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Abstract

W e present a new m icroscopic stochastic m odel for an ensem ble of interact-
Ing investors that buy and sell stocks in discrete tin e steps via lim it orders
based on individual forecasts about the price of the stock. These orders de—
termm ine the supply and dem and xing after each round (tin e step) the new
price of the stock according to which the lim ited buy and sell orders are then
executed and new forecasts arem ade. W e show via num erical sim ulation of
this m odel that the distrbution of price di erences cbeys an exponentially

truncated Levy-distribution w ith a self sim ilarity exponent 5.

PACS numbers: 05.40.4a, 0540Fb, 05.654 b, 89904+ n
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I. NTRODUCTION

In the last years a number of m icroscopic m odels for price uctuations have been de-
veloped by physicists I} {§] and econom ists [4,8]. The purmpose of these m odels is, in our
view , not to m ake speci ¢ predictions about the future developm ents of the stock m arket
(for instance w ith the intention to m ake a fortune) but to reproduce the universal statistical
properties of liquid m arkets.

Som e of these properties are an exponentially truncated Levy-distribution for the price
di erences on short tin e scales (signi cantly less than onem onth) and a linear autocorrela—
tion flinction of the prices which decays to zero within a fow m inutes Q{13].

W e present a new m icroscopic m odel w ith interacting investors in the spirit of §i2,14]
that speculate on price changes that are produced by them selves. The m ain features of the
m odel are ndividual forecasts (or prognoses) for the stock price in the future, a very sinple
trading strategy to gai pro t, lim ited orders for buying and selling stocks {]] and various
versions of interaction am ong the investors during the stage of forecasting the future price
ofa stock.

T he paper is organized as follows: In section 2 we de ne our model, In section 3 we
present the results of num erical sin ulations of this m odel including soeci ¢ exam pls of
the price uctuations using di erent interactions am ong the investors, the autocorrelation
function of the price di erences and m ost in portantly their distrioution, which tum out
to be (exponentially) truncated Levy distrbutions. Section 4 sum m arizes our ndings and

provides an outlook for further re nem ents of the m odel.

II.THE MODEL

The systam consists of one single stock w ith actualprice K (£) and N investors labeled

dentical features and are describbed at each tin e step by three variables:



P, (t) Thepersonalprognosisof nvestor iat tin e t about the price ofthe stock at tine t+ 1.

C;({t) The cash capial (rralvariabl) of nvestor iat tine t.

S; () The number of shares (Integer variable) of nvestor i at tin e t.

The system attine t= 0 is Iniialized w ith som e appropriately generated initial values for
P;kt= 0),Cik= 0) and S;({t= 0), plus a particular price for the stock.

T he dynam ics of the system evolves in discrete tine steps t= 1;2;3;:::and isde ned
as follow s. Suppose tin e step t hasbeen nished, ie. the varables K (t), P; ), C; (t) and
S; () are known. Then the follow ng consecutive procedures are executed.

M ake P rognosis

Each Investor sets up a new personal prognosis via
Pit+ 1)= &P;(+ (I x)K ) &; @)

where x 2 [0;1] is a m odel dependent weighting factor (for the nvestor’s old prognosis and
the price of the stock) and r; are independent identically distributed random variables of
m ean zero and variance thatm in ica (supposedly) stochastic com ponent In the Individual
prognosis (extemal In uence, greed, fear, sentim ents , See aJ:sb 7)) .

M ake O rders

Each investor gives his lin it order on the basis of his old and his new prognosis:

P;k+ 1) Pi@) > 0O:

Investor i puts a buy-order lin ited by P; (t), which m eans that he wants to transform all
cash C; (t) mto mtC; ©)=P; )] shares ifK ¢+ 1) P; ().

P;(t+ 1) P;(t)< O:

Investor i puts a seltorder lin ited by P; (t), which m eans that he wants to transform all

stocks into S; () K (t+ 1) cash ifK £+ 1) PRB({).

