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Abstrat

We onsider a trader who aims to liquidate a large position in the presene of an

arbitrageur who hopes to pro�t from the trader's ativity. The arbitrageur is uner-

tain about the trader's position and learns from observed prie �utuations. This is

a dynami game with asymmetri information. We present an algorithm for omput-

ing perfet Bayesian equilibrium behavior and ondut numerial experiments. Our

results demonstrate that the trader's strategy di�ers signi�antly from one that would

be optimal in the absene of the arbitrageur. In partiular, the trader must balane

the on�iting desires of minimizing prie impat and minimizing information that is

signaled through trading. Aounting for information signaling and the presene of

strategi adversaries an greatly redue exeution osts.

1 Introdution

When buying or selling seurities, value is lost through exeution osts suh as exhange fees,

ommissions, bid-ask spreads, and prie impat. The latter an be dramati and typially

dominates other soures of exeution ost when trading large bloks, when the seurity

is thinly traded, or when there is an urgent demand for liquidity. Exeution algorithms

aim to redue prie impat by partitioning the quantity to be traded and plaing trades

sequentially. Growing reognition for the importane of exeution has fueled an aademi

literature on the topi as well as the formation of speialized groups at investment banks

and other organizations to o�er exeution servies.

Optimal exeution algorithms have been developed for a number of models. In the

base model of Bertsimas and Lo [1℄, a stok prie nominally follows a disrete-time random

walk and the market impat of a trade is permanent and linear in trade size. The authors

establish that expeted ost is minimized by an equipartitioning poliy. This poliy trades
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equal amounts over the time inrements within the trading horizon. Further developments

have led to optimal exeution algorithms for models that inorporate prie preditions [1℄,

bid-ask spreads and resiliene [2, 3℄, nonlinear prie impat models [4, 5℄, and risk aversion

[6, 7, 8, 9, 10℄.

The aforementioned results o�er insight into how one should partition a blok and se-

quene trades under various assumptions about market dynamis and objetives. The re-

sulting algorithms, however, are unrealisti in that they exhibit preditable behavior. Suh

preditable behavior allows strategi adversaries, whih we all arbitrageurs, to �front-run�

trades and pro�t at the expense of inreased exeution ost. For example, onsider liqui-

dating a large blok by an equipartitioning poliy whih sells an equal amount during eah

minute of a trading day. Trades early in the day generate abnormal prie movements, allow-

ing an observing arbitrageur to antiipate further liquidation. If the arbitrageur sells short

and loses his position at the end of the day, he pro�ts from expeted prie dereases. The

arbitrageur's ations amplify prie impat and therefore inrease exeution osts.

Several reent papers study game-theoreti models of exeution in the presene of strate-

gi arbitrageurs [11, 12, 13℄. However, these models involve games with symmetri informa-

tion, in whih arbitrageurs know the position to be liquidated. In more realisti senarios,

this information would be the private knowledge of the trader, and the arbitrageurs would

make inferenes as to the trader's position based on observed market ativity.

This type of information asymmetry is entral to e�etive exeution. The fat that his

position is unknown to others allows the trader to greatly redue exeution osts. But to do

so requires deliberate management of the signals he transmits by in�uening pries. Further,

the desire to minimize information signaling may be at odds with the desire to minimize prie

impat. A model through whih suh signaling an be studied must aount for unertainty

among arbitrageurs and their ability to learn from observed prie �utuations. In this paper

we formulate and study a simple model whih we believe to be the �rst that meets this

requirement.

The ontributions of this paper are as follows:

1. We formulate the optimal exeution problem as a dynami game with asymmetri
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information. This game involves a trader and a single arbitrageur. Both agents are

risk neutral, and market dynamis evolve aording to a linear prie impat model

of Bertsimas and Lo [1℄. The trader seeks to liquidate his position in a �nite time

horizon. The arbitrageur attempts to infer the position of the trader by observing

market prie movements, and seeks to exploit this information for pro�t.

2. We develop an algorithm that omputes perfet Bayesian equilibrium behavior.

3. We demonstrate that the assoiated equilibrium strategies take on a surprisingly simple

struture:

(a) Trades plaed by the trader are linear in the arbitrageur's estimation error and

the arbitrageur's expetation of the ombined position of the trader and the

arbitrageur.

(b) Trades plaed by the arbitrageur are linear in the arbitrageur's expetation of

the ombined position of the trader and the arbitrageur.

() The equilibrium poliies are a funtion of the time horizon and a single parameter

that we all the �relative volume�. This parameter aptures the magnitude of the

per period ativity of the trader relative to the exogenous �utuations of the

market.

4. We present omputational results that make several points about perfet Bayesian

equilibrium in our model:

(a) In the presene of adversaries, there are signi�ant potential bene�ts to employing

perfet Bayesian equilibrium strategies.

(b) Unlike strategies proposed based on prior models in the literature, whih exhibit

deterministi sequenes of trades, trades in perfet Bayesian equilibrium respond

to prie �utuations; the trader leverages these random outomes to shade his

ativity.

() When the relative volume of the trader's ativity is low, in equilibrium, the trader

an ignore the presene of the arbitrageur and will equipartition to minimize prie
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impat. Alternatively, when the relative volume is high, the trader will onen-

trate his trading ativity in a short time interval so as to minimize signaling.

(d) The presene of the arbitrageur leads to a market surplus. That is, the trader's

expeted loss due to the arbitrageur's presene is larger than the expeted pro�t of

the arbitrageur. Hene, other market partiipants bene�t from the arbitrageur's

ativity.

Beyond the immediate appliation to the optimal exeution problem, the results in this

paper also represent a ontribution to the general theory of games with asymmetri in-

formation. Equilibrium in suh games is notoriously di�ult to ompute. Typial games

that have been onsidered are basi signaling games (see [14, Chapter 8℄ and the referenes

therein), where the game has two periods and the private information takes the form of a

binary-valued �type�. In ontrast, the game onsidered here has an arbitrary disrete time

horizon, and the private information (the position of the trader) is a ontinuous value.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. The next setion presents our

problem formulation. Setion 3 disusses how perfet Bayesian equilibrium in this model is

haraterized by a dynami program. A pratial algorithm for omputing perfet Bayesian

equilibrium behavior is developed in Setion 4. This algorithm is applied in omputational

studies, for whih results are presented and interpreted in Setion 5. Finally, Setion 6 makes

some losing remarks and suggests diretions for future work. Proofs of all theoretial results

are presented in the appendix.

2 Problem Formulation

We onsider a game that evolves over a �nite horizon in disrete time steps t = 0, . . . , T .

There are two players: a trader and an arbitrageur. The trader begins with a position

x0 ∈ R in a stok, whih he must liquidate by time T . We denote his position at eah time

t by xt. The trader requires that his �nal position xT be zero. The arbitrageur begins with

a position y0. We denote his position at eah time t by yt. He requires that yT be zero.

4



The prie of the stok evolves aording to

pt = pt−1 + λ(ut + vt) + ǫt

= pt−1 +∆pt.

where ut is the quantity purhased by the trader and vt is the quantity purhased by the

arbitrageur. The sequene {ǫt} is IID with ǫt ∼ N(0, σ2ǫ ), for some σǫ > 0. This noise

sequene represents the random and exogenous �utuations of market pries. We assume

that the trading deisions ut and vt are made at time t− 1, and exeuted at the prie pt at

time t. The positions evolve aording to

xt = xt−1 + ut, and yt = yt−1 + vt.

The information struture of the game is as follows. The dynamis of the game (in

partiular, the parameters λ and σǫ) and the ommon time horizon T are mutually known.

From the perspetive of the arbitrageur, the initial position x0 of the trader is unknown.

Further, the trader's ations ut are not diretly observed. However, the arbitrageur begins

with a prior distribution φ0 on the trader's initial position x0. As the game evolves over

time, the arbitrageur observes the prie hanges ∆pt. The arbitrageur updates his beliefs

based on these prie movements, at any time t maintaining a posterior distribution φt of the

trader's urrent position xt, based on his observation of the history of the game up to and

inluding time t.

From the trader's perspetive, we assume that everything is known. This is motivated

by the fat that the arbitrageur's initial position y0 will typially be zero and the trader an

go through the same inferene proess as the arbitrageur to arrive at the prior distribution

φ0. Given a presribed poliy of the form desribed below for the arbitrageur (for exam-

ple, in equilibrium), the trader an subsequently reonstrut the arbitrageur's positions and

beliefs over time, given the publi observations of market prie movements. We do make

the assumption, however, that any deviations on the part of the arbitrageur from his pre-

sribed poliy will not mislead the trader. In our ontext, this assumption is important for
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tratability. We disuss the situation where this assumption is relaxed, and the trader does

not have perfet knowledge of the arbitrageur's positions and beliefs, in Setion 6.

