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Abstract

We consider both N-player and mean-field games of optimal portfolio liquidation in which the
players are not allowed to change the direction of trading. Players with an initially short position of
stocks are only allowed to buy while players with an initially long position are only allowed to sell
the stock. Under suitable conditions on the model parameters we show that the games are equivalent
to games of timing where the players need to determine the optimal times of market entry and exit.
We identify the equilibrium entry and exit times and prove that equilibrium mean-trading rates can
be characterized in terms of the solutions to a highly non-linear higher-order integral equation with
endogenous terminal condition. We prove the existence of a unique solution to the integral equation
from which we obtain the existence of a unique equilibrium both in the mean-field and the N-player
game.
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1 Introduction

We consider deterministic games of optimal portfolio liquidation with finitely and infinitely many players
where the players are not allowed to change the direction of trading. Players with an initially long position
are only allowed to sell the stock (“sellers”); players with an initially short position are only allowed to
buy the stocks (“buyers”). Our trading constraints account for the fact that in many jurisdictions brokers
are not allowed to change the direction of trading when trading on the behalf of clients.

1.1 Literature review

Models of optimal portfolio liquidation have received substantial consideration in the financial mathemat-
ics literature in recent years. Starting with the work of Almgren and Chriss [2] existence and uniqueness
of solutions to single-player problems in different settings have been established by a variety of authors

including [3], [, [19] 23| 25} 26| B0, [32] 33 [38], [39]. One of the main characteristics of portfolio liquida-

tion models is a singular terminal condition of the value function induced by the liquidation constraint.

*The Hong Kong Polytechnic University, Department of Applied Mathematics, Hung Hom, Kowloon, Hong Kong;
guanxing.fu@polyu.edu.hk. G. Fu’s research is supported by Hong Kong RGC (ECS) Grant No. 25215122 and NSFC
Grant No. 12101523.

TTechnische Universitiat Berlin, Institut fiir Mathematik, Str. des 17. Juni 136, 10586 Berlin; hager@math.tu-berlin.de.

tHumboldt University Berlin, Department of Mathematics and School of Business and Economics, Unter den Linden 6,
10099 Berlin; horst@math.hu-berlin.de.



The singularity causes substantial technical difficulties when solving the value function and/or applying
verification arguments.

Mean-field liquidation games with market impact but without trading constraints and without strict
liquidation constraints have been analyzed by many authors. Cardaliaguet and Lehalle [I1] considered
an MFG where each player has a different risk aversion. Casgrain and Jaimungal [14, [15] considered
games with partial information and different beliefs, respectively. Huang et al. [31] considered a game
between a major agent who is liquidating a large number of shares and many minor agents that trade
against the major player.

Finite-player market impact games with and without strict liquidation constraint and transient market
impact were studied in, e.g. [34] [40, 4T, [42] and more recently by Micheli et al [35] and Neumann and
Vof3 [36]; games with permanent impact were studied in, e.g. [12] 17, 22].

Mean-field liquidation games with strict liquidation constraint have been analyzed in [20} 24]. A mean-
field liquidation game with permanent impact and market drop-out has recently been considered in our
accompanying paper [21I]. Under the drop-out condition a player exits the market as soon as her portfolio
process hits zero. The condition avoids round-trips where players with zero initial position trade the
asset to benefit from favorable future market dynamics. Beneficial round-trips are usually regarded as a
form of statistical arbitrage and should thus be avoided.

A drop-out constraint may be viewed as a no statistical arbitrage condition on trading. The condition
also avoids “hot potato effects” as they occur in [40, 41] where different players repeatedly take long
and short positions in the same asset to benefit from their own positive impact on market dynamics.
However, it does not prevent players from changing the direction of trading.

In models with only sellers or only buyers the drop-out constraint is equivalent to a no change of trading
condition. However, when sellers and buyers interact in the same market it has been shown in [2I] that
the drop-out condition does not prevent some players from changing the direction of trading. In markets
dominated by sellers (buyers), a weak form of round-trip strategies where buyers (sellers) with small
initial conditions may take advantage of price trends and benefit from first selling (buying) the asset and
then buying (selling) it back at better prices may still emerge. Our “no change of trading condition” is
much stronger and avoids any form of round-trip strategies.

