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A bstract

W hiletheinvestors’responsesto pricechangesand theirpriceforecastsarewellaccepted

m ajor factorscontributing to large price 
uctuations in �nancialm arkets,our study shows

thatinvestors’heterogeneousand dynam icrisk aversion (DRA)preferencesm ay play a m ore

criticalrolein thedynam icsofassetprice
uctuations.W eproposeand study a m odelofan

arti�cialstock m arketconsisting ofheterogeneousagentswith DRA,and we �nd thatDRA

isthem ain driving forceforexcessprice
uctuationsand theassociated volatility clustering.

W e em ploy a popularpowerutility function,U (c;
)= c
1� 
 � 1
1� 
 with agentspeci�c and tim e-

dependentrisk aversion index,
i(t),and we derive an approxim ate form ula forthe dem and

function and aggregate price setting equation. The dynam ics ofeach agent’s risk aversion

index,
i(t) (i= 1,2,...,N),is m odeled by a bounded random walk with a constant variance

�2.W e show num erically thatourm odelreproducesm ostofthe \stylized" factsobserved in

therealdata,suggesting thatdynam icrisk aversion isa key m echanism fortheem ergenceof

these stylized facts.

1 Introduction

Therehavebeen m any attem ptsto constructm odelsof�nancialm arketsand to understand the

key statisticalfeatures of�nancialtim e series. It rem ains a great challenge,however,due the

inherentcom plexity ofthe �nancialm arket,to develop a parsim onious m arket m odelthatcan

reproduce allkey \stylized" facts observed in real�nancialdata and provide insights into the

m arket m echanism for the em ergence ofthese stylized facts. O ne ofthe prom ising approaches

is agent-based m odeling, which has reproduced and explained the em ergence of som e of the

\stylized" facts. The agent-based m odeling provides an idealfram ework for investigating the

im pact ofinvestors’behaviors on the price dynam ics from m any di�erent perspectives;it has

becom e an indispensabletoolforunderstanding the price dynam icsof�nancialm arkets1.W ith

agent-based m odeling,onecan m odeland investigate,forexam ple,how investorsm aketheirprice

forecastsand how theirpriceforecastsin
uencetheprice
uctuation (Arthur,Holland,LeBaron,

Palm er,and Tayler (1997),DeLong,Shleifer,Sum m 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 arsliand Zhang (1997)),and how investors form and change theirm arketbeliefs(Brock and

LeBaron (1996),Barberis,Shleiferand Vishny (1998)).In thispaperweuseagent-based m odels

to study how investors’
uctuating risk preferences a�ect the price dynam ics. This im portant

issuehasnotbeen fully explored.

Financial m arkets present m any im portant and challenging problem s. First, the m arket

consists ofintelligent, 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 fortheirown bene�ts. Second,each agent’s decision

dependson hisestim ateofpriceexpectationsofotheragentswho also m aketheirown estim ates;

thisprecludesexpectationsbeing form ed by deductive m eansand leaves inductive reasoning as

1
LeBaron(2005)isa good recentsurvey on the �eld
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the only choice (Arthur etal 1997). A m arket ofagents em ploying inductive reasoning often

exhibits irrational herding behavior (Bak, Paczuski and Shubik (1997), Cont and Bouchaud

(2001)),resulting in excessive price 
uctuations or som etim es m arket bubbles and crashes. In

such m arket agents’sentim ent and degrees ofrisk aversion play a criticalrole in determ ining

itsprice dynam ics. Third,agents can learn and therefore adapttheirstrategies dynam ically to

im prove their perform ance;this exacerbates the unpredictability ofthe m arkets. The change

in an investor’s strategy or behavior can be the cause or the result ofthe investor’s changing

sentim ent(Barberisand Shleifer1998),represented by(pessim istic)under-reaction or(optim istic)

over-reaction to m arket dynam ics driven by arrivalof new inform ation and changing m arket

m acro/m icro-environm ent. These characteristics of�nancialm arket (com peting with di�erent

beliefsand con
ictinginterests,interdependenceofpriceexpectations,and unpredictablechanges

ofrisk aversion) m ay lead to the form ation ofso-called noise traders behaviors. DeLong etal

(1990)havefound thisa(behavioral)sourceforpricetodivergesigni�cantlyfrom thefundam ental

value in �nancialm arkets { the so called \noise trading e�ect". A good m odel,needless to

say,m ust successfully address these challenges;m ore im portantly,it m ust be able to produce

sim ulation tim eseriesthatcan capturethekey \stylized"em piricalfactsobserved in real�nancial

tim e series. Thispaperreportsoure�ortsin constructing such a m odel. The key ingredientof

ourm odelis the inclusion ofinvestors’changing degreesofrisk aversion. W e show thatthisis

them ain cause ofexcessstock price
uctuationsand the associated volatility clustering.

