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A bstract

In light ofthe grow Ing interest in agentdbased m arket m odels, we bring
together several earlier works In which we considered the topic of self-
consistent m arket m odelling. Building upon the binary gam e structure
of Challet and Zhang, we discuss generalizations of the strategy reward
schem e such that the agents seek tom axim ize theirwealth in a m ore direct
way. W e then exam ine a disturbing feature w hereby such reward schem es,
w hile appearing m icroscopically acoeptable, lead to unrealistic m arket dy—
nam ics (eg. Instabilities). F inally, we discuss various m echanism s which
are responsible for restabilizing the m arket in reality. This discussion
Jleads to a toolbox’ ofprocesses from which, we believe, successfilm arket
m odels can be constructed in the future.
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1 Introduction

A gent—based m odels have attracted signi cant interest across a broad range of
disciplines [J.] An Jncreas:lng]y popu]ar application of these m odels has been
the study of nancialm arkets lﬁL; é] T hem otivations for this focuson nancial
m arkets are two-fold: the prom ise that data—rich nancialm arkets are good
candidates for the em pirical study of com plex system s, and the inadequacy of
standard econom icm odelsbased on the notions ofequilbria and rationalexpec—
tations. Currently m any di erent agentased m odels exist in the E conophysics
literature, each w ith its own set of in plicit assum ptions and interesting proper-
ties 'g}, -'_22, -'_IJ.]. In general these m odels m anage to exhibit som e of the statistical
properties that are rem Iniscent ofthose observed in realworld nancialm arkets;
for exam ple, fattaild distrbutions of retums and long-tim escale volatility cor-
relations. D espitetheirdi erences,thesem odelsdraw on severalofthe sam e key
Ideas: feedback, frustration, adaptability and evolution. T he underlying goalof
allthis research e ort is to generate a m icroscopic agentbased m odelw hich (3)
reproduces all the stylized facts ofa nancialm arket, and (i) m akes sense on
the m icroscopic kevel In term s of nancialm arket m icrostructure. W hilke each
of these goals is separately achievable, the com bination of (i) and (i) within a
single m odel represents a fascihating challenge, and underpins our m otivation
for w riting the present paper.

Challket and Zhang’sM inority Gam e E_ﬂ] o erspossbly the sin plest paradigm
fora system containing the key features of feedback, frustration and adaptabil-
iy. The M G has rem arkably rich dynam ics, given the sim plicity of its under—
Iying binary structure, and has potential applications in a w ide range of elds.
Consequently Challet and Zhang’s M G m odel, together w ith the origihal bar
m odel of A rthur 'Q,'], represent a m a prm ilestone in the study of com plex sys—
tem s. G Wwven the M G ’s richness and yet underlying sin plicity, the M G has also
received m uch attention asa nancialm arketm odel:_t]. TheM G com prises an
odd num ber of agentsN choosing repeatedly betw een the options ofbuying (1)
and selling (0) a quantity ofa risky asset. T he agents continually strive to m ake
the m inority decision ie. buy assets when everyone else is selling and sellw hen
everyone else is buying. T his strategy seem s to m ake sense on  rst Ingoection.
For exam ple, a m a prity of agents selling w ill force the price of the asset down
and thus ensure a low buy price Wwhich is favorable) for the m nority of the
agents who decided to buy; hence the m inority group has Wwon’. H owever, now
consider the scenario where this pattem repeats over and over. The m inority
of agents, who have been buying m ore and m ore assets as the price falls, now

nd them selves holding a huge Inventory of assets which are worth very little.
W hen these agents try to cash in their assets, they will nd them selves very
m uch poorer. Surely then the m inority group has actually lost?

T his paradox has sparked m uch discussion as to the suiability oftheM G as
the basis of a m icroscopic m odel of nancialm arkets. Consequently a diverse
range ofm odi ed (yetM G -related) m odels have em erged, all seeking to address
thispoint in di erent ways:_KZ]. Som e m odels Include a com bination ofdi erent
types of agents — In particular, agents who are rewarded for trading in the



m nority, and agents who are rewarded oppositely for trading in the m a prity
(see Ref. g] for an early exampl). In such m odels, the overall class of the
gam e (n inority or m a prity) is am biguous, and is lkely to change as di ering
num bers of each group ood in and out of the m arket. O ther m odels try to
com bine the two di erent reward structures, thus requiring only one class of
agentsw ho strive to be neither exclusively in the m inority group nor exclisively
in them a prity group B, @&, 7). W e refer the reader to the E conophysics w ebsite
] for further exam ples (see also Refs. g, d,10,11]).

T he purpose of this paper is to consolidate the search for a suitable m icro—
scopic rew ard schem e for use in agent-based nancialm arkets. T he paper com —
prises a synthesis of several earlier reports, each ain ed at addressing the topic
of selfconsistent agentoased m arket m odelling w ithin a binary gam e structure.
T hese earlier reports are re-organized in light of severalrecent paperson speci c
rew ard structures, and supplem ented by additional sin ulation resuls, cbserva—
tions and thoughts Ej]. W e start by discussing various strategy rew ard schem es
in which the agents seek to m axin ize their wealth in a direct way. W e then
Mustrate a disturbing feature w hereby such rew ard structures, whilke appearing
m icroscopically acoeptable, can lad to unrealistic m arket dynam ics (e€g. In—
stabilities). Finally, we discuss various m echanism s which are responsible for
restabilizing the m arket In reality. T his discussion leads to a toobox’ of pro—
cesses from which, we believe, successfilm arket m odels can be constructed in
the future.

2 Binary gam e structure

Consider the situation of a population of N agents wih som e lin ited global
resource. A speci c exam pl could be A rthur’s fam ous bar problm :_ﬂl] w here
there are N regular bargoers but only I < N seats. The reward scheme In
A rthur's bar problem is sin ple: bargoers are sucoessfil if they attend and
they m anage to obtain a seat. This reward schem e In plicitly assum es that
the bargoers value sitting down above other criteria. W hile this m akes sense
form any situations, it is not universal. For exam ple, it is our experience that
custom ers of collegebased bars do not view seating as a necessary requirem ent
for a successfill evening! The m otto the m ore the m errier’ often seem s m ore
appropriate. TheM G representsa very specialcase ofthe barproblem , in which
the seating capaciy L = 1)=2 and all the attendees w ish to sit down. In
m ore general and realistic situations, the correct rew ard schem e is likely to be
less sin ple than either A rthur'sbarm odelor Challet and Zhang’sM G .Untila
speci c reward schem e is de ned, the barm odel rem ains illspeci ed. Putting
this anotherw ay, the precise rew ard schem e chosen is a fuindam entalproperty of
the resulting system and directly determ ines the resulting dynam icalevolution.
Hence it is crucial to understand the e ect that di erent m icroscopic rew ard
schem es have on the m acroscopic m arket dynam ics.
A s st discussed in Ref. -'_I:L], the bar problm is som ew hat analogous to a
nancialm arket w here the bargoers are replaced by traders. In the sam e way



that a generalbar problm requires a non-trivial reward schem e, any Ytorrect’

agent-based m arket m odel w ill need a non-trivial reward schem e in order to

avold Inconsistencies wih nancial m arket m icrostructure. This provides us
w ith the m otivation to look beyond the barm odeland M G, in order to design

an agentbased model wih nancial relevance. Having said this, the binary
structure ofthe M G provides an appealing fram ew ork for form ulating a m arket
m odelw ithout introducing too m any obviouspathologies. G iven these consider—
ations, our discussion from here on w illnot assum e any speci ¢ rew ard schem e,
but willem ploy a binary gam e structure based on Ref. r[q’].