P; © iNAP(t),andJetjl; ;i v, bethe nvestors that have put a buy-order and

thejr]jmitsarerl (t) sz (t) jNE];D(t)'



C alculate new price

D e ne the supply and dem and functionsA K ) and B K ), regpectively, via

N¥a
AK)= Si K E ®©)
a=1
¥a
BK)= Sy I K B O] @)
b=1

with S 3 = IntlCy (O=P; ] the number of shares dem anded by Investor j,, and &) =1

forx Oand )= 0 forx < 0.Then the totaltumover at price K would be
ZK)=minfA K);B K)g 3)

and the new price is detemm ined is such a way that Z K ) ismaxim ized. Sihce Z K ) is

a piecew ise constant function it ismaxinalin a whole interval, say K 2 P, . ;P4 .. 1 or

weighted m ean

A@rax)+ijax BCE])max) .

K €+ 1) = E in ax
A(ijax)-l—B Cijax)

@)

N ote that the weight by the total supply and dem and takes care of the price being slightly
higher (ower) than the arithmeticmean ®;,_, + P5, ., )=2 if the supply is an aller (larger)
than the dem and.

E xecute orders

Sjb (t+ 1) = Sjb (t) + ]l'ltpjb (t):ij (t)]

Cyt+ 1)=C5(® K+ 1) (@G €E+ 1) S5 0) ©®)

Sy (t+ 1) = 0

Coft+r1)=Cy @+ S, ® K (t+ 1) ®)



IfA P, ..) < B Py,.,) then nvestor j,.x cannot buy mtC,, ,, ©=P; .. ©]but only the
rem aining shares, whereas in the caseA P, ,, ) > B P4, ,,) Investor i, 5, cannot sellallhis
shares. The orders of the Nvestors Jyax+ 1712573, and hax+17:::; &, cannot be executed
due to their Iim is.

T he execution of orders com pletes one round, m easuram ents of cbservables can bem ade
and then the next tin e step w illbe processed.

A huge variety of Interaction am ong the nnvestors can be m odeled, here we restrict
ourselves to three di erent versions taking place at the level of the individual prognosis

genesis:

at the beginning of the sim ulation) neighbors. W hen m aking an order, hem odi es his

strategy and puts In the case

X
Pit+ 1) B:®OP:i@O+ g, ©P;, ©1< ¢)0 (7)

n=1

a buy (sell) order Iim ited still by his own prognosis P; (t). W e choose the weights

L: In addition to interaction I, investor i changes the weights g after the calculation of

the new price K (t+ 1) according to the sucoess of the prognoses:

g €+ 1)=a © g

g, E+ =g O+ g @)

where fro each Investro i the index i (i, ) denotes the investor from the set

i 2 fi;435::54009 sach that absP; () K &+ 1)] is maximal
i 2 fi;45:0050 g such that abspP; () K £+ 1)] is minimal (9)

The weight g; is forced to be positive, because an Investor should believe In his own

prognosis P () .



L: In addition to Interaction I, neighbors wih weights g; £+ 1) < 0 are replaced by

random ly selected new neighbors.

IIT.RESULTS

In this section we present the results of num erical sin ulations of the m odel described
above. In what ollow swe considera system w ith 1000 investors and build ensem ble averages
over 10000 independent sam ples (ie. sin ulations) ofthe system . W e checked that the resuls
we are going to present below do not depend on the system size (the number of traders).
W hen changing the system size, ie. the number N of investors, the statistical properties of
the price di erences do not change qualitatively. Increasing N only decreases the average
volatility (varance of the price changes).

For concreteness we have chosen the follow ing param eters: the initial price of the stock
isKy= 100 (@rbitrary units, E]), Each trader has iniially C;(t= 0) = 50000 units of cash
and S;(t= 0) = 500 stocks (thus the total capital of each trader is initially 100000 units).
T he standard deviation of the G aussian random variabl z is = 001 (wih mean zero).
W e perform ed the sin ulations over 1000 tin e steps which is roughly 10 tin e longer than
the transient tin e of the process for these param eters. In other words, we are Jooking at its
stationary properties.

First we should note that In the detem nistic case = 0 no trade would take place [i:],
hence the stochastic com ponent In the Individual forecasts is essential for any interesting
tin e evolution of the stock m arket price.

W e focuson the tin e dependence ofthe price K (t), theprice change 1 ()= Kyt Ko

In an interval T, their tin e dependent autocorrelation

~hoo+ ) i o€+ )ih o O
c- )= h( r )21 h  OF o

and their probability distrdoution P ( ; (£)). T he statistical properties of the price changes

produced by our m odel depend very sensitively on the parameter x in equation ). In



particular or the case x = 1 it tums out that the total tumover decays lke t 2 in the
Interaction—free case, which in plies that after a Jong enough tin e no nvestor w illbuy or sell
anything anym ore. However, only an In niesim aldeviation from x = 1 leadsto a saturation
of the total tumover at som e nite value and trading w ill never cease.

