arXiv:1506.03708v2 [q-fin.GN] 25 Jun 2015

Markets, herding and response to external information

Adrián Carro^*, Raúl Toral, Maxi San Miguel, Instituto de Física Interdisciplinar y Sistemas Complejos (IFISC), CSIC-UIB, Palma de Mallorca, Spain * E-mail: adrian.carro@ifisc.uib-csic.es

Abstract

We focus on the influence of external sources of information upon financial markets. In particular, we develop a stochastic agent-based market model characterized by a certain herding behavior as well as allowing traders to be influenced by an external dynamic signal of information. This signal can be interpreted as a time-varying advertising, public perception or rumor, in favor or against one of two possible trading behaviors, thus breaking the symmetry of the system and acting as a continuously varying exogenous shock. As an illustration, we use a well-known German Indicator of Economic Sentiment as information input and compare our results with Germany’s leading stock market index, the DAX, in order to calibrate some of the model parameters. We study the conditions for the ensemble of agents to more accurately follow the information input signal. The response of the system to the external information is maximal for an intermediate range of values of a market parameter, suggesting the existence of three different market regimes: amplification, precise assimilation and undervaluation of incoming information.

Introduction

The analysis of financial data has led to the characterization of some non-Gaussian statistical regularities found in financial time series across a wide range of markets, assets and time periods [1, 2]. These robust empirical properties are known in the economic literature as stylized facts. It has been found, for instance, that the unconditional distribution of returns shows a fat-tailed or leptokurtic character, i.e., it shows a higher concentration of probability in the center and in the tails of the distribution as compared to the Gaussian [1], leading to a higher probability of large returns. A second example is the intermittent behavior of the volatility, measured as absolute or squared returns. This property, known as volatility clustering, implies a tendency for calm and turbulent market periods to cluster together [3]. This temporal bursting behavior of the volatility leads to the existence of positive autocorrelations for absolute and squared returns which decay only slowly as a function of the time lag [4].

Two competing hypotheses have been proposed to explain the origin and ubiquity of stylized facts in financial data. On the one hand, the traditional efficient market hypothesis states that markets are efficient, in the sense that they correctly aggregate all available information, and therefore price changes (returns) fully and instantaneously reflect any new information [5]. Thus, according to this hypothesis, any particular characteristic of the distribution of returns is a direct consequence of the statistical properties of the news arrival process. On the other hand, recent years have witnessed the development of an alternative approach which might be called the interacting agent hypothesis, as coined in [6]. Indeed, a growing number of

1/30 contributions based on heterogeneous interacting agents [7] have interpreted these stylized facts as the macroscopic outcome of the diversity among the economic actors, and the interplay and connections between them [8–12]. Heterogeneity refers here to the agents’ different level of access to available information or to their capability to choose from a set of various market strategies or trading rules. Regarding their interplay, different interaction mechanisms have been studied, whether direct or indirect, global or local. Thus, according to this hypothesis, any statistical regularity found in financial time series is an emergent property endogenously produced by the internal dynamics of the market.

Along the lines of earlier works [13], we can classify the different agent-based financial models into three broad categories. The first one seeks inspiration in well known critical systems from the statistical physics literature, and it is able to reproduce non-Gaussian statistics by carefully adjusting model parameters near criticality [12, 14–16]. The second group of models, inspired by the seminal work [10], assumes that agents interact globally through the price mechanism and public information about the performance of strategies subject to noise [17,18]. These models are able to reproduce some of the aforementioned stylized facts when their signal-to-noise ratio is adjusted around unity. Finally, the third category is composed by a series of stochastic models of information transmission inspired by Kirman [8, 9], and whose main ingredient is their emphasis on the processes of social interaction among agents, based on herding behavior or a tendency to follow the crowd [6, 11, 19]. These models endogenously give rise to some of the universal statistical properties characterizing financial time series.

If the efficient market approach neglected the importance of the interplay and connections between different economic actors, agent-based finance literature has traditionally overlooked the influence of external sources of information upon markets, treating them as completely closed entities or subject to a constant level of noise. Our research is motivated by the observation that, even if markets are complex systems able to endogenously give rise to non-Gaussian statistical properties, they are by no means closed entities, insensitive to the arrival of external information. Indeed, the recent availability of tools and methods to retrieve and process large corpora of news has allowed empirical financial research to start collecting evidence on how markets react, for instance, to the publication of: news about companies, economic indices, rumors related to the economy, forecasts and recommendations by analysts, news on world events, and financial information by mass media [20–24]. A more extensive survey of the literature on the influence of external sources of information can be found in [25], while for a more detailed account of the debate about the endogenous and exogenous components of market dynamics we refer to [26, 27]. Most of this literature addresses this question from a purely empirical point of view. As a complement to the aforementioned empirical works, the main purpose of this paper is to contribute to the theoretical assessment of the influence of an external source of information upon an agent-based financial market characterized by the existence of a certain herding behavior. Furthermore, we focus on the impact of this exogenous information upon the traders’ behavior and how this leads to the existence of different market regimes regarding the input-output response (for other approaches, see [28, 30–32]). In particular, we develop a financial market herding model along the lines of the works by Kirman [8, 9] and Alfarano et al. [29] but open to the arrival of external information affecting the traders’ behavior. As an example of information input, we use a well-known Indicator of Economic Sentiment published in Germany by the Center for European Economic Research (ZEW). Furthermore, we compare the model results with the main German stock market index, the DAX, in order to find appropriate values for some of the model parameters. The conditions for the ensemble

2/30 of agents to more accurately follow the information input signal are studied. Interestingly, we find a resonance phenomenon, i.e., a maximum in the response of the system to the external information for an intermediate range of values of a market parameter related to the importance of random behavior relative to herding among traders. This result suggests the existence of different market regimes regarding the assimilation of incoming information.

The outline of the paper is as follows. The first section, describing the methods used, is divided in three subsections. In the first of them we present the original herding model used as a point of departure for our investigation, as well as some analytical results for the sake of comparison in subsequent sections. A brief description of the market framework and the economic variables used is given in the second subsection. The third subdivision contains a detailed discussion about the kind of external information we refer to, a characterization of the particular input signal used as illustration, and the analytical development of a herding model open to external information. The numerical results obtained by simulation of this model are covered in the second section. First, we address the effect on the market of varying the convincing power of the external source of information, comparing with real stock market data to find a suitable value for this convincing power. Then, we quantify the quality of the market model in reflecting the arrival of incoming information and discuss the particular features of the resonance phenomenon found. We draw, in the last section, the main conclusions and add some general remarks.

Methods

The original herding model

Inspired by a series of entomological experiments with ant colonies, Kirman [9] proposed a stochastic herding formalism to model decision making among financial agents. In the experiments with ants, entomologists observed the emergence of asymmetric collective behaviors from an apparently symmetric situation: when ants were faced with a choice between two identical food sources, a majority of the population tended to exploit only one of them at a given time, turning its foraging attention to the other source every once in a while. In order to explain this behavior, Kirman developed a stochastic model where the probability for an ant to change its foraging source results from a combination of two mechanism. On the one hand, he postulated the existence of a herding propensity among the ants, i.e., a tendency to follow the crowd, which implies the existence of some kind of interaction among them with information transmission. On the other hand, he also assumed the ants to randomly explore their neighborhood looking for new food sources, so every one of them has an autonomous switching tendency or idiosyncratic behavior, which plays the role of a free will.

This simple herding model was reinterpreted by Kirman in terms of market behavior, by simply replacing an ant’s binary choice between food sources by a market agent’s choice between two different trading strategies. These different strategies may be related to some particular rules for the formation of the agents’ expectations about the future evolution of prices, or result from differences in their interpretation of present and past information. For instance, foreign exchange market traders can adopt different tactics, such as a fundamentalist or a chartist forecast of future exchange rate movements. A further example would be the choice between an optimistic or a pessimistic tendency among the chartist traders. In these examples, the Kirman model would be the decision making mechanism among financial agents, who decide whether to buy or sell in a given situation, thus giving rise to market switches between a

3/30 dominance of one or the other strategy.

A series of subsequent papers [6, 11, 29, 33, 34] has focused on explaining some of the stylized facts observed in empirical data from financial markets in terms of herding models of the Kirman type. However, there have been two different implementations of the herding term in the literature. In his seminal 1993 paper, Kirman proposed a herding probability that, for each agent, was proportional to the fraction of agents in the opposite state. One of the main drawbacks of this original formalization has been pointed out to be its lack of robustness with respect to an enlargement of the system size N, or N-dependence, since an increasing number of participants in the market causes the stochasticity to vanish and therefore the stylized facts to fade away. On the contrary, some later authors [6, 29, 33, 34] avoided this problem with an alternative modeling of the interaction mechanism based on a herding probability that, for each agent, is proportional to the absolute number of agents in the opposite state, thus allowing each individual to interact with any other regardless of the system size. We will hereafter adopt this second and more recent formalism. This approach has proven to be successful in reproducing, for instance, the fat tails in the distribution of returns, the volatility clustering, and the positive autocorrelation of absolute and squared returns.

