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R isk aversion in nancial decisions: A nonextensive approach

C .Anteneodo and C . T sallis’
Centro Brasikiro de Pesquisas F' sicas, R .D r. X avier Sigaud 150,

22290-180, Rio de Janeiro, RJ, Brazil

Abstract

T he sensitivity to risk that m ost people (hence, nancial operators) feel
a ectsthedynam icsof nancialtransactions. H ere we present an approach to
thisproblem based on a current generalization ofB oltzm ann-G ibbs statistical

m echanics.

An inportant question in the theory of nancial decisions is how to take into acoount
those psychological attitudes of hum an beings that produce signi cant deviations from the
deally rationalbehavior. Ik is not by chance that a new discipline that focus on such ques—
tions, behavioral nance, is starting to gain universal recognition. In fact, D anielK anhem an
from the P sychology D epartm ent at P rinoeton U niversity hasbeen awarded (together w ith
Vemon Sm ith) the 2002 Nobel Prize n Econom ics \for having ntegrated insights from
psychological research Into econom ic science, especially conceming hum an judgm ent and
decision-m aking under uncertainty" [i1.

Indeed, one of the hum an attitudes w ith in portant consequences in  nancial decision
m aking is the risk aversion (attraction) that m ost peopl feel when they expect to gann
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(lose) . This sensitivity to risk is also observed In anim als such as rats, birds and honeybees
Rlwhen they are exposed to variabl food sources w ith di erent statistical properties, such
asm ean or variance, of the o ered quantity of food.

T heusualpreference fora sure choice over an altemative ofequally oreven m ore favorable
expected value is called risk aversion. A ctually, m ost pecpl present the tendency to feel
aversion to risk when they expect to gain w ith m oderate or high probability, and attraction
to risk when they expect to lose. However, these tendencies are Inverted for very low
probabilities B1.

N aturally, this pattem of attitudes a ects m ost hum an decisions since chance factors
are always present, eg., In m edical strategies, in gambling or In nancial transactions. In
particular, In the context of nances, the attitude of econom ic operators under risky choices
clearly is one of the m ain Ingredients to be kept in m ind for realistically m odeling m arket
dynam ics.

In the present text, we want to discuss the sensitivity to risk within the context of
nonextensive statistical m echanics B/5]. In order to do so we apply m ethods of statistical
physics, a strategy that has proved to be very usefil in several previous works [{] (see also
[1] or general discussions on the application of statistical physics m ethods in econom ics).
T he nonextensive form alisn was introduced over a decade ago by one of us 4] and firther
developed [B], with the ain of extending the dom ain of applicability of statisticalm echanics
procedures to system s where Boltzm ann-G bbbs BG ) standard formm alisn presents serious
m athem atical di culties or just fails. Tndeed, there is an increasing num ber of system s for
which the standard m athem atical expressions of BG statistics appear to be happropriate.
Som e of these cases can be satisfactorily treated w ithin the new , nonextensive form aligm .
T herefore, a considerable am ount of applications In m any elds have been advanced In the
literature [B]. T he wide range of applications probably is deeply related to the ubiquity of
fractal structures, power-law s, selforganized criticality in nature.

T he nonextensive statistics is based on the follow ing entropic form
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where W is the total number of m icroscopic con gurations i with probability p;. This

expression recovers, n the Iim it gq! 1, the usualBolzm ann-G bbs-Shannon entropic form
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W ihin the nonextensive formm alism , suitable expectation values of a given quantiy A

are calculated as nom alized gexpectation values, de ned through

N
p_c-fA i
HA i L}; ; 3)
Jq
By

=1
where A ; is the value that the cbservable A adopts In con guration i.