The trader's purhases are governed by a poliy, whih is a sequene of funtions π =

{π1, . . . , πT }. Eah funtion πt+1 maps xt, yt, and φt, to a deision ut+1 at time t. We

onsider only trader poliies for whih πT (xT−1, yT−1, φT−1) = −xT−1; i.e., poliies that

result in liquidation. We denote the set of trader poliies by Π. Similarly, the arbitrageur

follows a poliy ψ = {ψ1, . . . , ψT }. Eah funtion ψt+1 maps yt and φt to a deision vt+1

made at time t. We restrit attention to arbitrageur poliies for whih ψT (yT−1, φT−1) =

−yT−1. We denote the set of arbitrageur poliies by Ψ.

Note that we are restriting ourselves to poliies that are Markovian in the sense that

the state of the game at time t is summarized for the trader and arbitrageur by the tuples

(xt, yt, φt) and (yt, φt), respetively, and that eah player's ation is only a funtion of his

state. Further, we are assuming that the poliies are pure strategies in the sense that, as a

funtion of the player's state, the ations are deterministi. In general, one may wish to on-

sider poliies whih determine ations as a funtion of the entire history of the game up to a

given time, and allow randomization over the hoie of ation. Our assumptions will exlude

equilibria from this more general lass. However, it will be the ase that for the equilibria

that we do �nd, arbitrary deviations that are history dependent and/or randomized will not

be pro�table.

If the arbitrageur applies an ation vt and assumes the trader uses a poliy π̂ ∈ Π, then

upon observation of ∆pt at time t, the arbitrageur's beliefs are updated in a Bayesian fashion

aording to

φt(S) = P (xt ∈ S | φt−1, yt−1, λ(π̂t(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1) + vt) + ǫt = ∆pt) ,

for all measurable sets S ⊂ R. Note that ∆pt here is an observed numerial value whih

ould have resulted from a trader ation ut 6= π̂t(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1). As suh, the trader is

apable of misleading the arbitrageur to distort his posterior distribution φt.

We onsider a pro�t to be a hange of book value, whih is the sum of a player's ash
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position and asset position, valued at the prevailing market prie. Hene, the pro�t generated

by the trader and arbitrageur through their trades ut+1 and vt+1 are

pt+1xt+1 − pt+1ut+1 − ptxt = ∆pt+1xt, and pt+1yt+1 − pt+1vt+1 − ptyt = ∆pt+1yt,

respetively. If the trader uses poliy π and the arbitrageur uses poliy ψ and assumes the

trader uses poliy π̂, the trader expets pro�ts

U
π,(ψ,π̂)
t (xt, yt, φt) ≡ Eπ,(ψ,π̂)

[

T−1
∑

τ=t

∆pτ+1xτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

xt, yt, φt

]

,

over times τ = t+1, . . . , T . Here, the subsripts indiate that trades are exeuted based on

π and ψ, while beliefs are updated based on π̂. Similarly,

V
(ψ,π̂),π
t (yt, φt) ≡ Eπ,(ψ,π̂)

[

T−1
∑

τ=t

∆pτ+1yτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

yt, φt

]

,

over times τ = t + 1, . . . , T . Here, the onditioning in the expetation impliitly assumes

that xt is distributed aording to φt.

Note that −Uπ,(ψ,π)t (x0, y0, φ0) is the trader's expeted exeution ost. For pratial

hoies of π, ψ, and π̂, we expet this quantity to be positive sine the trader is likely to sell

his shares for less than the initial prie. To ompress notation, for any π, ψ, and t, let

Uπ,ψt ≡ Uπ,(ψ,π)t , and V ψ,π
t ≡ V (ψ,π),π

t .

As a solution onept, we onsider perfet Bayesian equilibrium, whih is a re�nement

of Nash equilibrium that rules out implausible outomes by requiring subgame perfetion

and onsisteny with Bayesian belief updates. In partiular, we will refer to π ∈ Π as a best

response to (ψ, π̂) ∈ Ψ×Π if

(2.1) U
π,(ψ,π̂)
t (xt, yt, φt) = max

π′∈Π
U
π′,(ψ,π̂)
t (xt, yt, φt),
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for all t, xt, yt, and φt. Further, we will refer to ψ ∈ Ψ as a best response to π ∈ Π if

(2.2) V ψ,π
t (yt, φt) = max

ψ′∈Ψ
V ψ′,π
t (yt, φt),

for all t, yt, and φt. We de�ne perfet Bayesian equilibrium, speialized to our ontext, as

follows:

De�nition 1. A perfet Bayesian equilibrium (PBE) is a pair of poliies (π∗, ψ∗) ∈

Π×Ψ suh that:

1. π∗ is a best response to (ψ∗, π∗);

2. ψ∗
is a best response to π∗.

In a PBE, eah player's ation at time t depends on positions xt and/or yt and the

distribution φt. These arguments, espeially the distribution, make omputation and repre-

sentation of a PBE hallenging. We will settle for a more modest goal. We ompute PBE

ations only for ases where φt is Gaussian. When the initial distribution φ0 is Gaussian

and players employ these PBE poliies, subsequent distributions φt are also Gaussian. As

suh, omputation of PBE poliies over the restrited domain is su�ient to haraterize

equilibrium behavior given any initial onditions involving a Gaussian prior. To formalize

our approah, we now de�ne a solution onept.

De�nition 2. A poliy π ∈ Π (or ψ ∈ Ψ) is a Gaussian best response to (ψ, π̂) ∈ Ψ×Π

(or π ∈ Π) if (2.1) (or (2.2)) holds for all t, xt, yt, and Gaussian φt. A Gaussian perfet

Bayesian equilibrium is a pair (π∗, ψ∗) ∈ Π×Ψ of poliies suh that

1. π∗ is a Gaussian best response to (ψ∗, π∗);

2. ψ∗
is a Gaussian best response to π∗;

3. if φ0 is Gaussian and arbitrageur assumes the trader uses π∗ then, independent of the

true ations of the trader, φ1, . . . , φT−1 are Gaussian.
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Note that when Gaussian PBE poliies are used and the prior φ0 is Gaussian, the system

behavior is indistinguishable from PBE sine the poliies produe ations that onur with

PBE poliies at all states that are visited.

3 Dynami Programming Analysis

In this setion, we develop abstrat dynami programming algorithms for omputing PBE

and Gaussian PBE. We also disuss strutural properties of assoiated value funtions.

The dynami programming reursion relies on the omputation of equilibria for single-stage

games, and we also disuss the existene of suh equilibria. The algorithms of this setion

are not implementable, but their treatment motivates the design of a pratial algorithm

that will be presented in the next setion.

3.1 Stage-Wise Deomposition

We will deompose the proess of omputing a PBE and orresponding value funtions into

single-stage problems via a dynami programming reursion. We begin by de�ning some

notation. For eah πt, ψt, and ut, we de�ne a dynami programming operator F
(ψt,π̂t)
ut by

(

F (ψt,π̂t)
ut

U
)

(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1) ≡ E
(ψt,π̂t)
ut

[λ(ut + vt)xt−1 + U(xt, yt, φt) | xt−1, yt−1, φt−1] ,

for all U , where xt = xt−1 + ut, yt = yt−1 + vt, vt = ψt(yt−1, φt−1), and φt results from

Bayesian updating given that the arbitrageur assumes the trader trades π̂t(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1)

while the trader atually trades ut. In addition, for eah πt and vt, we de�ne a dynami

programming operator Gπtvt by

(

GπtvtV
)

(yt−1, φt−1) ≡ E
πt
vt
[λ(ut + vt)yt−1 + V (yt, φt) | yt−1, φt−1] ,

for all V , where yt = yt−1 + vt, ut = πt(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1), xt−1 is distributed aording to

the belief φt−1, and φt results from Bayesian updating given that the arbitrageur orretly

assumes the trader trades ut.

9



Consider Algorithm 1. It is easy to see that, so long as Step 3 is arried out suessfully

eah time it is invoked, the algorithm produes a PBE (π∗, φ∗) along with value funtions

U∗

t = Uπ
∗,ψ∗

t and V ∗

t = V ψ∗,π∗

t . However, the algorithm is not implementable. For starters,

the funtions π∗t , ψ
∗

t , U
∗

t−1, and V ∗

t−1, whih must be omputed and stored, have in�nite

domains. This an not be done on a omputer.

Algorithm 1 PBE Solver

1: Initialize the terminal value funtions by setting, for all xT−1, yT−1, and φT−1,

U∗

T−1(xT−1, yT−1, φT−1)← −λ(xT−1 + yT−1)xT−1

V ∗

T−1(yT−1, φT−1)← −λ
(
∫

xφT−1(dx) + yT−1

)

yT−1

2: for t = T − 1, T − 2, . . . , 1 do
3: Compute (π∗t , ψ

∗

t ) suh that for all xt−1, yt−1, and φt−1,

π∗t (xt−1, yt−1, φt−1) ∈ argmax
ut

(

F
(ψ∗

t ,π
∗

t )
ut U∗

t

)

(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1)

ψ∗

t (yt−1, φt−1) ∈ argmax
vt

(

G
π∗

t
vt V

∗

t

)

(yt−1, φt−1)

4: Compute the value funtions at the previous time step by setting, for all xt−1, yt−1,

and φt−1,

U∗

t−1(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1)←
(

F
(ψ∗

t ,π
∗

t )
π∗

t
U∗

t

)

(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1)

V ∗

t−1(yt−1, φt−1)←
(

G
π∗

t

ψ∗

t
V ∗

t

)

(yt−1, φt−1)

5: end for

3.2 Quasilinear Poliies

Given a distribution φt, de�ne

µt ≡
∫

xφt(dx), σ2t ≡
∫

(x− µt)2φt(dx), and ρt ≡ λσt/σǫ.