W e outline here ourm odelofinteracting heterogeneousagents. W e �rstconsidera baseline

m odel,in which the agents use past price inform ation to form their sets offuture price expec-

tations. The agents are adaptive as their price expectations are not based on one particular

estim atorbutaredeterm ined by theirbest-perform anceestim atorswhich m ay changefrom tim e

totim e.Theagentsalsousetheirerroneousstochasticbeliefs(DeLongetal.(1990))in them arket

to m akepriceadjustm enton theirbestforecasts,which areassum ed to benorm ally distributed.

In ourbaseline m odel,we assum e thatthe agents have a decreasing absolute,butconstant

relative, risk aversion (DARA and CRRA) utility function,U (c) = (c1� 
 � 1)=(1 � 
). The

existing agentbased m odelsofstock m arket,such astheSanta Fearti�cialstock m arketm odel,

typically use a constant absolute risk aversion (CARA)utility function,U (c)= � e� �c,forthe

pricesetting equation can beeasily derived undersuch utility.Asthefocusofourpaperison risk

aversion,we choose to usethe wellaccepted (DARA)powerutility function.Although a sim ple

analytic form ula for the dem and function underthis utility is not available,we have derived a

generalfunctionalform and a rather good approxim ation for the dem and function. Like the

SFIm arketm odel,ourbaseline m odelm arketwith a choice ofthe param eterscorresponding to

norm alm arketconditions,exhibitssom e excessvolatility,butnotto the extentofthe volatility

observed in realm arkets.In addition,there islittle enhancem entofvolatility clustering athigh

volatility regim e,which isobserved in realm arketdata (Chen,Jayaprakash and Yuan (2005)).

Bysim ply allowinginvestorstochangetheirriskaversion attitudes,weobtain excessvolatility

and volatility clustering in very good agreem entwith realm arketdata.Theim plication isclear:

dynam ic risk aversion (instead of�xed constant risk aversion) isdirectly responsible for excess

volatility and the associated clustering.Speci�cally,in ourDRA m odel,which isbuiltfrom our

baselinem odel,allagentshavethepowerutility functions((c1� 
 � 1)=(1� 
))butwith di�erent

and tim e varying risk aversion indices(degrees),
i;t,which we assum eto follow an independent

bounded random walk with a variance �2.W e willshow thatthe m agnitude ofexcessvolatility

is directly related to �2. W ith such DRA our m odelm arket exhibits m ost ofthe im portant

statisticalcharacterization ofreal�nancialdata,such as the \stylized" facts related to excess

volatility (M andelbrot(1963),Fam a (1963),Bouchaud and Potters(2000),M antegna and Stanley

(1999),Cont (2001)) and volatility clustering (M andelbrot (1963),Fam a (1965),Engle (1982),
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Baillie,Bollerslev,and M ikkelsen (1996),Chou (1988),Schwert (1989),Poterba and Sum m ers

(1986),Chen etal.(2005)).

W ehavealso studied theim pactsofthedynam icrisk aversion on them arketdynam icsusing

a few otherbaselinem odels,including theSFIm arketm odel,and wefound sim ilarresults.This

suggeststhatourresultson dynam icrisk aversion are rathergeneric.

Thenextsection containsa derivation ofthepriceequation underthepowerutility function

for risk aversion. Section IIIdescribes our baseline m odelwith a �xed constant risk aversion.

Section IV introducesourDRA m odel.Section V reportstheresultsfrom num ericalsim ulations

ofourm odel.Section VIconsidersaDRA m odelbuiltwith theSFIm arketm odelasthebaseline

m odel.Thelastsection sum m arizes.

2 D em and Function and Price Setting U nder the Power U tility

Function

W e considera m arketofN heterogeneousagentswho form theirsubjective expectationsinduc-

tively and independently based on theirinvestm entstrategies.Therearetwo assets,arisky stock

paying a stochastic dividend with a lim ited supply ofN shares2,and a risk-free bond paying a

constant interest rate,r,with in�nite supply. Allagents have the sam e form ofpower utility

function,U (ct;
i;t) =
c
1� 
i;t

t
� 1

1� 
i;t
,but they have their own tim e-dependent risk aversion indices

denoted by 
i;t.Ateach tim e step t,every agentdecideshow to allocate hiswealth between the

risk-freebond and therisky stock.Sincethevaluesforboth thedividend paym entand thestock

priceatthenextperiod t+ 1 areunknown random variables,theinvestorscan only estim atethe

probability ofvariousoutcom es.Assum eeach agent’sestim ation attim etofthenextstep’sprice

and dividend isnorm ally distributed with the(conditional)m ean and variance,E i;t[pt+ 1 + dt+ 1]

and �2i;t(i= 1;2;:::N ) respectively. It can be shown,by optim izing the totalutility,that the

dem and ofagentiforholding theshareofthe risky stock isapproxim ately,

D i;t=
E i;t[pt+ 1 + dt+ 1]� pt(1+ r)


i;t�
2
i;t
pt(1+ r)

(1)

where pt isthe stock price attim e t,
i;t isagenti’sindex (degree)ofrisk aversion,and �2i;t the

conditionalvariance ofprice estim ation.