W e start by review Ing the binary gam e structure. There are three basic
param eters; the num ber ofagentsN , the lm em ory’ ofthe agentsm , the num ber
of strategies held by each agent s. The agents all observe a comm on binary
source of inform ation, but only rem em ber the previousm bits. Hence the global
Inform ation available to each agent at tine t isgiven by [] where In decim al
notation f[]2 f0:::P 1lgwih P = 2" . Each strategy az contains as is
elem ents a; , and representsa response £ 1;1g to each ofthe possble P values
ofthe globalinfom ation . There are hence 2 possble strategies. T he agents
are random ly allocated a subset of s of these strategies at the outset of the
gam e, and are not allowed to replace these. The agents also keep a score Sy
re ecting their strategies’ previous successes, w hether the strategy is played or
not. The net action ofthe agentsA f[t] isde ned as:

% "
A [E]= ngr [tlag
R=1

]

where ny is the num ber of agents playing strategy R . T he agents always play
their highest perform ing strategy, ie. the strategy w ith the highest Sg . The
strategy score isupdated w ith payo @ such thatSg ft+ 1]= Sy EH+agr £+ 11.
T he central question is the follow Ing: what should we take as success’ in
the context of a m arket and hence what are the payo s? In short, what is
the m icroscopic reward schem e? This is equivalent to asking what the gam e
actually is, since a gam e requires a de nition of the players’ goals and hence
their rew ards. In order to address this question, w e start by considering a binary
version of A rthur’s barproblem w ith generall,, ie. an M G -lkem odelwhich is
generalized to L € 1)=2 [_1-%, :1_-2:‘] T he two responses would be attend’ or
Yon't attend’, and there are two possble scenarios: () the attendance is less
than the seating capaciy. In this case, the attendees are successfilw hile those
who didn’t attend are unsuccessful. (i) The attendance exceeds the seating
capacity. In this case, the attendees are unsuccessfiil while those who didn’t
attend are successful. Setting L = © 1)=2 yields the M G, and the two
scenarios collapse into one: the successfiil agents are those who predict the
m inority group, ie. attend when the m inority attend, or don’t attend when the
m a prity attend. Fora study ofthe binary gamewih L € 1)=2, see Ref.
f_l-gl,:_ié].] In the speci ccase oftheM G, success is classi ed as having correctly
predicted the m inority outcom e. The payo function for the M G is thus of the
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o k+ 1]= a,"A ] )

where [] is an odd, Increasing function of x usually chosen to be either

k]= xor [Kk]= sgn Kk]. The feedback In the M G arises through the global
Inform ation ] where the m ost recent bit of the binary inform ation isde ned
by the sign of the net action ofthe agents A f]:

P
t+1]=2 &l PH [ E+HBH] @)

where H K] is the H eaviside function E[l_i] In them ore general form ofthe gam e
where the resource levell § N 1)=2, the argum ent in the H eaviside function
H [:::]would depend on the value of L l_l-i_i*] M ore generally it could becom e a
com plicated finction of all the gam e param eters, or nclude feedback from the
m acroscopic dynam ics in the past, or even the e ects ofexogenous new s arrival.

Tt isnow accepted that a generalization ofthe M G in which agents can sit
out of the game (ie. a ™ = 0) when they are not con dent of the success of
any of their s strategies, provides a better m odel of nancial trading since i
allow s the num ber of agents active in the m arket to vary. This m ore general
m odel is the G rand C anonicalM inority Game (GCM G ) which was st studied
in Ref. I_l-];:] The GCM G typically has two m ore param eters than the M G :
nam ely T which is a tim e horizon over w hich strategy scores are forgotten (ie.
Sgr ft+ 1]1= (@ 1=T)Sy kl+ gr k+ 1)) and r which is a threshold valie of
Sg below which the agents w ill opt not to participate in the game @ © = 0).
The GCM G seem s to reproduce the stylized statistical features ofa nancial
tin e-serdes over a w ide param eter range (see the discussion in Ref. Iig:]) .

3 The price form ation process

It is commonly believed that In a nancialm arket, excess dem and (ie. the
di erence between the number of assets 0 ered and the num ber sought by the
agents) exerts a force on the price of the asset. Furthem ore it isbelieved that a
positive excess dem and w ill force the price up and a negative dem and w i1l force
the price down. A reasonable suggestion for the price form ation process could
then be [16]:

D
hpk]l hpkt 1= !

3)
or

D k]

pkl pkt 11= )
whereD [ ] represents the excess dem and in the m arket prior to tim e t, when
the new price p k] is set and the buy/sell orders are executed. T he scale param —
eter represents the h arket depth’ (or liquidiy) ie. how sensitive a m arket



is to an order inbalance. In generalwe would expect to be som e Increasing
function ofthe num ber of traders N trading in that asset. A 1so, the functional
form sm ay not be linear as in Equatjons;% and :fl H ow ever, studies carried out
on severalm arkets have found the form s of E quatjons:j and:_4 to be reasonable
0.

In Ref. t_4], we suggested that In m arkets nvolving a m arket-m aker who
takes up the In balance of orders betw een buyers and sellers, the m arket-m aker
w illw ish to m anipulate the price ofthe asset in order to m inin ize her inventory
of stock y []. W hilst the m arket-m aker’s pb is to execute as m any of the
orders as is possble, she does not w ish to accum ulate a high position In either
direction. To this end, the m arket-m aker lowers the price to attract buyers
when she holds a Iong position y > 0 and raises it to attract pro ttaking
sellerswhen she hasa shortposition y < 0. Thismodi esthe price form ation
of E quation -_3 to'f:

hP Rl mPk l]]=DEC] u E ©)

M

where  isthem arket-m aker’s sensitivity to her inventory.

4 From M G tom arket m odel

Our puzzl is to form a sensble m odel of a collection of traders buying and
selling a nancial asset. It is clear from Sectjons:_b and:_B that we have two
pieces of the puzzle. The M G gave us a sin ple paradigm for a group of agents
Interacting in regponse to global nform ation and adapting their behavior based
on past experience. The output of this model was a het action’ A f]. In
addition, we now have som e sin ple system s for price-form ation based on an
excessdem and D [t]. But what relationship should weassum ebetween D f]and
A kJ? To answer this question, we should clarify what we want the individual
actions ay ® ofthe strategies to resem ble. In short, the question is What does
a strategy m ap from and to?’

In m ost studies of the M G as a m arket m odel, researchers have taken the
actions aR[t] 2 £ 1;1g to be the actions of selling and buying a quanta of the
asset respectively. T hus the net action ofallagents A [t] naturally becom es the
excess dem and, ie. we have:

D t =A%k 1] 6)

G iven this and the fact that the price change is an increasing fiinction of excess
dem and (forE quatjons:_ﬂ and :fl), the global Inform ation becom es the directions
(up ordow n) ofthe previousprice changes. So the answerhere isthat a strategy
m aps from the history of past asset price m ovem ents to a buy/sell signal. A

strategy m apping from the history ofpast asset pricem ovem ents seem sa natural

1 Tt is in portant to note that this price process is not abitrage—free ie. it is possible for the
agents to m ake pro t by m anipulating the m arket m aker.



and sensble choice, shce nancialchartists do look at precisely this inform ation
to decide upon a course ofaction. W e therefore propose that in general, for this
class ofm arket m odel, we should always use the follow Ing Equation Eq. :_"2) to
update the global nform ation, irrespective of w hether E quation :§ holds.

t+1]=2 k] PH ftl PE +H[ P £+ 1;t] (7)

It is worth now spending a f&w m om ents considering the tim ings in this

m odel. Equatjon-'_d is for the excess dem and at tine t , ie. prior to tine t
when all the orders are processed and a new price p k] is formed. ThusD ft ]
can only result from all the inform ation that is availabl at tine t 1, ie.
bt 1land fSg t 1l.From this inform ation, the agents take actionsa © 1!
producing a net action ofA ft 1]. The agents’ actions (orders) however do not
get realized (executed) untiltim e t when the new pricep ft] isknown. TheM G

payo function of Equaijon:_i, hence rew ards agents positively for deciding to
sell (puy) assets (ie. a £ = 1 (1)) when the order execution price p k] is
above (pbelow ) the price level at the tin e they m ade the decision (ie.p k& 1.]).
W hy is this m echanisn ofm oving in the m inority a physically reasonable

am bition for the agents? Let us consider the hotional wealth of an agent ito

be given by:

Wi fkl= ;Eklpkl+ Cy 8)

where ; is the number of assets held and C; is the am ount of cash held. It
is clear from E quation :@' that an exchange of cash for asset at any price does
not In any way a ect the agents’ notionalwealth. However, the point is in the
tem nology. The wealth W ; k] is only notional and not real in any sense —the
only realm easure of wealth is C; which is the am ount of capital the agent has
avaibble to spend. T hus it isevident that an agent has to do a yound trip’ (ie.
buy (sell) an asset then sell (pbuy) it back) to discover whethera real pro thas
been m ade. Let us consider two exam ples of such a round trip. In the rstcase
the agent trades in the m nority whilk in the second he trades in the m a prity:

M oving in m inority:

t | Action a ft] Ciftl| &Kl |pkl| Wik
1 | Subm it buy order 100 0 10 100
2 | Buy.., Subm it sellorder | 91 1 9 100
3| Sell 101 0 10 101

M oving in m aprity:

t | Action a [] Ci ] il | plkl| Wi k]
1 | Subm it buy order 100 0 10 100

2 | Buy.., Subm it sellorder | 89 1 11 100

3| Sell 99 0 10 99

A s can be seen, m oving in the m inority creates wealth for the agent upon com -
pletion ofthe necessary round-trip, whereasm oving in them a prity loseswealth.



