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A bstract

W hile the nvestors’ responses to price changes and their price forecasts are well acoepted
m a pr factors contrbuting to large price uctuations In  nancialm arkets, our study show s
that investors’ heterogeneous and dynam ic risk aversion (D RA ) preferencesm ay play a m ore
critical role in the dynam ics of asset price uctuations. W e propose and study a m odel of an
arti cial stock m arket consisting of heterogeneous agents wih DRA, and we nd that DRA
isthe m ain driving force for excess price uctuations and the associated volatility clistering.
W e em ploy a popular power utility fiinction, U (c; ) = % w ith agent speci c and tin e-
dependent risk aversion index, ;(t), and we derive an approxin ate form ula for the dem and
function and aggregate price setting equation. The dynam ics of each agent’s risk aversion
ndex, ;@) +=1,2,..N), ismodeld by a bounded random walk wih a constant variance
2. W e show num erically that ourm odel reproduces m ost of the \stylized" facts cbserved in
the realdata, suggesting that dynam ic risk aversion is a key m echanism for the em ergence of
these stylized facts.

1 Introduction

T here have been m any attem pts to construct m odels of nancialm arkets and to understand the
key statistical features of nancial tin e serdes. It rem ains a great challenge, however, due the
Inherent com plexity of the nancialm arket, to develop a parsin onious m arket m odel that can
reproduce all key \stylized" facts observed In real nancial data and provide insights into the
m arket m echanisn for the em ergence of these stylized facts. O ne of the prom ising approaches
is agentbased m odeling, which has reproduced and explained the em ergence of som e of the
\stylized" facts. The agentbased m odeling provides an ideal fram ework for investigating the
In pact of investors’ behaviors on the price dynam ics from m any di erent perspectives; it has
becom e an indigpensable tool for understanding the price dynam ics of nancialm arketsr_l: . W ih
agent-based m odeling, one can m odeland investigate, for exam ple, how investorsm ake theirprice
forecasts and how their price forecasts In uence the price uctuation @ rthur, H olland, LeB aron,
Palmer, and Taylr (1997), D eLong, Shlkifer, Summ ers and W aldm ann (1990), Levy, Levy and
Solom on (2000)), how investors respond to price change (Lux and M archesi(1999), Caldarelli,
M arsli and Zhang (1997)), and how investors form and change their m arket beliefs B rock and
LeBaron (1996), Barberis, Shleifer and V ishny (1998)). In this paperwe use agent-based m odels
to study how investors’ uctuating risk preferences a ect the price dynam ics. T his in portant
issue has not been fully explored.

Financial m arkets present m any im portant and challenging problem s. First, the m arket
consists of Intelligent, com peting and heterogeneous agents who, with di erent beliefs in the
m arket, di erent abilities to acquire and process m arket Inform ation, and m utually con icting
Interests, try to m ake investm ent decision for their own bene ts. Second, each agent’s decision
depends on his estim ate of price expectations of other agents w ho also m ake their own estin ates;
this precludes expectations being form ed by deductive m eans and leaves inductive reasoning as

