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W e study investm ent strategy in di erentm odelsof nancialm arkets, w here the investors
cannot reach a perfect know ledge about available assets. T he investor spends a certain
e ort to get inform ation; this allow s hin to better choose the investm ent strategy, and
puts a selective pressure upon assets. T he best strategy is then a com prom ise between
diversi cation and e ort to get inform ation.

1. Introduction

Standard theory in nance assum es perfect lnform ation. For exam ple, portfolio
theories and CAPM (Capial A sset P ricing M odel) reduce investm ent strategies
to a m echanic optin ization problem , w ith a given set of param eters like expected
retums and volatility (see R]). In real life the property of an asset, say a stodk,
cannot be characterized sin ply by a few param eters. In fact the possible sources of
In uenceon a stockspricem ustbeunlim ited. O n the otherhand, not allparam eters
are as in portant and nobody has in niee ortto study allofthenm .

W e present an altemative study of investm ent strategies. W e consider all the
Inform ation is In perfect, but upon the Investor’s diligent e ort, the precision can
be mmproved. But there is a lim it: even with in nite e ort precise prediction is
not possble. T his is sin ilar in spirit w ith the approach followed by G rossm an and
Stiglitz (4], but our approach is sin pler and has w ider applicability. T he in portant
di erence separates ours from [4] is that we do not equalize Inform ation cost and
its m onetary valie. W e use instead the concept of e ort, which cannot always
be bought| having to do with an Investor’s experience and quality. T hese hum an
factors were consistently om itted In econom ics literature.

W e use two sets of param eters (le. nform ation): one is the reality which can
never be known exactly; the other the perceived values which are always distorted
by investors. W ith increased e ort an investor can im prove the precision of infor-
m ation, leading to better gains. Not only an investor gains, thanks to his diligent
e ort, he does also a social service by putting pressure on the w orse perform ing op—
portuniy (eg. a stock), whereas encouraging the better opportunity to grow w ith
Increased capial. In a sense every increase In e ort puts additional evolutionary
pressure am ong the opportunities.
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Human e ort is always nite. Be it a big investm ent bank or a day trader,
the e ort (including m onetary cost) that can be used to search out m ore precise
Infom ation about investm ent opportunities. If this sounds evident, then we are led
to the nevitable conclusion that a rational investor should not diversify too much.
T he logic runs as follow s: an investor has the totale ort to spend on nding out
Inform ation. There are a su ciently large num ber of opportunities avaibble. If
he concentrate on only one of them , then he can expect to obtain good quality of
Inform ation on that one, whilk rem ains ignorant of all the others. W e know that
diversi cation isa good thing: it reduces uctuation w ith the sam e expected \gain".
Thusm ore leverage can be used to achieve higher gain, w ith the sam e volatility. So
our Investor would heed the advice from standard theory to djyersj@| but only to
a point. In fact, the rationalway for hin is diversify som ew hat, to still obtain a
reasonable estin ate of the considered options. T here is a com prom ise between the
bene tofdiversi cation and despened know ledge. Too m uch diversi cation dilutes
hise ort since he hasto divide histotalavailable e ort am ong the altematives. O £
course the totaldiversi cation is also a strategy, if he hasno e ort/tim e to study
the Investm ent opportunities, then he is well advised to buy into an index fund.
But, on the other hand, if everybody does the sam e: ie. uses noe ort strategy,
then the evolutionary pressure is no longer there, and the Index (ie. the average
expected gain of all the opportunities) would not even be there!

W e also consider the structure of an investm ent network. In investm ent there
are socalled Favorabl Games (G s), provided by producers (see [3]). However,
producers cannot keep all the potentialbene t to them selves since the Initial uc—
tuations are very large. T here isa sym biosisbetw een the producers and speculators,
In fact they form a network. T he network as a whole acts as an organisn ofdigest-
Ing the originalFG s, w ith successive levels absorbing the initial shocks, tranam itted
from the producers dow nstream . Farther away from the initial producer level, the
shocks are m ore and m ore attenuated, but the expected gains also get reduced. In
a society som eébody m ay nd hin self sitting com fortably at the "safer" levels, whik
som e otherm ight be interested in  nding a place on the front "producer line". This
web-lke network in fact can be argued asthemost e cient system in  nding and
exploiting the orighalFG s.