Sine λ and σǫ are onstants, ρt is simply a saled version of the standard deviation σt.

The ratio λ/σǫ ats as a normalizing onstant that aounts for the informativeness of

observations. The reason we onsider this saling is that it highlights ertain invariants
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aross problem instanes. In Setion 5.2, we will interpret the value of ρ0 as the relative

volume of the trader's ativity in the marketplae.

We will onsider restriting attention to a lass of poliies that are indexed by a few

parameters.

De�nition 3. A funtion πt is quasilinear if there are oe�ients a
ρt−1

x,t and a
ρt−1

y,t , whih

are funtions of ρt−1, suh that

πt(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1) = a
ρt−1

x,t (xt−1 − µt−1) + a
ρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1),

for all xt−1, yt−1, and φt−1. A funtion ψt is quasilinear if there is a oe�ient b
ρt−1

y,t ,

whih is a funtion of ρt−1, suh that

ψt(yt−1, φt−1) = b
ρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1).

We will also refer to a poliy as quasilinear if omponent funtions assoiated with times

1, . . . , T − 1 are quasilinear.

Note that quasilinear poliies have a partiularly intuitive struture. For the arbitrageur,

at eah time t, a quasilinear poliy is a linear funtion of yt−1 + µt−1. This quantity an be

interpreted as the arbitrageur's estimate of the total market overhang at time t− 1, that is,

the number of shares outstanding whih must be liquidated by time T . A quasilinear poliy

for the trader at time t, in addition, depends linearly on the quantity xt−1 − µt−1. This is

the error of the arbitrageur's estimate of the trader's position, that is, the private knowledge

of the trader.

By restriting attention to quasilinear poliies and Gaussian beliefs, we an apply an

algorithm similar to that presented in the previous setion to ompute a Gaussian PBE. In

partiular, onsider Algorithm 2. This algorithm aims to omputes a single-stage equilibrium

that is quasilinear. Further, ations and values are only omputed and stored for elements

of the domain for whih φt−1 is Gaussian. This is only viable if the iterates U∗

t and V ∗

t ,

whih are omputed only for Gaussian φt, provide su�ient information for subsequent
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omputations. This is indeed the ase, as a onsequene of the following result.

Theorem 1. If φt−1 is Gaussian, π̂t is quasilinear, and the arbitrageur assumes that the

trader trades π̂t(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1), then φt is Gaussian.

It follows from this result that if π∗ is quasilinear then, for Gaussian φt−1, F
(ψ∗,π∗)
ut U∗

t only

depends on values of U∗

t evaluated at Gaussian φt. Similarly, if π∗ is quasilinear then, for

Gaussian φt−1, G
π∗

vt
V ∗

t only depends on values of V ∗

t evaluated at Gaussian φt. It also follows

from this theorem that Algorithm 2, whih only omputes ations and values for Gaussian

beliefs, results in a Gaussian PBE (π∗, ψ∗). We should mention, though, that Algorithm 2

is still not implementable sine the restrited domains of U∗

t and V ∗

t remain in�nite.

Algorithm 2 Quasilinear-Gaussian PBE Solver

1: Initialize the terminal value funtions by setting, for all xT−1, yT−1, and Gaussian φT−1,

U∗

T−1(xT−1, yT−1, φT−1)← −λ(xT−1 + yT−1)xT−1

V ∗

T−1(yT−1, φT−1)← −λ
(
∫

xφT−1(dx) + yT−1

)

yT−1

2: for t = T − 1, T − 2, . . . , 1 do
3: Compute quasilinear (π∗t , ψ

∗

t ) suh that for all xt−1, yt−1, and Gaussian φt−1,

π∗t (xt−1, yt−1, φt−1) ∈ argmax
ut

(

F
(ψ∗

t ,π
∗

t )
ut U∗

t

)

(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1)

ψ∗

t (yt−1, φt−1) ∈ argmax
vt

(

G
π∗

t
vt V

∗

t

)

(yt−1, φt−1)

4: Compute the value funtions at the previous time step by setting, for all xt−1, yt−1,

and Gaussian φt−1,

U∗

t−1(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1)←
(

F
(ψ∗

t ,π
∗

t )
π∗

t
U∗

t

)

(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1)

V ∗

t−1(yt−1, φt−1)←
(

G
π∗

t

ψ∗

t
V ∗

t

)

(yt−1, φt−1)

5: end for

For the remainder of this paper, we will fous on omputation of quasilinear-Gaussian

PBE, and as suh, we will restrit attention to Gaussian beliefs, with all poliies and value

funtions de�ned only over this restrited domain.
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3.3 Value Funtion Deomposition

Value funtions omputed by Algorithm 2 exhibit speial struture that simpli�es their

representation. We now de�ne the form of this speial struture.

De�nition 4. A funtion Ut is trader-quadrati-deomposable (TQD) if there are o-

e�ients cρtxx,t, c
ρt
yy,t, c

ρt
xy,t, and c

ρt
0,t, whih are funtions of ρt, suh that

Ut(xt, yt, φt) = λ

(

1
2(y

2
t − µ2t ) + 1

2(xt − µt)(yt − µt)− 1
2c
ρt
xx,t(xt − µt)2

− 1
2c
ρt
yy,t(yt + µt)

2 − cρtxy,t(xt − µt)(yt + µt) +
σ2ǫ
λ2
cρt0,t

)

,

for all xt, yt, and φt. A funtion Vt as arbitrageur-quadrati-deomposable (AQD) if

there are oe�ients dρtyy,t and d
ρt
0,t, whih are funtions of ρt, suh that

Vt(yt, φt) = λ

(

−1
2(y

2
t − µ2t )− 1

2d
ρt
yy,t(yt + µt)

2 +
σ2ǫ
λ2
dρt0,t

)

,

for all yt and φt.

It is lear that U∗

T−1 and V ∗

T−1 are TQD/AQD. The following theorem aptures how

TQD and AQD struture are retained through the reursion of Algorithm 2.

Theorem 2. If U∗

t is TQD and V ∗

t is AQD, and Step 3 of Algorithm 2 produes a quasilinear

pair (π∗t , ψ
∗

t ), then U
∗

t−1 and V ∗

t−1, de�ned by Step 4 of Algorithm 2 are TQD and AQD.

Hene, eah pair of value funtions generated by Algorithm 2 is TQD/AQD. A great bene�t

of this property omes from the fat that, for a �xed value of ρt, eah assoiated value

funtion an be enoded using just a few parameters.

3.4 Existene

Algorithm 2 relies for eah t on existene of a pair (π∗t , ψ
∗

t ) of quasilinear funtions that

satisfy single-stage equilibrium onditions. In Setion 5, for a range of problem instanes,

we ompute quasilinear funtions that satisfy suh equilibrium onditions. However, whether

suh equilibria exist for all ases remains an open issue. Here, we support plausibility by
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presenting results on best responses to quasilinear poliies. The �rst asserts that if ψt and

π̂t are quasilinear then there is a quasilinear best-response πt in the single-stage game.

Theorem 3. If Ut is TQD, ψt is quasilinear, and π̂t is quasilinear, then there exists a

quasilinear πt suh that

πt(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1) ∈ argmax
ut

(

F (ψt,π̂t)
ut Ut

)

(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1),

for all xt−1, yt−1, and Gaussian φt−1, so long as the optimization problem is bounded.

Similarly, if πt is quasilinear then there is a quasilinear best-response ψt in the single-stage

game.

Theorem 4. If Vt is AQD and πt is quasilinear then there exists a quasilinear ψt suh that

ψt(yt−1, φt−1) ∈ argmax
vt

(

GπtvtVt
)

(yt−1, φt−1),

for all yt−1 and Gaussian φt−1, so long as the optimization problem is bounded.

Based on these results, if the trader (arbitrageur) assumes that the arbitrageur (trader) uses a

quasilinear poliy then it su�es for the trader (arbitrageur) to restrit himself to quasilinear

poliies. Though not a proof of existene, this observation that the set of quasilinear poliies

is losed under the operation of best response motivates an aim to ompute quasilinear-

Gaussian PBE.