'1,eB aron (2005) is a good recent survey on the eld


http://arxiv.org/abs/physics/0506224v1

the only choice @A rthur et al 1997). A m arket of agents em ploying inductive reasoning often
exhbis irrational herding behavior Bak, Paczuski and Shubik (1997), Cont and Bouchaud
(2001)), resuling in excessive price uctuations or som etin es m arket bubbles and crashes. In
such m arket agents’ sentin ent and degrees of risk aversion play a critical role In determ ining
its price dynam ics. Third, agents can leam and therefore adapt their strategies dynam ically to
In prove their perform ance; this exacerbates the unpredictability of the m arkets. The change
In an Investor’s strategy or behavior can be the cause or the result of the nvestor’s changing
sentim ent B arberisand Shleifer1998), represented by (pessin istic) under-reaction or (optin istic)
over-reaction to m arket dynam ics driven by arrival of new inform ation and changing m arket
m acro/m icro-environm ent. These characteristics of nancialm arket (com peting w ith di erent
beliefsand con icting interests, interdependence of price expectations, and unpredictabl changes
of risk aversion) m ay lead to the fom ation of so-called noise traders behaviors. D elLong et al
(1990) have found thisa (pehavioral) source forprice to diverge signi cantly from the findam ental
valle In nancial m arkets { the so called \noise trading e ect". A good m odel, needless to
say, must successfully address these challenges; m ore in portantly, it m ust be abl to produce
sin ulation tim e serdes that can capture the key \stylized" em pirical facts cbserved in real nancial
tin e serdes. T his paper reports our e orts in constructing such a m odel. T he key ingredient of
our m odel is the inclusion of Investors’ changing degrees of risk aversion. W e show that this is
the m ain cause of excess stodk price uctuations and the associated volatility clustering.

W e outline here our m odel of interacting heterogeneous agents. W e rst consider a baseline
m odel, In which the agents use past price Inform ation to form their sets of future price expec—
tations. The agents are adaptive as their price expectations are not based on one particular
estin ator but are determ ined by their best-perform ance estin ators which m ay change from tin e
to tin e. T he agents also use their erroneous stochasticbeliefs D eLong etal (1990)) in them arket
to m ake price adjistm ent on their best forecasts, which are assum ed to be nom ally distributed.

In our baseline m odel, we assum e that the agents have a decreasing absolute, but constant

relative, risk aversion OARA and CRRA) utility function, U (¢) = t =01 ). The
existing agent based m odels of stock m arket, such as the Santa Fe arti cial stock m arket m odel,
typically use a constant absolute risk aversion (CARA) utility function, U () = e ¢, for the

price setting equation can be easily derived under such utility. A sthe focus ofour paper is on risk
aversion, we choose to use the wellacospted DARA ) power utility finction. A lthough a sinple
analytic form ula for the dem and function under this utility is not available, we have derived a
general functional form and a rather good approxin ation for the dem and function. Like the
SF Im arket m odel, our baseline m odelm arket w ith a choice of the param eters corresponding to
nom alm arket condiions, exhbits som e excess volatility, but not to the extent of the volatiliyy
observed In realm arkets. In addition, there is little enhancam ent of volatility clustering at high
volatility regim e, which is observed in realm arket data (Chen, Jayaprakash and Yuan (2005)).
By sin ply allow ing investors to change their risk aversion attitudes, we cbtain excess volatility
and volatility clustering in very good agreem ent w ith realm arket data. T he In plication is clear:
dynam ic risk aversion (instead of xed constant risk aversion) is directly regponsible for excess
volatility and the associated clustering. Speci cally, in our DRA m odel, which isbuilk from our
baseline m odel, all agents have the pow er utility fiinctions (ct 1)=@1 )) but w ith di erent
and tin e varying risk aversion indices (degrees), i, which we assum e to ollow an independent
bounded random wak with a variance ?. W e will show that the m agnitude of excess volatility
is directly related to 2. W ith such DRA our m odel m arket exhiits m ost of the in portant
statistical characterization of real nancial data, such as the \stylized" facts related to excess
volatility M andebrot (1963), Fam a (1963), Bouchaud and P otters (2000), M antegna and Stanlky
(1999), Cont (2001)) and volatility clustering M andebrot (1963), Fam a (1965), Engle (1982),



Baillie, Bollerslev, and M kkelsen (1996), Chou (1988), Schwert (1989), Poterba and Summ ers
(1986), Chen et al. (2005)).

W e have also studied the in pacts of the dynam ic risk aversion on the m arket dynam ics using
a few otherbaseline m odels, Including the SF Im arket m odel, and we found sim ilar results. T his
suggests that our results on dynam ic risk aversion are rather generic.

