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A bstract

A sim plebutnontrivialclassofthequantum strategiesin buying-

sellinggam esispresented.Theplayerm ovesarearationalbuyingand

an unconditionalselling.Thepossibility ofgaining extrem alpro�tsin

such the gam esisconsidered.The entangled m erchants hypothesisis

proposed.

1 Projective geom etry approach to pro�ts

Halfthousand yearsagoFraLucaPacioli,ateacherofLeonardodaVinciset

standardsofVeniceaccounting(i.e.thedoubleaccounting)andforthetheory

ofperspective.In theauthoropinion thisisnotaccidentalbecauseprojective

geom etry approach form s a naturallanguage ofdescription ofthe m arket

reality.Letusconsiderthesim plestpossiblem arketeventofexchanging two

goodswhich wewouldcalltheassetandthem oneyanddenotethem by�and

$,respectively. LetV� and V$ denote som e given am ountsofthe assetand

them oney,respectively.Iftheassetsareexchanged in theproportion V$:V�
then in thecontextofselling processeswecallthelogarithm icquotation for

theasset�

p:= ln(V$)� ln(V� ) (1)
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the dem and pro�t.Respectively,in contextofbuying,wecallthenum ber

q:= ln(V� )� ln(V$) (2)

thesupply pro�t.From projectivegeom etry pointofview any m arketcan be

represented in theN -dim ensionalrealprojectivespace,<P N thatis(N +1)-

dim ensionalvectorspace < N + 1 (one realcoordinate foreach asset)subject

to the equivalence relation v� �v for v 2 < N + 1 and � 6= 0. For exam ple

we identify allportfolios having assets in the sam e proportions. In this

contextseparate pro�tsp orq,gained by selling orbuying respectively,are

not invariant (coordinate free). The pro�t p + q gained during the whole

buying-selling cycle isgiven by thelogarithm ofan appropriateanharm onic

(cross)ratio[1],and isan invariant(e.g.itsnum ericalvaluedoesnotdepend

on unitschosen tom easuretheassets).Theanharm onicratioforfourpoints

lying on a given line,A;B ;C;D is the double ratio oflengths ofsegm ents
A C

A B
:D C

D B
and isdenoted by [A;B ;C;D ].In ourcase theanharm onicratio in

question,[�;U q;Up;$],concernsthepairofpoints:

Uq := (�eq;�;:::);Up := (w;w ep;:::) (3)

and thepair�,$.Thelastpairresultsfrom thecrossingofthehypersurfaces

� and $ corresponding to theportfoliosconsisting ofonly oneasset� or$,

respectively and the line UqUp. The dots represent other coordinates (not

necessary equalfor both points). The line connecting Uq and Up m ay be

represented byone-param eterfam ilyofvectorsu(�)with �-coordinatesgiven

as:

u� (�):= �(U q)� + (1� �)(Up)� : (4)

This im plies thatthe values of� corresponding to the points � and $ are

given by the conditions: u0(�$)= �$(Uq)0 + (1� �$)(Up)0 = 0,u1(�� )=

�� (Uq)1 + (1� �� )(Up)1 = 0.Substitution ofEquation (3)leadsto

�$ =
w

w � �
and �� =

w

w � �e� (p+ q)
: (5)

The calculation ofthe logarithm ofthe crossratio [�;U q;Up;$]on the line

UqUp gives

ln[�;U q;Up;$]= ln

�
w

w � �e� (p+ q)
;1;0;

w

w � �

�

= ln
�w ep+ q

�w
= p+ q: (6)

This quantity forsuccessive transactions isthe unique (up to som e factor)

additiveinvariantofprojective transform ations.
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2 Q uantum m arket gam es

Tradersusually em ploy intuitivestrategiesthatifperceived asobjective"be-

ing"arenoteasilydescribablein aquantitativeway.Buttheserelationsform

naturalobjectsofinterestsofaccountantsand econom etriciansthatdealwith

m arketreality.Thissituation hasan analog in physicalphenom ena.In the

Ithaca interpretation ofquantum m echanics "correlations have physicalre-

ality;thatwhich they correlate doesnot" [2].Besides,only quantum theory

allows to consider self-conscious entities [3]. In the series ofarticles posed

by theauthorwith Jan S ladkowski1 thequantum theory ofgam es[4,5,6]is

generalized on thein�nite-dim ensionalHilbertspaceand used to description

ofsom efundam entalm arketphenom ena.These m odelsgivem any interest-

ing results,unattainablein thefram ework ofclassicaltheories.Forexam ple,

quantum theory predicts the property ofundividity ofattention oftraders

(no cloning theorem ),the sudden and violent changes ofprices can be ex-

plained by thequantum Zeno phenom enon.Thetheory uni�esalso theEn-

glish auction with the Vickrey’s one attenuating the m otivation properties

ofthe latter. There are apparentanalogieswith quantum therm odynam ics

thatallow to interpret m arket equilibrium asa state with vanishing �nan-

cialrisk 
ow.In thisarticletheauthorpresentanotheram azing property of

quantum m arketgam es2.In thisform alism ,each playerm odify hisstrategy

 2 H by acting on theHilbertspaceH with tacticsU :H ! H .Thestrate-

giescan be interpreted assuperpositionsoftrading decisions. Fora trader

they form the "quantum board". The tacticsU are linear,usually unitary

operators,and thestrategy functions (p)2L2 haveintegrablesquarem odu-

lus.TheFrench m ethod ofpresenting dem ans/supply curvesisbased on the

assum ption thatthe dem and isa function ofprices and is usually referred

to asthe Cournotconvention. In thisway Born interpretation ofthe prod-

uct (p) (p)lead usto de�ne supply curve asthe cum ulative distribution

function
Rp

� 1
 (p0) (p0)dp0. The player buying quantum tactics  (q) are

Fouriertransform sofhistactics (p)in selling processesand,consequently,

theappropriateobservablesQ and P arecanonicalones,[P;Q ]= i}E ,where

theeconom icdim ensionlessconstant}E describesthem inim alinclination of

theplayerto risk (by analogy with quantum harm onicoscillator,seebelow).

