01—55O 1—6 1—9’ (114)
Fo= E[S], (115)

where the expression of F' follows from (27), (31), and (32) and after imposing C}, =
0.

Using the same constants (n, ¢, v, w, z) defined in the previous section, and following
a procedure similar to Proposition 1, we thus have

o UD)lo=200) 4y (b— h+ zh) — [G§ (1 — 6) + G§] + 2 — 2nzin/ X, (116)
0 v+ ((1—9)/ux +2/Xo)n
S§+ 2ln

SS - TO - h (117)

Again, there are four cases, depending on whether A\ or 7 is positive or zero. We
will restrict attention to the most natural case with A = n = 0, which has the following
solution:

U=o=200) 4 (b — h 4 2h) — [G (1 — 6) + G

Si — 21 , 118
0 v+ ((1—0)/ux + z/Xo)n (118)
e _ S

5 - Doy, (119)

1 .
Iy = =5 [n(0—h+zh) =G = (1= 0)/ux +2/Xo)nSp] . (120)
St = E[Si+k —m=q—(1-0)St+k — u, (121)
SZ
e _ 21 122
St e (122)

We need to verify three conditions in this equilibrium with zero collateral demand.
First, the condition A = n = 0 boils down to the following inequality:

ko — Si

Y

< G5 + a; (123)

that is, at the equilibrium price in period 0, the fundamental demand in the import-
ing country is larger than the domestic supply but smaller than total global supply.
Evaluated at the equilibrium Sj, this condition simplifies to:

Technical Condition 3.

U=D)o=200) 1y (b — h+ zh) — [G§ (1 — 6) + GS]

k0—2l(G8+a0) < (( )/UX n Z/Xo)n

< k’o—2aol (124)
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Second, in characterizing the equilibrium we have also conjectured that the com-
modity producer in the importing country does not wish to keep inventory. As in the
case with positive collateral demand, this condition holds if and only if the convenience
yield in the importing country is nonnegative, that is,

i 141

HE— >0 125
which simplifies to
i q
02 T (126)
S 416

Third, the financial investor imports zero commodity as collateral if and only if

SR =71+ (1 = §)E[S]] — (S§ +h)(1 + R°) fx <0, (127)
which simplifies to
; q
> = 12
0= w+1-46 (128)

Combining the second and third parametric conditions, we get:

Technical Condition 4.

U=0)ko—200) |y (b — h + zh) — [GS (1 — 8) + G¥] q q
> max - ,
v+ ((1=9)/ux +2/Xo)n S 41 -6 w+l-0
(129)

Note that the only variable in Technical Conditions 3 and 4 affected by R’ is w; all
else equal, a higher R means a lower w. As R increases, w decreases, and Technical
Condition 4 becomes more difficult to satisfy because the right-hand side increases
(first weakly, then strictly) without bound. Therefore, if R’ is above some threshold
value, call it R?, the financial investor imports a positive amount of commodities as
collateral, which is covered by Proposition 1. By contrast, Technical Condition 3 is
not affected by R'.

E Monthly Regressions with China’s Macroeconomic
Conditions

In Section 7, we have shown in weekly regressions that the main results of this paper
are robust to the inclusion of China’s macroeconomic conditions as control variables.
As a further check, in this appendix we rerun the regressions using a monthly sample,
where for each month we take the observation on the last Friday. Tables 9, 10 and
11 report the results. As we can see, although we lose three quarters of the data
in the monthly regressions, most coefficients for Afft and Lth remain positive and
statistically significant, with similar or even larger economic magnitude than in weekly
regressions.

51



10°0 > d 4 'G0°0>d ,
sosoyjuared UL SOIISIJRIS ]

6720 08S°0 €590 6570 8710 Gee 0 ¥92°0 9600  GST'0  FYI'0 G pawsnlpy
96 96 96 96 8¢ L9 96 06 96 6F¢  SUOIRAIds(()

(L20)  (690-)  (£0°0) (88°0-) (63°0-) (18°0) (L£2) (zr1)  (c90-) (g10) F

€0F'0  8.2°0- 61100  ¥8F0- Y010~ 19%°0 L1870 0970  G€€0-  £€950°0 YOI IV
(€21)  (ere) (1) (6e€) (60°€) (Lg°€) D (eo) (21 (LL0) F