T he next section contains a derivation of the price equation under the pow er utility fiinction
for risk aversion. Section IIT describes our baseline m odelw ith a xed constant risk aversion.
Section IV introduces ourD RA m odel. Section V reports the resuls from num erical sin ulations
ofourm odel. Section VIconsidersa D RA m odelbuilt w ih the SF Im arket m odelas the baseline
m odel. T he last section summ arizes.

2 Dem and Function and P rice Setting U nder the P ower U tility
Function

W e consider a m arket of N heterogeneous agents who form their sub fctive expectations induc—

tively and Independently based on their Investm ent strategies. T here are tw o assets, a risky stock

paying a stochastic dividend w ith a lim ited supply of N shares'f:, and a risk-free bond paying a

constant interest rate, rl, wih In nite supply. A 1l agents have the sam e form of power utility
it

C,

function, U (c; i) = tliltl’ but they have their own tin edependent risk aversion ndices
denoted by ;. At each tim e step t, every agent decides how to allocate his wealth between the
risk—free bond and the risky stock. Since the values forboth the dividend paym ent and the stodk
price at the next period t+ 1 are unknown random variables, the investors can only estin ate the
probability of various outcom es. A ssum e each agent’s estin ation at tin e t ofthe next step’sprice
and dividend is nom ally distributed w ith the (conditional) m ean and variance, E i;t Pey 1 + der 1]
and iz;t {i= 1;2; N ) regpectively. It can be shown, by optim izing the total utility, that the
dem and of agent i for holding the share of the risky stock is approxin ately,
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where p; is the stock price at tine t, i is agent s index (degree) of risk aversion, and iz;t the
conditional variance of price estin atipn . P
The m arket clearing condition: quDi;tJr = NDi,t= N can be used to detemm ine the
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Tt can be seen from the dem and and price equations that the degree ofthe agent’s risk aversion

I practice the num ber of shares is never the sam e as the num ber of agents; here we set the two num bers the
sam e for the sake of convenience and setting them di erent does not change the results



plays an In portant role.

W e now show the derivation of the above equations. A ssum e at tin e t agent i’s consum ption
is G, and he Invests a portion x of his current consum ption in the risky asset. H is total utility
function de ned over the current and future values of consum ption is:

Cizer 1 X)
U CuiCies 17 i) = U @ini 32) + U (i 5 @)
£
w here the consum ption at tine t+ 1 can be w ritten as
Cir 1 ®) = Gie[@ xX)Re + xRy 1]t ©®)

HereR¢ = 1+ r isthe gross rsk-free retum and R'i;; 1 the gross retum on the risky asset. Agent
i determ ines the am ount of his investm ent on the risky asset, x, by m axin izing his total utility,
Egn (f!). Them axin ization problem can be w ritten as
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T he Jast equality ollow sbecause the utdlity U (Gx; i) isknown at tim e t and it does not contain
X.
T he power utility function is given by,
1 it
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Substituting Egn ("53) into Egn G'j) and then inserting it back to Egn (é), the m axim ization isnow
given by
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where w1 = Ri"“RilfRf is the present (discounted) value of the net retum at next tin e step

t+ 1. A ssum ing that agent i’s prediction errors of ®j;y 1 are (conditionally) nom ally distributed:
Biar1= Ee(ym 1)+ Zig = it Zig ©)

w here r{f,.i = E¢(®;0 1) is the conditional expected net retum, at tin e t, of the next tim e step;

and the error of estin ation is z;; N ©; iz;t) . The m axin ization becom es:
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where f (zix;x; ix) = (L+ xrf+ xzix)' . In writing down the above equation we in plicitly
assumed (1 + xrie;t + xzi4) > 0, which is a necessary requirem ent for the power function to be a
valid utility m easure. T he above integral can be further sin pli ed to