2. Inform ation and D iversi cation

A reasonable way to describe assets price variations (on a given tim escale) is to
assum e them to be m ultiplicative random walks w ith log-nom alstep. T his com es
from the assum ption that grow th rates of prices are m ore signi cant that their ab—
solute variations. So, we describe the price ofa nancialassets asa tin e-dependent
m ultiplicative random process. W e introduce a set of N G aussian random variables
x; (t) depending on a tin e param eter t. By this set, we de ne N independentmul-
tiplicative G aussian random walks, whose assigned discrete tin e evolution is given
by

s+ 1) = &€ “p; () @1)



vestm ent, one can choose di erent risk-retum strategies. Here, by optin ization we
will m ean the m axin ization of the typical capial growth rate of a portfolio. In
[l] it was shown that a capitalW (t), Invested Into di erent nancial assets who
behave as m ultiplicative random walks, grow s aln ost certainly at an exponential
rate hin Ww(t;rt)l) i, where one m ust average over the distrdbution of the single m ulti-
plicative step. W e assum e that an Investm ent isdiversi ed according to the K elly’s
optimn um Investm ent fraction, in order to m axin ize the typical capial grow th rate
over N assets w ith identical average retum = he**®i 1 and squared volatility
= e ®j n:®4i2 On each asset, the investor will allocate a fraction f; of
his capital, according to the retum expected from that asset. T he tin e evolution
of the total capital is ruled by the follow ing m ultiplicative process
i3
W+ )= 0+ £e&° W ©: 2)
i=1

First, we oort,sjderthe case of an unlim ited investm ent, ie. we put no restriction to
the value of 1 fi. The typical grow th rate

i=

X
Viyp = hIn [L + f; €*F 1) 23)
=1
ofthe Investor’s capitalcan be calculated through the ollow ing 2nd-order expansion
n e 1 ifwe assum e that uctuations of prices are sm all and uncorrelated, that
seam s to be quite reasonable (see also [1]):

X f?
Vigp £ Ge®1 1) 71 (IEZXi 2R i+ 1)1: 2.4)
i=1

By solving & Vi, = 0, it easy to show that the optim alvalie for f; is £77( ; )=

—;— Pralli. W e assum e that the investor has a little ignorance about the real
value of , thatwe represent by a Gaussian uctuation around the realvalue of
In the investor’sm ind, each asset isdi erent, because ofthis uctuation ;= + ;.
The ; aredrawn from the sam e distrbution, with h ;i= 0 as errors are nom ally
distrbbuted around the realvalie. W e suppose that the investorm akesan e ortE
to investigate and get inform ation about the statistical param eters ofthe N assets
upon which he will spread his capial. So, his ignorance (ie. the width of the
distrbbution ofthe ;) about the realvaluie of ; willbe a decreasing function ofthe
e ort \per asset"ﬁ—; more, we suppose that an even In nie e ort willnot m ake
this ignorance vanish. In order to plug these assum ptions in the m odel, we w rite
the w idth ofthe distrdbbution of as

hii= T
i1=Dot (E) ; @53)

wih > 0.Asonecan see, the greater isE , the m ore exact is the perception, and
better is the investm ent. D o is the asym ptotic ignorance. A 11 the invested fraction



£oPt( ;; ) willbedi erent, according to the investor’s perception. A ssum ing that
the ; are anall, we expand allf;( + ;) in equation C_Z-;Z'.) up to the 2nd order in

i, and after averaging over the distrdbution of ;, we obtain the m ean value of the
typical capital grow th rate for an investor who providesa given e ortkE :

N
Vigp = N A Do + (E) )B 1] 2.6)

w here 5 ) ?
€ ) )
N Tt e

A =
W earenow ableto nd the optin alnumber ofassetsto be included in the portfolio
(ie., or which the investm ent is m ore advantageous, taken into account the e ort
provided to get inform ation), by solving %Vtyp = 0; it easy to see that the optin al
num ber of assets is given by
A Do 1
N °Pt =E[—F1; 2.8

®) [ T+ B ] 2.8)
that is an Increasing function ofthee ort E , asone can see In the exam plk ofF ig.
1. N otice that ifthe Investorhasno 1im it in the totalcapital fraction invested in the
portfolio (so that it can be greater than 1, ie. the investor can invest m ore m oney
than he has, borrow Ing it from an extemal source), the capial can take negative
values, ifthe assets ncluded in the portfolio encounter a sin ultaneousnegative step.
So, if the total investm ent fraction is greater than 1, we should take Into account
also the cost of refinding loss to the bank, to predict the typicalgrow th rate ofthe
capial