L09°0  «GL60  GOT0 LSO w8LG°0  «GFR0 €620 6¥20-  8€S0  TIT0 YOIV
(660)  (ze1) (12'1) (2€'0-) (e1'1) (18°2) (65°0-) (L20-)  (62°1)  (9€0) F

gr10 8020 65600 F0€00- G010 9230 6680°0-  6£60°0- SST'0  ¥620°0 YIOd IV
(es'1)  (e00)  (8¢'0)  (89°0) (12°0) (z8°0) ern (v (g1 (0z'1) F

¢Le0  €0€00°0  9L30°0-  0€S0°0 L090°0 €9L0°0 0590°0 GFT'0  6IT°0 06070 YEOd IV
(9227)  (91°1) (L6°0) (L0°0) (6¢'T) (ev'1-) (82°¢) (¢r9) (1) (1670) F
+892°0  09T°0 08€0°0  ©SE00°0 GI1°0 €690°0-  wCTIT0  wI€V0  wFLE0  wFLT0 YOI I
(e8c)  (€02) (Lz€) (L¥'¢€) (18°¢) (¢9'2) (e7'1) (¢eo-)  (1271)  (¥'1) F
G610 LOFT0  44G0S0°0  +FER0'0  4xGCT'0 V06070 9,60°0  0€T0°0-  00T°0  S6S0°0 FIDd IV
(¥e0)  (8¢0)  (1871-)  (02°0°) (68°0) (68°2-) (zz'0) (620-)  (91°0)  (6L°0°)

169°0 09¢'T RLG0-  ¥6T0- LY 0 w165 T~ 16T°0 gevI- 89Z0  GIT'T- nwy
(88z) (69  (90L1)  (€8°9) (8F'1T) (zze) (coe) (czo-)  (810)  (29°1) F
w8CT0  wOLT'0  w0LE0 292270 6810 wE0T0  .CLT'0 9280°0- €0€0°0  TOT'O Yy
(e8'1)  (gL1) (12'1) (12°1) (¢z2) (ze2) (81°2) wr1) (e1)  (coe)

L8V'9 6GL°¢ TLT'T 868°C L£97°€E LYV J19°€ €E8F 9609  ..8GT°C AV
sqqny (10 [Ny wIo)) URS(AOG  S[RIDWUON pIon wnurnyy oury, raddoy sl

(01) (6) (8) (L) (9) (¢) §2) (€) (¢) (1)

‘sndino ur pesserddns are suorsserdor ul

SIURISUOD [[Y 'SSe[ ZT YIM POYISUW JSOAN -A£omaN 9} SUISTL Paje[o[ed oIk SIOLID PIRPUR]S 9IoyM ‘SeIIIPOUWIWIOD [enpIAIpul J1of symsal 110dax (01)—(L)
pue (G)—(g) summnio) (6007) UesIaldJ Ul Sk ‘9jep pur A)jIpowtod Aq SULILIsn[d a[qnop oY) £ PajR[NO[eD oIk SIOLId PIepUeR)s aloym ‘dnoid [ejeuutou
pue dnoid [ejeur o1} 10] uolssaidar [pued o1y wolf sjnsal y10del (9) pue (1) suwnio)) ‘Adousnbalj A[YpuoU oY) J& UNI 8I€ d[R) SIY) JO SUOISSAISal [

Aauowt ‘SuOIIPUOd DITUWIOUOIDOINRUL S RUIY) 10] SUI[[OIIU0D “RUIY) UI SooLId A)Ipomtios pur purwop [RISIR[[O)) 6 9[qe],

52



100 > d .4 ‘00 >d ,
sosoyjuared Ul SOIISI)RIS 7

99€°0 ¥52°0 L0T°0 80T°0 0720 ¥20°0 182°0 1820 9620 980 L powsnlpy
96 96 96 96 8¢ 19 96 06 96 6F¢  suomeAIssqQ
(691)  (ee1)  (gTT) (02°0) (20'2) (91°0-) (8¢'1) ¥e0)  (ov0)  (£9°0)

€L0'T G68°0 z88°0 0670 .GE]'0 80T°0- zL8°0 €70 7150 L6E0 YOI I
(9z'1)  (Le¢)  (gg0) (9¢°¢) (L6'2) (28°2) (65°2) (6100 (9z2) (gce1)

G8F'0  «6ITT 49260  +0L9°0 I6L°0  «EP80  .9ZF0 19600 LFSS0  9FE0 YOI
(1e7)  (800-)  (9%°0) (19°0) (€0'1) (65°0) (65°0-) (67°0)  (Loz)  (29°0)