Let us now briefly review the formalization of the Kirman model (in its N-independent formulation) and some analytical derivations along the lines of previous works [29, 35] which will be useful for subsequent analyses. Let the market be populated by a fixed number of traders N, and let n be the number of those agents choosing one of the two possible strategies, while N − n choose the other one. For the sake of clarity, we will hereafter refer to the case of optimistic vs. pessimistic opinions about the future evolution of prices and, in particular, we will call the first group of n agents optimistic and the second group of N − n agents pessimistic. In this manner, n ∈ 0, 1, ..., N defines the configuration or state of the system. Its evolution is given by the two aforementioned terms: on the one hand there are pairwise encounters of agents, after which one of them may copy the strategy of the other, and on the other hand there are idiosyncratic random changes of state, playing the role of a free will. An additional assumption of the model is the lack of memory of the agents, so their probability of changing state does not depend on the outcome of previous encounters, neither on previous idiosyncratic switches. Therefore, the stochastic evolution of the system can be formalized as a Markov process depending, at each time step, just on the probability to switch from the present configuration of the system n to some other state n^′ in a time interval Δt, denoted by P (n^′, t + Δt|n, t). However, if this time interval Δt is taken to be small enough, then the probability to observe multiple jumps is negligible and we can restrict our analysis to n^′ = n ± 1. Furthermore, the probabilities would then be related to the transition rates per unit time as P (n^′, t + Δt|n, t) = π(n → n^′)Δt. The transition rates for each individual i, π^+_i = π_i(pessimistic → optimistic) and π^−_i = π_i(optimistic → pessimistic), can be formally defined as π^+_i = a + h n, π^−_i = a + h (N − n), where the parameters a and h stand for the idiosyncratic switch and the herding intensity coefficients respectively. The rates for the whole system are, therefore,

π^+(n) = π(n → n + 1) = (N − n) (a + h n) ,

π^−(n) = π(n → n − 1) = n (a + h (N − n)) . (1) There are two parameters in the model, a and h, but one of them can be used as a

4/30 rescaling of the time variable, so that there is only one relevant parameter, such as ϵ = a/h. For the sake of subsequent analytical derivations, it is useful to replace the extensive variable n, in the range n ∈ [0, N], by an intensive one which can be treated as continuous for large system sizes N —note, however, that the limit of an infinite number of agents is never the case in real social and economic systems, where finite-size effects may play a role [36]—. In particular, we choose x = 2n/N − 1 as our intensive variable, giving an opinion index in the range x ∈ [−1, +1]. We choose this range for our intensive variable, as done in [29], in order to make it comparable to the external information signal which will be used later, also in the range [−1, +1]. Note that an opinion index x = 0 would imply a perfect balance of opinions, while x = −1 and x = +1 would signal a full agreement on the pessimistic and the optimistic opinions respectively. Note as well that the partial derivation with respect to the new intensive variable becomes, in terms of the previous extensive one, ∂/∂x = (N/2) ∂/∂n and therefore the relation between their probabilities is P (x, t) = P (n, t)N/2.

By means of a systematic and consistent expansion in N, it has been shown that the Markovian stochastic process defined above can be approximated by a continuous diffusion process described by the Fokker-Planck equation [29], ∂P (x, t) ∂t = ∂ ∂x [ − μ(x)P (x, t) ] + 1 2 ∂^2 ∂x^2 [ D(x)P (x, t) ]

= ∂ ∂x [ 2axP (x, t) ] + 1 2 ∂^2 ∂x^2 [( 4a N + 2h(1 − x^2) ) P (x, t) ] , (2)

where μ(x) plays the role of a drift term and D(x) is the diffusion coefficient. As an alternative way to analyze the dynamics of the model, it is possible to derive a stochastic differential equation for the stochastic process x(t), known as Langevin equation. Using the Fokker-Planck equation (2) and applying the usual transformation rule [37], within the Itô convention [38], we find the Langevin equation describing the process, ẋ = μ(x) + √ D(x) · ξ(t) = −2ax + √ 4a N + 2h(1 − x^2) · ξ(t), (3)

where ξ(t) is a Gaussian white noise, i.e., a random variable with a zero mean Gaussian distribution, ⟨ξ(t)⟩ = 0, and correlations ⟨ξ(t)ξ(t^′)⟩ = δ(t − t^′).

Let us first analyze the role played by the noise or diffusion term inside the square root in Eq. (3), D(x) =^{4a}_N + 2h(1 − x^2). The first term, dependent on a and inversely proportional to the system size N, is related to the “granularity” of the system, and so it vanishes in the continuous limit N → ∞. It basically states that for any finite system there are always finite-size stochastic fluctuations related to the fact that the agents have the ability to randomly change their choice. The second term of the diffusion function is a multiplicative noise term, i.e., a noise whose intensity depends on the state variable itself. Furthermore, it is the only term dependent on the herding coefficient, so we will refer to it hereafter as herding term. As this multiplicative noise is maximum for x = 0 and vanishes for x = ±1, it is clear from Eq. (3) that it tends to move the system away from the center and towards those extremes by making any random partial agreement on one or the other possible opinions grow to a complete consensus.

Regarding the deterministic drift term μ(x) = −2ax, it is evident form Eq. (3) that it has the role of driving the system back to a balanced position at the center of the opinion index, x = 0. Therefore, we have a competition between two opposed driving

5/30 forces. One of them is of a stochastic nature, it is dominated by the herding term for large N and it tends to favor the formation of a majority of traders sharing the same opinion about the future evolution of prices. Whereas the other is of a deterministic nature, it is related to the idiosyncratic switches and it tends to break these majorities and drive the system back to a balanced situation, where the traders are equally distributed between both opinions. The magnitude of these two driving forces is related to their respective parameters, a and h. Note that in the extreme case of pure herding, a = 0, the consensus states x = ±1 become absorbing: once all the agents agree in the use of a certain strategy, the system is frozen and there is no further evolution [see Eq. (3)]. On the opposite, in the extreme case of pure random changes of opinion, h = 0, the system would just be characterized by finite-size Gaussian fluctuations around the mean opinion index ⟨x⟩ = 0.

For non-zero values of both the idiosyncratic and the herding parameters there is a competition between the two aforementioned driving forces and, depending on their relative magnitude, one or the other behavior prevails: either the tendency to form a large majority of agents sharing the same opinion or the tendency to reverse any random majority to a balanced situation. Indeed, the particular functional form of the noise in the Kirman model induces a transition in the dynamics of the system from a monostable to a bistable behavior when increasing the value of h relative to that of a. This transition, as well as the particular implications of mono and bistability, can be explained in terms of the probability distribution P_{st}(x), steady state solution of the Fokker-Planck equation (2), which can be written as

P_{st}(x) = Z^{−1} [ a 2Nh + (1 − x^2) 4 ] a_{h −1} . (4)

The normalization factor Z^{−1} is given by

Z^{−1} = 1 2 (_{2ϵ} N + 1 )_{−ϵ} √_{2ϵ} N + 1 B [_1 2 ( 1 + √_{2ϵ} N + 1 ) ; ϵ, ϵ ] − B [_1 2 ( 1 − √_{2ϵ} N + 1 ) ; ϵ, ϵ ] , (5)

where B[x; a, b] is the incomplete beta function, defined as B[x; a, b] = ∫_x 0 u^{a−1}(1 − u)^{b−1}du, (6) and ϵ = a/h. Observing the functional form of the steady state solution (4), one can notice that the sign of the exponent will determine whether the probability distribution is unimodal with a peak centered at x = 0 or bimodal with peaks at the extreme values x = −1 and x = +1. Therefore, when the idiosyncratic switching a is larger than the herding intensity h, we find a unimodal distribution, meaning that, at any point in time, the most likely outcome of an observation is to find the community of traders equally split between both options. On the contrary, when the herding h exceeds the idiosyncratic switching intensity a, a bimodal distribution is found, meaning that, at any point in time, the most likely outcome of a static observation is to find a large majority of agents choosing the same option. Nevertheless, in different observations, the option chosen by the majority may be different. Note as well that when a = h (ϵ = 1) the probability distribution is uniform, meaning that any share of agents between the two options is equally probable. Because of the ergodicity of the model, these probability distributions can also be understood in terms of the fractional time spent by the system in each state.

6/30

An alternative way to observe the transition between a monostable and a bistable behavior and to explain it as a noise induced phenomenon consists in introducing the effective potential [39]: a function combining the effects of both the deterministic driving force and the noise such that its minima are attractive points of the dynamics. We can define the effective potential U_{eff}(x) by assuming an exponential functional form for the stationary probability distribution P_{st}(x),

P_{st}(x) ≡ C^{−1} exp ( − U_{eff}(x) D ) , (7)

where D is an effective noise intensity that we take as D = h, and the constant C^{−1} plays the role of a normalization factor. Note that, defined as such, the minima of this effective potential function correspond to maxima of the stationary state probability distribution. Let us directly write here the effective potential for the Fokker-Planck equation (2) which takes into account the effect of the multiplicative noise over the deterministic driving force related to the drift term (see S1 Appendix: Effective potential derivation for a derivation),

U_{eff}(x) = (h − a) ln(1 − x^2). (8)

The change of sign occurring in Eq. (8) for h = a marks the transition from a one well to a double well potential when increasing h. The functional form of the effective potential is shown in Fig. 1 for the three possible cases: a < h, a = h and a > h.