The m arket clearing condition:
P N

i
D i;t+ � =

P N

i
D i;t = N can be used to determ ine the

currentm arketprice and relate the priceattim e t+ �,pt+ � to theprice attim e t,pt:

pt=

P N

i

E i;t[pt+ 1 + dt+ 1]


i;t�
2

i;t
(1+ r)

N +
P

N

i
1


i;t�
2

i;t

: (2)

and

pt+ � =

P N

i

E i;t+ �[pt+ �+ 1+ dt+ �+ 1]


i;t+ ��
2

i;t+ �
(1+ r)

�
P N

i
1


i;t+ ��
2

i;t+ �

P N

i

E i;t[pt+ 1+ dt+ 1]


i;t�
2

i;t
(1+ r)

�
P N

i
1


i;t�
2

i;t

pt: (3)

Itcan beseen from thedem and and priceequationsthatthedegreeoftheagent’sriskaversion

2
In practice the num berofsharesisneverthe sam e asthe num berofagents;here we setthe two num bersthe

sam e forthe sake ofconvenience and setting them di�erentdoesnotchange the results
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playsan im portantrole.

W enow show thederivation oftheaboveequations.Assum eattim etagenti’sconsum ption

isci;t,and he investsa portion x ofhiscurrentconsum ption in the risky asset.Histotalutility

function de�ned overthecurrentand futurevaluesofconsum ption is:

U (ci;t;ci;t+ 1;
i;t)= U (ci;t;
i;t)+ U (
ci;t+ 1(x)

R f

;
i;t); (4)

wheretheconsum ption attim e t+ 1 can bewritten as

ci;t+ 1(x)= ci;t[(1� x)Rf + x ~R i;t+ 1]: (5)

HereR f = 1+ risthegrossrisk-freereturn and ~R i;t+ 1 thegrossreturn on therisky asset.Agent

ideterm inesthe am ountofhisinvestm enton the risky asset,x,by m axim izing histotalutility,

Eqn (4).Them axim ization problem can bewritten as

m ax
x

E t[U (ci;t;
i;t)+ U (
ci;t+ 1(x)

R f

;
i;t)]� m ax
x

E t[U (
ci;t+ 1(x)

R f

;
i;t)]; (6)

Thelastequality followsbecausetheutility U (ci;t;
i;t)isknown attim etand itdoesnotcontain

x.

Thepowerutility function isgiven by,

U (ci;t;
i;t)=
c
1� 
i;t

i;t
� 1

1� 
i;t
(7)

SubstitutingEqn (5)into Eqn (7)and then inserting itback to Eqn (6),them axim ization isnow

given by

m ax
x

c
1� 
i;t

i;t

1� 
i;t
E tf[1+ ~ri;t+ 1x]

1� 
i;tg (8)

where ~ri;t+ 1 =
~R i;t+ 1� R f

R f
is the present (discounted) value ofthe net return at next tim e step

t+ 1.Assum ing thatagenti’sprediction errorsof~ri;t+ 1 are(conditionally)norm ally distributed:

~ri;t+ 1 = E t(~ri;t+ 1)+ zi;t= r
e
i;t+ zi;t (9)

where ret;i = E t(~ri;t+ 1) is the conditionalexpected netreturn,at tim e t,ofthe nexttim e step;

and theerrorofestim ation iszi;t� N (0;�2i;t).Them axim ization becom es:

m ax
x

E tf(1+ xr
e
i;t+ xzi;t)

1� 
i;tg = m ax
x
f

1
q

2�� 2
i;t

Z
1

� 1

e
�

z
2

i;t

2�2
i;tf(zi;t;x;
i;t)dzi;tg; (10)

where f(zi;t;x;
i;t)= (1+ xrei;t+ xzi;t)
1� 
i;t. In writing down the above equation we im plicitly

assum ed (1+ xrei;t+ xzi;t)> 0,which isa necessary requirem entforthe powerfunction to be a

valid utility m easure.Theabove integralcan befurthersim pli�ed to

1
p
�

Z
1

� 1

e
� z2

i;tf(
p
2�i;tzi;t;x;
i;t)dzi;t (11)
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ThisG aussian integralcannotbe evaluated analytically,butitcan be approxim ated by an ex-

pansion based on the rootsofHerm ite Polynom ialH (n)(�)as:

Z
1

� 1

e
� z2

i;tf(
p
2�i;tzi;t;x;
i;t)dzi;t=

nX

k= 1

�
(n)

k
f(
p
2�i;t�

(n)

k
;x;
i;t) (12)

where �
(n)

k
(k = 1;2;:::;n) are the coe�cients ofthe sum m ation,and �

(n)

k
are the roots ofnth

Herm itepolynom ialH (n)(�).Perform ingthem axim ization by setting thederivativewith respect

to x equalto zero,we obtain the following equation:

nX

k= 1

�
(n)

k
[1+ (rei;t+

p
2�i;t�

(n)

k
)x]� 
i;t � (rei;t+

p
2�i;t�

(n)

k
)= 0 (13)

Sincejrei;tj� 1,�
(n)

k
� N (1),and �i;t� 1 forthetypicaltim estep ofoneday orshorter,the

above can beapproxim ated as

nX

k= 1

�
(n)

k
[1� 
i;t(r

e
i;t+

p
2�i;t�

(n)

k
)x]� [rei;t+

p
2�i;t�

(n)

k
]= 0: (14)

Here we consider an approxim ation with n = 2. Note that �
(2)

1
= �

(2)

2
= �,

p
2�

(2)

1
=

�
p
2�

(2)

2
(= 1),the optim aldem and ofagentiofrisky stock can then beobtained as

D i;t= xi;t=
rei;t


i;t[(r
e
i;t
)2 + �2

i;t
]
�

rei;t


i;t�
2
i;t

=
E i;t[pt+ 1 + dt+ 1]� (1+ r)pt


i;t�
2
i;t
(1+ r)pt

; (15)

which istheEqn.(1).In writing down theaboveapproxim ation weassum e(rei;t)
2 � �2i;t,which

iscertainly truewhen the tim e step isoneday orshorter.

To geta m oreaccurateapproxim ation ofthedem and function,higherorderHerm itepolyno-

m ialrootsare needed in the sum m ation approxim ation to the integralin Eqn. (11). Itcan be

shown that,thedem and function xiin a higherorderapproxim ation isexactly thesam easEqn.

(15),exceptforan overallconstantfactor.

3 T he B aseline M odel

3.1 Price prediction

To use the dem and and price setting function derived in the previoussection,one stillneed to

incorporate each agent’s prediction ofthe payo� at the next tim e step,E t(pt+ 1 + dt+ 1). W e

assum e allagents use the past price inform ation for price forecasting. The sim plest way is to

calculate a m oving average ofthe available pastpricesand useitasa proxy ofprice forecasting

forthenexttim estep t+ 1.Sinceinvestorsm ay havedi�erentinvestm enthorizonsand evaluation

strategies,they m ay use di�erent tim e lags for their calculation ofthe m oving average ofpast

prices,im plying thatthey haveheterogeneousm em ory lengths(Levy etal.(1994)).W econsider

each agenthashisown M setsofpredictorsso thathecan choosethebestoneforforecasting the

priceatthenexttim estep.Each pricepredictorE i;j(pt+ 1+ dt+ 1);(i= 1;2;:::;N ;j = 1;2;:::;M )

5



ism adeofa m ovingaverageofpastLi;j priceswith asubjectiveerroneousstochasticadjustm ent:

E i;j;t(pt+ 1 + dt+ 1)= M A i;j;t= M A i;j;t� 1(1�
1

Li;j
)+

1

Li;j
(pt+ dt)+ "i;j (16)

where"i;j � N (0;�p+ d)isG aussian random variable.

Theconditionalvarianceoftheestim ation,�2i;t,isassum ed to updatewith a m oving average

ofthe squared forecasterror:

�
2
i;j;t= (1� �)�2i;j;t� 1 + �[(pt+ dt)� Ei;j;t� 1(pt+ dt)]

2
; (17)

where� (0 < �� 1)isa weighting constant.

3.2 D ividend process

Thedividend processisassum ed to bea random walk:

dt= dt� 1 + rd + �t; (18)

where�t isan i.i.d.G aussian with zero m ean and variance�d;rd istheaverage dividend growth

rate.Notethatthedividend processin a realstock m arketm ay bem orecom plicated than what

we assum ed here and itm ay vary from stock to stock. Butourresultsare notsensitive to the

choice ofa dividend process.

3.3 T he price setting equation ofthe baseline m odel

For heterogeneous agents with �xed constant risk aversion,the dem and function Eqn. (1) and

pricesetting Eqn.(2)and (3)can bewritten as:

D i;t=
E i;t[pt+ 1 + dt+ 1]� pt(r+ 1)


i�
2
i;t
(1+ r)pt

(19)

and

pt=

P N

i

E i;t[pt+ 1 + dt+ 1]


i�
2

i;t
(1+ r)

N +
P

N

i
1


i�
2

i;t

(20)

pt+ � =

P N

i
1


i
(
E i;t+ �[pt+ �+ 1+ dt+ �+ 1]

�2
i;t+ �

(1+ r)
� 1

�2
i;t+ �

)

P N

i
1


i
(
E i;t[pt+ 1+ dt+ 1]

�2
i;t
(1+ r)

� 1

�2
i;t

)
pt: (21)

Itcan besee thatthe risk aversion indicesoftheagentsplay the role ofweighting factorsin

theprice setting equations.