2
1 2. P>
= e HE( 2 ixZixiXi 1)dzix b
1



T his G aussian Integral cannot be evaluated analytically, but it can be approxin ated by an ex—
pansion based on the roots of Hemm ite Polynom ialH @ () as:
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where ]in) k = 1;2;:x3n) are the coe cients of the sum m ation, and k(n) are the roots of nth
Hem ite polynom alH ®) (). Perform ing them axin ization by setting the derivative w ith respect

to x equalto zero, we obtain the follow ing equation:
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Since jr.itj 1, k(n) N (1), and i 1 for the typical tin e step of one day or shorter, the

above can be approxin ated as
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pHere we consider an approximation with n = 2. Note that ;" = ;" = , 2, =

2 2(2) = 1), the optin aldem and of agent i of risky stock can then be obtained as
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which isthe Egn. (_]:) . In w riting dow n the above approxin ation we assum e (riel,t)2 i2;t' which
is certainly true when the tin e step is one day or shorter.

To get a m ore accurate approxim ation of the dem and function, higher order H em ite polyno-—
m ial roots are needed In the sum m ation approxin ation to the integral n Eqgn. C_l-l:) . It can be
show n that, the dem and function x; In a higher order approxim ation is exactly the sam e asEqgn.
{{5), except for an overall constant factor.

3 The Baseline M odel

3.1 P rice prediction

To use the dam and and price setting function derived in the previous section, one still need to
Incorporate each agent’s prediction of the payo at the next tine step, Et{or1 + der1). We
assum e all agents use the past price infom ation for price orecasting. The sin plest way is to
calculate a m oving average of the available past prices and use it as a proxy of price forecasting
forthenext tim e step t+ 1. Since Investorsm ay have di erent investm ent horizons and evaluation
strategies, they m ay use di erent tin e lags for their calculation of the m oving average of past
prices, In plying that they have heterogeneousm em ory lengths (Levy etal. (1994)). W e consider
each agent hashisown M sets of predictors so that he can choose the best one for forecasting the
price at the next tin e step. Each price predictorE 5 w1+ der 1) = 1;2; 25N ;= 1;2; :5M )



ism ade ofa m oving average of past L ;;5 prices w ith a sub jective erroneous stochastic ad jastm ent:

1 1
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where "5 N (0; p+q) is G aussian random variable.
T he conditional variance of the estin ation, jzﬁ, is assum ed to update w ith a m oving average
of the squared forecast error:

fe= @ ) g0 1t [Pt d)  Egge 1 e+ dF; @7
where (0< 1) is a weighting constant.
32 D ividend process
T he dividend process is assum ed to be a random walk:
de=de 1+ gt (18)

where  isan iid. G aussian w ith zero m ean and variance 4; ry is the average dividend grow th
rate. N ote that the dividend process In a real stock m arket m ay be m ore com plicated than what
we assum ed here and it m ay vary from stock to stock. But our resuls are not sensitive to the
choice of a dividend process.

3.3 The price setting equation of the baseline m odel

For heterogeneous agents w th xed constant risk aversion, the dem and function Eqgn. @:) and
price setting Egn. @) and (-'_3) can be w ritten as:
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It can be see that the risk aversion indices of the agents play the role of weighting factors in
the price setting equations.
If the agents are hom ogeneous in risk aversion, the above can be further sim pli ed to:
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From the above equations we see that the risk aversion index only a ects the overall kevel
ofdem and but not its uctuations. It also does not contribute to the price uctuations (oetween
thetimetand tinet+ ). Thusn the case ofhom ogeneous and constant risk averse agents, the
m ain source of the price uctuations is from the Investors’ price forecasting. T he baseline m odel
does not Incorporate Investor’s changing sentim ent. A s a consequence, the price uctuation is
expected to be very 1im ited and we w ill subsequently show that this is indeed the case.