Figure 1. Effective potential U_{eff}(x). For three different values of the idiosyncratic switching tendency, a = 10^{−4}, 10^{−3}, 10^{−2}. The rest of the parameter values are h = 10^{−3} and N = 200. Note that the values of a shown here correspond to the three main cases a < h, a = h and a > h.

In the a < h case, it is worthy of remark the fact that, although both minima of the effective potential at the extremes of the opinion index space are theoretically infinite wells, in fact, they are not absorbing states and so the system will leave them with probability proportional to a. This can be understood by reexamining the Langevin equation (3), where we notice that precisely at the extreme states x ± 1 the only term acting upon the system is the deterministic force driving it towards the center of the opinion index. To sum up, in the a < h case, the role of the herding (h) is to induce a bistable effective potential with two wells at the extremes of the opinion index, while that of the idiosyncratic switching (a) is to allow for transitions between these two wells.

Two examples of stochastic realizations of this original Kirman model are shown in the two panels in the first row (labeled F = 0) of Fig. 3 (in the third subdivision of this section). The first example, with an idiosyncratic switching coefficient smaller than the herding intensity (a = 5 · 10^{−4}, h = 10^{−3}), corresponds to a bimodal probability distribution of states. We can observe, in this panel, the tendency of the

7/30 system to be temporarily absorbed in the proximity of the consensus states with random switches between them. Some of those switches are not successful and the system returns to the previous consensus before reaching the opposite one. This type of evolution corresponds to a market where traders strongly tend to agree on their opinion about the future evolution of prices but this forecast agreement switches, from time to time, from optimism to pessimism and vice versa. The case of a unimodal probability distribution of states is displayed in the second panel, corresponding to an idiosyncratic switching coefficient larger than the herding intensity (a = 5 · 10^{−3}, h = 10^{−3}). Note that, as opposed to the previous example, the opinion index spends most of the time in the central part of the opinion space, between x = −0.5 and x = 0.5. This corresponds to a market where traders are mostly guided by their own idiosyncratic drives, paying little attention to other traders’ attitudes, and thus statistically tending to be equally divided among the two possible opinions.

The financial market framework

In order to model a financial market, we need to embed the stochastic herding formalism described above into an asset pricing framework. Different implementations of the market have been proposed in the literature [6, 8, 11, 35, 40], characterized by different degrees of complexity. We will use here a very simple noise trader framework along the lines of previous works [29]. To this end, we need to define the different types of agents acting in the market and relate them to the herding two-state dynamics. In particular, the market is assumed to be populated by two kinds of agents: fundamentalist and noise traders.

Fundamentalist traders assume the existence of a “fundamental” price of the traded asset, towards which the actual market price tends to come back. Therefore, they buy (sell) if the actual market price p is below (above) their perceived fundamental value p_f . Assuming that their reaction depends on the log relative difference between the fundamental value and the current market price, instead of absolute difference, the excess demand by the fundamentalist group is given by

ED_f = N_f T_f ln ( p_f p ) , (9)

where N_f is the number of fundamentalists in the market and T_f is their average traded volume. The reaction to relative rather than absolute under- and overvaluations not only seems more plausible, but also facilitates subsequent derivations. In any case, the small observed daily changes of price (∼ 1%) assure that results would not diverge much if absolute differences were to be used.

The agents of the second group, noise traders, react according to their particular forecast of the future evolution of prices, which can be optimistic or pessimistic. They are therefore divided into two subgroups: optimistic noise traders expect the price of the traded asset to increase in the future and thus decide to buy at the current market price, while pessimistic noise traders expect the price to decrease and thus choose to sell. It is precisely here where the herding model introduced in the previous section enters into the market framework: it is the decision-making mechanism used by the noise traders to choose whether they are optimistic or pessimistic regarding the future price of the traded asset. In this manner, the excess demand by this group of agents becomes a direct consequence of the dominance of optimism or pessimism among them, quantified by the opinion index x = 2n/N − 1 introduced above, and can be written as ED_c = NT_cx, (10) where N is the number of noise traders in the market and T_c their average traded

8/30 volume. Note that only the noise traders N are considered in the herding model described in the previous section.

An equation for the evolution of price can be found by using the Walrasian assumption that relative asset price changes are proportional to the excess demand for the asset [41]. Commonly referred to as Walrasian tâtonnement, it has become the standard approach in the context of general equilibrium theory [42]. The dynamics of price adjustment can be expressed in continuous-time as 1 βp dp dt = N_f T_f ln ( p_f p ) + NT_cx, (11)

with β representing a price adjustment speed. We further assume, without loss of generality, an instantaneous market clearing (β → ∞) and that the total volume traded by both groups of agents is identical (N_f T_f = NT_c). We find, in this manner, an equilibrium price driven by both the fundamental value perceived by the fundamentalists and the opinion index among the noise traders,

p(t) = p_f exp (x(t)) , (12)

where we have also considered a fundamental value independent of time. This approximation seems plausible in cases where movements of opinion among noise traders occur on a much shorter time scale than changes in the fundamentals of the traded asset, and we are interested in the short time scale behavior. Note that, being the price given by a strictly increasing function of the opinion index among the noise traders, following the majority (herding) is equivalent to following the trends in the price.

For studying the non-stationary properties of returns and volatility, we define the continuously compounded return over an arbitrary time window Δt as the logarithmic change of price,

R(t, Δt) = ln p(t + Δt) − ln p(t) = x(t + Δt) − x(t), (13)

and we use absolute returns as a measure of the volatility, V (t, Δt) = |R(t, Δt)|. For clarity, we will refer hereafter to the daily (Δt = 1 day) returns and volatility as R(t) and V (t) respectively. Furthermore, for comparison with real data in the Results and Discussion section, we will use the normalized daily returns and volatility, defined as r(t) = R(t) − ⟨R⟩ σ(R) , v(t) = |r(t)|, (14) where ⟨R⟩ and σ(R) are, respectively, the mean and the standard deviation of the time series of daily returns. Finally, the autocorrelation of the normalized daily volatility will also be used for comparison with real data:

ACF(v) = ⟨( v(t) − ⟨v⟩ )( v(t + τ) − ⟨v⟩ )⟩ σ(v)^2

, (15)

where ⟨·⟩ denotes an average over time, σ(·) stands for the standard deviation, and τ plays the role of a time lag.

The use of this asset pricing framework with the stochastic herding formalism introduced in the previous subsection gives rise to a market model closed to any external information. The implications of this market model are analyzed in the Results and Discussion section as a particular case of a more general market model open to the arrival of external information (developed in the following subsection): the case of a zero influence external signal.

9/30

The model with external information

The model described so far represents financial markets as completely closed entities, being the price changes of a given asset determined only by the endogenous evolution of the opinion index among noise traders [see Eq. (12)]. Even if we allow for a time-dependent fundamental value p_f , this would only account for the instantaneous arrival of objective information regarding the fundamentals of the asset itself. For instance, the information released in a company’s quarterly earnings report directly influences the fundamental value of its stock in the market [43]. A further example is the instantaneous effect of the devaluation of a given currency on its fundamental value in the exchange market. However, we are not interested here in changes of the perceived fundamental value of an asset resulting from a rational analysis by the fundamentalist traders, and giving rise to direct and linearly proportional movements of the market price [see Eq. (12)]. On the contrary, we are interested in the arrival of external information not necessarily related to the traded asset and giving rise to trends of optimism or pessimism among the noise traders —note that, even when dealing with objective information related to the fundamentals of an asset, its disclosure may not only change the value perceived by fundamentalists, but also trigger important speculative movements among noise traders—. Thus, we are concerned with how external news can change the subjective perception or mood of noise traders and generate fads: a prevalence of fear or confidence promoted from outside the market. Note that we focus our attention on a global and passive reception of external information, rather than an individual and active search for it, as studied in [44–47]. As examples of this kind of passively received external information we can mention: the publication of news related to companies by specialized financial media [24, 25, 48]; the spread of rumors related to the economy [21]; the updating of various economic indices, such as those tracking the general performance of the economy [20, 49]; the disclosure of forecasts and recommendations by different analysts [22]; the announcement of world events, such as terrorist attacks [23, 50]; and, in general, the molding of public opinion by mass media [51, 52].

For the sake of illustration, we will use hereafter the Indicator of Economic Sentiment [66], developed by the Center for European Economic Research (ZEW), as an example of external information input to the market. This indicator measures the level of confidence that a group of up to 350 financial and economic analysts (experts from the finance, research and economic departments as well as traders, fund managers and investment consultants) has about the current economic situation in Germany and its expected development for the next 6 months. The survey is conducted every month and the corresponding index is constructed as the difference between the percentage share of analysts who are optimistic and the percentage share of analysts who are pessimistic about the development of the economy. We nevertheless underline that the formalism that follows is general and independent of the particular shape of the external information signal used. The only relevant features of this information input having a significant effect on the results are its strength and its frequency or rate of change.