H owever if the agent had held the asset for any length of tim e between buying
it and selling it back, his wealth would also depend on the rise and fall of the
asset price over the holding period. Thus the M G m echanian seem s perfectly
reasonable for a collection of traders who sin ply buy/sell on one tin estep and
sell/buy badk on the next, but this is not of course what real nancial traders
do In general. T his pinpoints the m ain criticism ofthe M G as a m arket m odel.

5 M odi ed payo s

The m nority m echanisn at play In the M G, arises sokly from E quation :J: for
thepayo (reward) ¢ [+ 1]given to each strategy R based on its action aR[t] .
Thus it can be trivially confctured that changing the structure of the payo
function w ill change the class of gam e being played. In Section EZ! we pointed
out that although trading in the m nority was bene cial, the m inority payo
structure itselfm ade no allow ance for the rise or 211 in the value of the agent’s
portfolio ; of assets. Let us try to rectify this by exam ining the form of the
agent’s notionalwealh, E quation § Ifwedi erentiate the notionalwealth, we
get an expression for Wi k+ 1;t]= Wi k+ 1] W ; ft] given by:

Wi+ 1jt]l= Cifk+ Litl+ pk+ 11 5 b+ Litl+ s K] pk+ 1;t]

The st two tem s cancel because the am ount of cash lost C e+ 1;t] is
used to buy the extra i b+ 1;t]lassetsat pricep £+ 1]. This leavesusw ith:

Wi+ Litl= k] pl+ 1;t] ©)

W e can then useEquatjon:_S’itoworkoutan appropriatereward gz ft+ 1]foreach

strategy based on w hether its action a; ™ induced a positive or negative ncrease
In notionalwealth. Let us rst use the fact thatythe pricg change p e+ 1;t]
is roughly proportional to the excess demand D (t+ 1) : this can be seen
explicitly from our earlier equation for the price form ation, E quation EZJ: T hen
let's use our M G Interpretation of the net action A [], Equation :_é W e thus
have from E quation :_9:
h i
Wgr £+ 18] r EID (£+ 1)

— r EA R

W e then identify the accum ulated position of a strategy at tine t, r kI, to
be the sum of all the actions (orders) m ade by that strategy which have been
executed within tines 0 :::t. Ram em bering that at tin e t, the action (order)

S‘R[t] has not yet been executed (it gets executed at t+ 1), thisgives r k] =

;10 aR[i] . Let us then set the payo given to a strategy ¢ £+ 1], to be an

Increasing (odd) function  of the notional wealth increase Wg k+ 1;t] for



that strategy. W e thus arrive at:
"X ) #
g e+ 11= ag A ] (10)

i=0

W e could also propose a locally-weighted equivalent of E quation :_1-9', in which
the rew ard given to a strategy ism ore heavily weighted on the resul of its recent
actions than the actions it m ade further in the past. T his gives

n #

%1 o
o E+ 1= @ =1t a" am 1)

i=0

where T enum erates a characteristic tin escale over which the position accu-
mulated by thg strategy i3 ¥orgotten’. The T = 1 lin it of E quation ;L]_: yields

gr £+ 11= aR[t Ha k] , ie. only the position resulting from the m ost re—

cently executed trade is taken into account. W ith T = 1, thispayo structure
essentially rew ards a strategy at tim e t+ 1 based on whether the notionalwealth
change Wy k+ 1;t]wasm ore positive than it would havebeen ifaction aR[t 1
had not been taken.

If Equation :;L-}' is used in an agent-based m arket m odel, the agents play
the strategy they hold which has accum ulated the highest Virtual notional
wealth. W e mean Virtual in the sense that the strategy itself will not have
actually accum ulated this notionalwealth unless it hasbeen played w ithout ail
sihce tine t= 0. The agents in thism odel are thus all striving to increase their
notionalwealth and are allow ed to do so by taking arbitrarily large positions ;.
W ew illcallthis incarnation ofthem arket m odel$G'1]: thetem $G'is
nam ed after the The $-Game’ of Ref. E] w here agents also strive to m axim ize
notional wealth, and f_l-]_:’ is nam ed affer E quation :_1-]_; for the strategy payo
W e stress that this incamation of the m arket m odel is by no m eans unique.
For exam ple, i m ay be m ore appropriate to consider a m odel w herein each
agent is only allowed one position in the asset at any tine, ie. ; k]= 1;0;1.
This am ounts to us rede ning the strategies R pas m apping to the actions go

Jong/short’ nstead of buy/sell, ie. aR[t] = g (k&+ 1) . Note the reference

to (t+ 1) here because the action aR[t] is not executed untiltine t+ 1: after

this tin e aR[t] = g [{t+ 1)]: In this new m odel, the net action of the agents
A f] therefore J:epreser]l?ts the oyerall desjred position of the population at tin e
N

t+ 1) , ie. A ft] = =1 1 (T 1) . T therefore follow s that the excess
dem and is given by:
h i oW h i
D (t+1) = i €+ 1) i [l
i=1
=AH ARk 1] a2)



Sin ilarly, for this system , the payo to strategies based on the notionalwealth
Increase is given by E quation :_9 as:

g £+ 11 [r KBl pl+ 1;tl )
h i
£ 1]

= & ARl At 1) 13)

W e w ill call this incarnation of the m arket m odel $G t_L-g T he payo
structure for this oneposition-peragent system is essentially the sam e as that
reported In Equation B]of The $-Game’ E_S'].

6 Behavior ofm arket m odels

In the previous section, we Introduced di erent m icroscopic rew ard schem es for
use In binary m ultiagent m arket m odels. The ain ofthese new strategy payo
structures, was to get the agents to m axin ize their notional wealth as given
by E quation :g T his seem s to be a m ore physically realistic goalthan to have
the agents com peting to alwaysbe in the m nority group, as in the M G and is
variants. T he question now must be: how do these new payo structuresa ect
the resultant dynam ics of the m arket m odel? To investigate this, we dentify
the form ofthe excess dem and in the m odeland then em ploy a price form ation
structure —from Sectjon:_ﬁ forexam ple. The tablke below illistratesthreepossble
m arket m odels:

Name r [t D h(t+ 1) 1 gr E+ l%= sgn [:1;:] I—; it+ l;tl

GCMG | sk 21+a," " |am a,"'D t+ 1) ,|D e+ D =
$GiLL R b 21+ 2" | AW T aR[i;D t+1) |D ©+1 =
scid | &Y AR At 11| a" "D @+ 1) D (+1) =

W e have sinulated the three m arket m odels In the above table w ith the
sam e param eters or each model: N = 501 agents, s = 2 strategies per agent,
T = 100 tin esteps for the strategy score tim e-horizon, and an r = 4 payo
point con dencetoplay threshold. Each sinulation was run for agents w ith
Iow memory m = 3 and ﬁ)r%gents wih high memory m = 10. The resultant
price p k] and volum e v k] = ;l ; g are displayed In Fjgure:g:.