3. K now ledge drives Selective P ressure

W e suppose that the Investor can choose am ong N di erent option with di erent
average retums. W e assum e that each asset has an average retum ; = he®i 1,
wih i = 1;:::;N, and a volatility . As a reasonabl hypothesis, we assum e
that in a m arket, good and bad stocks are equally distributed, but m ost of them
behave In an interm ediate way. W e suppose that the ; aredrawn from a G aussian
distrbbution w ith m ean m and variance D , whose density function iswxritten ().
Here,m playsthe role ofam arket Index. M oreover, the Investor’s perception isnot
exact: given a set  of realization of the m arket, ie. a set of i, the investor adds
a little \error" ; on each asset: from the investor’s point ofview , the set  appears
tobetheset %= £ S = ;+ ;9;. The ; are ndependent random variables drawn
from a G aussian distrbbution w ith zero m ean and variance d. d is then a m easure
of the precision of the investor. The analler is d, the clarer is the investor’s
perception of the assets. O ne can give a rough estim ate of the typical grow th rate
ofan investorwho can choose am ong the N assets to diversify hisportfolio. F irst of
all, the investor w ill Jook for assets w ith positive average retum: In his perception,
he w illthen include i his portHlic only the assetsw ith a positive ?. Asthe ; and
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the ; are G aussian distribbuted, the S w ill be distributed as a G aussian variable
with mean m and variance d+ D . Thus, to estin ate the number n of assets to
be ncluded In the portfolio, we will use is expectation valuen ’ N P rob( 0> 0y,
where P rob( °> 0) is the probability to have a value of ° greater than 0. G iven
a st ;,weputthem In a decreasing order, sothat ;> > :::> y .Onecan
estin ate the value ofthe ;, that we note where now the index i is referred to the
order, by m eans of the condition P ( > ;) = N—i,thatjs

p— 1
;=m+ DT (=): (3.9)
n

where we have noted by T (x) the function

Z . sz
e 2
x ! T ) ft2 R j -pZ:ds= xXg; (3.10)
1

ie. the \inverse function" ofthe gaussian cum ulative distrbution. A sin [1], onew ill
allocate a fraction fope ( ) = —;— on an asset w ith average retum  and volatility
. The average value (ie. with respect to the distrbbution of errors and over all
the possible realization ofthe m arket) ofthe typical grow th rate of an investorwho
providesa given e ort E isgiven by eq.:_2_.'4, who can be w ritten, in case of \an all"

retums, as
- X f2.(i+ )
Wip ( jdE))1= [ifope (it ) B —

i=1

(2+ & 3.11)

Again,weexpand f°*( + ) upto2ndorderin ,and take the averagew ith respect
of the distribution of the ;, to obtains the expressions for the m om ents of £f;. If
we note Vg = Wy, ( ;0)i, the typical grow th rate of an investor provided w ith a
perfect know ledge of the assets, we are then able to w rite

X2y

NI Q.

Wep ( jdE))I= Vo

i=1

where d is a decreasing function ofthe e ort. So, as expected, W, ( ;dE ))iisa
Increasing finction ofthe e ort provided to get a better know ledge of the m arket,
as it is shown In Fig. 2 referring to a ten assetsm arket w ith a average grow th rate
of 05%.

4. F ixed Investm ent Fraction

An Investm ent must be diversi ed upon di erent assets, to reduce uctuation
and increase typicalgrow th. But In order to reduce uctuations, the investorm ust
Inclide less advantageous assets in his portfolio, in a realistic case. This leads to
an optin al num ber of assets included in the portfolio. This m echanism has been
described by [L]. If the Investm ent is diversi ed upon n di erent assets w ith the



follow ing set of average retums and volatilities £ ;; g for i 1, a priori the
nvestors should put a fraction rj = ——. We assume that + 2 as it
is often the case In real nance. Thus, the Investor should allocate the capial
fraction ry( ;; )’ — () on each asset. Ifths total nvested fraction is xed, and
equal to C, we have to satisfy the condition Ii; ,n=2C .PThjs can be done by
Introducing a Lagrange m ultiplier (n) with the condition r.l‘= ; (o m)) = C,
and then the optim al fraction to be invested on asset 1 is f; = - n). Assets
available on m arket are not allequal. W e suppose to have N assets w hose average
retum and squared volatility are £ ;; g. Again, we can reorder the ; to have