Despite the huge literature on optimal investment under short selling constraints, ours seems to be the
first paper to incorporate a similar constraint into portfolio liquidation games. A key challenge when
incorporating trading constraints into liquidation games is to solve the resulting multi-dimensional non-
linear forward-backward equation that characterizes the candidate equilibrium trading strategies. To
overcome this problem we prove that the game is equivalent to a game of timing in which the players
need to determine the optimal times of both market entry and exit.

The literature on MFGs of optimal entry and exit is still sparse, especially when both entry and exit
times need to be determined. The paper that is conceptually closest to ours is the one by Aid et al [I].
They consider an MFG of electricity production where energy producers using conventional, respectively
renewable resources need to decide when to exit, respectively enter the market. In our model, the players
need to determine both entry and exit times.

Dumitrescu et al [I8] and Bouveret et al [7] develop relaxed solutions approaches to solve MFGs where
the representative agent chooses both the optimal control and the optimal time to exit the game. Campi
and coauthors [8 [@, 0] consider special classes of MFGs with drop-out (exit). Even if not explicitly
formulated as stopping problems, drop-out conditions implicitly involve a choice of optimal exit times.
Carmona et al [13], and Nutz [37] use probabilistic methods to solve MFGs arising in models of bank
runs that can also be viewed as MFGs of market drop-out. No entry times are to be determined in these
models, though. We shall see that in our setting determining equilibrium entry and exit times requires
very different approaches.



1.2 Solving the games

We solve the MFG and the N-player game within a common mathematical framework. In games with
drop-out the underlying single player optimization problems are non-standard optimization problems of
absorption that can a priori not be rewritten as problems with pointwise constraints on the control or
state process. This makes it difficult to identify the Hamiltonians associated with an individual player’s
optimization problems.

Cesari and Zheng [16] established a necessary stochastic maximum principle for a class of control problems
with drop-out under strong assumptions that are difficult to verify in general. A more transparanet way to
overcome this problem is to first determine the optimal drop-out time and then to consider the standard
Hamiltonians on the resulting endogenous trading interval. This method has first been introduced by
Graewe et al [27] to study models of optimal exploitations of exhaustible resources and further generalized
in [2I] to liquidation games.

From a purely control theoretic perspective the optimization problems considered in this paper are
standard as we impose pointwise constraints on the trading strategies; the Hamiltonians are thus standard
and a necessary maximum principle is easily obtained. The challenge is to solve the non-linear forward-
backward systems that characterize the candidate optimal strategies and to solve the resulting equilibrium
problem, especially in games with finitely many players.

The work of Bonnans et al [6] establishes an abstract existence of solutions result for a class of finite-time
deterministic MFGs of controls with mixed state-control and terminal state constraints. Their analysis
is based on a sophisticated, yet abstract fixed point argument which makes it difficult to solve MFGs in
closed form. Even in our relatively simple setting the challenge is that the candidate optimal strategy
is given in terms of the solution to a non-linear forward-backward equation that is difficult to solve in
closed from. To overcome this problem we again apply the method introduced in [2T] 27].

Under mild technical conditions on the model parameters we prove that our games are equivalent to
games of timing. In a first step we characterize the optimal entry and exit times of a representative
buyer and seller. It turns out that the candidate exit time for sellers and the candidate entry time for
buyers are trivial, or vice versa. Hence, only either the exit or the entry times need to be determined in
equilibriumE In particular, exit and entry times can be determined independently, which substantially
simplifies the analysis. The candidate exit times have already been identified in [2I]. We only need to
determine the entry times, which requires a very different approach. Loosely speaking exit times are the
first time where the portfolio process hits zero; entry times are the first times where the derivative of the
portfolio process is different from zero.

We prove that only players with comparably small positions enter a market late, respectively exit the
market early. This result is very intuitive. In a model with trading constraints players with small enough
position could potentially benefit from favorable price trends that outweigh the additional impact cost
a player incurs when she initially increases a position that she actually needs to unwind. Under our
trading constraints, these are precisely the players that enter late, respectively exit early.