The two di erent values of the agent’s m em ory length (or rather the ratio
P =N ) describbe m arkets in two distinctly di erent bhases’. A rguably the m ost
In portant feature of these types ofm odel is that there is a com m on perosption
of a strategy’s (virtual) success, ie. Sy k] is a global variable. This in plies
that the num ber of agents adopting the sam e action (ie. the e ect of crowd-
Ing or herding) is dependent on the num ber which hold each strategy. At low

10




Figure 1: Behaviour of price and volum e In m arket m odels corresponding to
three di erent strategypayo functions g k]. Param eters for each m odel are
N = 501,s= 2,T = 100, r= 4. The keft hand colum n represents the crow ded
m arket w ith high agent coordination m = 3) the right hand colum n represents
an uncrow ded m arket w ith little agent coordination m = 10). The top row

show sthe GCM G, the second row show s the $G:_L-]_: and the bottom row show s
$GH3.
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memory (low P=N ) there are few strategies available and m any agents, conse—
quently large num bers of agents hold the sam e strategy. This in plies that in

this trowded phase’ there are large groups of agents adopting the sam e action

aR[t] (ie. crowds) and only am all groups adopting the opposite action aR[t]

(ie. anticrowds) [I8]. The result of this high agent coordination is a volatile
m arket w ith large asset price m ovem ents. Conversely, for high m (igh P=N )

hardly any agentshold the sam e strategy. H ence the crow d size is roughly equal
to the anticrowd size, resulting in a m arket with low agent coordination and
consequently low er volatility and few er large changes. W ith this distinction be—
tween low and high m regin es in m ind, let usbrie y describe the dynam ics in
each m arket m odel.

GCM G .First consider ow m . The con dencetoplay threshold is set
high enough in order that occasionalstochasticity is in cted via tin esteps
when A t]= 0 N B.thenext state of [+ 1] isthen decided w ith a coin
toss). TheGCM G can be seen to reproducem any ofthe statistical features
observed in realm arkets. Figure :}: show s that the activiy (volume) is
generally low and bursty. The asset price serdes is thus characterized by
frequent large m ovem ents (giving fattailed distributions of retums) and
clustered volatility. N o long periods of correlation exist in the GCM G asset
price m ovem ent: as soon as lots of agents start taking the sam e action,
then the strategiesw hich produce that action are penalized, as can be seen
from E quation :14' At high m , the absence of agent co-ordination leads to
an absence of clustering ofactivity. H ence the series ofasset prices appears
more random at highm .

$GEl:1. At Iow m, the asset price very soon assum es an unstoppable
trend: agents wih at least one trend-follow Ing strategy (:::A k£ 2] >
;A 11> O;ARKlI> 0) ag = 1) pin the trend and bene t (o—
tionally) from the consequent asset price m ovem ent. Because the strate-
gies (@nd hence agents) are allowed to accum ulate lim itless positions, the
trend is selfreinforcing since W g just keeps getting bigger for the trend—
follow ing strategies. At high m , the lJack ofagent coordination m eans that
it is harder for the m odelto nd this attractor. H ow ever sooner or later,
a majpriy of trend-follow ing strategies w ill have accum ulated su cient
score Sy and position j g jto be played successfiilly. From then on, the
pattem of success is selfreinforcing and again the unstoppable trend is
created. T his result has to be seen as the natural consequence of wanting
the agents to m axin ize notional wealth at the sam e tin e asbeing allowed
arbitrarily large positions.

$GEZL:3 .Atlow m , them odelhas interesting and irreqular dynam icalprop—
erties. For exam ple, the series of asset price m ovem ents contains periods
of very high correlation (and high volum e) and periods of very high anti-
correlation (@nd lowervolum e). T hese two behaviors arise from the payo
structure of E quation :_1-2: Just as in $G:_l-]_:, strategies are rewarded for
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having a positive (nhegative) position when the asset price is trending up

(down), however they now get penalized for pining that trend. This im —
plies that persistent behaviorw ill tend to follow persistent behavior, whilke

antipersistent behavior w ill ©llow antipersistent behavior. This nding
is very much In line with the school of thought that says that m arkets
have distinct ranging and breakout phases. Unlike the $G :_L-]_} m odel, the

trends are alw ays capped by the lin itation that agents can only hold one
position. O nce asm any agents as possble are Iong (short) the asset price
cannot rise (1)) any further: consequently the resulting dynam ics are
strongly m ean-reverting. At high m , due to the lack of agent coordina-—
tion, it is hard for Jarge enough crow ds to arise to form trending periods.
T hus antipersistence dom inates this regin e.

7 Instability in m arket m odels

In theM G, there isno unstable attractorw hich could give rise to a continuously

diverging price. T he reason is that each agent is trying to do the opposite ofthe

others. This resuls in no net long-term m arket force. The M G agents can see

no advantage in collectively forcing a price up (down) to increase the valie of
their Iong (short) position, since they are totally unaw are of their accum ulated

position. Section :_6 showed how ever that, when we give the agents the goal of
m axin izing their notionalwealh (cash plusvalue ofposition), them odelcan be

dom inated by the unstabl dynam ics of price trending. A though the structure

ofthe $G m odels seem sm ore realistic than the M G, the price dynam ics do not

reproduce m any of the stylized features of nancialasset price series. Tt seem s
that an in provem ent in them icroscopicm odel structure sooils’ them acroscopic

results. To help explain this, wenow look at som e ofthem odelde ciencieswhich
still rem ain.

7.1 M arket im pact

W ehinted at thise ect in Sectioni$. The wealth W; ] that we have froed the
agents of the $G m odels to m axim ize, is purely notional - it is the wealh they
would have if they could unw ind their m arket positions at today’s price p kl.
T he agents are clearly not able to do this. T here are tw o reasons for this. Even
if an agent put in an order to unw ind his position at tim e t, it would not be
executed untiltine t+ 1 when the price isp £+ 1]. The second reason is that
in this sim plistic structure, the agents can only trade one quanta of asset at
any tim e. Hence a position of ; assetswilltake ; tim esteps to fully unw ind.
A Nl other things being equal, an agent should expect on average to get less cash
back than ; k]p k] when unw inding his position. This is  arket in pact’. W e
can see thise ect directly w ith the follow Ing argum ent:

T he change in cash ofagent i from buying ;i bt 1l]lassetsat tin e t is given
by: Cilgt 1]1= ; bt 1lp kl. Let us then use Equation -:4 to give
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pkl=pk 1]+ D kE ]= .Then we break down the dem and as ollow s:

w here d; is the dem and ofagent j. Howeverwe know that the dem and ofagent
iis ; 5t 1] assets, hence we get

Cikt 1] it 1llp &l

1 , 1 X
it 1lpk 11 —( 1Bt 1)) - ikt 11 g3t
36 i

Ifwenow assum e that the rem ainingagents 6 ifom an e ective background’
of random dem ands dj of zero m ean, then averaging over this hmean— eld’ of
agents gives:

2

1
h Cikt 1l= it 1lpk 11 —(C ikt 1D 14)

E quation -_l-f: tells us that an agent w ill on average receive an am ount of cash
h C; kst 114, which is equalto the am ount he m ay have naively thought he
would get (if he could have traded at price p £ 1]) m inus a positive am ount
proportional to the square of his trade size and Inversely proportional to the
m arket liquidiy. Consequently, an agent who considered his m arket im pact
In calculating his wealth would on average expect the cash-equivalent value of
hiswealh to be given by W ; ft] i Ec]2 = , le. his notional wealh m inus the
average In pact from unw inding his position at tine t+ 1. This is the wealth
that the agents should be attem pting to m axin ize. W e could therefore propose,
in the spirit ofRef. f_l-S_i], amodi cation to the strategy reward function g £l
w hich takes account of this m arket in pact:
h i
® E+11_ s B pE+1;t] g K= 15)

Let usnow revisit the issue oftrend follow ing, this tin e w ith reference to a
m odelw hose strategjes are updated using E quation :15 W e w ill refer to this
m odel as $G '15. W hen a trend form s such that r f]and pk+ 1;t] have
the sam e sign, strategy R will be rewarded: this continues until the m om ent
when the extra pro t gained from increasing the position to bene t from the
favorable price m ovem ent, is am aller than the added m arket in pact w hich would
be faced from unw inding the larger position. At this point the strategy will
start to be penalized Instead of rewarded for supporting the trend. This is a
m echanisn which could hal the price-divergent behavior of $G :_Z[]_; type m odels.
H owever E quation :_1-§‘ gives the tumover point In strategy rew ard due to m arket
in pact, to be given by & k]= P k+ 1;t]. Ifwe then consider that during
an lunstable’ m arket trend the average price change is of order N= (see, for
exam ple, the gradient of the $G :_L-]_J' price In Figure :}') —and that g increm ents
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by only 1 every tim estep —then trends which are form ed before the m arket
In pact m echanian starts having a strong e ect, will be of order teng v N
tin esteps in length. The m arket in pact m echanisn on is own, is thus clearly
too weak to stabilize the $G m odels in order to form a realistic price series.