C om ing badk to econom ics, traditionally, the analysis of decision m aking under risk was
treated through the \expected utility theory" EUT) B, on the assum ption that individuals
m ake rational choices. M ore precisely, the expected value E , corresponding to the prosoect
P X1;P17:::5%0 5P ) such that the outcom e x; (gain if positive; loss if negative) occurs
w ith probabiliy p;, isgiven by E P ) = * (x;) pi, where the weighting function  (x;)
m onotonically increases w ith x;. (C learly, zlstaUSUCaJJy fair gam e corresponds to  (x;) =
X;.) There are however aspects of risk sensitivity that are not adequately contem plated
within EUT . Such features were exhibited, through experin ents w ith hypothetical choice
problem s, by K ahnem an and Tversky {3]. They then proposed a generalization to EUT
equation w ithin \progpect theory" PT) BI: E @) = x i) (p;), where the weighting
function (p ;) m onotonically ncreases w ith p;. o

M ore recently, PT was generalized [12] using a rank dependent or cum ulative represen—
tation where the \decision weight" m ultiplying the value of each outocom e is distinguished
from the probability weight. This interesting generalization is however irrelevant for the
present discussion, where we willdealw ith sin ple prosoects w ith a single positive outcom e

in which case both versions coincide.



T he typical shape (corresponding to the m ost frequent hum an attitude) of the weight
(o ;) basically is, as sketched by Tversky and collaborators 3103] on the ground of ex-
perim ents and observations, an Increasing function, concave for low and convex for high
probabilities, with (©) = 0, (1) = land @ )= p, or some p typically verifying
0 < p < 1=2. The Pllow ng fnctional form s have been proposed B8] In the context of
nonextensive statistical mechanics: (@) = p% @2 <)and @) = p=pi+ 1 p)9,
usually referred to as escort prokability. O ther functional fomm s are also avaibbl In the
literature [I1], such as ) = pP=p+ @ p)f9and () = p=p"+ A (1 p)?], where
A > 0. Clarly, A = 1 recovers the escort probability. In all these cases, each individual
can be characterized by a set of param eters w hich yields a particular (o) representing the
sub Ective processing that a given Individual m akes of known probabilities p In a chance
gam e.

In the regin e of m oderate and high probabilities, hum an behavior can be satisfactorily
described by the weighting finction () = p 9. This expression, which has a sim pler form
than other weights describbing the fulldom ain, is the one that we w ill adopt throughout the
present text.

Let us illustrate, through a sin pl exam pl, the kind of choice problem s we are referring
to. The proponent of a transaction typically asks: \W hat do you prefer: to receive w ith
certainty $ 85,000 or to play a gam e where you receive $100,000 w ith probability 0.85 and
nothing with probability 015?". The gam e occurs only once. In this case m ost peoplke
choose to take the m oney.

C karly, the present gam es are not the kind of operationsthat actually occurin a nancial
m arket. However in the sense of the theory of nancial decisions, they paradigm atically
llustrate the risk aversion phenom enon.

One can think in tem s of nom alized gexpectation values as ollow s
hhgain=take the m oneyii; = 85;000 4)

and



100;000 0857+ 0 0:157

hgain=play the gam eii; = 0857+ 045 )

N otice that the standard expectation valie ofthe gam e isalso $ 85,000; this corresponds
to an ideally rationalplayer, ie., g= 1. Since m ost people prefer to take the m oney, this
m eans that m ost people have g< 1 for this particular decision gam e. For the loss problem ,
an analogous reasoning leads to g< 1 also, therefore unifying both situations.

Now, how can wem easure the value of g that characterizes the attitude of an individual
In connection with a particular gam e? The person is asked to choose between having the
quantity X in handsorplaying the gam e of receiving ¥ = $100,000 w ith probability P = 0:85
and nothing w ith probability 0:15. Then we keep changing (typically decreasing) the value
ofX and asking again until the person changes hister) m ind at a certain value X .. Then,

the value of g associated w ith that person, for that problem , is given by the equality

100;000 0857+ 0 0:157
Ve = ©®)
0859+ 0:152

In particular if the threshold value is 85;000, thism eans that the individual acts rationally,
wih g= 1.