Iftheagentsare hom ogeneousin risk aversion,theabove can befurthersim pli�ed to:

D i;t=
E i;t[pt+ 1 + dt+ 1]� pt(r+ 1)


�2
i;t
(1+ r)pt

(22)

and
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pt=

P
N

i

E i;t[pt+ 1 + dt+ 1]

�2
i;t
(1+ r)

N 
+
P

N

i
1

�2
i;t

(23)

pt+ � =

P N

i
(
E i;t+ �[pt+ �+ 1+ dt+ �+ 1]

�2
i;t+ �

(1+ r)
� 1

�2
i;t+ �

)

P N

i
(
E i;t[pt+ 1+ dt+ 1]

�2
i;t
(1+ r)

� 1

�2
i;t

)
pt: (24)

From the above equationswe see thatthe risk aversion index 
 only a�ectsthe overalllevel

ofdem and butnotits
uctuations.Italso doesnotcontributeto theprice
uctuations(between

thetim etand tim et+ �).Thusin thecaseofhom ogeneousand constantrisk averseagents,the

m ain sourceoftheprice
uctuationsisfrom theinvestors’priceforecasting.Thebaselinem odel

does not incorporate investor’s changing sentim ent. As a consequence,the price 
uctuation is

expected to bevery lim ited and we willsubsequently show thatthisisindeed 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 tim e. This re
ects the fact that in a real�nancialm arket investors

have di�erentrisk attitudesand theinvestors’sentim entchange with tim e.W e assum ethatthe

risk aversion index ofeach agentfollowsan independentbounded random walk with a constant

variance �2:


i;t= 
i;t� 1 + �zi;t ;
i;t2 [
0;
u] (25)

wherezi;t isan i.i.d.G aussian variable with m ean zero and unitvariance foragenti,
0(> 0)is

thelowerboundary,and 
u(> 
0)theupperboundary.It’seasy to relate thevalue ofthe index

attim e t+ � to the value attim e t:


i;t+ � = 
i;t+ �

�X

t= 1

zi;t= 
i;t+ �Si;� (26)

whereSi;� =
P �

t= 1
zi;tisthechangeofriskaversion indexofagentifrom tim ettotim et+ �,which

can beeitherpositive ornegative.It’sworthwhile to note thatin realm arkets,the dynam icsof

investors’risk aversion attitudes m ay be m ore com plicated than a sim ple random walk process

weassum ehere.However,sim plifyingand idealizing oftherealsituation helpsusto stay focused

on the m ain purpose ofinvestigating the im pact ofinvestors’
uctuating risk aversion on the

pricedynam ics.
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4.2 Price setting equation w ith dynam ic risk aversion

Upon substitution ofEqn.(26)into Eqn.(3),we have:

pt+ � =

P
N

i
1

(
i;t+ �Si;�)
(
E i;t+ �(pt+ �+ 1+ dt+ �+ 1)

�2
i;t+ �

(1+ r)
� 1

�2
i;t+ �

)

P N

i
1


i;t
(
E i;t(pt+ 1+ dt+ 1)

�2
i;t
(1+ r)

� 1

�2
i;t

)
pt (27)

Com paring Eqn.(27)to Eqn.(21)(
i;t= 
i;t+ � = 
i)forthecaseof�xed constantrisk aversion,

weseethatthereisan extra term ,�Si;�,in thepricesetting equation in thecase ofDRA.Since

Si;� can beeitherpositive ornegative and itsvaluechangeswith tim e,
i;t+ �Si;� deviatesfrom


i;t and 
uctuateswith tim e.This
uctuating weighting factor(representing agent’s
uctuating

risk aversion)actslike an ‘am pli�er" ofthepricedeviation induced by theerrorin agents’price

estim ation,and therefore results in excess price 
uctuation. jSi;�j� N (0;
p
�),for

p
�� � 1,


i;t+ �(
i;t+ �Si;�) and 
i;t can di�er substantially,resulting in a large deviation ofpt+ � from

pt.O urnum ericalresults,presented in the nextsession,clearly show thatit’sthisrisk aversion

dynam icsthatgivesrisetotheexcessiveprice
uctuationsand theassociated volatility clustering.