L6€°0  LOTO0-  TF60'0  TETO LST°0 29L0°0  9TL00-  8F80'0  «E£€C0  1S80°0 TOdIN
(y1)  (60) (9107)  (ST0) (88°0) (gz'0) (89°0) #7'1)  (0ge)  (991)

V.20 88T°'0  9630°0-  86£0°0 8TT°0 82200 T020°0 88T°'0  LTLZ0  6F1°0 YEOd I
(ve) (11 (6£0) (¥0°0) (c0'1) (0z'1-) (L0P) (eg2)  (817)  (88°%)

L6630 €210 88€0°0  TI8€00°0 T0T°0 L0T°0- wOFT0 w0970 wxGEE0  4LST0 eI I
(8L2) (1) (62°T1) (97°0) (e8'7) (L6'T) (16'1) (¢9'1-)  (06'0)  (€8°0)

V610 GZT0 98500 89100 786070 601°0 9110 LLG00-  GFSO0  G6£0°0 FIOd IV
w11 (1ee)  (gg0) (¢z'0) (c0'1) (11'1-) (92°1) voz) (691) (L07%)

068G .l80T  TLLO 20L°0 79 ey FI- LV6°€ L6ILL 0106 «L0T'L ny
(90%)  (70'1)  (90°¢€) (e7'7) (€6°L) (X9 (zze) (zo9)  (ov'e)  (8L7%)

w6700 0ET0 40080  +:99T°0 wOTT0 4260 48180  wT0ET  4G6ET  4x600'T riiy
(17'2)  (g2)  (2871) (87°'1) (za2) (18°0) (TLv) (1ee)  (8ee)  (67°¢)

L06G°L  .GT9L  661°C 9.9°¢ .190°9 86eE 989G 49999 TIPS ..FG0'L AY
Isqqny (10 PN — wIo) uR9qA0G  S[RISWIUON pIooH wnuIun{y oury, raddopy  speIeN

(01) (6) (8) (L) (9) (¢) §2) (€) (2) (1)

‘syndino ur pessorddns ore suorssorsor ul
S)URYISUOD [[y "SR] g [YIM POYISU JSIA\-KoMaN o1} SUIST POJR[NOTeD IR SIOLID PIRPUR)S DIAYM ‘SOI)TPOUITIOD [RNPIATPUI 10] sjinsal 410dax (O1)—(L)
pue (G)—(g) summio) (6007) UesIaldJ Ul Sk ‘9jep pur A)jIpouwuod Aq SuLe)snd a[qnop oY) £q Paje[NO[ed oIk SIOLId PIepue)s aloym ‘dnoid [ejewutou
pue dnoi8 [ejow o1} 10] UOISSAISal [oured o) WOl s)msal 110da1 (9) pue () suwnjo)) “Aouenboij ATYIUOU O} Je UNI oIe d[qe]) SI) JO SUOISSOIIoI [V

Aqyuowa

‘STOTHIPUOD DTWOUOIVOIIRW S, RUIT) I0J SUI[[OIJU0D ‘sjoxIetl podo@Aop Ul soolid A}Ipowruiod pur puewop [RISJR[[0)) (] 9[R],