In order to design a financial market model open to the arrival of external information of the aforementioned type, the immediate question becomes how to modify the transition rates (1) to take this external input into account. We are here interested in the modification of the social processes of opinion formation and propagation of information among the economic agents. So we are naturally led to introduce the information input signal in the social term of the transition rates, that is, in the herding coefficient h (for a different approach, see [53]). Note that this choice leads to a direct linear dependence of the effect of the external information upon a given agent on the number of agents with the contrary opinion [see Eqs. (16) and (17)].

10/30

In particular, this effect completely vanishes when there is no agent in the opposite state. In this manner, optimist (pessimist) traders in a market with a clear consensus for optimism (pessimism) will be less affected by external information in the opposite sense. Thus, we modify the transition rates (1) as

π^+(n, t) = π(n → n + 1, t) = (N − n) (a + h_+(t)n) , π^−(n, t) = π(n → n − 1, t) = n (a + h_−(t)(N − n)) , (16)

where the herding coefficients are now different in the two possible directions and are both time-dependent functions given by

h_+(t) = h_0 + F N i(t), h_−(t) = h_0 − F N i(t), (17)

with h_0 playing the role of a constant or background herding coefficient, F acting as the strength or intensity of the external information applied to the whole system, and i(t) being the dynamic information itself. Note that we will refer to a and h_0 as parameters of the market and to F as a parameter of the input signal. As the opinion index x, the information function i(t) takes values in the range [−1, 1], being the negative and positive ones respectively associated with pessimistic and optimistic news. The intensity can be understood as a measure of the resources used by the external source in order to transmit the information and persuade the agents. Note that this information input term is not proportional to the total strength exerted on the system, but to the total strength per agent, F/N. The rationale behind this particular functional form for the external input term is basically a limited resources assumption: the resources spent in transmitting the information and convincing the whole system are divided among its constituents, so that if the system size N increases, the resources available for convincing each of the agents decrease. The reason for adding and subtracting the external input term, respectively in h_+(t) and h_−(t), is just so that positive (negative) values of the information help transitions towards optimism (pessimism) while they hinder transitions towards pessimism (optimism). In order to keep the transition rates always positive, the intensity per agent must satisfy F/N ≤ h_0.

Proceeding in a similar manner as for the original herding model in the first subdivision of this section, and applying the same approximations, we find the new Fokker-Planck equation: ∂P (x, t) ∂t = ∂ ∂x [ − μ(x, t)P (x, t) ] + 1 2 ∂^2 ∂x^2 [ D(x)P (x, t) ]

= ∂ ∂x [( 2ax − F (1 − x^2)i(t) ) P (x, t) ] + 1 2 ∂^2 ∂x^2 [( 4a N + 2h_0(1 − x^2) ) P (x, t) ] . (18) Note that, compared to the previous Fokker-Planck equation (2), the herding coefficient h has been replaced by its constant part h_0 inside the diffusion coefficient D(x). There is also a new time-dependent term inside the drift function μ(x, t), which becomes itself dependent on time. Again, the conventional transformation rule leads us, within the Itô form, to the Langevin equation describing the process, ẋ = μ(x, t) + √ D(x) · ξ(t) = −2ax + F (1 − x^2)i(t) + √ 4a N + 2h_0(1 − x^2) · ξ(t),

(19)

11/30 where ξ(t) is, as before, a Gaussian white noise.

The constant part of the herding coefficient h_0 plays exactly the same role as the herding coefficient itself in the original Kirman model. The new term of the drift function, on the contrary, changes fundamentally the general behavior of the system. In particular, it will force the market to follow the external information signal by favoring or opposing, depending on the sign of this signal, the tendency towards x = 0 caused by the first drift term. In other words, the equilibrium point of the drift function is no longer a constant at x = 0, but a function dependent on time through i(t) and taking values around this central point. The new parameter F , the strength of the information input, modulates the intensity of this effect. Note also that the factor (1 − x^2) inside the new drift term causes its effects to vanish at the extremes of the opinion index space and its absolute value to be maximal at its center for i(t) = ±1. Thus, the effect of the external information upon the market vanishes for increasing consensus among the noise traders and becomes strongest when the group is equally divided between the two possible opinions. This behavior seems plausible from the perspective that groups with consensus tend to be confident about their common decision and less prone to pay attention to external sources of information than groups with a division of opinions [54]. Note as well that the new drift term vanishing at the extremes of the opinion index space, it does not help the system to exit the consensus states, and therefore some idiosyncratic behavior (a > 0) is still needed in order to observe transitions between both full agreement states.

Concerning the competition between the deterministic and the stochastic terms of Eq. (3), the inclusion of an external information input in Eq. (19) has the general effect of counteracting or enhancing the deterministic driving force depending on the sign of this information signal. For a deeper understanding of the transition induced by the multiplicative noise upon the deterministic driving force and the symmetry breaking role of the external information, let us write the effective potential [see Eq. (7)] for the Fokker-Planck equation (18),

U_{eff}(x, t) = (h_0 − a) ln(1 − x^2) − x F i(t), (20)

Again, we leave its derivation for S1 Appendix: Effective potential derivation. Note that the new term, related with the information input signal, is linear in the opinion index variable x, and thereby it breaks the symmetry (x ↔ −x) of the potential for i(t) ≠ 0.

The dependence of the effective potential on the information input signal is illustrated in Fig. 2, where snapshots are presented for five different values of the signal and for three values of the idiosyncratic parameter a. For values of a below h_0, allowing for the creation of a double well effective potential, the role of the external information is to modify the depth of these wells, making one of them relatively more attractive than the other. In this case, large majorities of traders sharing the same opinion tend to emerge in the market, generally including the whole of it, and the external information simply facilitates an optimistic or pessimistic consensus depending on its sign. When a equals h_0 the effective potential becomes a linear function, and the role of the information input is to vary its slope, thus creating a unique minimum at x = −1 or x = 1. Therefore, in a market where every share of opinions is equally probable, the external information facilitates again the creation of strong majorities, tending to include the whole of the market. Values of a larger than h_0 give rise to a monostable effective potential, where the minimum is moved around the center of the opinion index space by the influence of the information input. Thus, when traders tend to be equally divided between the two possible opinions, the role of the external information is to slightly break this symmetry, giving rise to weak majorities tending to not include the whole of the market.

12/30

Figure 2. Effective potential U_{eff}(x, t). Snapshots for various values of the information input signal i(t) and for three different values of the idiosyncratic switching tendency, a = 10^{−4}, 10^{−3}, 10^{−2}. The rest of the parameter values are h_0 = 10^{−3}, F = 0.02, and N = 200. Note that the values of a shown here correspond to the three main cases a < h_0, a = h_0 and a > h_0.

Results and Discussion

We present in this section the main results obtained by numerical analysis of the market model with arrival of external information described in the last part of the previous section. We first analyze the effect of different intensities of the external information upon the market, as well as compare the corresponding results with real financial data in order to find an appropriate value for this new parameter. Once the intensity has been fixed, we study the market conditions for the ensemble of traders to more accurately follow the information input signal, finding an interesting resonance phenomenon: a maximum of the accuracy of the market in reflecting the arrival of external information. This suggests the existence of different market regimes regarding the assimilation of incoming information.

In contrast with the methods presented in the previous literature [6, 29, 33, 35], we have used a Gillespie algorithm for the simulation of the model [55, 56]. A single realization of this algorithm represents a random walk with the exact probability distribution of the master equation, therefore generating statistically unbiased trajectories of the stochastic equation. Thereby, we generate an unbiased sequence of times when the transitions of agents between the optimistic and pessimistic states take place. For a stochastic system with time-dependent transition rates π^±(t) = π(n → n ± 1, t), and assuming that the last transition took place at time t_1, the cumulative probability of observing an event n → n ± 1 at time t^±_2 can be written as F (t^±_2 | t_1) = 1 − e^− t±2∫ t1 π^±(t)dt . (21)

We can equate this expression to a uniformly distributed random number u^± between

13/30

0 and 1 in order to find an equation for the time of the next event, t^±_2 ,

t^±_2∫

t_1

π^±(t)dt = − ln(1 − u^±) ≡ − ln(u^±), (22)

where we have used that u^± and 1 − u^± are statistically equivalent. By that means, two different times are found: t^+_2 , corresponding to the transition rate π^+(t), and t^−_2 , related to the transition rate π^−(t). The event actually taking place is the one related to the shortest time.