4.3 T he range ofD R A indices

W e now exam ine the range ofpossible relative risk aversion indices. The choice ofthe range is

im portantform odeling investors’decision-m aking;ithasbig im pacton thepricedynam ics,asit

directly a�ectsinvestors’dem and oftherisky asset.Thelowertheindex,thelessrisk-aversethe

investor is (thus the higher the dem and ofrisky asset);and vice versa. Thusthe risk-aversion

attitude has great im pact on the price dynam ics through its in
uence on the dem and. Som e

em piricaland experim entalstudiesreported thatfora \typical" investor,the value ofthe risk-

aversion index
isin therangeof0-2(M ehraand Prescott(1985),Friend and Blum e(1975),Levy,

Levy and Solom on (2000)). M ehra and Prescott(1985)used a value ofrisk aversion index with

an upperlim itof10 in theirtreatm entofthe issue ofthe \Equity Prem ium Puzzle". However,

to \explain" the \Equity Prem ium Puzzle" ofNYSE over 50 years ofU.S.postwarperiod,one

needsarelativeriskaversion indexof250 ifaconsum ption-based m odelisused(Cochrane(2005))!

Theseem piricalresultsshow thatitisbetterto m odeltherisk aversion with a rangeofindices,

instead ofa �xed value. The range we speci�ed consistsofan upperbound and a lowerbound

forthe random walk describing DRA indices.

5 T he Sim ulation R esults and A nalysis

5.1 T he setup

In oursim ulation wechoosethenum berofagentsN = 100,thenum berofpredictorseach agent

has,M = 2.Setting di�erentnum berofagentsproducessim ilarresults.Theinitialrisk aversion

indices
i;0 areallsetto 1.0 forthebaselinem odeland aresetto 
i;0 2 [0:2;4]forthem odelwith

DRA.Theboundsfortheindex ofDRA are
i;t2 [10� 5;20],therisk-freeinterestrateisr= 5% ,

thedividend growth rateisrd = 2% ,and theweighting coe�cientsforthevarianceofestim ation

is� = 1=250. The lagsused in the price estim ators are Li;j 2 [2;250],and we set�p+ d= 1% for

allagents.
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5.2 Sim ulation price and trading volum e

Let’s �rst take a look at how excess price 
uctuations em erge from a dynam ic risk aversion

process. Fig.1 shows the sim ulation tim e series ofthe price and the trading volum e generated

from them odelwith �xed constantriskaversion (CRA)and them odelwith dynam icriskaversion

(DRA).

From the�gureweseeclearly thattheDRA leadsto increased 
uctuationsin both theprice

and the trading volum e.To have both qualitative and quantitative picture ofthe im pactofthe

DRA on the pricedynam ics,we exam ine the key stylized factsin thefollowing subsections.

5.3 A utocorrelation function

O ne ofthe stylized facts observed in real�nancialdata is that their autocorrelation functions

(ACF)usually startwith a low value(from �1)and decay very slowly with increase oftim estep

for the squared or absolute-valued returns. For an alm ost-G aussian process,the values ofits

ACFsforabsolute-valued return are close to zero and independentofthe tim e steps. In Fig.2,

wecom paretheACFsforabsolute-valued returnsfortheseriesgenerated by ourbaselinem odel

(with CRA)and theDRA m odel,theseriesofrealdata (DJIA and SP500 Index),and G aussian

process.

The �gure clearly shows that while the ACFs generated from ourbaseline m odel(CRA)is

close to thatofG aussian process(G auss),the resultsgenerated from ourDRA m odelare very

close to thereal�nancialdata (DJIA,SP500).

5.4 Excess volatility

The second key stylized factswe exam ine isthe excessvolatility (orfat-tails)ofreturns,which

m easurestheprice
uctuation ofreal�nancialseries.In Fig.3 weplotthedistributionsofreturns

(in di�erent tim e-steps) from ourbaseline m odeland the DRA m odelwith the param eters set

according to a norm alm arketcondition.Forcom parison,wealso plotthereturn distribution of

DJIA and the return distribution generated by a sim pleG aussian process.

Theseplotsshow that,foralldi�erenttim eperiods,thereturn distributionsfrom ourbaseline

m odelarevery closetothoseoftheG aussian process;in contrast,theresultsfrom them odelwith

DRA are close to the realDJIA data. In the contextofourm odel,itisclearthatthe dynam ic

risk aversion leadsto excessvolatility ora fat-tailin thereturn distribution,which isone ofthe

m ostim portantcharacterization ofreal�nancialtim e series(M andelbrot(1963),Fam a (1965)).

Tofurtherexam inethefattailofthedistribution,weplot,in Fig.4,theK urtosisasafunction

ofthe squre rootofvariance ofrisk aversion,�. From these plots,we see thatthe risk aversion

dynam icscan changethereturn distribution signi�cantly from aG aussian distribution (which has

K = 3.0). In addition,the sm allerthe lag �,the largerthe K urtosisgenerated;thisisconsistent

with theem piricalobservationsin real�nancialdata.ThesevaluesoftheK urtosis,togetherwith

thestandard deviation and skewnessarelisted in Table1.Notethatthestatisticsgenerated from

ourDRA m odelare quiteclose to thatfrom DJIA daily data.