4 M odelw ith D ynam ic R isk A version

4.1 H eterogeneous and dynam ic risk aversion

To extend the baseline m odel, we allow agents to have heterogeneous risk aversion indices (de-
grees), which vary with time. This re ects the fact that n a real nancial m arket nnvestors
have di erent risk attitudes and the investors’ sentin ent change w ith tim e. W e assum e that the
risk aversion index of each agent follow s an independent bounded random walk w ih a constant

variance ?:

= 1t 1T Zie 7oie2 Lo ul (25)

where z;; is an iid. G aussian variabl w ith m ean zero and unit vardance foragent i, (¢ 0) is
the Iower boundary, and , ¢ () the upper boundary. It's easy to relate the value of the index
attinet+ tothevalueattimet:

X
i = it Zix = ¢t Sy (26)
=1

whereS;; = 1 Zi;t Isthe change of risk aversion index ofagent i from tinettotinet+ ,which
can be either positive or negative. It’s worthw hile to note that in realm arkets, the dynam ics of
nvestors’ risk aversion attitudes m ay be m ore com plicated than a sim pl random walk prooess
we assum e here. H ow ever, sin plifying and idealizing ofthe real situation helpsusto stay focused
on the m ain purpose of investigating the in pact of investors’ uctuating risk aversion on the
price dynam ics.



4.2 P rice setting equation w ith dynam ic risk aversion

Upon substitution of Eqn. {26) into Eqn. @), we have:

P N 1 (E i;er ©Eor o+ 1+t der +1) 1 )
1 Caet Sy ) S o
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C om paring Eqn@'_Z-j.) to Egn. (:2-;') (5= 140 = ;) Porthecase of xed constant risk aversion,

we see that there is an extra term , S;; , In the price setting equation in the case ofDRA . Since
S;; can be either positive or negative and its value changeswith tine, ;++ S;; deviates from

it and uctuates w ith tim e. This uctuating weighting factor (representing agent’s uctuating
risk aversion) acts like an am pli er" of the price deviation induced by the error in agents’ price
estim ation, and therefore results in excess price uctuation. i, J N (0; ), or 1,

i+ (et Sy ) and 5 can di er substantially, resulting in a large deviation of py  from
Pr. O ur num erical results, presented in the next session, clearly show that it’s this risk aversion
dynam icsthat gives rise to the excessive price uctuations and the associated volatility clustering.

43 The range ofDRA indices

W e now exam ine the range of possibl relative risk aversion indices. T he choice of the range is
In portant form odeling investors’ decision-m aking; it hasbig In pact on the price dynam ics, as i
directly a ects investors’ dem and of the risky asset. T he lower the index, the less risk-averse the
nvestor is (thus the higher the dem and of risky asset); and vice versa. T hus the risk-aversion
attitude has great in pact on the price dynam ics through its in uence on the dem and. Some
em pirical and experin ental studies reported that for a \typical" investor, the valie of the risk-
aversion Index isin the range 0f02 M ehra and P rescott (1985), Friend and B lum e (1975), Levy,
Levy and Solom on (2000)). M ehra and P rescott (1985) used a value of risk aversion index w ith
an upper lin it of 10 in their treatm ent of the issue of the \Equity P rem um Puzzk". H owever,
to \explain" the \Equity P rem um Puzzk" of NY SE over 50 years of U S. postwar period, one
needsa relative risk aversion index of250 ifa consum ption-based m odelisused (C ochrane (2005))!
T hese an pirical results show that it is better to m odel the risk aversion w ith a range of indices,
Instead of a xed value. The range we goeci ed consists of an upper bound and a lower bound
for the random walk describbing DRA indices.

5 The Simulation R esuls and A nalysis

51 The setup

In our sin ulation we choose the num ber of agents N = 100, the num ber of predictors each agent
has,M = 2. Setting di erent num ber of agents produces sin ilar results. T he iniial risk aversion
indices ;0 areallset to 1.0 forthebaselinem odeland are setto ;0 2 [02;4] or them odelw ith
DRA .Thebounds for the index of DRA are ;2 [10 5;20], the risk-free Interest rate isr= 5%,
the dividend grow th rate isry = 2% , and the weighting coe cients for the variance of estim ation
is = 1=250. The lags used In the price estin ators are L,y 2 R;250], and we set [, 4=1% for
all agents.