For the sake of solving Eq. (22), we assume that the information signal i(t) [and thus the transition rates, see Eqs. (16) and (17)], stays constant between every two releases of information. Moreover, we assume without loss of generality that these announcements or news arrival instants are periodical in time. This is particularly the case when dealing with the publication of some economic surveys such as the ZEW Indicator of Economic Sentiment —the input signal we chose for illustration—, which is released monthly. In order to both correctly introduce the external information into the model and compare its results to real data from stock markets, we need to set the relation between the time unit of the model and the real time. For simplicity, we choose the time unit of the model to correspond to a real day of trade. Again, this choice implies no loss of generality, since the time scale of the model —that is, the velocity at which noise traders change their position in the market— can also be varied by modifying the values of the parameters a and h while keeping their relation constant. As a consequence, we update the Indicator of Economic Sentiment every 20 time units of the model, corresponding to the 20 trading days of each month (considering, for simplicity, months of four weeks and weeks of five trading days). All simulations start from a random distribution of optimistic/pessimistic opinions among noise traders and evolve for 5280 time units, roughly corresponding to the trading days between December of 1991 and November of 2013: the data period of the ZEW Indicator of Economic Sentiment that we use. For comparison with real data we use the daily variations of the German stock exchange index DAX during the same period of time. Note that the monthly variations of these two datasets have a small but positive cross-correlation, showing that there is no direct cause-effect relationship between them, but rather that the ZEW Indicator of Economic Sentiment constitutes a relevant input to be fed into the model presented above, whose agents will then filter it in a non-trivial and non-linear way through their idiosyncratic changes and their herding interactions.

Effect of the external information on the market

The particular modifications of the collective behavior of the market due to the introduction of an external information signal depend on the specific values of the model parameters. We devote this subsection to the analysis of the effect produced by different input signal intensities on the typical simulated patterns of three market variables: the opinion index among noise traders, the normalized daily returns and their bursting behavior, and the autocorrelation function of the daily volatility. For the two latter cases we offer as well a comparison with real financial data (DAX), allowing us to choose an appropriate value for the intensity of the information signal.

Figure 3 contains two sets of three panels illustrating the effect on the noise traders opinion index of increasing the intensity of the incoming information from the closed market case, F = 0, to its maximum allowed value, F = Nh_0. The three panels in the first column address the case of market parameters in the bistable regime, a < h_0, while the three panels in the second column deal with market parameters in the

14/30 monostable regime, a > h_0. In the first case, a = 5 · 10^{−4} and h_0 = 10^{−3}, we observe that the application of an information input reinforces the bistability of the distribution of states. By comparing the closed market case (F = 0) with the market subject to a small information strength (F = 0.02), we notice that the introduction of a small input intensity is able to modify the behavior of the system by pushing the opinion index towards a fully optimistic or pessimistic extreme. However, the market is not able to follow the mood changes of the external signal: the opinion index may stay around an optimistic extreme while the external information is rather pessimistic (see, for example, the negative peak around t = 4000). In the maximum information strength case (F = 0.2), we observe an even faster collapse of the opinion index around its extreme values, but we notice now that the changes of mood of the external signal are generally matched by large opinion movements of the market in the same direction.

Figure 3. Effect of the information intensity on the opinion index. Green points and dashed green line: External information signal, ZEW Indicator of Economic Sentiment, data from December 1991 to November 2013. Solid blue line: Time evolution of the opinion index simulated for different values of the external information intensity F and the idiosyncratic switching tendency a. The herding parameter and the system size are fixed as h_0 = 10^{−3} and N = 200.

The effect of increasing the intensity of the incoming information in the case of market parameters (a, h_0) in the monostable regime is shown in the second column of Fig. 3, where a = 5 · 10^{−3} and h_0 = 10^{−3}. First, we notice that the application of an information input can result in a bistable-like behavior, as the one expected for a < h_0 and F = 0, especially in the case of a large input intensity (case F = 0.2). This is due to the introduction of the external information term as part of the herding coefficient [see Eq. 17]. Interestingly, we also notice that for a market with this level of

15/30 idiosyncrasy even a small input intensity (F = 0.02) is able to force the opinion index to follow the shape of the external signal. Similarly to the bistable case (a < h_0 column), a large input strength (F = 0.2) compels the market to an amplification of the information signal. Nonetheless, the higher level of idiosyncrasy allows now for the collapse of the opinion index around the fully optimistic or pessimistic extremes to take place as soon as the signal becomes, respectively, optimistic [i(t) > 0] or pessimistic [i(t) < 0]. The convincing power of the external information source being so strong, most of the noise traders are quickly persuaded to align their opinions with the optimism or pessimism of the input signal.

The behavior of the normalized daily returns [see Eq. (14)] under different input strengths and for various market parameters is depicted in Fig. 4, where the returns of the German DAX index are also displayed in a first panel for visual comparison. Observing the model results for market parameters in the bistable regime (first column, a = 5 · 10^{−4}, h_0 = 10^{−3}), we notice that an evident effect of an increasing convincing power of the external information source is the strengthening of the volatility clustering phenomenon, i.e., the clustering of periods of large returns and periods of small returns. Even if some volatility clustering is already present —endogenously produced— in the closed market case (F = 0), this feature seems to be underrepresented for these market parameters when compared to the DAX data. A clear enhancement of the clustering effect is observed when a low intensity information signal is introduced (F = 0.02), bringing the model results closer to the DAX data. A large input strength (F = 0.2), however, results in an unrealistic amplification of the clustering: almost all the returns in the 22 years simulated are realized in less than ten short bursts, when the information input changes sign and the whole market switches from optimism to pessimism or vice versa. A similar but weaker influence of the external information is found for a = 5 · 10^{−3} (second column), a value corresponding to the monostable regime but in the same order of magnitude as h_0. For a = 5 · 10^{−2} (third column), however, the effect of the input signal appears to be negligible regardless of its strength. This can be understood bearing in mind that, being the idiosyncratic switching tendency much larger than the herding propensity, the dynamics is dominated by random changes of opinion of the traders, and therefore the external information is irrelevant in the scale of days, the one used for computing the returns.

The observation of the time series of the normalized daily returns (Fig. 4) might lead to think that the parameters used are degenerate, i.e., that different combinations of their values can lead to similar results, as it is the case for the couples F = 0.02, a = 5 · 10^{−4} and F = 0.2, a = 5 · 10^{−3}. However, this degeneracy is only apparent, as it can be shown by simply analyzing other magnitudes, for example: the autocorrelation function of the normalized daily volatility [see Eq. (15)], measured as the absolute value of the normalized daily returns, illustrated in Fig. 5. The same input intensities and market parameters as in the previous figure are studied, and the corresponding autocorrelation function for the DAX normalized daily volatility is shown for comparison in every panel. If we first focus on the examples for market parameters in the bistable regime (first column, a = 5 · 10^{−4}, h_0 = 10^{−3}), we find a highly significant autocorrelation of absolute returns which only falls off slowly, in accordance with previous empirical literature [2, 4, 57, 58]. However, in the closed market case (F = 0) this decrease is extremely slow for large time lags, where we still find a significant autocorrelation, as opposed to the DAX data. The introduction of a small input strength signal (F = 0.02) is able to modify this behavior, the autocorrelation for large time lags becoming negligible or even slightly negative, as it is found for the DAX index. On the opposite, when the strength of the input is increased up to its maximum value (F = 0.2), the outcome of the model becomes strongly driven by the shape of

16/30

Figure 4. Normalized daily returns r(t). First panel, red line: German DAX index from December 1991 to November 2013, shown for comparison. Table of nine panels, blue lines: Model results for three different input intensities of the external information F and three values of the idiosyncratic switching tendency a. The rest of the parameters are fixed as h_0 = 10^{−3} and N = 200.

the information signal and, as a result, the autocorrelation function becomes as well a direct consequence of this signal shape and very different from the DAX data. Thus, the expected behavior of the autocorrelation of absolute returns for long time lags is found for markets subject to a low intensity information entrance, while it is not present for closed or completely driven markets. For a market with an idiosyncratic tendency larger but in the same order of magnitude as the herding propensity (second column, a = 5 · 10^{−3}), we observe, on the one hand, a complete lack of autocorrelation for both the closed market example (F = 0) and the case of a small information influence (F = 0.02). On the other hand, the entrance of an information signal with its maximum convincing power (F = 0.2) leads again to an unrealistic behavior of the autocorrelation function, which becomes driven by the shape of the incoming information signal. In the case of larger values of the idiosyncratic switching tendency, and being the market dominated by random opinion changes, we find no significant autocorrelation of absolute returns regardless of the information strength applied.

17/30

Figure 5. Autocorrelation function (ACF) of the normalized daily volatility v(t). Black dots: Model results for three different input intensities of the external information F and three values of the idiosyncratic switching tendency a. The rest of the parameters are fixed as h_0 = 10^{−3} and N = 200. Solid blue line: The corresponding ACF of the German DAX index volatility is shown in each case for comparison. The DAX data corresponds again to the period from December 1991 to November 2013.

Note that, with the small value of the information strength, F = 0.02, and for some values of the market parameters, the model described here is able to reproduce the main statistical features of the DAX index. On the one hand, the model emulates the behavior of the DAX normalized daily returns (see Fig. 4), giving rise to a comparable volatility clustering effect. On the other hand, the model leads to a similar autocorrelation function of the normalized daily volatility (see Fig. 5), reproducing both the slow decay of the DAX autocorrelation and its zero and slightly negative values for very long time lags. Note that this last feature, the long time lag behavior of the autocorrelation function, is not captured by the market model closed to external information. For completeness, we also include the probability distributions of absolute normalized daily returns in S1 Figure: Probability distribution of absolute normalized daily returns, for the same parameter values used in Fig. 4 and 5: while their lack of temporal structure hides any volatility clustering effect, these distributions seem to support our choice of parameter value. In view of these results, we select the small value of the external information intensity, F = 0.02, to be used in the rest of the research presented hereafter.