3.5 Dependene on Problem Data

Algorithm 2 takes as input three values that parameterize our model: (λ, σǫ, T ). The algo-

rithm output an be enoded in terms of oe�ients

{

aρtx,t+1, a
ρt
y,t+1, b

ρt
y,t+1, c

ρt
xx,t, c

ρt
yy,t, c

ρt
xy,t, c

ρt
0,t, d

ρt
yy,t, d

ρt
0,t

}

,

for every ρt > 0 and t = 0, . . . , T − 2. These oe�ients parameterize quasilinear-Gaussian

PBE poliies and orresponding value funtions. Note that the output depends on λ and

14



σǫ only through ρt. Hene, given any λ and σǫ, the algorithm obtains the same oe�ients.

This means that the algorithm need only be exeuted one to obtain solutions for all hoies

of λ and σǫ.

4 Algorithm

The previous setion presented abstrat algorithms and results that lay the groundwork for

the development of a pratial algorithm whih we will present in this setion. We begin by

disussing a parsimonious representation of poliies.

4.1 Representation of Poliies

Consider a quasilinear-Gaussian PBE (π∗, ψ∗). Sine π∗t and ψ∗

t are quasilinear, they an

be written as

π∗t (xt−1, yt−1, φt−1) = a
ρt−1

x,t (xt−1 − µt−1) + a
ρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1),

ψ∗

t (yt−1, φt−1) = b
ρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1).

for all xt−1, yt−1, and φt−1. Here, the oe�ients are deterministi funtions of ρt−1. For a

�xed value of ρt−1, the oe�ients an be stored as three numerial values. However, it is

not feasible to simultaneously store oe�ients assoiated with all possible values of ρt−1.

Fortunately, as established in the following result, the trader's poliy π∗ and the initial value

ρ0 determine subsequent values of ρt.

Theorem 5. If φt−1 is Gaussian, and the arbitrageur assumes that the trader's poliy π̂t is

quasilinear with

π̂t(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1) = â
ρt−1

x,t (xt−1 − µt−1) + â
ρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1),

then ρt evolves aording to

ρ2t =
(

1 + â
ρt−1

x,t

)2
(

1

ρ2t−1

+ (â
ρt−1

x,t )2
)

−1

.
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In partiular, ρt is a deterministi funtion of ρt−1.

It follows that for a �xed value of ρ0, over the relevant portion of its domain, a quasilinear-

Gaussian PBE an be enoded in terms of 3(T − 1) numerial values. We will design an

algorithm that aims to ompute these 3(T − 1) parameters, whih we will denote by ax,t,

ay,t and by,t, for t = 1, . . . , T − 1. Note that these parameters allow us to determine PBE

ations at all visited states, so long as the initial value of ρ0 is �xed.

4.2 Searhing for Equilibrium Varianes

The parameters ax,t, ay,t, and by,t haraterize quasilinear-Gaussian PBE poliies restrited

to the sequene ρ0, . . . , ρT−1 generated in the quasilinear-Gaussian PBE. We do not know in

advane what this sequene will be, and as suh, our algorithm will simultaneously ompute

this sequene alongside the poliy parameters.

Algorithm 3 searhes for ρT−1. For eah andidate ρ̂T−1, a reursion omputes pre-

eding values ρ̂T−2, . . . , ρ̂0 along with poliy parameters for times T − 1, . . . , 1. Assuming

that single-stage equilibria are suessfully omputed along the way, the resulting poliies

form a quasilinear-Gaussian PBE, restrited to the sequene ρ̂0, . . . , ρ̂T−1 that they would

generate if ρ0 = ρ̂0. The searh algorithm seeks a value of ρ̂T−1 suh that the resulting ρ̂0

is indeed equal to ρ0. Sine information aumulates, it is natural to onjeture that in a

quasilinear-Gaussian PBE, eah ρt is monotonially inreasing in ρt−1, and therefore, ρT−1

is monotonially inreasing in ρ0. This motivates the bisetion searh: if a hoie of ρ̂T−1

leads to a value ρ̂0 > ρ0, the value should be redued, and vie versa. The searh begins

with upper and lower bounds of 0 and min(ρ0, 1); it is not hard to establish that ρT−1 is

within these bounds. This searh proedure is reminisent of the work of Kyle [15℄, in a

di�erent ontext.

Note that Step 7 of the algorithm treats ρ̂t−1 as a free variable that is solved alongside

the poliy parameters ax,t, ay,t, and by,t. These variables an be omputed through solving

a ubi equation, as disussed in Appendix B. Algorithm 3 is implementable and we use it

in omputational studies presented in the next setion.
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Algorithm 3 Quasilinear-Gaussian PBE Solver with Variane Searh

1: ρ
T−1
← 0

2: ρT−1 ← min(ρ0, 1)
3: while ρT−1 − ρT−1

> δ do

4: ρ̂T−1 ← (ρT−1 + ρ
T−1

)/2
5: Initialize the terminal value funtions by setting, for all xT−1, yT−1, and Gaussian

φT−1 with variane (ρ̂T−1σǫ/λ)
2
,

U∗

T−1(xT−1, yT−1, φT−1)← −λ(xT−1 + yT−1)xT−1

V ∗

T−1(yT−1, φT−1)← −λ(µT−1 + yT−1)yT−1

6: for t = T − 1, T − 2, . . . , 1 do
7: Compute ρ̂t−1 and quasilinear (π∗t , ψ

∗

t ) suh that for all xt−1, yt−1, and Gaussian

φt−1 with variane (ρ̂t−1σǫ/λ)
2
,

π∗t (xt−1, yt−1, φt−1) ∈ argmax
ut

(

F
(ψ∗

t ,π
∗

t )
ut U∗

t

)

(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1)

ψ∗

t (yt−1, φt−1) ∈ argmax
vt

(

G
π∗

t
vt V

∗

t

)

(yt−1, φt−1)

ρt = ρ̂t

8: Compute the value funtions at the previous time step by setting, for all xt−1, yt−1,

and Gaussian φt−1 with variane (ρ̂t−1σǫ/λ)
2
,

U∗

t−1(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1)←
(

F
(ψ∗

t ,π
∗

t )
π∗

t
U∗

t

)

(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1)

V ∗

t−1(yt−1, φt−1)←
(

G
π∗

t

ψ∗

t
V ∗

t

)

(yt−1, φt−1)

9: end for

10: if ρ̂0 ≤ ρ0 then
11: ρ

T−1
← ρ̂T−1

12: else

13: ρT−1 ← ρ̂T−1

14: end if

15: end while
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5 Computational Results

In this setion, we present omputational results generated using Algorithm 3. In Setion 5.1,

we introdue two alternative poliies, the equipartitioning poliy and the minimum revelation

poliy. These are intuitive polies whih will serve as a basis of omparison to the quasilinear-

Gaussian PBE poliy. In Setion 5.2, we disuss the importane of the parameter ρ0 ≡

λσ0/σǫ in the qualitative behavior of the PBE poliy and interpret ρ20 as a measure of the

�relative volume� of the trader's ativity in the marketplae. In Setion 5.3, we disuss the

relative performane of the poliies from the perspetive of the exeution ost of the trader.

Here, we demonstrate experimentally that the PBE poliy an o�er substantial bene�ts.

In Setion 5.4, we examine the signaling that ours through prie movements. Finally,

in Setion 5.5, we highlight the fat that the PBE poliy is dynami, and seeks to exploit

exogenous market �utuations in order to minimize exeution osts.

5.1 Alternative Poliies

In order to understand the behavior of quasilinear-Gaussian PBE poliies, we �rst de�ne

two alternative poliies for the trader for the purpose of omparison. In the absene of

an arbitrageur, it is optimal for the trader to minimize exeution osts by partitioning

his position into T equally sized bloks and liquidating them sequentially over the T time

periods, as established in [1℄. We all the resulting poliy πEQ an equipartitioning poliy. It

is de�ned by

πEQt (xt−1, yt−1, φt−1) ≡ −
1

T − t+ 1
xt−1,

for all t, xt−1, yt−1, and φt−1.

Alternatively, the trader may wish to liquidate his position in a way so as to reveal

as little information as possible to the arbitrageur. Clearly, trading during the �nal time

period T reveals no relevant information to the arbitrageur. It is further true that trading

during the penultimate time period T − 1 reveals no useful information to the arbitrageur.

This is beause the arbitrageur is onstrained to liquidate his remaining holdings at time T ,

hene the arbitrageur's deision at time T is not in�uened by his belief φT−1. We de�ne
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the minimum revelation poliy πMR to be a poliy that e�iently exploits these fats by

liquidating the trader's position evenly aross only the last two time periods. That is,

πMRt (xt−1, yt−1, φt−1) ≡































0 if t < T − 1,

−1
2xt−1 if t = T − 1,

−xt−1 if t = T ,

for all t, xt−1, yt−1, and φt−1.

5.2 Relative Volume

As we observed in Setion 4.1, quasilinear-Gaussian PBE poliies are determined as a fun-

tion of the omposite parameter ρ0 ≡ λσ0/σǫ. In order to interpret this parameter, onsider

the dynamis of prie hanges,

∆pt = λ(ut + vt) + ǫt, ǫt ∼ N(0, σ2ǫ ).