7.2 Agent wealth

Financial agents participating in a real m arket have nite resources and so
cannot keep buying and/or selling assets inde nitely. Thishard cuto ofagents’
resources In tum in poses a hard lim it on the m agniude of price trends. This

e ectwas seen clearly in the SC{_-l_'B m odelw here the agents were only perm itted
(or, equivalently because of nite resources, were only able to) hold one position
atany one tin e. The $G :_Z[Ij and $G :_L-]_J' m odels can thusbe thought of as opposite

extrem es in this respect, ie. the rstm im icsextrem ely tightly—1im ited resources
whil the second m in ics iIn nite resources. It seem s natural to expect that
a real nancialm arket lies som ew here between these two extrem es; resources
are large for the m arket-m oving agents but still nite. W e can nclide the
e ect of lin ited agent resources In our m arket m odel by allocating agent i an
initial capital C; O] (@nd position ; 0]) and then updating this capital using

Cikl=Ci; it 1] s Bt llp i Eﬁf]. T he agents cannot then trade at tin e

t if the ollow ing conditions arem et:

st 11> 0ONCikE 11< it 1llpk 1]
s Bt 11< 0N 1k 11< 0

In other words, an agent w ill not subm it a buy order unless he at last has the
capialto buy the asset at the quoted pricep £ 1], and also w illnot subm it an
order to short sell if he already holds a short position. Ifwe in posed no lim it
on short selling, an unstable state of the system would exist wherein all agents
short—sell nde niely.

W e w ill refer to this m odel as $G -'_1-!4'W where W represents Wwealth’.
Let us initialize this m arket m odel w th agent wealths such that the agents’
Initialbuying power is equal to their initial selling power, ie. £fC; P]; ; Dlg=
fn pDPl;n 1lg: Hence initially, the agents have the power to buy or selln
assets N B . recallthat they are allowed up to one short sell). Ifwe then raisen
from n = 1 upwards, we can see a qualitative change In the dynam icalbehavior
of the m odelbetween the two extrem es of $G :_1-3 and $G:_i]_'l, w ith the periods of
trending grow ing longerasn increases. To investigate thisbehavior num erically,
we xn and run them odel for 1500 tin esteps, recording the valie of the global
inform ation k] n the last 500 tin esteps t. W e then count the number of
tim es w thin this Jast 500 tim esteps that either = 0 (In plying negative price
m ovem ents over the lJastm timesteps) or = P 1 (positive price m ovem ents)
occur. W e denote the frequency with which these states occur as fiyeng. If
the m odel visited all states of the global inform ation  [t] equally, we would
expect fireng = 1=P . Figure :gi, show ing the variation of fing with n, has
several Interesting features. First it can be seen that, asn is ncreased and the

15



Figure 2: T he frequency ofoccurence ofthe globalinform ation states = 0;P

1, firena, @s a function of the agents’ capital resource keveln. The results were
taken from the last 500 tin esteps of a 1500 tim estep sim ulation. The m arket
m odel used was $G :_l-]_}W , wih evolving agent wealths. T he m odel param eters
wereN = 501, m = 3,s= 2, T = 100, and r = 4, with binary ( = sgn)
strategy rewards. T he solid line represents equally visited -states.

consequent w ealth available to the agents grow s, the tendency ofthem odelto be
dom inated by price trending Increases dram atically. A 1so we see that at low n,
ftrenq Isbelow that ofthe (random ) equally visited -statescase. T his isdue to
the high degree of antipersistence In the system aswas seen in the $G :_ll: m odel.
T he large spread in the resuls arises from the tendency ofthe m odelto exhibit
clustering of activity states: persistence follow s persistence and antipersistence
follow s antipersistence as described in Section :_é _

W e note that in the work of G iardina and Bouchaud (see Refs. Er_d, :_15])
the strategy payo function has the sam e basic form as Eq. :_l_'B, ie. t isa
SG :_L-g:W —-style m odel. T hese authors consider proportional scoring (ie. = 1)
and nclude an interest rate which resem bles a resource Jevel L ; these features
w illnot change the qualitative results presented here. H ow ever, in them odels of
Refs. t_é, :_l-§'], it seem s that only active strategies are rew arded thereby breaking
the comm on perception of a given strategy’s success am ong agents which is
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arguably a central feature of the binary m odel structure. W e expect this to
dram atically a ect the dynam ical properties of the system as the m echanisn
for agent coordination and thus crowd form ation has been alered.

7.3 D iversity and tin escales

T he interesting dynam icalbehavior ofm arket m odelsbased on the binary strat-
egy approach ofthe M G, arises largely as a consequence of the heterogeneiy in
the strategies held by the agents and the com m on peroception ofa strategy’s suc—
cess. T he extent to which agentsw ill agree on the best course ofaction, and the
consequent crow ding, is solely a function ofhow the 2F available strategies are
distributed am ongst the population ofagents. Ifthe way in which the strategies
are initially allocated is biased, then the resulting dynam icswillre ect this -r_fﬁ]

T he introduction ofan agent wealth, as discussed In the previous subsection,
also brings about diversity in the m arket m odel. Even ifwe initiate the m odel
w ith all agents having an equal allocation of wealth in the form of cash plus
assets, the wealths of the agents fiW ;g will soon becom e heterogenous as a
direct result of their heterogenous strategies. F igure -r_j show s the heterogeneity
of agents’ wealth grow ing w ith tin e during a $G :_l;:W sinulation. A ffer m any
tin esteps have elapsed, the distrbution of agents’ wealth seem s to reach a
steady-state: m any agentshave lost them a prity oftheirwealth to am inority of
agents who them selves have accum ulated m uch m ore. In everyday term nology,
the rich get richer w hile the poor get poorer’.

T he heterogeneity of agents’ wealth in the $G :_l-]_;W m odel is fad back into
the system through the buying power of the agents alone. H owever, although
wealthier agents have the potential to buy and sellm ore assets, they stillonly
trade in single quanta of the asset at any given tin estep, the sam e as poorer
agents. It m ay be m ore reasonable to propose that the agents trade in sizes
proportional to their resources 5_4, :§], ie.

C; 1

e 1= B ey a," =1
pk 1] :

it 1= sk 11 Pr oa" = 1

whereR ; isthehighest scoring strategy R ofagenti. The factor then enum er-
ates what fraction of the agents’ resources (cash for buying, assets for selling)
they w ill transact at any given tin e. In this system , assets w ill generally need
to be divisble, ie. the sense of agents buying and selling a quanta of the asset
asin $GHUIW is Jost. This in tum m eans that instead of the degree of trending
being controlled by the level of initial resource allocation n, it is instead de—
tem Ined by n= , since this e ectively determ nes the num ber of trades agents
can m ake in any trending period before hiting the boundary of their capial
resources. A 1so w ith this system of trading in proportion to wealh, trends will
start steep and end shallow asagents run out of resources and thusm ake am aller
and am aller trades. Apart from these stylized di erences, the system hasa very
sin ilar dynam icalbehavior to the m ore straight-forward $G :_l-]_;W m odel.
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Figure 3: D istrbutions of the agents’ wealth W ; at urdi erent tim es t during
evolution of a $G :_l-]_;W m odel. Initially all agents were allocated the sam e re—
sources £C; 0]; ; Dlg= £3p D];2g w ith the nitial price p P]= 10. P aram eters
for the simulation were N = 1001, m = 3,s= 2, T = 100, and r = 4, wih
binary ( = sgn) strategy rewards.
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FJgure 4: Exam ples of the dynam ical behavior of the price p ft] and volum e
_1 Fijofthe $G :11W m odel, for three di erent degrees of crow ding given by
thememory length m . The param eters of the simulation are N = 501, s= 2,
= 100, r= 4,and n = 3, wih bihary ( = sgn) strategy rewards.

