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A bstract

W e proposed a m arket sim ulation m odel (m icro m odel) which displays
m ultifractality and reproduces m any In portant stylized facts of specu-
Jative m arkets. From this m odel we analytically extracted the MM AR
m odel M ultifractalM odelofA sset R etums) f_3l] for the m acroscopic lim it.

1 Introduction

Current Studies by M arket Sim ulations
M any studies have tried to reproduce the stylized facts of speculative m arkets
by m eans ofm arket sin ulation w ith the ain ofunderstanding the true nature of
speculative m arkets. Stylized facts studied Include (1)fattail, (2)long-m em ory
ofnonlinear function ofretums, (3)short-m em ory ofraw retumsand 4)thetin e
scale invariance property. In addition, recently m any em pirical Investigations
have shown the m ultifractality of tim e serdes of speculative m arkets i_]:]. These
stylized facts are very characteristic and universal so that we expected if the
sty lized facts could be reproduced by a m arket sim ulation, we could narrow the
cause of these facts n order to analyze the cause and e ect. Recently m any
m arket sim ulations have succeeded in reproducing som e of the facts, but these
reports have given di erent or even contradictory explanations. The di erent
resultsbetween reports com es from the nature ofm ultiagent sim ulations, which
includes a ot of freedom . Though we believe the fractality (or m ultifractality)
has been one of the m ost in portant feature of the speculative m arkets since
rst m entioned by M andebrot, m ost m arket sin ulations have not exam ine this
aspect. T his research isbased on the ©llow ng point of view .
E xtraction ofM acro M odel from M icro M odel
In this research, we de ne the m odel which inclides individual variables for
each agent \the m icro m odel". (eg. Each trader’s param eters used in buy-sell
decisions.) W e de ne the m odelwhich is described only w ith m acro variables
such as price and volum e \the m acro model". W e belive such extraction is
In portant for understanding of the m echanism of speculative m arket, as i was
rst em phasized by Takayasu et. aL'_ffl]. This also m akes the correspondence
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betw een the result and the cause clear. T he follow ing table com pares 3 previous
m acro m odel stochastic equations.

GARCH | FBM H 6 05) | MMAR
(2)long m em ory no yes yes
(3)short m em ory yes no yes
(4) fractality no yes yes

A s seen In the table, The GARCH modeland FBM (FractionalBrownian M o—
tion) m odel can reproduce only a part of the stylized facts. TheM M AR m odel
B], proposed by B .M andelbrot can reproduce m ost of the m ain stylized facts.
In addition, the m odel can show both long-m em ory and M artingale property
sin ultaneously.

MMAR M odel

MM AR model can be described as ollow s.

IogP () logP (0)= Bx [ ®] @)

Here, By (t) is a fractional Brownian m otion with selffa n index H, and ()
is a stochastic trading tim e which is a cum ulative distribbution function ofm ul-
tifractalm easure. (T he trading tim e is counted every tin e a trade occurs.)

An exam pl ofm ultifractalm easure is

¥
= M x @)
k=0

Here, M y = M (1; 2;:: k) iIsa stochastic variable which changesw ith the kth
tine scale. By (t) and (t) are assum ed to be independent. Them eaning ofthis
m odel is that the price changes under fractional B row nian m otion along w ith
the trading tin e, but the trading tin e show sm ultifractality.

2 Proposed M arket M odel

In thism odel, we ain ed at analytically extracting the m acro m odel from the
m icrom odel sacri cing som e reality.
Tin e Scale

In ourdaily liveswe comm only apply m any layers of tin e scales.
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W e supposed that the role ofm any layers needed form ultifractality was carried
by the di erent nform ation in each layer. Each trader decides his judgm ent
based on such inform ation. In thism odel, allthe inform ation com es from exter—
nalsources (eg. am acro index such asGD P ). This isbecause price and trading
tin e are Independent In the M M AR m odel, and if a trader’s jadgm ent decides

the trading tim e, he cannot refer to the prices for his judgm ent.




T rader Judgm ent

M i isthe strength of inform ation for source k. G enerally if a trader’s Judgm ent
consists of the com bination of the logical products (and) and the logical sum s
(or) of several sources of inform ation

(M, andM ) orM 3 )and M4 0rM s ) andM ¢

this can be rew ritten In the form

Ml ansz andM4 and M 6) or

™MsandM 4 and M ¢) or ... etc.