53



100 >d ., ‘G0°0 > d
sosojuared Ul SOIISIYRYS 7

§ZF0 €100 L9800  €FT0 6LT°0 LIT0 925°0 Iyo €750 98€°0 o4 possnlpy
¢8 L6 L6 L6 928 89 L6 6L L6 IPe  suoneAIssqQ
v90-)  (060)  (18%)  (c0°07) (L6°0) (99°0) (60'1) (8g0)  (81)  (2€0) h
066G T80 ..696C  £650°0- 6701 £€60°C €20°T €re0  E8LT- 1980~ P9DdIN -t
@1)  (ove)  (er0) (9871 (99°0) (980-) (950" (tz1)  (eo)  (18%) ;
€EG°C  LE69C 2890 9GFI- 9€7°0 £06°0- SIF°0- 89L0  98T°0-  .E98T-  FDdI - HY
(Lgo)  (991)  (0g0-)  (19°0) (ozo-) (e (ogo)  (6z0) (o)  (v60) h
01%°0 o'l 67¢°0- <1 40] ¢6L0°0~ €2¥0 092°0- 910 «136°0~ 9¢T'0 TOdIN T
(661-)  (990)  (180)  (€9°0) (0g°0-) (¢1°1) (660-) (®6'0)  (691)  (0€07) ;
9€F'T- L0900 98¢0 TlT0 810" 89T°0- 092°0- 8¢c0  T1€0-  TSI00-  FEDLIN - HY
(€c0)  (sr0)  (eed)  (80T) (coe)  (oro)  (9z0)  (e90)  (890)  (68%2) r
68¢0  LIT0  LIL80  FIE0 8990 9800~ TT80°0 9PT0-  LOT0 1990 YEOdIN M
(¢ee)  (g60-)  (6v1)  (8172) (¢1°0) €r1)  (L1) (tre)  (1ge)  (6v0) h
~€99°0  TLE0-  TPT0 LE0F0 re0°0 Gz10" 8810~ 6380  .8€0  @8%0°0- MO M
(6s1-)  (we'1) (€10  (08%) (€9°1) (¥e0-) (0g%-) (tro)  (g90) (911 ,
8G0°G-  9IT'S  8ET0-  .IGL°9 63LC TEV'T- 89T 8GT0  8EE0 766°T- F9Dd I
(L9o)  (we1)  (86'2)  (99'T) (L1°0) (¢€72) (60°%-) (teo)  (@1-) (011 “
006'0-  696C  .EPGT-  98TT 8ET°0 O6FT  wLI€CT- 0SS0 016°0-  9FF0- YOd IV
(180-)  (9v0)  (er1)  (¥%°07) (92°0) (9°0") (cL2) o) (99¢) (0z'1) ,
POV'0-  620T  ¢90'T- PGS0 0T60°0 TET0- €870 6L6°0  «06F0 0080 TOd I
(@1 (11 (%671)  (0€2) (97°0") (16'1-) (90°0) (600  (620)  (LP'T-) “
T 9Pl €8S0- LOLET- €080 660~ L8100 66800~ LFSO0 6010 YEDd IV
(vre)  (9g1-)  (er0)  (¥9€r) (L) (262) (0g°¢) (¢e0)  (8¢07)  (¥0°0°)
wG96'T- 99TT- 6610  wOTTT-  WGLE'0-  wI9E0-  wISF0  €2F00  8€€0°0-  1S900°0- YSDd IV
(9ge-)  (ege)  (120)  (88°%) (17°0-) (28°1) (ze1) (185)  (ege)  (L01o) ,
CEL0- LPT90  GLRO0- OG0~ 60T°0- L1630 €ST0  wWSSF0- . I68°0- 6810 FIOdIN
(690) (w0}  (6v'0-)  (520) (16°0-) (L0g) (¢L¢-) (6¢'1-)  (6ve)  (ev41) ;
6950°0  €290°0  6GT0°0-  TLIO0  3SE0°0-  LE0T0"  «FOT'0-  GLLOD-  40960°0"  .0$60°0- "7
1) (@60)  (8e0-)  (6L0) (L8°0) (v8°2) (86°0) (€or)  (660)  (09°9) r
606~ GLV'6-  SE0T- TSI ceo'T B6LTT 9€T°€ 860°¢  TEE'E  ..08€°9 T

oqqny (10 [Png wio)) ura(A0G  S[RISUIUON pron wnurun|y oury, Taddop STeI9IN
(o1) (6) (8) (L) (9) (c) ¥) (€) (2) (1)

‘sndino ur pesserddns ore suorssorsor ut
SHUIRISUOD [[y "SR] g UYIM POYISW ISIA\-AoMdN o1} SUIST POIR[NOTRD IR SIOLID PIRPUR)S SI9TM ‘SOI)TPOUITIOD [RNPIATPUI 10] sjinsal 410dax (O1)—(L)
pue (G)—(g) suwmio) (6007) UesialdJ Ul Sk ‘9)ep pur A)jIpowuod Aq SULILISN[d a[qnop aY) Aq Paje[NO[ed oIk SIOLId pIepuer)s aloym ‘dnois [ejewurtou
pue dnoi8 [ejout o1} 10J UOISSaIFal [oured o) w0l symsal 110dol (9) pue (1) suwnjo)) "Aouenbolj ATYIUOU Y} Je UNI dIR S[(e) SIY) JO SUOISSAIZOI [

A[qyuour ‘SUOI}IPUOD DIWOUOIDOINRUL S, RUIY) I0J SUI[[OIJU0D “RUIY) Ul UOIIR[OI P[OIA 9DUSIUSAU0I-AIOJUSAU] T O[qR],

o4



References

AcHARYA, V. V., L. A. LOCHSTOER, AND T. RAMADORAI (2013): “Limits to
arbitrage and hedging: Evidence from commodity markets,” Journal of Financial
Economics, 109, 441-465.