With the candidate entry and exit times in hand we derive candidate best response strategies for buyers
and sellers in terms of the solutions to unrestricted trading problems on the resulting endogenous trading
intervals in the MFG and in terms of admissible strategies in the finite player games. It turns out that
the corresponding portfolio processes are strictly monotone, hence admissible and optimal even under
the “no change of trading condition”.

In terms of the candidate best response functions we then derive a general fixed-point equation for the
candidate equilibrium mean trading rate. We prove that the fixed-point equation can be rewritten in
terms of a higher-order non-linear integral equation with endogenous terminal condition. Compared to
the market dropout situation studied in [21I] the continuous influx of players adds additional nonlinear

1We emphasize, that this is an equilibrium property; a priori both times need to be determined.



components to the fixed-point equation. Moreover - and more importantly - the endogenous terminal
condition of our equilibrium equation now depends on the entire history of market entries. Characterizing
the terminal condition thus becomes much more challenging.

Our key observation is that solving the fixed-point equation is equivalent to solving a two-dimensional
root finding problem that incorporates the solution map of a nonlinear and higher-order integral equation.
A similar, albeit one-dimensional root finding problem has been considered in [2I]. The main difficulty
is to verify monotonicity properties of the solution map with respect to these parameters, which we
achieve by identifying Volterra integral equations for the corresponding partial derivatives and applying
a suitable comparison principle.

We prove that the root finding problem has a solution and that the solution is unique under a bound
on the impact of buyers or sellers on the market dynamics, depending on which side holds the smaller
initial position. Moderate influence conditions are standard in the game theory literature when proving
uniqueness of Nash equilibria. In various economic settings they have, for instance, been imposed in, e.g.
[28, 29]. In market impact games weak interaction conditions have been imposed in, e.g. [20, 24 [35].

The reminder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we introduce our liquidation games and
derive candidate best response function for buyers and sellers separately. The equilibrium analysis is
carried out in Section[3] Section[d]illustrates the impact of our trading constraint on equilibrium trading.
Section [5 concludes.

2 The model

In this section we introduce a game-theoretic liquidation model with permanent price impact where the
players are not allowed to change the direction of trading. We show that the game is equivalent to a
game of timing where buyers and sellers to determine when to optimally enter, respectively exit the
market, determine optimal entry and exit times and characterize the players’ best response functions as
best response functions of unconstrained liquidation problems on endogenous trading intervals.

2.1 The trading game

Let us first consider a liquidation game among N players in which player ¢ € {1,..., N} holds an initial
portfolio of z; € R of shares that he or she needs to close over the time interval [0,7]. If the initial
position is positive the player needs to sell the stock; else he or she needs to buy it. The distribution of
the players’ initial portfolios is denoted by

L
vN(dx) = N Z(Sm (dx).

Following the majority of the liquidation literature we assume that only absolutely continuous trading
strategies are allowed. The portfolio process of player ¢ is hence given by

t
Xz':xi—/ cids, te[0T]
0

where ¢! denotes the trading rate at time ¢ € [0,7]; positive rates indicate that the player is selling the
asset; negative rates indicate that he or she is buying it.

We assume that the unaffected price process against which the trading costs are benchmarked follows
some Brownian martingale S and that the transaction price process of player i is of the form

¢
5’; =5 —/ mEins — &l te[0,T]
0



for some deterministic positive market impact process 17 and constant k, and

1 N
= v &
i=1

denotes the average trading rate throughout the entire universe of players. That the permanent impact
factor k and the instantaneous impact factor 7 is the same for all players accounts for the fact that all
players are trading in the same market.

The assumption that permanent market impact depends on aggregate behavior is standard in the liter-
ature on liquidation games, see e.g. [I1] [15, 20} 21]. By contrast, the instantaneous impact depends on
individual, not aggregate demand. As different traders never consume liquidity at exactly the same time
in practice it is reasonable to assume that instantaneous impact always only affects one player.