If unnom alized g-expectation values were considered instead of (:3), ie. if A dig
F " piA;, then it is easy to show thatmost individuals act with g> 1.

In a recent work [I3] we investigated the consequences of risk averse attitudes in the
dynam ics of econom ic operations. W e Introduced an autom aton sin ulating m onetary trans-
actions am ong operatorsw ith di erent attitudes under risky choices. E lem entary operations
were of the standard type used in hypothetical choice problem s that exhbit risk aversion ],
that is, of the type illustrated above. By follow ing the tin e evolution of the assst position
of the operators, it is possibl to conclude on the consequences of each particular attitude.
W e concentrated on problem s where m oderate or high probabilities are involved.

W e considered di erent cases: In A (alterreferential), the proponent operator som ehow
know s the psychology of the other (characterized by o); in S (selfreferential), the propo-

nent ignores of and attributes to the other operator his/her own value of g; nally, in C



(consensual), the two operators act by consensus. D i erent restriction rules on the level of
Indebtedness of the operators were also considered in the m odel.

O ne observes that the type of conditions lim iing indebtedness are critical or de ning
the nature of the Iong term evolution, ie., existence or not of a nontrivial steady state. If
Individuals becom e perm anently forbidden to trade from the instant their assstsbecom e less
than a m inin al quantity M (restrictions of type PR, standing for permm anent restraints)
then the assets evolve to a trivial steady state w here there is concentration ofwealth around
the m ore rationalplayer (@ D irac —function centered at g= 1 or at the boundary closer to
g= 1). This resul is Independent of the initial distrioution ofq.

W e also considered opportunistic indebtm ent restraints (type OR, standing for oppor—
tunistic restraints) where agents can operate inde niely exospt that they do not pay when
they would have to do so if at a given step of the dynam ics their assets becom e less the
mihmalquantiy M (ie., operators can becom e sw indlers occasionally). In this case the
system evolves to a nontrivial steady state. T he details of this steady state depend, am ong
other factors, on the distrlbution of the param eter g of the operators. In Fig. 1 @), we
exhli the average am ount of m oney of the operators M (g;t) as a function of their g for
di erent tim e nstants (the average is taken over a large num ber of realizations (histories)
). The initial distrbution of g was a uniform distrloution in [0;4] since about 75% of the
peoplk are risk-averse w hen high probabilities are nvolved (in the sin ulations we considered
unnom alized expected values, therefore m ost ndividuals act with g > 1). The m axinum
of the distrbution depends on the hypothesis m ade on the value of g of the partner. For a
hypothesis of type A, the rational player w ins, for type S there are m axin a on both sides
ofg= 1 (the absolute one being org> 1, ie, agents who are conservative for gains). For
the consensus case C, them axinum asset occurs org> 1 (form ore details see Ref. [13))

Interestingly enough, som e level of tolerance w ith regard to those who owe m oney avoids
extrem e wealth inequality to becom e the stationary state. H owever, one m ust kesp in m ind
that In our sin ulations the distrbution of g iskept xed along the dynam ics and, therefore,

the psychologicale ect ofasset position isnot being taken into acoount in the present m odel.



T he inclusion of such ingredient in the dynam ics would provide an in proved, m ore realistic

m odel.
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FIGURES

FIG .1l. T in e evolution of assets w ith Indebtedness restraint of kind OR (w ithout exclusion of
those who are ndebted) w ith thresholdM = 100. @ M (@t) M o)=aM o vs. gattem =N = 25000
when the steady state is already attained. Lines correspond to sinulations averaged on 2 103
histories w ith uniform iniial assets M (g;0) = M, = 1000, number of agents N = 40, quota
Interchanged in thegame S = 100 and probability for playing thegameP = 0:85. ) M (G ax;b)
vs. tand (C) gy ax VS. t, where g, ax m axin izesM (g;t). T he initialdistrbution of assets is uniform

In D,4]. The steady state does not depend on the initial distribbution of assets.
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