In Figl{4 we present the resuls of the InteractionJless casewih x = 1 Fig. 1) and
x = 0 and contrast it w ith the results ofthe m odelw ith interactions I, also forx = 1 F ig.
3Yand x= 0 Fi. 4).

Forx = 0 investor idoes not look at his old prognosis but only at the actual stock price
when m aking a new prognosis. In this case the distrdoution of the price can be tted very
wellby a G aussian distribution irrespective of the version of interaction or no interaction.
The self sin ilarity exponent 1= 05 agrees with the scaling behavior of a G aussian
distribution. T he autocorrelation function of the price di erences decays altemating to zero
within a few tin e steps.

In the opposite case x = 1 investor im akes his new prognosis P; ¢+ 1) based on his
own old one and never looks at the current stock price. Now we can show that the distri-
bution ofthe price di erences decays exponentially in its asym ptotic, but the s=lf sin ilarity
exponent 1= 02 istoo an allto agree w ith a Levy stable distribbution. T he autocorrela—
tion function ofthe price di erences decays very quickly, so that there are signi cant lnear

anticorrelations only between consecutive di erences.

1= Io Il I2 I3

x = 0[/0:442/0:466|/0:472|0:472

x = 1]|0228]0212|0:185|0:185

T he selfsim jlarity exponent has been determ ined via the scaling relation P ( ¢+ = 0)
T ¥ and a linear tto thedata of P ( ¢ = 0) versus T 1n a log-log plot. These least
square ts yield the relative errors for our estin ates of the self sin ibrity exponent 1= in

the tabl above, which lay between 0:1% and 0:3% .



Iv.SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

W e presented a new m icroscopicm odel for liquid m arkets that produces an exponentially
truncated Levy-distribution w ith a self sin ilarity exponent 1= 02 Portheprice di erences
on short tim e scales. Studying the distribution on longertin e scaleswe nd that it converges
to a G aussian distrlbbution. T he autocorrelation function of the price changes decays to zero
within a f&w tim e steps. T he statistical properties of our prognosis oriented m odel depend
very sensitively on the rules how the investors m ake their prognoses.

T here are m any possibl variations of our m odel that could be studied. It is plausble
that a heterogeneous system oftraders kadsto strongerprice uctuationsand thusa an aller
value for the self sin ilarity exponent (Wwhich appears to be 1= 07 for real stock price

uctuations [1{(]) . T he starting wealth could be distriouted w ith a potential law (com parable
w ith the cluster size in the ContBouchaud m odel). O r the investors could have di erent
rules for m aking prognoses and follow Ing trading strategies. A nother possibble varation is
to I plam ent a threshold in the sin ple strategy In order to sim ulate risk aversion (the value
of the threshold could depend on the actual volatility) .

U nfortunately, forecasts for real stock m arkets cannot bem ade w ith ourm odel, because
it is a stochastic m odel. W e see possibl applications for thism odel in the pricing and the
risk m easurem ent of com plex nancial derivatives.
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FIG .1. Resuls of num erical sim ulations for the m odel w ithout interactions Ip and x = 0 (ie.
nvestors look only at their old prognosis P; (t)). Shown are the price uctuations for one sam plke
(top), the autocorrelation function Cr () or T = 1 (m iddlk) and the probability distribution

P ( r) ofthepricedi erences forT = 1.
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FIG.2. ThesameasFig. 1, howeverwih x = 1 (ie. Investors look only at the old price K (t)).
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FIG.3. Thesame asFig. 1, however w ith Interactions I; (see text) and x = 0 (le. investors

ook only at their old prognosisP; (t)) .
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FIG.4. Thesame asFig. 1, however w ith Interactions I; (see text) and x = 1 (ie. investors
ook only at the old price K (t)) . N ote the soikes In the tin e dependence of the price m arking the
signi cant enhancem ent of price uctuations that lead to the truncated Levy-distribbution of the

price changes.
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FIG .5. Theprice uctuationsK (t) (top) and the price di erence distribution P ( 1) (oottom )
of the m odel w ith interactions of the investors I, (left) and Iz (rght). Thedelta peak at 1= 0

com es from the events were no trade took place.
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