Here, we interpreted ǫt as the exogenous, random omponent of prie hanges. Alternatively,

we an imagine the random omponent of prie hanges are arising from the prie impat of

�noise traders�. Denote by zt the total order �ow from noise traders at time t, and onsider

a model where

∆pt = λ(ut + vt + zt), zt ∼ N(0, σ2z ).

If σǫ = λσz, these two models are equivalent. In that ase,

ρ0 ≡
λσ0
σǫ

=
σ0
σz
.

In other words, we an interpret ρ0 as the ratio of the unertainty of the total volume of the

trader's ativity to the per period volume of noise trading. As suh, we refer to ρ0 as the

relative volume.

We shall see in the following setions that, qualitatively, the performane and behavior
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of PBE poliies are determined by the magnitude of ρ0. In the high relative volume regime,

when ρ0 is large, either the initial position unertainty σ0 is very large or the volatility σz

of the noise traders is very small. In these ases, from the perspetive of the arbitrageur,

the trader's ativity ontributes a signi�ant informative signal whih an be deoded in

the ontext of less signi�ant exogenous random noise. Hene, the trader's ativity early in

the time horizon reveals signi�ant information whih an be exploited by the arbitrageur.

Thus, it may be better for the trader to defer his liquidation until the end of the time

horizon.

Alternatively, in the low relative regime, when ρ0 is small, the arbitrageur annot e�e-

tively distinguish the ativity of the trader from the noise traders in the market. Hene,

the trader is free to distribute his trades aross the time horizon so as to minimize market

impat, without fear of front-running by the arbitrageur.

5.3 Poliy Performane

In this setion, we will ompare how various poliies for the trader perform.

Consider a pair of poliies (π, ψ), and assume that the arbitrageur begins with a position

y0 = 0 and an initial belief φ0 = N(0, σ20). Given an initial position x0, the trader's expeted

pro�t is Uπ,ψ0 (x0, 0, φ0). One might imagine, however, that the initial position x0 represents

one of many di�erent trials where the trader liquidates positions. It makes sense for this

distribution of x0 over trials to be onsistent with the arbitrageurs belief φ0, sine this

belief ould be based on past trials. Given this distribution, averaging over trials results in

expeted pro�t

E

[

Uπ,ψ0 (x0, 0, φ0)
∣

∣

∣
x0 ∼ φ0

]

.

Alternatively, if the trader liquidates his entire position immediately, the expeted pro�t

beomes

E
[

−λx20
∣

∣ x0 ∼ φ0
]

= −λσ20.
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We de�ne the trader's normalized pro�t Ū(π, ψ) to be the ratio

Ū(π, ψ) ≡
E

[

Uπ,ψ0 (x0, 0, φ0)
∣

∣

∣
x0 ∼ φ0

]

λσ20
.

Similarly, the arbitrageur's normalized pro�t V̄ (π, ψ) is de�ned to be

V̄ (π, ψ) ≡
E

[

V π,ψ
0 (x0, 0, φ0)

∣

∣

∣
x0 ∼ φ0

]

λσ20
.

Given a quasilinear-Gaussian PBE (π∗, ψ∗), sine the value funtion Uπ
∗,ψ∗

0 is TQD, we

have

Ū(π∗, ψ∗) =
λ
(

−1
2c
ρ0
xx,0σ

2
0 +

σ2ǫ
λ2
cρ00,0

)

λσ20
= −1

2
cρ0xx,0 +

1

ρ20
cρ00,0,

where cρ0xx,0 and cρ00,0 are the trader's appropriate value funtion oe�ients at time t = 0.

Similarly,

V̄ (π∗, ψ∗) =
λ
(

σ2ǫ
λ2
dρ00,0

)

λσ20
=

1

ρ20
dρ00,0,

where dρ00,0 is the arbitrageur's appropriate value funtion oe�ients at time t = 0. Thus,

the normalized pro�ts of the PBE poliy depends on the parameters (σ0, λ, σǫ) only through

the quantity ρ0 ≡ λσ0/σǫ.

Similarly, given the equipartitioning poliy πEQ, de�ne ψEQ to be the optimal response

of the arbitrageur to the trader's poliy πEQ. This best response poliy an be omputed

by solving the linear-quadrati ontrol problem orresponding to (2.2), via dynami pro-

gramming. Using a similar argument as above, it is easy to see that Ū(πEQ, ψEQ) and

V̄ (πEQ, ψEQ) are also funtions of the parameter ρ0.

Finally, given the minimum revelation poliy πMR, de�ne ψMR to be the optimal response

of the arbitrageur to the trader's poliy πMR. It an be shown that, when y0 = 0 and µ0 = 0,

the best response of the arbitrageur to the minimum revelation poliy is to do nothing�sine

no information is revealed by the trader in a useful fashion, there is no opportunity to
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front-run. Hene,

Ū(πMR, ψMR) =
E
[

−1
2λx

2
0 − 1

4λx
2
0

∣

∣ x0 ∼ φ0
]

λσ20
= −3

4
, V̄ (πMR, ψMR) = 0.

In Figure 1, the relative pro�t of the various poliies are plotted as funtions of the

relative volume ρ0, for a time horizon T = 20. In all senarios, as one might expet, the

trader's pro�t is negative while the arbitrageur's pro�t is positive. In all ases, the trader's

pro�t under the PBE poliy dominates that under either the equipartitioning poliy or the

minimum revelation poliy. This di�erene is signi�ant in moderate to high relative volume

regimes.

In the high relative volume regime, the equipartitioning poliy fairs partiularly badly

from the perspetive of the trader, performing a up to a fator of 2 worse than the PBE poliy.

This e�et beomes more pronouned over longer time horizons. The minimum revelation

poliy performs about as well as the PBE poliy. Asymptotially as ρ0 ↑ ∞, these poliies

o�er equivalent performane in the sense that Ū(π∗, ψ∗) ↑ Ū(πMR, ψMR) = 3/4.

On the other hand, in the low relative volume regime, the equipartitioning poliy and the

PBE poliy perform omparably. Indeed, de�ne ψ0
by ψ0

t ≡ 0 for all t (that is, no trading

by the arbitrageur). In the absene of an arbitrageur, equipartitioning is the optimal poliy

for the trader, and bakward reursion an be used to show that

Ū(πEQ, ψ0) =
T + 1

2T
≈ 1

2
.

Asymptotially as ρ0 ↓ 0, Ū(πEQ, ψEQ) ↓ Ū(πEQ, ψ0) and Ū(π∗, ψ∗) ↓ Ū(πEQ, ψ0). Thus,

when the relative volume is low, the e�et of the arbitrageur beomes negligible when ρ0 is

su�iently small.

Examining Figure 1, it is lear that, for any given pair of poliies, the magnitude of

the normalized loss of the trader exeeds the normalized pro�t of the arbitrageur. The

di�erene in these two quantities an be interpreted as a bene�t to the other partiipants
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Figure 1: The relative pro�t of trading strategies for the time horizon T = 20.

in the market. De�ne the market surplus to be the quantity

Ū(πEQ, ψ0)−
(

Ū(π∗, ψ∗) + V̄ (π∗, ψ∗)
)

.

This is the di�erene between the normalized pro�t of the trader in the absene of the

arbitrageur, under the optimal equipartitioning poliy, and the ombined normalized pro�ts

of the trader and arbitrageur in equilibrium. The market surplus measures the bene�t of

the arbitrageur's presene to the other partiipants of the system. Note that this bene�t is

positive, and it is most signi�ant in the high relative volume regime.

5.4 Signaling

An important aspet of the PBE poliy is that it aounts for information onveyed through

prie movements. In order to understand this feature, we de�ne the relative unertainty

to be the standard deviation of the arbitrageur's belief of the trader's deision at time t,

relative to that of the belief at time 0; i.e., the ratio σt/σ0. By onsidering the evolution of

relative unertainty over time for the PBE poliy versus the equipartitioning and minimum
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Ū(πEQ, ψ0)−
(

Ū(π∗, ψ∗) + V̄ (π∗, ψ∗)
)

Figure 2: The market surplus of the system for the time horizon T = 20.

revelation poliies, we an study the omparative signaling behavior.

Relative unertainty has another interpretation. If we assume, as in Setion 5.3, that

the arbitrageur has initial position y0 = 0 and initial belief φ0 = N(0, σ20), and that the

trader's initial position is sampled from the distribution φ0 (and thus is onsistent with the

arbitrageur's belief), then

σt
σ0

=

√

E
[

x2t
∣

∣ x0 ∼ φ0
]

E
[

x20
∣

∣ x0 ∼ φ0
] .

Thus, relative unertainty at time t gives a measure of the size of the trader's outstanding

position at that time, in a root-mean-squared sense.

Under the PBE poliy, the evolution of the relative unertainty σt/σ0 over time is deter-

ministi and depends only on the parameter ρ0. This is beause of the fat that σt/σ0 = ρt/ρ0

and the results in Setion 4.1. Under the equipartitioning poliy, the relative unertainty

dereases linearly, aording to

σt
σ0

=
T − t
T

.