ASTFMA (2014): “RMB Roadmap,” Tech. rep.

BAKER, S. D. (2014): “The Financialization of Storable Commodities,” Working
paper.

BAsSAK, S. AND A. PavLovA (2013): “A Model of Financialization of Commodities,”
Working paper.

BESSEMBINDER, H. (1992): “Systematic Risk, Hedging Pressure, and Risk Premiums
in Futures Markets,” Review of Financial Studies, 5, 637-667.

BRENNAN, M. J. (1958): “The Supply of Storage,” American Economic Review, 48,
50-72.

CHANG, E. C. (1985): “Returns to Speculators and the Theory of Normal Backwar-
dation,” Journal of Finance, 40, 193-208.

CHENG, 1.-H.,; A. KIRILENKO, AND W. XIONG (2015): “Convective Risk Flows in
Commodity Futures Markets,” Review of Finance, 19, 1733—-1781.

CHENG, I.-H. AxND W. XIONG (2014): “Financialization of Commodity Markets,”
Annual Review of Financial Economics, 6, 419-441.

DEATON, A. AND G. LAROQUE (1992): “On the Behaviour of Commodity Prices,”
Review of Economic Studies, 59, 1-23.

DEsar, M. A., C. F. FOLEY, AND J. R. HINES (2006): “Capital Controls, Liberaliza-
tions, and Foreign Direct Investment,” Review of Financial Studies, 19, 1433—-1464.

DurFIE, D. (2010): “Presidential Address: Asset Price Dynamics with Slow-Moving
Capital,” Journal of Finance, 65, 1237-1267.

DurriE, D. AND B. STrRULOvICI (2012): “Capital Mobility and Asset Pricing,”
Econometrica, 80, 2469-2509.

Dusak, K. (1973): “Futures Trading and Investor Returns: An Investigation of Com-
modity Market Risk Premiums,” Journal of Political Economy, 81, 1387-1406.

ErviorT, D., A. KROEBER, AND Y. QIAO (2015): “Shadow Banking in China: A
Primer,” Working paper.

FRANKEL, J. (2008): The Effect of Monetary Policy on Real Commodity Prices, Uni-
versity of Chicago Press, 291-327.

55



FRANKEL, J. A. (1986): “Expectations and Commodity Price Dynamics: The Over-
shooting Model,” American Journal of Agricultural Economics, 68, 344-348.

Fu, X. (2014): “Copper & Iron Ore: Are Chinese Financing Deal Fears Overdone?”
Deutsche Bank Market Research.

GARVEY, M. AND A. SHAW (2014): “Base Metals: Copper—Collateral Damage,”
Credit Suisse Fixed Income Research.

GORTON, G. B., F. HavasHi, AND K. G. ROUWENHORST (2013): “The Fundamen-
tals of Commodity Futures Returns,” Review of Finance, 17, 35-105.

HamirTon, J. AND J. Wu (2015): “Effects of Index-Fund Investing on Commodity
Futures Prices,” International Economic Review, 56, 187-205.

HENDERSON, B. J., N. D. PEARSON, AND L. WANG (2015): “New Evidence on the

Financialization of Commodity Markets,” Review of Financial Studies, 28, 1285—
1311,

HIRSHLEIFER, D. A. (1990): “Hedging Pressure and Futures Price Movements in a
General Equilibrium Model,” Econometrica, 58, 411-458.

INTERNATIONAL MONETARY FUND (2012): “The Liberalization and Management of
Capital Flows: An Institutional View.” Tech. rep.

KeEYNES, J. M. (1923): “Some Aspects of Commodity Markets,” Manchester
Guardian Commercial, 13, 784-786.

KiyoTaki, N. AND J. MOORE (1997): “Credit Cycles,” Journal of Political Economy,
105, 211-248.

KNITTEL, C. R. AND R. S. PINDYCK (2013): “The Simple Economics of Commodity
Price Speculation,” Working paper.

KorB, R. W. (1992): “Is Normal Backwardation Normal?” Journal of Futures Mar-
kets, 12, 75-91.