D iversity iIn strategies and wealth are the two big sources of agent hetero-
geneity that we have covered so far. This agent heterogeneity has led to a
m arket m odelw ith dynam icalbehavior which is interesting and diverse over a
large param eter range. However, the typical price/volum e output only starts
to becom e representative of a real nancialm arket at higherm , as can be seen
n FJgure-_éi A s discussed In Section '-_d, the high m regin e represents a Yilute’
m arket where very few traders act in a coordinated fashion. H owever one would
expect that a real nancialm arket is not in a dilute phase at all, since it does
have lJarge groups of agents form ing crow ds w hich rush to the m arket together,
thereby creating the bursty activity pattem observed em pirically. W hy then
does this m odel, when pushed into the low m regin e, produce endless bubbles
of positive and negative speculation as shown in the left-hand panel of F ig. -ﬁf
A lthough a real nancialm arket does show som e suggestion of oscillatory bub—
ble form ation, it is nowhere near so pronounced and is certainly not on such a
short tin esca]e'f: .

To answer this question, we push further the subct of agent diversity.
A Yhough our agentsm ay have di ering sets of strategies and consequently dif-
ferent wealths, they all act on the sam e tin escale. W hen we look at charts
such asF jgure:_lf, we see pattems not only on a sn all tick-by-tick scale but also
on a much larger scale. In fact we can identify pattems all the way up to the

°W e assum e im plicitly here that a Yim estep’ in our m odel corresponds to a fairly short
interval in realtin e. T he reason for this is that a tin estep is the am ount of tim e it takes for
an agent to re-assess his strategies. For large, m arket m oving, agents this am ount of tim e is
likely to be less than one day.
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h acro’ scale ofthe boom bust speculatory bubbles. From a know ledge ofthese

pattems, we would form opinionsabout what w illhappen next and would trade
accordingly to m axin ize our wealth. The agents we have m odelled, how ever,
cannot view the past price—series In this way; instead they are forced to only
consider pattems of length m tim esteps. Pattems of any length greater than
this, go un-noticed by the agents and hence are not traded upon. T his explains
w hy these pattems can arise and survive. By contrast, when a pattem is traded
upon (even in the non-M G fram ework) it is slow Iy rem oved from the m arket.
C onsider the ollow ing pattem:

tinet 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14
pricep k] 14 10 11 12 13 15 14 10 11 12 13 15 14 10

Ifwe were ablk to identify this pattem repeating, our best course of action
would be to subm it a buy order between tinest= 1 and t= 2, ie. a [l]= 1.
W e could then buy the asset at p R]= 10. Then between tinest= 5 and 6,we
would subm i an order to sell: a B]= 1 and hence would have sold the asset
atp [6]= 15. W ethen continue: a [/]= 1,a [l1]= 1... Thisensureswealways
buy at the bottom price and sell at the top. However, trading in this way is
against thetrend asa [£]A k]< 0. kisin e ectm inoriy trading. H ence trading
to m axin ize our wealth w ith respect to this pattem, leads to the weakening of
the pattem itself just as n the M G . W e conclude therefore that the presence
of strong pattems in the $G :_l-]_J'W and other sim ilarm arket m odels at Iow m , is
sin ply due to the absence of agents w ithin the m odel who can identify these
pattems and arbitrage them out.

From the proceeding discussion, it is clear that a realistic m arket m odel
should include agents who can analyze the past series of asset price m ovem ents
over di erent tim escales. A st thought on how to do this, is to include a
heterogeneity in the m em ory length m ofthe agents. In this fram ew ork, agents
look at pattems not only ofdi ering length but also ofdi ering com plexity. Tt
is therefore appealing to propose a generalization to the way in which the agents
Interpret the global Inform ation of past price m ovem ents, in such a way as to
allow observation of pattems over di erent tin esscales but having the sam e
com plexiy @ ). This can be sin ply achieved by allow ing the agents to have a
natural infom ation bit-Jlength such that the global nform ation available to
them f] is updated according to the follow ng generalization of E quation ::Z:

E+11=2 [k PH i +HI[ P+t L;t+ 1 1]

2
The table below then shows how the previous pattem would be encoded by
agentshaving = 1;2;3;4:
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tinet 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 | 12 | 13| 14
price p k] 1410|1112 |13 |15 | 14| 10| 11|12 |13 | 15 | 14| 10
best’ actiona ]| 1 1 1 1 1 111 1 1 1 1 111 1
sgn[ P It 111 + + + + + +

son [ P kit 2]] + + + + + + + +
sgn [ P kit 311 + + + + + +
sgn [ P It 4]] + + + +

If each agent only considered the past two bits of informm ation, ie. m = 2,
then the best’ strategies for di erent values of the inform ation bit-Jlength
would be asshown In thetablebelow . These best’ strategieshave been obtained
from inspection ofthe table above; in particular, by looking at when thedi erent
m = 2 bitstrings £ ; *+;t ;++goccur and seeing the respective best’
action given thisbit stringa £&IJ.

11213
111 |2
ftl + 111 1 1
+ 1171 |1
++ | 2] 22

The best’ strategies (@ ) in the above table, show a question mark (?)

next to a particular value of the global inform ation  f]. T his denotes that for
[t] ]

this state, the best action is sometinesa;, ~ = 1 and sometimesa, = 1.
Tt can thus be seen that only when we include longer tim e-scale pattems >
2, do we get a clear signal of when is the optinal tine to sell @@," = 1).

Shorter tin efram e pattems provide no clear ndication when to do so?:. This

then dem onstratesthat an agent holding strategiesofdi erentbiJlength could
dentify optim al tin es to buy and sell, and hence arbitrage pattems of length
very m uch greater than them em ory length m .

74 Exogenous inform ation

So far this section has discussed how instabilities and Ine ciencies in them odel
m arket (asindicated by repeating, un-aritraged pattems) could be rem edied by
Inclusion ofm ore realistic, sophisticated and diverse strategic agents. H ow ever
the agents we have considered have all acted In the sam e fashion, ie. w ith the
goal of m axim izing their wealth by em ploying a strategic m ethodology based
on the observable endogenous m arket ndicators. In temm s of a real nancial
m arket, w e have considered m odelling the subset ofagentsw ho consider the past
history of asset price m ovem ents as the only relevant inform ation. A lthough in
reality we expect this subset to be large, we certainly acknow ledge the presence
of agents who strategically use other endogenous m arket indicators such as

3In this case a singlem = 3 strategy could encode enough inform ation to optim ally arbi-
trage the pattem. H owever in general, for longer pattems, this is less likely to be true.
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volum e as a source ofglobal nform ation. T he strategic use of other endogenous
m arket indicators sin ply gives a m ore sophisticated m odelw ithin the sam e basic
fram ew ork.

W hat we have so far neglected to Inclide is the presence of agents using
exogenous inform ation to In uence their trading decisions. Possble sources
of exogenous inform ation are as vast as hum an im agihation itself: they could
for exam ple range from econom ic indicators through to com pany reports and
rum or, or even yut-feeling’ and astrology! W ithin the context of our m odel
fram ew ork, strategies em ployed based on these external sources of inform ation
are un-strategic w ith respect to the endogenous inform ation, and as such repre—
sent a stochastic In  uence.

Such stochasticity, representing the response of agents to exogenous infor-
m ation, can be incorporated into the m odels in a variety ofways. For exam ple
a background Jevel of stochastic action could be assum ed at each tim estep, or
be m ade to appear as a Poisson process wih a given mean frequency. How—
ever, it seem sm ost physically satisfying to incorporate stochastic action in the
form of an extra pair of strategies for each (or at least som e) agent: one buy
strategy, ag = 1, and one sell strategy, ag = 1. Agents could then be given
a probability of using each of these strategies in place of their usual chartist
strategies. Furthem ore, the probabilities of using these strategies could be al-
lowed to evolve. This system ofm odelling response to an exogenous signal is
essentially the Genetic Game’ of Ref. l_2-(_i] A ITematively, the probability of
using one of these strategies representing the response to an exogenous signal,
could be based on an endogenous m arket indicator. An exam ple of this is the
m echanism ofRef. @] of sw itching to ‘fiundam entalist behavior’. In the m odel
ofRef. i_d], agents use strategy ag = sgn pp p kll with a probability £ which
Increaseswith p k] poj where py represents a perceived ‘fundam ental value
for the asset. This m echanisn, which can be thought of as encoding the be-
havior of irrational fear, clearly acts to break the form ation of long trends since
the probability of trading against the trend increases w ith the duration of the
trend itself. M ore generally, we suspect that am ong the agentbased m arket
m odels in the literature w hich m anage to reproduce stylized facts, the inclusion
of som e level of stochasticity w ithin the m odel is crucial for helping to break up
unphysical dynam ics and hence achieve m arket-lke behavior.