Under the minimum revelation poliy, the relative unertainty deays only over the �nal two
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time steps, aording to

σt
σ0

=































1 if t < T − 1,

1
2 if t = T − 1,

0 if t = T .

In Figure 3, we an see the evolution of the relative unertainty of the PBE poliy, for

di�erent values of ρ0, as ompared to the equipartitioning and minimum revelation poliies.

In the low relative volume regime, the relative unertainty of the PBE poliy evolves very

similarly to that of the equipartitioning poliy, deaying almost linearly. In the high relative

volume regime, almost very little information is revealed until lose to the end of the trading

period. These observations are onsistent with our results from Setion 5.3.

0.0

0.5

1.0

0 5 10 15 20
t

σt
σ0

πEQ

π∗, ρ0 = 1

π∗, ρ0 = 10

π∗, ρ0 = 100

πMR

Figure 3: The evolution over time of the relative unertainty σt/σ0 of the trader's position

for the time horizon T = 20.
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5.5 Dynami Trading

One important feature of the PBE poliy is that it is dynami and exhibits omplex be-

havior that is market dependent. The quantities traded depend on the random exogenous

�utuations of the market. Indeed, the trader may seek to exploit these �utuations so

as to minimize exeution osts. This is in ontrast to the equipartitioning and minimum

revelation poliies, whih are deterministi.

We an observe this dynami behavior as follows: de�ne the random variable

∆ ≡
T
∑

t=1

ǫt.

The variable ∆ is the umulative exogenous movement of the market over the trading hori-

zon. De�ne

x̄t ≡ E[xt | ∆], ȳt ≡ E[yt | ∆], µ̄t ≡ E[µt | ∆].

These quantities are, respetively, the expetation of the trader's position, the arbitrageur's

position, and the arbitrageur's mean belief, onditioned on a partiular level of umulative

market movement. By onditioning on the variable ∆, we an explore the most likely

behavior of the system under various market senarios.

Figure 4 plots the evolution of (x̄t, ȳt, µ̄t) under suh several senarios, given the param-

eters

x0 = σ0 = 105, µ0 = 0, λ = 5× 10−5, σǫ = 0.125, T = 20.

(Here, we use values for λ, σǫ, and T suggested in [1℄.) Note that, in this instane, x0 6= µ0.

That is, the arbitrageur's initial mean estimate is inorret.

In Figure 4(a), we see a neutral market senario, where ∆ = 0. Note that, sine ρ0 = 40,

the system is in a high relative volume regime. Hene, the trader attempts to oneal his

true position and trades only minimally prior to the end of the time horizon.

In Figure 4(b), we see a 2 standard deviation up market senario, where ∆ = 2σǫ
√
T .

Here, the exogenous upward movement of the market leads the arbitrageur to believe that

the trader is short the stok, when, in fat, the trader is long. The trader then antiipates
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buying on the part of the arbitrageur, and seeks to exploit this by inreasing his position.

In Figure 4(), we see a 2 standard deviation down market senario, where ∆ = −2σǫ
√
T .

In this ase, the arbitrageur assumes that the downward movement of the market is due to

selling on the part of the trader, and attempts to front-run future selling. The trader is thus

fored to liquidate his position faster than in the other senarios.

6 Conlusion

Our model aptures strategi interations between a trader aiming to liquidate a position

and an arbitrageur trying to detet and pro�t from the trader's ativity. The algorithm we

have developed omputes perfet Bayesian equilibrium behavior. It is interesting that the

resulting trader poliy takes on suh a simple form: the number of shares to liquidate at time

t is linear in the di�erene xt−1 − µt−1 between the trader's position and the arbitrageur's

estimate and the sum yt−1+µt−1 of the arbitrageur's position and his estimate of the trader's

position. The oe�ients of the poliy depend only on the relative volume parameter ρ0,

whih quanti�es the magnitude of the trader's position relative to the typial market ativity,

and the time horizon T . This poliy o�ers useful guidane beyond what has been derived

in models that do not aount for arbitrageur behavior. In the absene of an arbitrageur,

it is optimal to trade equal amounts over eah time period, whih orresponds to a poliy

that is linear in xt−1. The di�erene in the PBE poliy stems from its aounting of the

arbitrageur's inferene proess. In partiular, the poliy redues information revealed to the

arbitrageur by delaying trades, takes advantage of situations where the arbitrageur has been

misled by unusual market ativity, and oasionally plaes trades intended to mislead the

arbitrageur.

Our model represents a starting point for the study of game theoreti behavior in trade

exeution. It has an admittedly simple struture, and this allows for a tratable analysis

that highlights the importane of information signaling. There are a number of extensions

to this model that are possible, however, and that warrant further disussion:

1. (Risk Aversion) We assume that both the trader and arbitrageur are risk-neutral.
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Figure 4: The expeted evolution over time of the trader's position, the arbitrageur's po-

sition, and the arbitrageur's mean belief, onditioned on the exogenous market movement.
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Risk aversion is learly an important faet of investor behavior, and should be inluded

in the trade exeution model.

2. (Flexible Time Horizon)We assume a �nite time horizon T for the trader and arbi-

trageur. The hoie of time horizon has an impat on the resulting equilibrium poliies,

and there are learly end-of-horizon e�ets in the poliies omputed in Setion 5. To

some extent it seems arti�ial to impose a �xed time horizon as an exogenous restri-

tion on behavior. Fixed horizon models prelude the trader from delaying liquidation

beyond the horizon even if this an yield signi�ant bene�ts, for example. A better

model would be to onsider an in�nite horizon game, where risk aversion provides the

motivation for liquidating a position sooner rather than later.

3. (Unertain Trader) In our model, we assume that the arbitrageur is unertain of

the trader's position, but that the trader knows everything. A more realisti model

would allow for unertainty on the part of the trader as well, and would allow for the

arbitrageur to mislead the trader.

4. (Multi-player Games) Our model restrits to a single trader and arbitrageur. A

natural extension would be to onsider multiple traders and arbitrageurs that are

unertain about eah others' positions and must ompete in the marketplae as they

unwind. Suh a generalized model ould be useful for analysis of important liquidity

issues suh as those arising from the redit runh of 2007.

Finally, beyond the immediate ontext of our model, there are many diretions worth

exploring. One important avenue is to fator data beyond prie into the exeution strategy.

For example, volume data may play a signi�ant role in the arbitrageur's inferene, in whih

ase it should also in�uene exeution deisions. Limit order book data may also be relevant.

Developing tratable models that aount for suh data remains a hallenge. One initiative

to inorporate limit order book data into the deision proess is presented in [16℄.
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A Proofs

Theorem 1. If φt−1 is Gaussian, π̂t is quasilinear, and the arbitrageur assumes that the

trader trades π̂t(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1), then φt is Gaussian.

Proof. Suppose that

π̂t(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1) = â
ρt−1

x,t (xt−1 − µt−1) + â
ρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1)

= â
ρt−1

x,t xt−1 + â
ρt−1

µ,t µt−1 + â
ρt−1

y,t yt−1,

where â
ρt−1

µ,t ≡ â
ρt−1

y,t − â
ρt−1

x,t . Set (Kt−1, ht−1) to be the information form parameters for the

Gaussian distribution φt−1, so that

Kt−1 ≡ 1/σ2t−1, and ht−1 ≡ µt−1/σ
2
t−1.

De�ne φ+t−1 to be the distribution of xt−1 onditioned on all information seen by the

arbitrageur at times up to and inluding t. That is,

φ+t−1(S) ≡ P (xt−1 ∈ S | φt−1, yt−1, λ(π̂t(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1) + vt) + ǫt = ∆pt) ,

where ∆pt is the prie hange observed at time t. By Bayes' rule, this distribution has
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density

φ+t−1(dx) ∝ φt−1(dx) exp

(

−
(

∆pt − λ(πt(x, yt−1, φt−1) + ψt(yt−1, φt−1))
)2

2σ2ǫ

)

∝ exp

(

−1
2Kt−1x

2 + ht−1x

−
(

∆pt − λ(âρt−1

x,t x+ â
ρt−1

y,t yt−1 + â
ρt−1

µ,t µt−1 + ψt)
)2

2σ2ǫ

)

dx

∝ exp

(

−1
2Kt−1x

2 + ht−1x

−
λ2(â

ρt−1

x,t )2x2 − 2λ
(

∆pt − λ(âρt−1

y,t yt−1 + â
ρt−1

µ,t µt−1 + ψt)
)

â
ρt−1

x,t x

2σ2ǫ

)

dx

= exp

(

−1
2

(

Kt−1 +
λ2(â

ρt−1

x,t )2

σ2ǫ

)

x2

+

(

ht−1 +
λ
(

∆pt − λ(âρt−1

y,t yt−1 + â
ρt−1

µ,t µt−1 + ψt)
)

âx,t

σ2ǫ

)

x

)

dx.