52 Simulation price and trading volum e

Let’s rst take a ook at how excess price uctuations em erge from a dynam ic risk aversion
process. Figl show s the sin ulation tin e serdes of the price and the trading volum e generated
from them odelw ith xed constant risk aversion (CRA ) and them odelw ith dynam ic risk aversion
DRA).

From the gurewe see clearly that the DRA lads to increased uctuations in both the price
and the trading volum e. To have both qualitative and quantitative picture of the In pact of the
DRA on the price dynam ics, we exam Ine the key stylized facts in the follow ing subsections.

5.3 A utocorrelation fiinction

O ne of the stylized facts cbserved in real nancial data is that their autocorrelation functions
ACF) usually start wih a low value (from 1) and decay very slow ly w ith Increase of tim e step
for the squared or absolitevalied retums. For an alm ostG aussian process, the values of its
ACF's for absolutevalied retum are close to zero and independent of the tin e steps. In Fig2,
we com pare the ACF s for absolutevalued retums for the series generated by our baseline m odel
with CRA) and the DRA m odel], the series of realdata O JIA and SP 500 Index), and G aussian
process.

The gure clkarly show s that while the ACF s generated from our baseline m odel (CRA) is
close to that of G aussian process (G auss), the results generated from our DRA m odel are very
close to the real nancialdata (O JIA, SP 500).

54 Excess volatility

T he second key stylized facts we exam ine is the excess volatility (or fattails) of retums, which
m easures the price uctuation ofreal nancialseries. In F ig.3 we plot the distributions of retums
(In di erent tin esteps) from our baseline m odel and the DRA m odel w ith the param eters set
according to a nom alm arket condition. For com parison, we also plot the retum distrdbution of
D JIA and the retum distribution generated by a sin pl G aussian process.

Theseplots show that, foralldi erent tin e periods, the retum distributions from ourbaseline
m odelare very close to those of the G aussian process; In contrast, the results from them odelw ith
DRA are close to the realD JIA data. In the context of our m odel, i is clear that the dynam ic
risk aversion lads to excess volatility or a fat-tail in the retum distrdbution, which is one of the
m ost In portant characterization of real nancialtin e series M andebrot (1963), Fam a (1965)).

To further exam Ine the fat tailofthe distribution, we plot, in F ig4, the K urtosis as a fiinction
of the squre root of variance of risk aversion, . From these plots, we see that the risk aversion
dynam ics can change the retum distribution signi cantly from a G aussian distribbution which has
K =3.0). In addition, the an aller the lag , the Jarger the K urtosis generated; this is consistent
w ith the em pirical observations in real nancialdata. T hese values ofthe K urtosis, together w ith
the standard deviation and skew ness are listed In Table 1. N ote that the statistics generated from
our DRA m odelare quite close to that from D JIA daily data.

5.5 Volatility C lustering

Volatility clustering is another im portant characteristics of nancial tin e series. Here we use
the oconditional probability m easure developed recently by Chen et al. (2005) to exam ine the
volatility clustering. The m ethod uses the retum distrdbution conditional on the absolute retum
in the previous period to describe a functional relation betw een the variance ofthe current retum



and the absolute retum in the previous period. If the volatility In asset retums is clustered, it
w illbe proportional to the volatility in the previous period, the proportionality constant re ects
the strength of volatility clustering.

Fig5 showshow the current volatility depends on the volatility of the previous period for a
random walk process, the baseline m arket m odel, DRA m odel, and D JIA daily data. From the
gures we see clarly that the baseline m arket m odelw ith xed constant risk aversion (CRA)
produces very low volatility clustering (the curve is at if there is no volatility clustering, such
as the case w ith the random walk m odel G auss)). In contrast, the volatility clustering from the
DRA model is signi cantly higher, and i is very close to the one generated from D JIA daily
prices. The plots also show that, for our DRA m odel, the an aller the tin e period (step) of the
retum, the stronger the volatility clustering; and vice versa; this is consistent w ith the em pirical

observations of realm arket data.