1> 2> :1::> y .Wesupposethatthe ; aredistributed asa G aussian variable
around a m ean valuem wih a square deviation equalto D . The m ean value acts
as an average variation of the m arket index, and the deviation D is a m easure of
the m arket volatility. M oreover, Investor hasn’t got an exact perception of the real
valie ;: in hisperoception, the th assetshas an average retum 2 = ,+ ;,where

; are drawn from a G aussian distrdbution, wih mean valie h 1 = 0 and square
deviation h?i= d. The m ore exact is the peroeption, the an aller is the d. So, In
the investor’s perception, assets drift valies 2 are still distrdbbuted as a G aussian
variable, with the same mean value m and variance D + d, as it is the varance
of the sum oftwo G aussian variables. T hus, the Investor is led to put on the i-th
assets a fraction rj ( (i); ). To have the m axin al diversi cation, the investor has
to choose the \best" n assets satisfying the condition that the related investm ent
fraction r; is bigger that the Lagrange m u]tga]jer (n) built upon the n assets, as
seen In [L]. Fora given n,we haven @)= ri‘: 1% C. The condition to have n
assets Included in the portolio, isthat , > (@) and 41 < (nP+ 1). Then, the
optin alvalue of n is given by the selfconsistent equation nn, = ri‘: . C.To
evaluate rj, we use a rough estin ate for S, that we note _(i), obtained through the
condition P rob( S > _S) = Ni . Recalling to the reader the de nition :23:.ib) of the
function T, we can w rite

— p— 1
=m+ D +dT (N—): (4.13)
By replacing this expression In the selfconsistent equation, we obtain
C n x i
p—— + nT (—) T (—)= 0: (4.14)
O +d) NTo,, N

By solving this equation, one obtains an estin ate of the number of assets upon
which an investor w ith an \ignorance" d w ill invest. T he dependence on N show s
that in a m ore populated m arket there w ill be m ore assets on which it could be
worth to invest, rather than a less populated one, so that the diversi cation ofthe
portolio can be m ade over all \good" assets.

5. Know ledge is a D riving Force: a Single C ell case

Now we ook w ith m ore detailthe case ofan investor forced to put allhis capital
ontwoassets (f;+ £, = 1), that we still represent asm ultiplicative G aussian random



waks
pic+ 1) = & Pp;); 5.15)

fori= 1;2.Wenotebym; and ; themean and the variance ofthe random walk
xi, fori= 1;2. Ifby £ we note the fraction invested on asset \1", after a 2nd order
expansion In x; and x,, and assum ing that m f iy Wweget

1 1

Ve © £t —)+ (@ f)(m2+72> f27 a f%f; (5.16)

and it is easy to see that the value of £ that m axin ize the typical grow th rate is

£ 55 5) = %+ %: (5.17)
W e assum e that the investor has a w rong perception of the real statistical param e~
tersm ; andm , ofthe assets. Then, in hisperceptionm { = m 1+ ; andmJ = m,+ ,
are the m ean values of the random walks, then he will allocate a fraction equalto
£P*mY; ;). If ; and , areGaussian variabkswith hi= 0Oandh?i= d, Vi, too
becom es a random variable, whose density function is easily calculated by m eans of
standard probability relations for fiinctions of random variable.

1P Vo Vv
P(V)=E SVy V)exp +A V m)+B V. m);
w here
2d
S = —; (548)
1+ 2
12 2+m1 my
A = Probx< — ) (5.19)
2d
l; 2+m2 mi
B = Probix< — ); 520)
2d
m m + m,)?
v, - 1 2 1 2 m 1 2); 521)
2 8 2( 1+ 2)
RVO

the renom alization constant Z issuch that | P (V)dV = 1, and the probability

finction appearing In the expression of A and B is referred to a nom ally distrdbbuted

random variable. IfA and B are sm all, the last two temm s in the density fiinction

can be dropped and we obtain the follow ing derivative, as shown in Fig. 3, where

wehave xed the average grow th ratesequalto 1% (rboth assets), and volatilities
to 30% (forboth assets):