Thus, φ+t−1 is a Gaussian distribution, with variane

(

Kt−1 +
λ2(â

ρt−1

x,t )2

σ2ǫ

)

−1

,

and mean

(

Kt−1 +
λ2(â

ρt−1

x,t )2

σ2ǫ

)

−1(

ht−1 +
λ
(

∆pt − λ(âρt−1

y,t yt−1 + â
ρt−1

µ,t µt−1 + ψt)
)

âx,t

σ2ǫ

)

.

Now, note that

xt = xt−1 + π̂t(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1) = (1 + â
ρt−1

x,t )xt−1 + â
ρt−1

y,t yt−1 + â
ρt−1

µ,t µt−1.

Then, φt is also a Gaussian distribution, with variane

(A.1) σ2t = (1 + â
ρt−1

x,t )2

(

Kt−1 +
λ2(â

ρt−1

x,t )2

σ2ǫ

)

−1

= (1 + âx,t)
2

(

1

σ2t−1

+
λ2(â

ρt−1

x,t )2

σ2ǫ

)

−1

,
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and mean

µt = â
ρt−1

y,t yt−1 + â
ρt−1

µ,t µt−1

+ (1 + â
ρt−1

x,t )
ht−1 +

λ
(

∆pt−λ(â
ρt−1

y,t yt−1+â
ρt−1

µ,t µt−1+ψt)
)

âx,t

σ2ǫ

Kt−1 +
λ2(â

ρt−1

x,t )2

σ2ǫ

= â
ρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1)− âρt−1

x,t µt−1

+ (1 + â
ρt−1

x,t )

µt−1

σ2
t−1

+
λ
(

∆pt−λ(â
ρt−1

y,t (yt−1+µt−1)−â
ρt−1

x,t µt−1+ψt)
)

âx,t

σ2ǫ

1
σ2
t−1

+
λ2(â

ρt−1

x,t )2

σ2ǫ

= â
ρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1)− âρt−1

x,t µt−1

+ (1 + â
ρt−1

x,t )
µt−1/ρ

2
t−1 +

(

∆pt/λ− âρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1) + â
ρt−1

x,t µt−1 − ψt
)

âx,t

1/ρ2t−1 + (â
ρt−1

x,t )2
.

(A.2)

�

In order to prove Theorems 2�4, it is neessary to expliitly evaluate the operator F
(ψt,πt)
ut

applied to quadrati funtions of (xt, yt, µt) and the operator Gπtvt applied to quadrati fun-

tions of (yt, µt). The following lemma is helpful for this purpose, as it provides expressions

for the expetation of µt and µ
2
t under various distributions.

Lemma 1. Assume that the the quasilinear poliies ψt and πt are de�ned so that

πt(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1) = a
ρt−1

x,t (xt−1 − µt−1) + a
ρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1),

ψt(yt−1, φt−1) = b
ρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1).

De�ne

γ
ρt−1

t ≡
1 + a

ρt−1

x,t

1/ρ2t−1 + (a
ρt−1

x,t )2
.
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Then,

E
(ψt,πt)
ut

[µt | xt−1, yt−1, φt−1] = a
ρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1)− aρt−1

x,t µt−1

+ γ
ρt−1

t /ρ2t−1

+ γ
ρt−1

t a
ρt−1

x,t

(

ut + a
ρt−1

x,t µt−1 − aρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1)
)

,

(A.3a)

Var(ψt,πt)
ut [µt | xt−1, yt−1, φt−1] =

(

γ
ρt−1

t a
ρt−1

x,t σǫ/λ
)2
,(A.3b)

E
(ψt,πt)
ut

[

µ2t
∣

∣ xt−1, yt−1, φt−1

]

= Var(ψt,πt)
ut

[µt | xt−1, yt−1, φt−1] ,

+
(

E
(ψt,πt)
ut [µt | xt−1, yt−1, φt−1]

)2
,

(A.3)

E
πt
vt [µt | yt−1, φt−1] = a

ρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1) + µt−1,(A.3d)

Varπtvt [µt | yt−1, φt−1] =
(

γ
ρt−1

t a
ρt−1

x,t σǫ/λ
)2
(

1 +
(

a
ρt−1

x,t

)2
ρ2t−1

)

,(A.3e)

E
πt
vt

[

µ2t
∣

∣ yt−1, φt−1

]

= Varπtvt [µt | yt−1, φt−1] +
(

E
πt
vt [µt | yt−1, φt−1]

)2
.(A.3f)

Proof. The lemma follows diretly from taking expetations of the mean update equation

(A.2). �

Theorem 2. If U∗

t is TQD and V ∗

t is AQD, and Step 3 of Algorithm 2 produes a quasilinear

pair (π∗t , ψ
∗

t ), then U
∗

t−1 and V ∗

t−1, de�ned by Step 4 of Algorithm 2 are TQD and AQD.

Proof. Suppose that

V ∗

t (yt, φt) = λ

(

−1
2(y

2
t − µ2t )− 1

2d
ρt
yy,t(yt + µt)

2 +
σ2ǫ
λ2
dρt0,t

)

,

π∗t (xt−1, yt−1, φt−1) = a
ρt−1

x,t (xt−1 − µt−1) + a
ρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1),

ψ∗

t (yt−1, φt−1) = b
ρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1).

34



If the trader uses the poliy π∗t and the arbitrageur uses the poliy ψ∗
, we have

ut = a
ρt−1

x,t (xt−1 − µt−1) + a
ρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1),

vt = b
ρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1),

yt = yt−1 + b
ρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1)

Using these fats, and (A.3d)�(A.3f) from Lemma 1, we an expliitly ompute

V ∗

t−1(yt−1, φt−1) =
(

G
π∗

t

ψ∗

t
V
)

(yt−1, φt−1)

= E
π∗

t

ψ∗

t

[

λ(ut + vt)yt−1 + V ∗

t (yt, φt)
∣

∣

∣
yt−1, φt−1

]

= λ

(

−1
2(y

2
t−1 − µ2t−1)− 1

2d
ρt−1

yy,t−1(yt−1 + µt−1)
2 +

σ2ǫ
λ2
d
ρt−1

0,t−1

)

,

where

d
ρt−1

yy,t−1 =
(

b
ρt−1

y,t

)2 − 2a
ρt−1

y,t −
(

a
ρt−1

y,t

)2
+
(

1 + b
ρt−1

y,t + a
ρt−1

y,t

)2
dρtyy,t,

d
ρt−1

0,t−1 = dρt0,t +
1
2

(

γ
ρt−1

t a
ρt−1

x,t

)2
(1− dρtyy,t)

(

1 +
(

a
ρt−1

x,t ρt−1

)2
)

.

Therefore, V ∗

t−1 is AQD. Similarly, we an hek that U∗

t−1 is TQD. �

Theorem 3. If Ut is TQD, ψt is quasilinear, and π̂t is quasilinear, then there exists a

quasilinear πt suh that

πt(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1) ∈ argmax
ut

(

F (ψt,π̂t)
ut

Ut

)

(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1),

for all xt−1, yt−1, and Gaussian φt−1, so long as the optimization problem is bounded.

Proof. Suppose that

Ut(xt, yt, φt) = λ

(

1
2(y

2
t − µ2t ) + 1

2(xt − µt)(yt − µt)− 1
2c
ρt
xx,t(xt − µt)2

− 1
2c
ρt
yy,t(yt + µt)

2 − cρtxy,t(xt − µt)(yt + µt) +
σ2ǫ
λ2
cρt0,t

)

,

π̂t(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1) = â
ρt−1

x,t (xt−1 − µt−1) + â
ρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1),

ψt(yt−1, φt−1) = b
ρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1).
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If the trader takes the ation ut, while the arbitrageur uses the poliy ψ
∗

t and assumes that

the trader uses the poliy π̂t, we have

vt = b
ρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1),

xt = xt−1 + ut,

yt = yt−1 + b
ρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1).

Using these fats, and (A.3a)�(A.3) from Lemma 1, we an expliitly ompute

(

F (ψt,π̂t)
ut

Ut
)

(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1) = E
(ψt,π̂t)
ut

[λ(ut + vt)xt−1 + Ut(xt, yt, φt) | xt−1, yt−1, φt−1] .