W e supposed a trader m akes an order in single shares wih a probability in
proportion to the strength of his reference sources of inform ation. Here, we do
not distinguish between buying order and selling order. The strength of the
source of inform ation M ¢ is a stochastic variable, and m x is is sam ple value.
W e de ne the probability of a trader m aking an order, as follow s.

Xll Xll Y( 1 hik h
7 izk
i®= M 1M 02M o3M 04M sM oM M g:iM g = M ok M
=1 j=1k=0
3)
X
h; = (izshiei) = 0;0;0;1;0;0;1;0::) hix = K z
k=1

Here, K is the number of the layers of tin e scale and these layers respectively

include each source of nfom ation that is available for traders. 1; is the num ber
of Iines including only logical products. For sin plicity, we set L = 1. A trader
uses the Inform ation of K z sources, because he uses only z num ber of sources
whose corresponding elem ent ofhish isequalto 1. M gx isa xed stochastic
variable and is alwaystakesm g = 05. M x takeseitherm; = 09 orm, = 0:1

in random order, at the intervals of 5

M arket P rice

W e suppose that tradersm ake an order by the equation (3) and all orders are

traded. Then the trading frequency and volum e of the m arket is in proportion

to follow ing equation.

bl

© = i @)

1
N i=1

Here, N is the number of traders. Like the MM AR m odel, every uni of the
trading tin e is set every tin e a trade is com plted. In this case the trading
tim e is proportional to trading frequency. T he price is assum ed to behave in
fractional Brownian m otion (FBM ) along this trading tine. Here, H = 05 for
which FBM isnom alBrownian m otion.

E xtraction of the M acro M odel

U sing the trading frequency in an tin e interval (volume) (t), H oolder expo—



nents, scaling functions and m ultifractal spectrum s are calculated as follow s.
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H oolder exponents
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m ultifractal spectrum N >> 1,K >> 1)
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3 Simnulation

W e show the results of the m icro m odel and the m acro m odel. T here are som e
studies that state nom alm om ent estin ation lacks accuracy, so we adopted the
MF_ DFA M ultiFractalD etrended F luctuation A nalysis) m ethod [r_Z] formuli-
fractalanalysis. T he param etersused wereN = 1000;K = 50;T = 10000;m 1 =
0:9;m, = 0:id;z= 0:d.W e generated tin e serdes i the length of 107.



Fig. il shows the stylized facts of speculative m arkets. Fig. 4 (top) show gth
m om ents of frequency (eff) and retum (right) in log log scale. They are
located along the straight lines, ie. they show fractal properties. Fig. ::4’ (m id-
dl) show scaling functions of frequency (left) and retum (right). They show

the m ultifractal property stronger in the m arket sim ulation than in the m acro
m odel. Fjg:_Z (bottom ) show m ultifractal spectrum s. In this case, it appears the
di erence between random walk and the m acro m odel is am all, because in the
left and right side of the graph, large values of fyjdom inate. The result of the
m arket sin ulation clearly show sm ultifractal property.

4 Conclusion

W e Proposed an exam ple of a m arket sin ulation (m icro m odel) that showed
m ultifractal properties. The characteristic aspect of our m odel is that each
trader m akes his decision by the logical products of a few probabilities, which
represent each tin e scale respectively and show sthe appropriateness or accuracy
ofa source of nform ation. From thism arket sin ulation m odel, we can extract
the M M AR m odelas a m acroscopic stochastic equation for the 1m it of N > >

1;K >> 1. This sinple simnulation can m ake clear what is the cause of each
stylized fact, and which facts com e from the sam e cause.

1. Fattaildepends on the kind ofm ultifractal cascade of trading tim e.
2. Long-m em ory is caused by m ultifractal cascades.

3. Short-m em ory is caused by the B row nian m otion ofprice along the trading
tine.
4. M ultifractal property is caused by m ultifractal cascades.

5. The Jayersofa tim e scale orighhates from the tim e scale Jayersused in our
daily lives.

6. The m ultifractal cascade origihates from each trader’s strategy through
sources of nform ation representing each tim e scale.
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T he com parison ofm arket sim u]au'én, m acro m odel and random walk.
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Figure 1: stylized factsm
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Figure 2: M ultifractal P roperty