8 Strategy structure

In the fram ew ork ofthe M G, each strategy a; com prises the elem entsa,; which
represent a response £ 1;1g to each of the possble P values of the global
inform ation (see Section -'_2) . In Section :f!, we denti ed the di erent states
of the global nform ation  as corresponding to di erent pattems In the past
history of asset price m ovem ents (onary: up/down). W e can therefore think
of a strategy as a book of chartist principles recom m ending an action for each
and every possble pattem of length m . E ach ofthese strategy books’ thus has

2™ pages, one for each pattem. T here are 22" possble books an agent can buy
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and use as guidelines on how to trade. An agent In possession of one of these
strategy books’, whichever he chooses to buy, can nd a page giving guidelines
on how to trade in every possible m arket state. T he books are thus tom plete’.

Tt seam s unlikely however, that in reality such a tom plete’ book would exist
for any arbitrary value ofm . Indeed, even if such a book did exist, it is unlkely
that a given m arket participant would consider all the pages as being true.
For exam ple, page one of a strategy book m ay say that if the asset price has
fallen three days running, one should sell assets on the fourth day. Page three
m ay say that if the asset price has fallen, then recovered and then fallen again,
it is advisable to buy. The agent holding this book m ay well believe in page
one but think that the guidelines of page three are rubbish: In particular, he
considers the pattem dow n-up-down to corresoond to no trading signal at all.
This agent would therefore continue to hold any previous position he had if
he saw the pattem down-up-down. W e therefore propose a generalization to
the strategy structure ofthe M G to account for the fact that strategy books’
m ay be ncom plete, or equivalently that agents do not trust som e of the trading
signals.

Before trading com m ences, each agent goes through each ofher (com plte)
strategy books’ page by page, and decides w hether she believes in the trading
guidelines given for each of the possible P = 2" m arket Yignals’. The agents
choose to acoept each page of each of their books w ith a probability p, . If the
agent reects a page of the strategy book’, they replace the suggested action for
timne t, ie. aR[t] 2 [ 1;1], by a null action aR[t] = . W hen trading com m ences,
the agents are then faced wih deciding what course of action to take when
their strategy books’ register the null action at tine t. O ne type of possble
behavior would be to m aintain their prior course of action, ie. aR[t] = aR[t H .
Anpther altemative behavior would be to maintain their prior position, ie.
. €&+ 1) = ; k]. (This resulks in aR[t] = 0 In $G-'_1-14' type m odels and

L aR[t Yo $G:_l-§mode]s).

W e now exam Ine the qualitative di erences between a m odel w ith this In-
com plete strategy structure, and a m odel w ith com plete strategies. For this
pumposswewillassumea GCM G typem odel, ie. am odelw ith strategy payo
given by E quation :ﬁ . Fjgure:'_ﬂ show s the resulting price and volum e from two
m arket sim ulations w ith incom plete strategies, the probability of non-null ac-
tion being p; = 03. These are com pared w ith the GCM G which has com plte
strategies.

T he top—left chart of F igure E show s price and volum e or a m arket where
agents m aintain their previous course of action when they encounter a null
strategy action. This m arket show s high volatility in price, a high number of
very largem ovem ents, and a background ofhigh volum e trading w ith occasional
sharp spikes. W e suggest that this behavior arises from the tendency of agents
to keep repeating their previous action in the absence ofa new m arket pattem.

ar

‘W eusethe GCM G to contrast the e ects of incom plete strategies, since its dynam ics are
fam iliar and have been well-studied. H owever our previous com m ents regarding the short-
com ings ofthe M G strategy payo structure, should be kept in m ind since they stillhold.
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Figure 5: T he contrast between the behaviour ofm odels w ith incom plete strat-
egy books’ to those with com plete ones. The top two gures show price and
volim e fora GCM G typem odelw ith incom plete strategies, p, = 0:3. The top

left chart representsa m arket ofagentswhom aintain theirpreviousaction when

they encounter a null strategy response aR[t] = . The top right chart represents
a m arket of agents who m aintain their position. The bottom chart show s the
behavior of the GCM G for com parison. T he param eters In all the m odels are

N = 501,s= 2,T = 100, and r= 4, wih bmhary ( = sgn) strategy rewards.
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C learly then the Yarge-m ovem ent’ states of up-up-up or dow n-down-down w ill

be occupied for longer than the Yanging’ states (Up-down-up etc.) because

these are the only statesof which can m ap onto them selves ( fkl= [+ 1]=
ft+ 2]:::) thus providing no new m arket pattem.

T he top right chart ofF igure E show s price and volum e for a m arket where
agentsm aintain their previous posiion (ie. aR[t] = 0 In thism odel) when they
encounter a null strategy action. The volum e in thism arket sim ulation is very
low , giving a consequent low volatility. T his is due to the fact that the agents
w ill not trade unless they receive a m arket signalforwhich they have a non-null
strategy action. T hism odel still show s a high probability for price m ovem ents
which are lJarge com pared to the volatility. These large m ovem ents occur in
m om ents of high agent coordination, ie. when m any agents nd they have a
strategy w ith the sam e non-null action. However in contrast to the previous
m odel, these Jarge m ovem ents don’t seem to persist overm any tim esteps.

Tt is Interesting to com pare the statistical features of these m odels featur-
ing incom plete strategies, w ith the features ofthe GCM G . Fjgure:_é show s the
volatility and kurtosis of the price movements P f£+ 1;t] for a m odel w ith
Incom plete strategies, as a function of the probability p, that a strategy has a
non-null action for a given glbal nform ation state. The m arket m odel used
hasthe structure ofthe GCM G N B.forp, = 1, i istheGCM G ) and features
the behavior wherein agentsm aintain their previous course of action when they
encounter a null strategy action. A s a consequence, the volatility of the price
m ovem ents rises as p; is reduced since it lads to m ore persistence of agent
action and consequently bigger asset price m ovem ents. Thisa ect can also be
seen In the kurtosiswhich grow s rapidly away from the G aussian case, since the
probability of large m oves increases w ith f2lling p,. [For m ore details on the
nature of large m ovem ents in the GCM G, we refer to Ref. l_2-1:].]

9 M arket clearing

In the preceding sections w e have discussed m echanism sthrough which nancial
m arket agents com e to m ake trading decisions about w hether to buy or sell an
asset. In Section ::q’ we m ade som e suggestions about how the com bined action
of all these agents’ decisions produced a dem and, and how that dem and then
a ected them ovem ent ofthe asset price. So farwe have not explicitly m entioned
amechanian by which the m arket clears, ie. by which sellers of the asset m ect
buyers. T he discussion of speci ¢ clearing m echanisn s am ounts to a discussion
of speci ¢ m arket m icrostructure. However our goal here is to seek to be as
general as possble, and hence not lim it the scope of ourm arket m odels to any
particular sector or style of nancialm arket. W e thus lin i ourselves here to a
sin plistic discussion ofm arket-m aking.

The rst In portant aspect of the m odels we have considered so far is that
the agents m ake a decision about whether to buy or sell assets at tin e t based
only on the inform ation up to (ut not including) tin e t. T he orders as such
are considered as h arket orders’ because they are unconditional on the actual
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Figure 6: T he volatility and kurtosis fora m arket m odelw ith Incom plete strate—
gies, asa function ofthe probability p, that a strategy w illhave a non-nullaction
for a given global inform ation state. C ircles correspond to values taken over the
last 1000 tin esteps ofa 2000 tin estep run. Them odelparam etersareN = 501,
s=2,T = 100,and r= 4, wih binary ( = sgn) strategy rewards.
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traded price p f]. O rders w hose execution depends on the traded price p ] are
known as Yim it orders’ and are beyond the scope of the m odel types presented
here.