It is easily heked that

(

F
(ψt,π̂t)
ut Ut

)

(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1) is quadrati in ut. Moreover, the

oe�ient of u2t is independent of (xt−1, yt−1, µt−1) while the oe�ient of ut is linear in

(xt−1, yt−1, µt−1). Therefore, the optimizing u∗t is linear in (xt−1, yt−1, µt−1). The value of

u∗t an be expliitly omputed as

u∗t = a
ρt−1

x,t (xt−1 − µt−1) + a
ρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1),

where

ρ2t =
(

1 + â
ρt−1

x,t

)2
(

1

ρ2t−1

+ (â
ρt−1

x,t )2
)

−1

,

a
ρt−1

x,t =
1

2Zρtt

(

−2cρtxx,t + γ
ρt−1

t â
ρt−1

x,t (2cρtxx,t − 2cρtxy,t − 1) + 2
)

,

a
ρt−1

y,t =
1

2Zρtt

(

(γ
ρt−1

t â
ρt−1

x,t − 1)Y
ρt−1

x,t

+ 2γ
ρt−1

t â
ρt−1

x,t (−bρt−1

y,t + γ
ρt−1

t â
ρt−1

x,t â
ρt−1

y,t − â
ρt−1

y,t − 1)cρtyy,t

)

,

Y
ρt−1

x,t = (b
ρt−1

y,t + 1)(2cρtxy,t − 1)

+ â
ρt−1

y,t

(

2(γ
ρt−1

t â
ρt−1

x,t − 1)cρtxx,t + (2− 4γ
ρt−1

t â
ρt−1

x,t )cρtxy,t + 1
)

,

Zρtt = cρtxx,t + γ
ρt−1

t â
ρt−1

x,t

((

γ
ρt−1

t â
ρt−1

x,t − 2
)

cρtxx,t + 2cρtxy,t + γ
ρt−1

t â
ρt−1

x,t

(

cρtyy,t − 2cρtxy,t
)

+ 1
)

.

Clearly, u∗t is quasilinear. �
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Theorem 4. If Vt is AQD and πt is quasilinear then there exists a quasilinear ψt suh that

ψt(yt−1, φt−1) ∈ argmax
vt

(

GπtvtVt
)

(yt−1, φt−1),

for all yt−1 and Gaussian φt−1, so long as the optimization problem is bounded.

Proof. Suppose that

Vt(yt, φt) = λ

(

−1
2(y

2
t − µ2t )− 1

2d
ρt
yy,t(yt + µt)

2 +
σ2ǫ
λ2
dρt0,t

)

,

πt(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1) = a
ρt−1

x,t (xt−1 − µt−1) + a
ρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1).

If the arbitrageur takes the ation vt and assumes that the trader uses the poliy πt, we have

ut = a
ρt−1

x,t (xt−1 − µt−1) + a
ρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1),

yt = yt−1 + vt.

Using these fats, and (A.3d)�(A.3f) from Lemma 1, we an expliitly ompute

(

Gπtvt Vt
)

(yt−1, φt−1) = E
πt
vt
[λ(πt + vt)yt−1 + Vt(yt, φt) | yt−1, φt−1] .

It is easily heked that

(

GπtvtVt
)

(yt−1, φt−1) is quadrati in vt. Moreover, the oe�ient of v2t

is independent of (yt−1, µt−1) while the oe�ient of vt is linear in (yt−1, µt−1). Therefore,

the optimizing v∗t is linear in (yt−1, µt−1). The value of v
∗

t an be expliitly omputed as

v∗t = −
(

a
ρt−1

y,t + 1
)

dρtyy,t
dρtyy,t + 1

(yt−1 + µt−1),

where

ρ2t =
(

1 + a
ρt−1

x,t

)2
(

1

ρ2t−1

+ (a
ρt−1

x,t )2
)

−1

.

Clearly, v∗t is quasilinear. �

Theorem 5. If φt−1 is Gaussian, and the arbitrageur assumes that the trader's poliy π̂t is
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quasilinear with

π̂t(xt−1, yt−1, φt−1) = â
ρt−1

x,t (xt−1 − µt−1) + â
ρt−1

y,t (yt−1 + µt−1),

then ρt evolves aording to

ρ2t =
(

1 + â
ρt−1

x,t

)2
(

1

ρ2t−1

+ (â
ρt−1

x,t )2
)

−1

.

In partiular, ρt is a deterministi funtion of ρt−1.

Proof. The result follows diretly from (A.1) in the proof of Theorem 1. �

B Single-Stage Quasilinear Equilibrium Computation

In Step 7 of Algorithm 3, we solve for the single-stage quasilinear equilibrium poliy param-

eters (ax,t, ay,t, by,t) and the saled unertainty parameter ρ̂t−1. In this setion, we desribe

how this is aomplished as follows.

First, for every ρ > 0, de�ne N (ρ) to be the set of Gaussian distributions with variane

(ρσǫ/λ)
2
. By hypothesis, the value of ρ̂t is �xed. Thus, we an assume that φt ∈ N (ρ̂t).

Now, suppose that φt−1 ∈ N (ρ̂t−1), for some ρ̂t−1 > 0 (whih we will solve for shortly).

Sine V ∗

t is AQD and U∗

t is TQD, they an be parameterized for φt ∈ N (ρ̂t) as

V ∗

t (yt, µt) = λ

(

−1
2(y

2
t − µ2t )− 1

2dyy,t(yt + µt)
2 +

σ2ǫ
λ2
d0,t

)

,

U∗

t (xt, yt, µt) = λ

(

1
2(y

2
t − µ2t ) + 1

2(xt − µt)(yt − µt)− 1
2cxx,t(xt − µt)2

− 1
2cyy,t(yt + µt)

2 − cxy,t(xt − µt)(yt + µt) +
σ2ǫ
λ2
c0,t

)

.

Now, suppose that that the arbitrageur believes the trader is employing a poliy

π̂t(xt−1, yt−1, µt−1) = âx,t(xt−1 − µt−1) + ây,t(yt−1 + µt−1),

for all φt−1 ∈ N (ρ̂t−1). From Theorem 5, in order to guarantee that φt ∈ N (ρ̂t), it must be
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the ase either âx,t = −1 (in whih ase ρ̂t−1 is indeterminate) or that

ρ̂2t−1 =

(

(

1 + âx,t
ρ̂t

)2

− (âx,t)
2

)

−1

.

By the same arguments as in Theorem 4, the arbitrageur's optimal response problem

ψ∗

t (yt−1, µt−1) ∈ argmax
vt

(

Gπ̂tvtV
∗

t

)

(yt−1, µt−1)

is bounded if

(B.1) 1 + dyy,t > 0,

in whih ase it has a unique optimal solution of the form

ψ∗

t (yt−1, µt−1) = byy,t(yt−1 − µt−1),

where

byy,t = −
(ây,t + 1) dyy,t
dyy,t + 1

.

Similarly, by the same arguments as in Theorem 3, the trader's optimal response problem

π∗t (xt−1, yt−1, µt−1) ∈ argmax
ut

(

F
(ψ∗

t ,π̂
∗

t )
ut U∗

t

)

(xt−1, yt−1, µt−1)

is bounded if

(B.2) cxx,t + γtax,t ((γtax,t − 2) cxx,t + 2cxy,t + γtax,t (cyy,t − 2cxy,t) + 1) > 0,

where

γt =
1 + âx,t

1/ρ2t−1 + (â
ρt−1

x,t )2
=

ρ2t
1 + âx,t

.
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In this ase, it has a unique optimal solution of the form

π∗t (xt−1, yt−1, µt−1) = ax,t(xt−1 − µt−1) + ay,t(yt−1 + µt−1).

In order for the PBE to exist, π̂t = π∗t must hold. Expliit solution of the optimal

response problems for the trader and arbitrageur reveal that su�ient onditions for this

are:

1. ax,t solves the ubi polynomial

0 = 2
(

cxx,t
(

1/ρ2t − 1
)2

+ 2cxy,t
(

1/ρ2t − 1
)

+ cyy,t + 1/ρ2t

)

(ax,t)
3

+ 1/ρ2t
(

6cxy,t + 6cxx,t
(

1/ρ2t − 1
)

− 2/ρ2t + 3
)

(ax,t)
2

+ 1/ρ2t
(

2cxy,t − cxx,t
(

2− 6/ρ2t
)

− 4/ρ2t + 1
)

ax,t

+ 2 (cxx,t − 1) /ρ4t .

(B.3)

2. The trader and arbitrageur's optimal response problems are bounded, that is, (B.1)

and (B.2) hold.

3. The variane of the distributions at time t− 1 is well-de�ned and unique, that is,

ax,t 6= −1,

and

ρ̂2t−1 =

(

(

1 + ax,t
ρ̂t

)2

− (âx,t)
2

)

−1

> 0.

4. ay,t and by,t are determined aording to

ay,t =
2 (dyy,t + 1)

2dyy,t + 2cxy,t + γtax,t (−2cxy,t + 2cyy,t + 1) + 1
− 1,

by,t = −
2dyy,t

2dyy,t + 2cxy,t + γtax,t (−2cxy,t + 2cyy,t + 1) + 1
.

In pratie, we �rst solve for the roots of (B.3) for putative values of ax,t. For eah root,

we attempt to verify the remainder of the onditions.
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It may be the ase that it is impossible to satisfy all of the onditions. In this ase, we

assume that the value of ρ̂t was set too high, and that there does not exist an equilibrium

with variane (ρ̂tσǫ/λ)
2
at time t. Therefore, we esape from the loop immediately and

lower the guess of ρT−1. Equivalently, we set

ρT−1 ← (ρ
T−1

+ ρT−1)/2.

We resume the loop with this new upper bound.
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