The player’s liquidation cost C? is defined as the difference between the book value and the proceeds
from trading:

. T ~ . .
C' = JJZ‘S() — / SZfz dt.
0

Doing integration by parts and taking expectations the martingale terms drops out and the expected
liquidation cost equals
T
_ 1 o
Bl = [ (gt +neix:) a
0

Introducing an additional risk term %)\t (X})? for some deterministic non-negative process \ that penalizes
slow liquidation, the cost functional for a generic player i given the vector £~% of all the other players’
strategies equals

T
- X;
J(E567) :=/0 1m(it =t Zﬁt + /\t (X{)? | dt.

The above cost function is standard in the liquidation literature. Departing from the standard literature,
we assume that the players are not allowed to change the direction of trading. The set of admissible
trading strategies of player ¢ is hence given by the set

Ay, = {5@' e L*([0,1Y)

sign(x;)&f > 0 and X4 = O}

of all square integrable strategies that satisfy the trading and the liquidation constraint, and her opti-
mization problem reads

min J(€567Y) st dX) = —&dt, X, =i (2.1)
ic Ay,

An admissible strategy profile £* = ({**1, ...,§**N) is a Nash equilibrium if for all ¢ € A,, and all
1=1,..,N,
J(EhET) < I,

In the corresponding MFG the average trading rate is replaced by an exogenous trading rate u, the
representative player’s cost functional is given by

T
1 1
J(& ) 12/ <27ltft2 + rpe Xy + 2)\th52> dt
0
and her control problem reads

J b dXy = -&dt, Xg=ux. 2.2
gggl (&p) s t §edt, 0= (2.2)



Given initial distributiorﬂ v of portfolios and optimal trading rates £*** for the representative player
with initial position = as a function of the exogenous mean trading rate p the equilibrium condition reads

/,L:/Rf*’m"“u(da:).

We proceed under the following standing assumptions on the model parameters. The fact that the
permanent impact factor x is assumed to be constant is needed to unify the verification arguments
for the MFG and the N-player game. If only the MFG is considered, then x can be chosen to be a
continuously differentiable function of time.

Assumption 2.1. The cost coefficients satisfy

A€ L*([0,T);]0,00)), 1/n,n € C*([0,T);(0,00)), and & > 0.
For the reader’s convenience we now state the main result of this paper. Its proof is given in the following
sections.

Theorem 2.2. Suppose that Assumption holds, that the initial distribution of the players’ initial
portfolios has a finite absolute first moment and that the instantaneous impact parameter and the risk
aversion coefficient satisfy at least one of the following conditions:

e The function X is small enough. (e.g. A =10.)

e The product A is non-decreasing (e.g. constant parameters.)
Then the following holds:

(i) Both the N-player and the MFG admit a Nash equilibrium such that the aggregate equilibrium
trading rate does mot change its sign.

(i) If the average initial position E[v] is strictly positive (negative) and the aggregate holdings of buyers
sellers) are small enough, then the equilibrium is unique (in a certain class of equilibria).
g

(ii) Under the uniqueness condition the sequence of equilibria in the N-player games converges to the
MFG equilibrium.

It turns out that in equilibrium buyers with small initial positions enter the market late and sellers with
small initial positions leave the market early if E[v] > 0. If E[r] < 0 buyers with small initial portfolios
leave the market early and sellers with small initial positions enter late.

2.2 Best responses

Let us denote by y4 the positive, respectively negative part of y € R. Given the trading rates £~ of all
other players the Hamiltonian associated with the optimization problem of player i is given by

L ) 1 ) _ o1 )
H(t, &, XY = =€V 4 om(€)? + g X+ oM (X2

In the corresponding MFG the average rate £V is to be replaced by a generic trading rate p. Minimizing
the Hamiltonian pointwise and taking the trading constraint into consideration yields the candidate

, Yy — X}
- (t il f) (2.3)
sign(z;)

conditional optimal strategy

M

2To unify the notation we also denote the initial distribution in the N-player game by v in what follows.



in terms of the solution to the non-linear forward-backward differential equation

Xio o (Y - flv"“Xf)
"t sign(z;)
. ) _ , for a.e. t €[0,T]. 24
Vi = X+ ) o1 24

Xi=m;, Xh=0
Remark 2.3. We notice that the terminal state of the adjoint equation is unknown, due to the liquidation
constraint on the state process. The terminal condition needs to be determined in equilibrium.