18/30

Resonance phenomenon

We have analyzed above the effects caused by different information input intensities on the market, finding that a small strength input (F = 0.02) produces results consistent with real financial data. Let us now focus on this case, keeping the external information intensity fixed as F = 0.02, and search for the values of the model parameters for which the ensemble of agents follows more accurately the shape of this signal. Thus, we are concerned here with the study of the conditions under which the market best reflects the arrival of external information. As mentioned above, although the discussed market model has in principle three parameters (a, h_0, and F ), one of them can be used as a rescaling of the time variable, so that there are only two relevant parameters. Given that the effective influence of the external information upon the system is determined by the relative importance of the input strength F and the background herding coefficient h_0 [see Eqs. (16) and (17)], we choose to keep the latter fixed and therefore use the idiosyncratic switching tendency a as our control parameter. In particular, we choose the values h_0 = 10^{−3}, F = 0.02 and N = 200. The input intensity per agent, F/N, is thus ten times smaller than the herding coefficient, its maximum allowed value. We have also performed simulations with different system sizes (N = 50 and N = 800), finding a generally equivalent behavior which will be discussed below.

Let us start by considering the influence that varying the idiosyncratic switching tendency a has over the time series of the noise traders opinion index x, illustrated in Fig. 6. Note that there is no maximum allowed value for this parameter, as it was the case with the signal intensity F : its only constraint is that it must be a > 0 so that the extremes of the opinion index space are not absorbing states. Therefore, we simply choose a reasonable range which includes the different behaviors described in the previous sections and observed in Fig. 2: from a fully bimodal case (a ≪ h_0), with almost two deltas at the extremes of the probability distribution of states; up to a fully unimodal case (a ≫ h_0), with an almost perfect Gaussian distribution of states.

In the first of these cases (a = 0.5h_0, panel a) the system is clearly unable to follow the shape of the input signal and, in fact, the opinion index stays close to a full agreement state for most of the time. This is due to the extremely low level of idiosyncratic behavior relative to the herding tendency: noise traders tend to form a large consensus group which cannot easily be convinced by the external source. Even if a double well effective potential has been induced, the probability of observing a transition between both wells, proportional to a, is too small to allow for the group to leave the consensus states at a rate large enough for the market to adapt to the updates of the external information. In the intermediate case (a = 5h_0, panel b), when the idiosyncratic coefficient is slightly larger than the herding tendency, we observe that the system easily follows the shape of the input signal. This can be understood taking into account that intermediate values of a larger than h_0 give rise to a rather wide monostable effective potential where the system can still be largely driven by the external signal. Thus, the market seems to reflect rather precisely the arrival of external information. On the opposite, for very large values of the idiosyncratic coefficient (a = 50h_0, panel c) the system is again unable to fit the shape of the input signal and the trajectories of the opinion index seem rather noisy. As shown in the last part of the Methods section, very large values of a lead to narrow unimodal effective potentials with minima moving closely around the center of the opinion index space. Thus, the external information input has an almost negligible influence and the market seems to be unaware of it.

In this way, we note that different values of the idiosyncratic coefficient lead to different levels of coincidence between the opinion index resulting from the simulation of the model and the information signal used as an input. In order to quantify this

19/30

Figure 6. Effect of the idiosyncratic switching tendency on the opinion index. Green points and dashed green line: External information signal, ZEW Indicator of Economic Sentiment, data from December 1991 to November 2013. Solid blue line: Time evolution of the opinion index simulated for different values of the idiosyncratic switching tendency a and fixed values of the parameters h_0 = 10^{−3}, F = 0.02, and N = 200.

phenomenon —that is, in order to measure the quality of the market response in following the external information driving— we use the input-output correlation (IOC), defined as the maximum of the cross-correlation function between the input signal i(t) and the system output x(t),

IOC = max_τ {⟨( i(t) − ⟨i⟩ )( x(t + τ) − ⟨x⟩ )⟩} σ(i)σ(x) , (23)

where ⟨·⟩ denotes an average over time, σ(·) stands for the standard deviation, τ plays the role of a time lag, and max_τ {·} finds the maximum value of a τ-dependent function [59]. Note that IOC is a scalar measure quantifying the maximum of the input-output cross-correlation function, which depends on the time lag τ. A larger IOC is related with a better entrainment of the market by the external information signal, corresponding its maximum value, IOC = 1, to a perfect fit between the time series i(t) and x(t). Note that an amplification of the input signal is understood here as a worse fit when compared with a perfect input-output correspondence.

The results obtained for the input-output correlation are displayed in Fig. 7 for three different system sizes. The same general behavior is observed for all of them: there is a maximum in the response of the system to the weak information input as a function of the idiosyncratic switching parameter a. As said before, this behavior is reminiscent of a well-known phenomenon generally labeled as resonance [60–64]. The particular mechanism described here can be classified as an aperiodic stochastic

20/30 resonance [59, 65], since the maximum in the response of the system to the external aperiodic signal is related to the relative importance of the stochastic term as compared to the deterministic one: the ratio between h_0 and a, in our case.

Figure 7. Input-output correlation IOC as a function of the idiosyncratic switching tendency a. The correlation is computed according to Eq. (23). Parameter values are h_0 = 10^{−3}, F = 0.02, and three different system sizes, N = 50, 200, 800. A measure of the fraction of time spent by the system near the extremes of the opinion index space, √ ⟨x^2⟩, is also shown for the N = 200 case.

Arrows point at the idiosyncrasy levels whose opinion index time series are shown in Fig. 6, marked also by their corresponding letter: a) a = 5 · 10^{−4}, b) a = 5 · 10^{−3}, c) a = 5 · 10^{−2}

Within a financial market framework like the one presented in second part of the Methods section, a maximum in the response of the system would simply mean that the market optimally reproduces the level of optimism/pessimism contained in the incoming information (see, for example, panel b of Fig. 6). These results suggest that there is a certain range of idiosyncratic behavior intensity which largely improves the entrainment of the market by the external information. Note that the particular values of the response maxima are quite large, all of them implying a rather good fit of the information input. Note as well that these high levels of entrainment occur for a fairly wide range of values of the control parameter a: the input-output correlation stays above 0.7 for more than a decade (in particular, for h_0 ≲ a ≲ 20h_0, with h_0 = 10^{−3}). However, there are two regions for which the system seems unable to follow the shape of the input signal: one for values of the idiosyncratic parameter smaller than the herding coefficient, and the other one for values much larger than the herding coefficient. In order to understand the differences between these two low-entrainment regimes, we also show in Fig. 7 a measure of the fraction of time spent by the system near the extremes of the opinion index space, √ ⟨x^2⟩. By observing this measure, it becomes clear that in the low-idiosyncrasy regime (a < h_0) the market cannot follow the input signal because the noise traders group amplifies the incoming information up to a complete consensus ( √ ⟨x^2⟩ ≃ 1) and then this group finds it difficult to leave this consensus and adapt to an updated information in the

21/30 opposite sense (see also panel a of Fig. 6). On the contrary, in the high-idiosyncrasy regime (a > 20h_0) the problem faced by the market when trying to assimilate the incoming information is that, being the noise traders mostly guided by their own idiosyncratic drives, they pay little attention to external sources or other traders’ attitudes, thus statistically tending to be equally divided among the two possible opinions ( √ ⟨x^2⟩ ≃ 0) (see also panel c of Fig. 6).

Bearing in mind that social and economic systems may have rather reduced sizes, it becomes relevant to assess the importance of size effects [36]. In our case, the input-output correlation curves for the three different size examples in Fig. 7 collapse in the same curve for small values of a, while they are clearly different for intermediate and large values. This behavior can be understood in view of the functional form of the granularity term in the Langevin equation (19), the only one dependent on N: directly proportional to the idiosyncratic coefficient a and inversely proportional to the system size N. For small values of the control parameter a, the granularity term is also small and the opinion index x stays most of the time around the consensus states. In the intermediate a region, the granular N dependent term plays a relevant role in taking the system out of the consensus states with a probability uncorrelated with the shape of the input signal. Therefore, a large granularity term —small number of agents N— leads to a worse coincidence of x with the input signal and, thereby, to a smaller input-output correlation. Finally, for large values of the control parameter a, the system does not even reach the extremes of the opinion index space and the behavior is predominantly led by the first term of the drift function and the noise effects produced by the granular term, because of the large value of a appearing in both terms. Note as well that the relative difference between the curves is smaller when comparing the N = 800 with the N = 200 cases than when comparing this latter with the N = 50 example. This is simply a consequence of the granularity term being inversely proportional to the system size N, so for larger and larger N the results become more and more similar.