6 The SFIm arket m odelw ith dynam ic risk aversion

6.1 B rief introduction to SFIm arket

To test the inpact of DRA on other baseline m odel, we use the weltknown Santa Fe m odel of
arti cialm arket @A rthur et al. (1997), LeBaron, A rthur and Palmer (1999)). We st give a
brief sum m ary of the SFIm arket below . In the SFIm arket a constant absolute risk aversion
(CARA) utility function U (&; ) = €t ) is assum ed for each agent, the dem and and price
setting equations in fact have sim ilar form sas In Egn. (:2) and [3).

T he dividend process is assum ed to be an AR (1) process:

de=d+ e d)+ " @8)

where  isan iid. Gaussian with zero m ean and variance o

The SFIm arket assum es that each ofthe N (=25) agents at any tin e possessesM (= 100)
linear predictors and uses those that best m atches the current m arket state and have recently
proved m ost accurate. Each predictor is a linear regressor of the previous price and dividend,
Eui1+ dui)= alet+ dp) + by it uses a m arket state \recognizer" vector consisting of J (=12)
elem ents, each taking a value of either 0, 1 or # m atch any m arket states). T he m arket status
is described by a state vector consisting of J binary elem ents, each taking value of either 1 (its
speci ed m arket condition exists) or 0 (the m arket condition does not exist). The elem ents of
m arket state can represent any In portant m arket discrim inative inform ation, lncluding m acro—
/m icro—econom ic environm ent, sum m ary of fundam entals, and m arket tem poral trends, etc. At
each tim e step, only those predictors which m atch all their J elem ents to the corresponding J
elem ents of m arket status are eligble to be used and are called \active" predictors.

T he variance of estim ation iz;t for each agent is assum ed to update w ith a m oving average of
squared forecast error, de ned n Eqn. (7).

Agents leam to in prove their perform ance by discarding the worst (20% ) predictors and
developing new predictors via a genetic algorithm . T his ensures the m arket som e dynam ics.

In the SFM , the m arket conditions are speci ed as:

1-6 elem ents represent \current price  interest rate / dividend > 025, 05, 0.75, 0.875, 1.0,
1.125.

7-10 elem ents describe \Current price > 5-period m oving average of past prices (5-period
MA), 10period M A, 100-period M A, 500period M A .

11th elem ent always 1;
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12th elem ent always 0;

T he regressor’s param eters fa;bg are set to be random Iy and unifom ly distributed w ithin
the ranges: a 2 (0:7;12) and b2 ( 10;19002).

T he risk—free Interest rate is set to 5% , and for the dividend process: the auto-regression
coe cient = 095, d= 10,and = 0:0745.

Theweighting coe cients for the variance ofestin ation, = 1=75;1=150 for faster and slower
leaming resgpectively. The genetic algorithm is invoked (on average) every T, = 250 periods
(faster lraming) and 1000 periods (slower laming). Form ore detailed justi cation for choosing
the param eter values, see LeBaron et al (1999).

W ih these setups, we have checked that the sin ulation stock price tin e series and its statis—
tical properties generated are In fact sim ilar to those of our baseline m odel.

6.2 Num erical results of SFIm arket m odelw ith DRA

T he dynam ics of risk aversion can be sin ilarly lncorporated into the SFIm arket m odel. Fig.6
plots the sin ulation price tin e series ordi erent DRA variance 2. T hese plots show clearly the
In pact on price uctuations from the DRA . To have a quantitative picture on how the excess
volatility em erges from the DRA, we plot In Fig.7 the functional relation of the Kurtosis vs
variable . The results are very sin ilar to those plotted In Fig. 4, which were obtained w ith our
much sin pler baseline m odel.