Weypild) = —— <0 (622)

6. Investm ent N etw ork



W e Introduce a set of identically distrbuted m ultiplicative random walks, to
describe price variations:
pi(ct+ 1) = € p; () (623)

fori= 1;::4;N . Wenoteby ( and ( their average retum and volatility, as
de ned above. W e note by hi the average over the distrbution of the x. The
web-lke m odel is built in the follow ing way. Starting from i = 1, each pair of
consecutive assets p; (£) and pit 1 (£) becom es a two-assets portfolio for an investor,
whose capitalstock follow sa random walk driven by the \basic" random walksp; (t).
In thisway,weobtain anew set ofN investor (one foreach pairofsubsequent assets),
whose capitals describes a m ultiplicative random walk \driven" by the basic one.
Tterating this process of \tw o-assets nvesting" over this new set of random walk,
and assum Ing periodic boundary conditions (ie. we add a N+ 1-th site at each
level identicalto the st site), we build a network m ade of subsequent levels of N
nvestors, that we note W ;' where 1 stands for the Jeveland i is the site index. The
capital of each investors then follow s a m ultiplicative random walk. W e introduce
a generalized m ultiplicative step, or \retum", by the de nition

@
w et 1
R — t* 1, (6.24)

The set of the N basic random waksp; (t) is the O-th level, so that W ,* () = p; (©)
and Ri(o) ) = 1®  Even if the m odel still rem ains a sim ple description of eco—
nom ical system s, it takes Into account two factors: 1) the need of diversi cation of
a portfolio, in order to absorb the shocks; 2) the in possbility of getting a perfect
know ledge about all econom ic factors, that leads to an upper lim it for the diver-
si cation itself. If one could get nform ation \for free", he could invest on all the
favorable assets, (see Fig. 4). In ourm odel, each agent invests a constant fraction
f ofhis capialin each ofthe two assets who stand below hin . So, investors at the
I+ 1-th level are ruled by the ollow Ing set of equations ofm otion:

(I+ 1)

w P er =10 26+ RO+ R, 0w M ©: (6.25)
orl= 0;1;2;:::. From eq. {j6:2:3), it can be easily seen that
rR*Ye 1 2+ t®% 0+ RP 0): (626)
and by iteration over allvalues of 1, we obtain
Xl
1
RYPm=1 Q@ff+ 1 | : R @ ©27)

i=0

In the follow ing calculation of the average properties values ofR .l(l) (t), we can drop
the index i and the tim e param eter t, since the average properties of all the basic
random walksare identicaland every step is independent and we only keep the level



Indexes 1. A fter som e straightforw ard calculation, we get exact expressions for the
averageretum ; RWi 1 at the kth lkevel of the network

1= @EH) o; 628)

and for the squared volatiliy ; h®®)?1 mWR®{
1= £ o () (629)

By these expression, and assum lngthat R Y 1 1, we can expand the logarithm
ofthe rh s. ofeq.(:_6;2_6) up to 2nd order n R ¥ 1, and cbtah an expression for
the typical capial grow th rate for an investor belonging to the (i 1)-th levelofthe
network:

hn @ ¥ yir 2fef+ DR Y1 2fa+ £) FhR @)% PRORS1 630)

i1t
w here the Jast tem , that is the correlation between tw o neighbor sites, is given by

|

l'Ri(l)R:i(.i)li: L+ Qf)* oF+ £2 o%f (6.31)
Onecan see in g. 5, where we have plotted a case in which the basic random
walks have an average retum of 1% , a volatility of 10% and agents invest a 20%
fraction oftheir capitalon each assets, that investors belonging to upper levels can
take advantage of the lower ones, who dum p the uctuations com ing of the basic
random walks, but also get a lower gain, since their capital evolution has a weaker
dependence on the basic, and hopefully favorable, price variations.
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White circles represent favourable games,

black circles reresent investors and lines are investments.
In this model, investors do not diversify strategy,

thus are too sensible to negative shocks.

Here, information is free and investors can choose
to diversify portfolios over all available assets
(as other investors' capital)

=4

=3

|=2 This model takes into account both
the need of diversification and the cost

=1 of getting information about assets,

that prevents from investing over al
favourable games.
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