Conclusions

The aim of the present paper is to advance towards a quantitative understanding of the influence of an external source of information upon a financial market characterized by a certain herding behavior. The stochastic formalism used as a point of departure for our investigation incorporates individual behavioral heterogeneity as well as a tendency for social interaction, in the tradition of Kirman’s seminal ant colony model. As opposed to the previous literature, which considers only the particular case of a closed market, we take into account the arrival of external information in the form of a time-dependent modification of the transition rates defining the individual traders’ behavior.

A transition takes place in the original herding model from a monostable to a bistable behavior when increasing the herding propensity of the agents with respect to their idiosyncratic tendency. The monostable case can be understood as a market where each of two possible strategies is used by approximately half of the traders, while the bistable configuration corresponds to a market where there is always a clear majority of traders using one of the strategies, even if the chosen one can change over time. We have reinterpreted this noise-induced transition in terms of the mono- or bistability of an effective potential. In this context, we have demonstrated that the introduction of a dynamic external information input produces a time-dependent modification of this effective potential, whose symmetry is broken. We have used an Indicator of Economic Sentiment published in Germany as an example of information input. Extensive simulations of this market model open to the arrival of external

22/30 information have shown that even a small strength or convincing power of the external source may be enough for the market to follow its information signals. On the contrary, strong intensities lead to an amplification of the input signal: the convincing power of the external source being so strong, most of the traders are quickly persuaded to align their strategies in the sense of the input signal, giving rise to important market movements when the direction of this external information changes. Moreover, we have compared the results of this market model with Germany’s leading stock market index, the DAX, showing that the introduction of a small strength information signal is able to reproduce general statistical properties of real financial data. In particular, the introduction of a low intensity signal allows the model to mimic: the volatility clustering effect, the slow decay of the autocorrelation of the normalized daily volatility for short time lags, and its zero and slightly negative values for long time lags.

Furthermore, we have studied the conditions for the market to show an optimal response to the arrival of external news, i.e., for it to optimally reflect the level of optimism/pessimism contained in the information input. The specific range of values for which an optimal response is observed depends on the intensity and the frequency or rate of change of the incoming information. In particular, we have found a certain range of values of the idiosyncratic behavior relative to the herding tendency among noise traders (h_0 ≲ a ≲ 20h_0) that optimizes their response as a group to a weak information input. We have shown the similarities of this phenomenon with an aperiodic stochastic resonance. As a result of this analysis, we have identified three different market regimes regarding the assimilation of incoming information:

1. Amplification of incoming information; any positive (negative) piece of news leads to a rather stable optimistic (pessimistic) consensus and it takes a long time for the market to adapt to updates of the sense of the external information (values of the idiosyncratic switching tendency below the range of the resonance, a < h_0).

2. Precise assimilation of incoming information; the market optimally reflects the arrival of news (values of a within the range of the resonance, h_0 ≲ a ≲ 20h_0).

3. Undervaluation of incoming information; the arrival of news has an almost negligible influence and the market seems to be unaware of it (values of a above the range of the resonance, a > 20h_0).

A possible understanding of the origin of amplification in markets where traders are easily influenced by their peers —markets dominated by collective herding behavior— (regime 1) is that, once the external source of information is able to convince a small number of traders, they quickly spread the information to the rest of the market by influencing the decisions of other traders. On the contrary, in markets where investors behave independently of each other using their own expertise —markets dominated by idiosyncratic behavior— (regime 3), even if the external source is able to convince some of them, the information is not transmitted to the rest of the market: in order to convince the whole of the market, the external source would need to individually persuade each and every one of the traders. A precise assimilation of incoming information occurs when there is a compromise between these two factors (regime 2), i.e., when there is enough communication between traders and collective herding behavior to allow for the spreading of the external information to most of the market but also individual and independent behavior enough to prevent a full consensus in line with the external source of information.

The overreaction to incoming information can lead to explosions of fear or confidence triggered from outside the market, and thus not necessarily related to real

23/30 changes in the fundamental value of the traded asset. We have shown that this amplification of external information is associated with the existence of short periods of enormous price variations, large volatility and, therefore, to a great instability of the market. The results presented in this paper support the idea that the greater importance of the herding with respect to the idiosyncratic tendency may play an important role in the development of such instabilities in a financial market open to the arrival of external information.

The analysis presented here considers only the quality of the response of the market to the arrival of external information. A natural step further would be to study the delay of the market in following the arrival of news, i.e., to take into account the time lag which leads to the maximum of the cross-correlation function between the input signal and the system output. Our results showing the existence of different market regimes regarding the assimilation of incoming news open the door for more comprehensive studies taking into account important features of today’s information processing by market agents. A most relevant feature of real markets is the existence of different categories of investors, which could be characterized by different levels of sensitivity to incoming information, as empirically found in [25]. A further aspect to be considered is the asymmetric behavior that traders may have towards positive and negative news, leading, for instance, to explosions of fear but only slow waves of confidence. Note that asymmetry could also be introduced as a different sensitivity to news when prices are rising and when they are falling. Furthermore, we have focused here on the case of a global and passive reception of news. Thus, the modeling of an individual and active search for information, as empirically analyzed in [44–47], is left for future studies.

24/30

Supporting Information

S1 Appendix: Effective potential derivation

We derive, in this appendix, the effective potential both for the original Kirman dynamics and the model with external information, presented in Eq. (8) and Eq. (20) in the main text. Let us start by restating here the definition of effective potential U_{eff}(x) given in Eq. (7),

P_{st}(x) ≡ C^{−1} exp ( − U_{eff}(x) D ) , (S1.24)

where P_{st}(x) is the stationary state probability distribution, D is an effective noise intensity that we take as D = h, and the constant C^{−1} plays the role of a normalization factor. Note that, defined as such, the minima of this effective potential function will be attractive points of the dynamics, corresponding to maxima of the stationary state probability distribution.

For the general Fokker-Planck equation ∂P_{st}(x, t) ∂t = − ∂ ∂x [q(x)P (x, t)] + ∂^2 ∂x^2 [ Dg(x)^2P (x, t) ] , (S1.25)

the stationary distribution is found by assuming ∂P_{st}/∂t = 0 and solving the resulting equation. By this means, a general effective potential [39] can be written as

U_{eff}(x) = − ∫ q(x) g(x)^2 dx + D ∫ ∂g(x) ∂x 1 g(x) dx, (S1.26)

and, applying this definition to the Fokker-Planck equation (2) in the main text, the particular effective potential for the Kirman dynamics is found to be

U_{eff}(x) = (h − a) ln(1 − x^2). (S1.27)

Note that this effective potential U_{eff}(x) is not to be confused with the deterministic potential, which is always monostable and can be found by simply integrating with respect to x the deterministic part of Eq. (3).

Even though in the case with an external time varying forcing it is not possible to write a stationary state probability distribution, we assume that, at any point in time, the decay of the system to a quasi-stationary state is faster than the variation of the input signal, i.e., we assume conditions of slow driving. Therefore, we keep the previous definition of the effective potential as an approximation to this time-dependent case, P (x, t) ≈ C^{−1} exp ( − U_{eff}(x, t) D ) . (S1.28)

Thereby, applying equation (S1.26) to the Fokker-Planck equation (18) leads to the particular functional form

U_{eff}(x, t) = (h_0 − a) ln(1 − x^2) − xF i(t) (S1.29)

for the model with arrival of external information.

25/30

S1 Figure: Probability distribution of absolute normalized daily returns

Figure 8. Probability distribution of the absolute value of the normalized daily returns, P (|r|). First panel, red line: German DAX index from December 1991 to November 2013, shown for comparison. Table of nine panels, blue lines: Model results for three different input intensities of the external information F and three values of the idiosyncratic switching tendency a. The rest of the parameters are fixed as h_0 = 10^{−3} and N = 200.

Acknowledgments

We are grateful to Marco Patriarca for helpful comments and suggestions during the preparation of this paper.

References

1. Mandelbrot B (1963) The variation of certain speculative prices. The Journal of Business 36: 394-419.

2. Cont R (2001) Empirical properties of asset returns: stylized facts and statistical issues. Quantitative Finance 1: 223-236.

26/30

3. De Vries CG (1994) Stylized facts of nominal exchange rate returns. In: van der Ploeg, F, editor, The Handbook of International Macroeconomics, Oxford: Blackwell. pp. 348–389.

4. Ding Z, Granger CW, Engle RF (1993) A long memory property of stock market returns and a new model. Journal of Empirical Finance 1: 83 - 106.

5. Fama EF (1970) Efficient capital markets: A review of theory and empirical work. The Journal of Finance 25: 383–417.

6. Alfarano S, Lux T, Wagner F (2005) Estimation of agent-based models: The case of an asymmetric herding model. Computational Economics 26: 19-49.

7. Kirman A (1992) Whom or what does the representative individual represent?

The Journal of Economic Perspectives 6: 117-136.

8. Kirman A (1991) Epidemics of opinion and speculative bubbles in financial markets. In: Taylor MP, editor, Money and financial markets, Blackwell, Cambridge. pp. 354–368.