W e have checked other key features and found that the SFIDRA m odel gives the sin ilar
results as our DRA m odelwhich isbased on a much sin pler baseline m odel. T his suggests that
DRA is the key m echanian for the em ergence of the key stylized facts, and the in pact ofDRA
doesnot depend on the structures ofthe baselnem odels. T herefore the price I pact of investors’
DRA we have studied is generic.

7  Summ ary

W e have presented a sin ple m ultiagent m odelofa nancialm arket which incorporates the dy—
nam ics of risk aversions. W e assum e that the Index ofDRA follow sa sin ple independent bounded
random walk with a constant variance . W e dem onstrate that such dynam ics is directly re—
sponsible for excess volatility and the associated volatility clustering. W e com pare the num erical
results from ourm odelw ih the results obtained by analyzing the D JIA daily data and show that
the sin ulation data reproducem ost ofthe \stylized" facts, such as excess volatility m easured by
fat tailand high peak of retum distribbution), volatility clustering m easured by conditional retum
distribution. W e have also tested the DRA on the Santa Fe m arket m odel and ocbtain sim ilar
resuls. T his suggests that the in pact of DRA am ong heterogeneous agents we introduced here
does not depend on the structure of the particular baseline m odel used. The degree of excess
volatility is essentially controlled by the param eter . Thus can be used as a key m arket sen—
tin ent param eter, in conjinction w ith the other m arket indicators such as average retum r and
the average volatility (, to characterize the nancialm arket. W e hope that our results presented
here w ill provide new Insights into the dynam ics of asset price uctuations govemed by investors’
uctuating sentin ents.
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Simulation price time series for different & (from bottom) = 0, 0.005, 0.01, 0.015, and 0.02
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Figure 1: The tin e series of price and trading volum e from the m odels w ith constant ( = 0) and dynam ic

( & 0) risk aversion. For the sake of clarity, the tin e series w ith di erent s were vertically shifted, eg., the
trading volum e for =0.01 was upward shifted by 50.
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Figure 2: ACFsofdi erent tin e steps r retum series of: the baseline m odel (CRA ), the DRA model, D JIA
Index, SP 500 Index, and random walk process (G auss).
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Figure 3: Retum distrbutions for the m odel w ith constant risk aversion (CRA) ( =0) and the DRA m odel
(=0.01), Gaussian process (G auss) and realdata of D JIA .
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Figure 4: Kurtosis of sin ulation price series for di erent variabls ofthe DRA index.
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Table 1: Som e statistics for DRA model ( =0.01) and D JIA

Lag () SD. Skew ness K urtosis
Model = 001
1 0.015004 -0.454483 48.406593
2 0.018313 -0.372956 35.233093
4 0.021685 -0.460952 26.051126
8 0.026179 -0.492277 17309658
16 0.031840 -0.424137 11376849
32 0.039121 -0.327192 7.444087
DJIA

1 0.010876 -1.190497 402330
2 0.015710 -1.100639 29.9739
4 0.022213 -0.950496 18.9213
8 0.032103 -0.989078 13.6606
16 0.046404 -0.995792 12.0792
32 0.066602 -0.706621 9.5892
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Figure 5: The volatility clustering m easured by the standard deviation of current retum vs the absolute retum
of previous period.
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Figure 6: Simnulation price series for di erent variances of DRA processes w ith Santa Fe m odel. The m odel

param etersare: = 1=75,T. = 250. The prices fordi erent shavebeen vertically shifted to m ake the com parison
clearer. From the bottom to top, the price series are respectively or = 0, 0.01, 0.02, 0.03, 0.04 and 0.05.
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Kurtosis of simulation data generated by dynamical risk aversion model
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F Jgure 7: Kurtosis of sin ulation price serdes for di erent variables, , of DRA processes w ith Santa Fe m odel.
The m odel param eters are: = 1=75, T = 250; T he data were obtained by averaging over 50 ilndependent runs.
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