5.5 Volatility C lustering

Volatility clustering is another im portant characteristics of�nancialtim e series. Here we use

the conditionalprobability m easure developed recently by Chen etal. (2005) to exam ine the

volatility clustering.Them ethod usesthereturn distribution conditionalon theabsolutereturn

in thepreviousperiod to describeafunctionalrelation between thevarianceofthecurrentreturn
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and the absolute return in the previousperiod. Ifthe volatility in assetreturnsisclustered,it

willbeproportionalto thevolatility in thepreviousperiod,theproportionality constantre
ects

thestrength ofvolatility clustering.

Fig.5 showshow the currentvolatility dependson the volatility ofthe previousperiod fora

random walk process,the baseline m arketm odel,DRA m odel,and DJIA daily data. From the

�gures we see clearly that the baseline m arket m odelwith �xed constant risk aversion (CRA)

producesvery low volatility clustering (the curve is
atifthere isno volatility clustering,such

asthecasewith therandom walk m odel(G auss)).In contrast,thevolatility clustering from the

DRA m odelis signi�cantly higher,and it is very close to the one generated from DJIA daily

prices. The plotsalso show that,forourDRA m odel,the sm allerthe tim e period (step)ofthe

return,thestrongerthevolatility clustering;and viceversa;thisisconsistentwith theem pirical

observationsofrealm arketdata.

6 T he SFI m arket m odelw ith dynam ic risk aversion

6.1 B riefintroduction to SFI m arket

To testthe im pactofDRA on otherbaseline m odel,we use the well-known Santa Fe m odelof

arti�cialm arket (Arthur etal. (1997),LeBaron,Arthur and Palm er (1999)). W e �rst give a

briefsum m ary ofthe SFI m arket below. In the SFIm arket a constant absolute risk aversion

(CARA) utility function (U (ct;
) = � ect
) is assum ed for each agent,the dem and and price

setting equationsin facthave sim ilarform sasin Eqn.(2)and (3).

Thedividend processisassum ed to bean AR(1)process:

dt= �d+ �(dt� �d)+ "t (28)

where�t isan i.i.d.G aussian with zero m ean and variance �e

The SFIm arketassum esthateach ofthe N (= 25)agents atany tim 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 ofthe previous price and dividend,

E (pt+ 1 + dt+ 1)= a(pt+ dt)+ b;itusesa m arketstate \recognizer" vectorconsisting ofJ (= 12)

elem ents,each taking a value ofeither0,1 or# (m atch any m arketstates). The m arketstatus

isdescribed by a state vectorconsisting ofJ binary elem ents,each taking value ofeither1 (its

speci�ed m arket condition exists) or 0 (the m arket condition does not exist). The elem ents of

m arket state can representany im portantm arket discrim inative inform ation,including m acro-

/m icro-econom ic environm ent,sum m ary offundam entals,and m arkettem poraltrends,etc.At

each tim e step,only those predictors which m atch alltheir J elem ents to the corresponding J

elem entsofm arketstatusare eligible to beused and are called \active" predictors.

Thevarianceofestim ation �2i;t foreach agentisassum ed to updatewith a m oving average of

squared forecasterror,de�ned in Eqn.(17).

Agents learn to im prove their perform ance by discarding the worst (20% ) predictors and

developing new predictorsvia a genetic algorithm .Thisensuresthe m arketsom e dynam ics.

In the SFM ,them arketconditionsare speci�ed as:

1-6 elem entsrepresent\currentprice � interestrate / dividend > 0.25,0.5,0.75,0.875,1.0,

1.125.

7-10 elem ents describe \Current price > 5-period m oving average ofpast prices (5-period

M A),10-period M A,100-period M A,500-period M A.

11th elem entalways1;
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12th elem entalways0;

The regressor’s param eters fa;bg are set to be random ly and uniform ly distributed within

theranges:a 2 (0:7;1:2)and b2 (� 10;19:002).

The risk-free interest rate is set to 5% ,and for the dividend process: the auto-regression

coe�cient�= 0.95, �d = 10,and �e = 0:0745.

Theweighting coe�cientsforthevarianceofestim ation,�= 1=75;1=150 forfasterand slower

learning respectively. The genetic algorithm is invoked (on average) every Te = 250 periods

(fasterlearning)and 1000 periods(slowerlearning).Form oredetailed justi�cation forchoosing

theparam etervalues,see LeBaron etal.(1999).

W ith thesesetups,wehavechecked thatthesim ulation stock pricetim eseriesand itsstatis-

ticalpropertiesgenerated are in factsim ilarto those ofourbaseline m odel.