T he presence of only m arket orders in our m odel brings us to the second
In portant consideration : the num ber ofbuy orders in generaldoes not balance
the num ber of sell orders, ie. in generalD {]#% 0 since allorders seek execution
at tin e t irrespective of the price. T here are two optionsthen ofhow them arket
could function. The rst option is to assum e that the num ber of assets sold by
the agents m ust equal the num ber bought by the agents. In this case the total
num ber of assets traded is given by,

Vassets [C] = m in Npuyy £t jNeen t

w here ny,, is the num ber of agents who seek to buy, and nen the num ber who
seek to sell. W ith this system, the agents In the m aprity group (puyers or
sellers) only get their order partially executed: for exam ple if n,,, = 40 and
Nen = 50, the sellers can each only sell Vaggets E]=Nsen = 40=50 = 80% ofa
quanta ofassets. T his isthe system proposed in Ref. [d An altemative system

assum es that there is a third party, a m arket-m aker, who operates between
buyers and sellers and m akes sure that each and every order is fiil lled by
taking a position in the asset herself. W e then have that:

Vassets [C] = M ax Npuy t iNgn t
and that the m arket-m aker’s inventory is:
m BEl= w £ 11 D t (Le)

T hem arket-m aker, unlke the agentswho jist seek tom axin ize theirwealth, has
the pint goals of wealth m axim ization and staying m arket-neutral, ie. as close
to v kl= 0 aspossbl. If the nature of the m arket is highly B ean-reverting,
the second of these conditions w ill be autom atically true since §= oD kI O.
In these circum stances, the m arket-m aker should em ploy an arbitrage—free price
form ation process such as E quation :_3’ or E quation E4: If on the other hand the
m arket is not m ean-reverting, then the m arket-m aker’'s position is unbounded.
In these circum stances a m arket-m aker should em ploy a price—form ation process
such as Equation ES w hich gncourages m ean reversion through m anipulation
of the asset price based on ; oD [l as described In Section -3 A m arket—
m aker using a price fom ation such as Equation '3 can however be arbitraged
by the agents. W hether the m arket-m aker is actually arbitraged is then purely
dependent on the underlying dynam ics of the m arket. _

Let us dem onstrate this by llow ing Ref. B] using a $Gi13 m odel. For this
m odelwe have:

Dt =Afk 11 Ak 2] a7

r - P
asshownjnSectjonﬁ.From Equatjon:_léwethen getthat vy kl= §=10D k] =
v O] Ak 1]This mmediately tells us that the m arket-m aker’s inventory
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isbounded. T he natural choice of price form ation process to use would then be
the arbitrage-free case of, for exam ple, E quation :_3 Ifwe combine Equatjon:_é
w ith Equation :;L:/: we arrive at:

At 1]

p k1= p Dle 18)

W e can thus see how the $G:_IZ_"Z m odel produced the tightly bounded, jum py
price serdes seen In Fjgure-';': the price at tim e t is no longer directly dependent
on thepriceattinet 1 and isbounded by p Dle = pkl p [O]eN_ .

G wven the behavior ofthe $G :_fﬁ m odel, the use ofthe price form ation process
of E quation id seam s rather unnecessary: the m arket m aker does not need to
m anjpulate the price In order to stay m arket-neutralon average. H ow ever, let us
dem onstrate thee ect ofusing E quatjon:_5 asin Ref. :_[5] Combining Equations
E_fll and :_lj w ith them arket m aker’s nventory of v kl= A £ 1llwearriveat:

pkl=pkt 1llexp EA[t 17+ I Af 2] 19)
M

Unlke E quation :_1-§', E quation :_L-S_i gives us again a m ultiplicative price process
for nie valies of y . Although i seem s an happropriate step, we would
thus expect that introducing E quation § as a price form ation process would
help regain som e of the Stylized features’ ofa nancialm arket inherent from
the m ultiplicative price process. However, closer consideration of E quation :_L-S_i
reveals som ething di erent. Let us consider the case of A £ 2]= A £ 1].
In this case the price change is sin ply an Increasing function of A £ 1]. If
more agents are long rather than short at tme t @ £ 1] > 0), then the
pricemovement P R;t 1] is positive. The agents w ill then have bene tted
from a positive increm ent in their notional wealth from sin ply holding their
position. Thism anijpulation of the (haive) m arket-m aker leads to an unstable
state whereby the agents arbitrage the m arket-m aker sin ply by holding their
Jong/short positions and watching the price rise/fall. This unstable state of
the m arket will occur w ith increasing probability as the agents becom e m ore
coordinated in their actions, ie. asm is decreased. For high m , where there
is no longer signi cant agent coordination and no crowding a ects, the $¢L-]_;3
m odel w ith Equation {19 for the price form ation is abk to avoid the unstable
attractor and thus produce m ore h arket-lke’ tin e-series as dem onstrated in
Ref. ﬁ_ﬁ]. W e can also exam ine the changing wealh of the m arket-m aker by
sin ply em ploying E quation 9. W e know that v fEl= A [ 1], so Equation
-'_9 com bined w ith E quation :_1-;5 gives us:

Wy E+ L;t]= » K P R+ 171]

1 1 1
= “ARAR 1] — = Ak 1T 20)

M

Inthecaseof vy = asihRef. t_f;], we see can see —by taking a tin e average
ofE quation :_2(_1 —that w hether the m arket-m aker’'swealth increases or decreases
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w ith tin e will depend on the dynam ics of the m arket. If the m arket is per—
sistent as in the unstable case at low m , the m arket m aker loses wealh since
M kKA £ 11> 0. Conversly if the m arket is antipersistent, the m arket—
m aker w illgain wealth sincehd EJA k£ 1]i< O.

At rstsight, i therefore seem sthat the $d_-1_3 m odelcan generate a reason-—
ably m arket-like’ state wherein the price is not unstable, i exhibits m arket-lke
dynam ics and has a m arket-m aker who is able to m ake a pro t from her rolk.
However, n order to generate this state i was necessary to use what seem s to
be an nappropriate m arket-m aking m echanism and also push the m odel into
the uncrow ded phase. Neither of these choices seem desirable in the quest for
producihg a realistic m arket m odel.

10 Conclision

Follow ing the introduction to the com m unity ofthe M inority G am g, there have
been m any proposed agent based m arket m odels, m any of which exhibit the
stylized facts” of nancialm arket tim eseries in certain param eter ranges. It
seam s however that m any of these m arket m odels lnclide one or m ore basic
assum ptions which seem inplausble when com pared to the actions of real -
nancialm arket agents.

W ih the st Wave’ ofm arketm odels it seem ed ram arkable that som any of
the stylized features of real nancial tin eseries were reproduced so well. W ith
m ore and m ore m arket m odel contenders entering the com m uniy, each with
a quite diverse set of assum ptions, i started to ook as though it was easy
to nd models which would reproduce realistic m arket-like dynam ics. It has
been proposed [_l-g‘:] that generalsystem s which have activity based on a waiting
tim e problem , w illallen py the scaling properties seen in  nancialm arket data.
N otw ithstanding this observation, w e believe that it isnot at allobvioushow one
can produce a selfconsistent m arket m odelw hich em bodies, in a non-stochastic
way, the behavior of realistic nancialm arket agents, and yet can reproduce
the Stylized facts’ of real nancialm arkets. A s we have shown in this work,
adaptation oftheM G payo structure to incorporate a m ore realistic ob fective
function results In a m odel increasingly dom inated by trending as agents’ re—
sources are ncreased. A s a result of this we are forced to look to a w ider class
of agent behavior and heterogeneiy in order to recover the dynam icalbehavior
we are looking for.

T his paper has provided a discussion of di erent aspects ofm arket m odels
and how they interact w ith each other. Instead of proposing a unique new m ar—
ketm odelofourown (thereby adding to the increasing fam ily in the literature),
we have exam Ined the di erent features one m ay want to include in a m arket
m odel, and then discussed what their e ect would be. W e hope that the re—
sulting discussion hasm anaged to provide a basic of toobox ofm odel features,
brought together by a comm on formm alian . P erhaps som e optin al com bination
of a subset of these m odel features w ill provide a new selfconsistent, realistic
yet m inin alm arket m odel. However i is likely that one needs a diversity not

29



only of agent param eter values but also of agent behavior, if one is intent on
form ing the m arket m odel.

Finally we em phasize that this paper falls Into the category of an interim
progress report on our research in this area to date — a synthesis of our work
over the past few years and thoughts, particularly in light of recent proposals
formodi ed agentbased m odels. W e would therefore welcom e any com m ents
and, In particular, criticism s of our resuls and opinions. W e also thank the
m any peopl w th whom we have enpyed discussions about nancialm odelling,
both within and outside the E conophysics com m unity.
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