MorreTT, M. H., A. I. STONEHILL, AND D. K. EITEMAN (2011): Fundamentals
of Multilateral Finance, Prentice Hall, chap. 19.

OsTrY, J. D., A. R. GHOSH, K. HABERMEIER, M. CHAMON, M. S. QURESHI,
AND D. B. REINHARDT (2010): “Capital Inflows: The Role of Controls,” IMF Staff
Position Note.

PASQUARIELLO, P. (2014): “Financial Market Dislocations,” Review of Financial
Studies, 27, 1868-1914.

PETERSEN, M. A. (2009): “Estimating Standard Errors in Finance Panel Data Sets:
Comparing Approaches,” Review of Financial Studies, 22, 435—480.

56



PINDYCK, R. S. (1993): “The Present Value Model of Rational Commodity Pricing,”
The Economic Journal, 103, 511-530.

(2001): “The Dynamics of Commodity Spot and Futures Markets: A Primer,”
The Energy Journal, 22, 1-29.

ROCKWELL, C. S. (1967): “Normal Backwardation, Forecasting and the Returns to
Commodity Futures Traders,” Food Research Institute Studies, 7, 107-130.

Rocorr, K. S. (2002): “Rethinking Capital Controls: When Should We Keep an
Open Mind?” Finance and Development, 39.

RouTLEDGE, B. R., D. J. SEPPI, AND C. S. SPATT (2000): “Equilibrium Forward
Curves for Commodities,” Journal of Finance, 55, 1297-1338.

ROUWENHORST, K. G. AND K. TANG (2012): “Commodity Investing,” Annual Re-
view of Financial Economics, 4, 447-467.

SINGLETON, K. J. (2014): “Investor Flows and the 2008 Boom/Bust in Oil Prices,”
Management Science, 60, 300-318.

SOCKIN, M. AND W. XIONG (2015): “Informational Frictions and Commodity Mar-
kets,” Journal of Finance, 70, 2063—2098.

TanG, K. AND W. XIONG (2012): “Index Investment and the Financialization of
Commodities,” Financial Analysts Journal, 68, 54-74.

TELSER, L. G. (1958): “Futures Trading and the Storage of Cotton and Wheat,”
Journal of Political Economy, 66, 233-255.

THE EcoNoMiCc OBSERVER (2012): “The Risk of Bad Debts Accumulated, Banks
Check Copper Financing,” in Chinese.

THE INTERNATIONAL COPPER STUDY GROUP (2013): “The World Copper Factbook
2013,” Tech. rep.

THE WORLD STEEL ASSOCIATION (2013): “Steel Statistical Yearbook 2013,” Tech.
rep.

WORKING, H. (1960): “Price Effects of Futures Trading,” Food Research Institute
Studies, 1, 3-27.

Yu, J. (2007): “Closed-Form Likelihood Approximation and Estimation of Jump-
Diffusions with an Application to the Realignment Risk of the Chinese Yuan,” Jour-
nal of Econometrics, 141, 1245-1280.

Yuan, R., M. LAYTON, AND J. CURRIE (2013): “Copper: Beware the Red Herring,”
Goldman Sachs Commodities Research.

YuaN, R., M. LAYyTON, J. CURRIE, AND D. COURVALIN (2014): “Days Numbered
for Chinese Commodity Financing Deals,” Goldman Sachs Commodities Research.

57



	Introduction
	Commodities as Collateral in Practice
	A Model of Commodities as Collateral
	The Supplier in the Exporting Country
	The Speculator in the Exporting Country
	Market Clearing in the Exporting Country
	The Producer in the Importing Country
	The Fundamental Consumer in the Importing Country
	The Financial Investor in the Importing Country
	Market Clearing in the Importing Country
	A Discussion of the Model Setup

	Equilibrium and Comparative Statics
	Equilibrium with Positive Demand for Collateral Commodity
	Comparative Statics
	Discussion

	Data
	A Proxy for Collateral Demand of Commodities
	Commodity Prices and Inventories

	Empirical Evidence
	Commodity Prices
	The Relation between Inventory and Convenience Yield
	A Brief Discussion of Commodity Futures Risk Premium

	Robustness to China's Macroeconomic Conditions
	Conclusion
	Glossary of Key Model Variables
	Proof of Equilibrium with Positive Collateral Demand
	Technical Conditions

	Proof of Proposition 2
	Equilibrium with Zero Collateral Demand
	Monthly Regressions with China's Macroeconomic Conditions