One strategy worksin two di�erentoccasions. Thisisa property thatdoes

1fulltextsofthesepapersareavailableatthe web site http://alpha.uwb.edu.pl/ep/sj
2see also J.S ladkowski,"G i�en paradoxesin quantum m arketgam es",in the current

issue

3



notoccurin any classicaltheory.

3 R isk pro�le ofplayer strategies

W ecan describeplayerstrategyindependently ofrepresentation ofthisstrat-

egy because the Fourier transform ation com m utes with the risk operator
1

2m
P
2 + m

2
Q

2.Theparam eterm > 0 m easurestherisk asym m etry between

buyingand sellingpositions.Thepurestrategiesthatareconsistentwith the

low ofsupply (orlow ofdem and)arerepresented,following Hudson theorem

[7],by gaussian functions.BesidestheGibbsm ixed strategiesrepresentequi-

librium m arketsleadstothesam eresultsassom egaussian strategieswith the

m odi�ed value ofthe constant}E . Forthisreason in typicalm arketgam es

theconsiderationsofm odelswith gaussian strategies a;m (p):=
1

4
p
2�m

e�
(p� a)

2

4m

willbegood enough.W hen thedispersion m ofthedem and pro�ttendsto0

thedistribution function  a;m (p) a;m (p)tendsto Diracstrategy �(p� a).It

m eansthattheplayer�xed withdrawalprice ea below which sheorhegives

theselling up.

4 T he sim plest quantum m arket gam e

Theconsequencesofgam esbetween two Diracstrategiesaretrivialand they

are a speciallim itcase ofthe classofgam esanalyzed below. Therefore we

considerthegam esofAliceDiracstrategy�(pA lice� aA lice)versusthegaussian

strategy ofRestofW orld (RW ).LetussupposethattheRW playerproposes

price ofthe asset � and Alice accepts orrejects the proposalbecause this

isthem ostattractiveposition forAlice.W ehavethefollowing rulesofthis

gam e:

� RW proposeswith probability f(qR W )dqR W :=
p

m

2�
e�

m q
2
R W
2 dqR W the

pricee� qR W ,and

� Alice:

{ sellstheassetifaA lice + qR W > 0,or

{ givesup ifaA lice + qR W � 0.
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Alicealwaysbuystheassetin thisgam ebecausetheuncertainty (dispersion)

ofstochasticvariableqA lice forDiracstrategy �(pA lice� aA lice)isin�nite.W e

assum e rationalbehavior ofAlice and therefore we search for her strategy

(i.e.valueam ax ofvariableaA lice)which m axim ize the intensity ofherpro�t

[8]:

�(aA lice):=
E (pR W + qR W )

E (�)
=

1R

aA lice

qR W f(qR W )dqR W

1+
1R

aA lice

f(qR W )dqR W

; (7)

where E (pR W + qR W )isthe average Alice pro�tin one selling-buying cycle

and E (�)isthe expected duration ofthe whole selling-buying cycle in this

gam e.Thepro�tintensity function �(x)in thevicinity ofextrem um isdrown

in Figure1.
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Figure1:Pro�tintensityforDiracstrategiesinunitsoftheopponentstrategy

dispersion m � 1.

5 T he �xed point theorem

Them axim alvalueofthefunction �,am ax,liesata�xed pointof�,thatisit

ful�llsthecondition �(am ax)= am ax.Such a�xed pointam ax exists,attracts

on alldom ain and am ax = 0:27603m � 1.W hen RestofW orld play them arket

gam e with strategy that has unknown dispersion m � 1 the above theorem

proved in [8]im pliesnaturalAlice tacticsform axim ization herintensity of
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pro�t.In n+ 1-ststep ofthegam eAliceshiftherstrategy to thepoint

an+ 1 =

nP

k= 1

(pR W + qR W )k

nP

k= 1

�k

: (8)

Onecan easily reverse thebuying and selling strategies[8].

W hen we m odify rulesofthe gam e,and now Alice willbe playing with

two entangled quantum strategies(one forbuying and one forselling),she

willhaveanotherbene�tofquanta.Fortheexpected intensity ofAlicepro�t

from oneofherstrategy weobtain theequivalentoftheabovepresented the-

orem again,but with greater value ofm axim um equal0:30211m � 1 in this

case. The details willbe presented elsewhere. In context ofthis result it

is naturalto put forward the hypothesis that trading with bigger num ber

ofentangled quantum strategies give us opportunities ofobtaining greater

intensitiesofpro�ts.Then in thefuturewewillm eettheinevitablecom pli-

cation ofquantum connectionson realm arkets.
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