6.2 N um ericalresults ofSFI m arket m odelw ith D R A

The dynam ics ofrisk aversion can be sim ilarly incorporated into the SFIm arket m odel. Fig.6

plotsthesim ulation pricetim eseriesfordi�erentDRA variance�2.Theseplotsshow clearly the

im 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 functionalrelation ofthe K urtosis vs

variable�.Theresultsarevery sim ilarto thoseplotted in Fig.4,which wereobtained with our

m uch sim plerbaseline m odel.

W e have checked other key features and found that the SFI-DRA m odelgives the sim ilar

resultsasourDRA m odelwhich isbased on a m uch sim plerbaseline m odel.Thissuggeststhat

DRA isthe key m echanism forthe em ergence ofthe key stylized facts,and the im pactofDRA

doesnotdepend on thestructuresofthebaselinem odels.Thereforethepriceim pactofinvestors’

DRA we have studied isgeneric.

7 Sum m ary

W e have presented a sim ple m ulti-agentm odelofa �nancialm arketwhich incorporatesthe dy-

nam icsofriskaversions.W eassum ethattheindexofDRA followsasim pleindependentbounded

random walk with a constant variance �2. W e dem onstrate that such dynam ics is directly re-

sponsibleforexcessvolatility and theassociated volatility clustering.W ecom parethenum erical

resultsfrom ourm odelwith theresultsobtained by analyzing theDJIA daily dataand show that

thesim ulation data reproducem ostofthe\stylized" facts,such asexcessvolatility (m easured by

fattailand high peak ofreturn distribution),volatility clusteringm easured by conditionalreturn

distribution. W e have also tested the DRA on the Santa Fe m arket m odeland obtain sim ilar

results.Thissuggeststhatthe im pactofDRA am ong heterogeneousagentswe introduced here

does not depend on the structure ofthe particular baseline m odelused. The degree ofexcess

volatility isessentially controlled by the param eter�. Thus� can be used asa key m arketsen-

tim entparam eter,in conjunction with the otherm arketindicatorssuch asaverage return r and

theaveragevolatility �0,tocharacterizethe�nancialm arket.W ehopethatourresultspresented

herewillprovidenew insightsinto thedynam icsofassetprice
uctuationsgoverned by investors’


uctuating sentim ents.
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Figure 1: The tim e series ofprice and trading volum e from the m odels with constant (� = 0) and dynam ic

(� 6= 0) risk aversion. For the sake ofclarity,the tim e series with di�erent �s were vertically shifted,e.g.,the

trading volum e for� = 0.01 wasupward shifted by 50.
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Figure 2: ACFsofdi�erenttim e stepsforreturn seriesof: the baseline m odel(CRA),the D RA m odel,D JIA

Index,SP500 Index,and random walk process(G auss).

14



−10 −5 0 5 10

10
−3

10
−2

10
−1

10
0

Normalized return r

pd
f (

r)

−10 −5 0 5 10

10
−3

10
−2

10
−1

10
0

Normalized return r

pd
f (

r)
−10 −5 0 5 10

10
−3

10
−2

10
−1

10
0

Normalized return r

pd
f (

r)

−10 −5 0 5 10

10
−3

10
−2

10
−1

10
0

Normalized return r
pd

f (
r)

−10 −5 0 5 10

10
−3

10
−2

10
−1

10
0

Normalized return r

pd
f (

r)

−10 −5 0 5 10

10
−3

10
−2

10
−1

10
0

Normalized return r

pd
f (

r)

Gauss
CRA
DRA
DJIA

τ = 1 day τ = 2 days 

τ = 4 days τ = 8 days 

τ = 16 days τ = 32 days 

Figure 3: Return distributions for the m odelwith constant risk aversion (CRA) (�= 0) and the D RA m odel

(�= 0.01),G aussian process(G auss)and realdata ofD JIA.
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Figure 4: K urtosisofsim ulation price seriesfordi�erentvariables� ofthe D RA index.

15



Table 1:Som e statisticsforDRA m odel(�= 0.01)and DJIA

Lag (�) S.D. Skewness K urtosis

M odel� = 0.01

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 17.309658

16 0.031840 -0.424137 11.376849

32 0.039121 -0.327192 7.444087

DJIA

1 0.010876 -1.190497 40.2330

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 6: Sim ulation price series for di�erent variances ofD RA processes with Santa Fe m odel. The m odel

param etersare:� = 1=75,Te = 250.Thepricesfordi�erent�shavebeen vertically shifted to m akethecom parison

clearer.From the bottom to top,the price seriesare respectively for� = 0,0.01,0.02,0.03,0.04 and 0.05.
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Figure 7: K urtosisofsim ulation price series fordi�erentvariables,�,ofD RA processes with Santa Fe m odel.

The m odelparam etersare:� = 1=75,Te = 250;The data were obtained by averaging over50 independentruns.
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