9. Kirman A (1993) Ants, rationality and recruitment. Quarterly Journal of Economics 108: 137–156.

10. Brock WA, Hommes C (1997) A rational route to randomness. Econometrica 65:

1059-1096.

11. Lux T, Marchesi M (1999) Scaling and criticality in a stochastic multi-agent model of a financial market. Nature 397: 498–500.

12. Cont R, Bouchaud JP (2000) Herd behavior and aggregate fluctuations in financial markets. Macroeconomic Dynamics 4: 170–196.

13. Lux T (2006) Financial power laws: Empirical evidence, models, and mechanism. Technical report, Economics working paper No 2006-12, Christian-Albrechts-Universität Kiel, Department of Economics.

14. Stauffer D, Sornette D (1999) Self-organized percolation model for stock market fluctuations. Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications 271: 496–506.

15. Bornholdt S (2001) Expectation bubbles in a spin model of markets:

Intermittency from frustration across scales. International Journal of Modern Physics C 12: 667–674.

16. Iori G (2002) A microsimulation of traders activity in the stock market: the role of heterogeneity, agents’ interactions and trade frictions. Journal of Economic Behavior & Organization 49: 269–285.

17. Hommes CH (2006) Chapter 23 heterogeneous agent models in economics and finance. Elsevier, volume 2 of Handbook of Computational Economics. pp. 1109 - 1186.

18. Chang SK (2007) A simple asset pricing model with social interactions and heterogeneous beliefs. Journal of Economic Dynamics and Control 31: 1300–1325.

19. Eguíluz VM, Zimmermann MG (2000) Transmission of information and herd behavior: An application to financial markets. Phys Rev Lett 85: 5659–5662.

27/30

20. Hanousek J, Kočenda E, Kutan AM (2009) The reaction of asset prices to macroeconomic announcements in new EU markets: Evidence from intraday data. Journal of Financial Stability 5: 199 - 219.

21. Kiymaz H (2001) The effects of stock market rumors on stock prices: evidence from an emerging market. Journal of Multinational Financial Management 11: 105 - 115.

22. Jegadeesh N, Kim W (2006) Value of analyst recommendations: International evidence. Journal of Financial Markets 9: 274 - 309.

23. Arin KP, Ciferri D, Spagnolo N (2008) The price of terror: The effects of terrorism on stock market returns and volatility. Economics Letters 101: 164 - 167.

24. Alanyali M, Moat HS, Preis T (2013) Quantifying the relationship between financial news and the stock market. Scientific Reports 3.

25. Lillo F, Miccichè S, Tumminello M, Piilo J, Mantegna RN (2015) How news affects the trading behaviour of different categories of investors in a financial market. Quantitative Finance 15: 213-229.

26. Johansen A, Sornette D (2002) Endogenous versus exogenous crashes in financial markets. arXiv preprint cond-mat/0210509 .

27. Bouchaud JP (2010) The endogenous dynamics of markets: price impact and feedback loops. arXiv preprint arXiv:10092928 .

28. Rambaldi M, Pennesi P, Lillo F (2015) Modeling foreign exchange market activity around macroeconomic news: Hawkes-process approach. Phys Rev E 91: 012819.

29. Alfarano S, Lux T, Wagner F (2008) Time variation of higher moments in a financial market with heterogeneous agents: An analytical approach. Journal of Economic Dynamics and Control 32: 101–136.

30. Harras G, Sornette D (2011) How to grow a bubble: A model of myopic adapting agents. Journal of Economic Behavior & Organization 80: 137 - 152.

31. Shapira Y, Berman Y, Ben-Jacob E (2014) Modelling the short term herding behaviour of stock markets. New Journal of Physics 16(5): 053040.

32. Golub A, Chliamovitch G, Dupuis A, Chopard B (2015) Uncovering Discrete Non-Linear Dependence with Information Theory. Entropy, 17(5): 2606-2623.

33. Alfarano S, Milaković M (2009) Network structure and n-dependence in agent-based herding models. Journal of Economic Dynamics and Control 33: 78–92.

34. Alfarano S, Milaković M, Raddant M (2013) A note on institutional hierarchy and volatility in financial markets. The European Journal of Finance 19: 449-465.

35. Kononovicius A, Gontis V (2012) Agent based reasoning for the non-linear stochastic models of long-range memory. Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications 391: 1309 - 1314.

36. Toral R, Tessone CJ (2007) Finite size effects in the dynamics of opinion formation. Communications in Computational Physics 2: 177-195.

28/30

37. Van Kampen NG (2007) Stochastic Processes in Physics and Chemistry.

North-Holland, Amsterdam.

38. Itô K (1951) On stochastic differential equations. Mem Amer Math Soc 4: 1–51.

39. San Miguel M, Toral R (2000) Stochastic effects in physical systems. In:

Tirapegui E, Martínez J, Tiemann R, editors, Instabilities and Nonequilibrium Structures VI, Springer Netherlands, volume 5 of Nonlinear Phenomena and Complex Systems. pp. 35-127.

40. Kirman A, Teyssière G (2002) Microeconomic Models for Long Memory in the Volatility of Financial Time Series. Studies in Nonlinear Dynamics & Econometrics 5: 1-23.

41. Walras L (1954) Elements of Pure Economics, or the Theory of Social Wealth.

Translated by William Jaffé from the original (1874). Published for the American Economic Association and the Royal Economic Society.

42. Samuelson PA (1965) Proof that properly anticipated prices fluctuate randomly.

Industrial management review 6: 41–49.

43. Healy PM, Palepu KG (2001) Information asymmetry, corporate disclosure, and the capital markets: A review of the empirical disclosure literature. Journal of Accounting and Economics 31: 405 - 440.

44. Preis T, Reith D, Stanley HE (2010) Complex dynamics of our economic life on different scales: insights from search engine query data. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society A: Mathematical, Physical and Engineering Sciences 368: 5707–5719.

45. Preis T, Moat HS, Stanley HE (2013) Quantifying trading behavior in financial markets using google trends. Scientific reports 3.

46. Moat HS, Curme C, Avakian A, Kenett DY, Stanley HE, et al. (2013) Quantifying wikipedia usage patterns before stock market moves. Scientific reports 3.

47. Curme C, Preis T, Stanley HE, Moat HS (2014) Quantifying the semantics of search behavior before stock market moves. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 111: 11600-11605.

48. Joulin A, Lefevre A, Grunberg D, Bouchaud JP (2008) Stock price jumps: news and volume play a minor role. arXiv preprint arXiv:08031769 .

49. Rangel JG (2011) Macroeconomic news, announcements, and stock market jump intensity dynamics. Journal of Banking & Finance 35: 1263 - 1276.

50. Drakos K (2010) Terrorism activity, investor sentiment, and stock returns.

Review of Financial Economics 19: 128 - 135.

51. Davis A (2006) Media effects and the question of the rational audience: lessons from the financial markets. Media, Culture & Society 28: 603-625.

52. Tetlock PC (2007) Giving content to investor sentiment: The role of media in the stock market. The Journal of Finance 62: 1139–1168.

53. Harras G, Tessone CJ, Sornette D (2012) Noise-induced volatility of collective dynamics. Phys Rev E 85(1): 011150.

29/30

54. Granovetter M (1978) Threshold models of collective behavior. American Journal of Sociology 83: pp. 1420-1443.

55. Gillespie DT (1977) Exact stochastic simulation of coupled chemical reactions.

The Journal of Physical Chemistry 81: 2340-2361.

56. Gillespie DT (1992) Markov processes: An introduction for physical scientists.

Academic Press, San Diego CA .

57. Mandelbrot B (1997) The variation of certain speculative prices. In: Fractals and Scaling in Finance, Springer New York. pp. 371-418.

58. Cont R (2005) Long range dependence in financial markets. In: Lévy-Véhel J, Lutton E, editors, Fractals in Engineering, Springer London. pp. 159-179.

59. Collins JJ, Chow CC, Capela AC, Imhoff TT (1996) Aperiodic stochastic resonance. Phys Rev E 54: 5575–5584.

60. Benzi R, Sutera A, Vulpiani A (1981) The mechanism of stochastic resonance.

Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and General 14: L453.

61. Benzi R, Parisi G, Sutera A, Vulpiani A (1982) Stochastic resonance in climatic change. Tellus A 34: 10-16.

62. Nicolis C, Nicolis G (1981) Stochastic aspects of climatic transitions–additive fluctuations. Tellus 33: 225–234.

63. Collins JJ, Chow CC, Imhoff TT (1995) Aperiodic stochastic resonance in excitable systems. Phys Rev E 52: R3321–R3324.

64. Gammaitoni L, Hänggi P, Jung P, Marchesoni F (1998) Stochastic resonance.

Reviews of modern physics 70: 223–287.

65. Heneghan C, Chow CC, Collins JJ, Imhoff TT, Lowen SB, et al. (1996) Information measures quantifying aperiodic stochastic resonance. Phys Rev E 54: R2228–R2231.

66. Accessible at

http://www.zew.de/en/publikationen/finanzmarktreport.php3.

30/30