Solving the above systems simultaneously for all players is challenging, due to the non-linear dependence
of the state process on the adjoint variable. Instead, we follow the approach introduced in [21] and
consider - for any ¢ € [0, 1], any initial position € R and any aggregate trading rate u - the auxiliary

forward-backward system
_ (}/;g — (SK/Xt)
Yo sign(z)

(M Xt + Kpe) ’

X

for a.e. t €[0,7]. (2.5)

-,
X():(E, XT:0

The case § = 0 corresponds to the MFG. In this case the above system describes the forward-backward
system associated with the representative player’s optimization problem, and for any given exogenous
trading rate p we expect a solution (X*, Y#) to yield the representative agent’s best response

YH — §rXH
&= (M) . (2.6)
N sign(z)

The case § = % corresponds to the forward-backward system associated with an individual player’s
optimization problem in the N-player game where the average trading rate £V in the co-state equation
is replaced by a generic trading rate p. In this case we expect £# to be a best response to u taking into
account an individual player’s impact on aggregate trading. In particular, we expect the best response
property to hold in equilibrium. This suggests that the ODE system provides a unified framework
for analyzing both the N-player game and the MFG and motivates the following heuristics.

2.2.1 Auxiliary strategies

We proceed under the assumption of a seller dominated market. By this we mean that the exogenous
trading rate p is strictly positive. This condition will be verified in equilibrium under the assumption
that E[v] > 0. The case of a buyer dominated market is symmetric. For technical reasons we also need
to assume that the map ¢ — n;p; is non-increasing. This assumption, too, will be verified in equilibrium.

Assumption 2.4. (i) The function u : [0,7] — R does not change sign and w.l.o.g. u > 0.

(ii) The function ¢ — n:p; is non-increasing (non-decreasing if p < 0).

Our goal is to reduce the trading game to a game of timing where the players need to determine optimal
market entry and exit times. To this end, we consider, for any pair 0 < o0 < 7 < T the “unconstrained”
ODE system

. Y — 6rX
Xi= - —lcen
Nt
LY, = X + , for a.e. t € [0,7] (2.7)

X, =2, X,=0



and identify entry and exit times o and 7 such that the solutions to the constrained system (2.5) and
the unconstrained system ([2.7)) coincide.

To this end, we denote by (A%, B>7) the unique solution the following singular Ricatti equation on [0, T7:

. A2
Y P LAY
Up Nt
. AB
—B: = <— =t f‘Wt) Lit<ry (2:8)
N
lim A, =00, B,=0

i T

The analysis in [21I] shows that for any exit time 7 € (0,T] solving the Riccati equation on the interval
[0, 7] is equivalent to solving the ODE system (2.7) and the explicit solution is given by

t § T s
+ AS 5k 1 + AS 5k w A
X207 = ge Jo T —/ ——— T"irdr/ Kpge S T I du ds
ag S

s (2.9)

YOO = ATXTOT 4 BT

We emphasize that the Riccati equation (2.8]) can be solved for any 6 € [0,1] and any pair0 <o <7 < T,
and hence that the process (X 8,0, Y‘;"”) is well defined for any such triple. However, in general we

cannot expect the process X%%7 defined in (2.9) to satisfy the liquidation constraint; hence solving (2.7)
and (12.8]) is not equivalent in general. This is true only true if we know a priori that 7 is an exit time,

i.e., that?]
X507 = .

Notwithstanding the previous remark, the processes (X 8,07 Yé"”r) defined in (2.9) turn out to be very
useful for our analysis as they allow us to identify candidate equilibrium strategies. Specifically, they
allow us to introduce the following auxiliary strategies:

YJ,U,T 76K/X5,0',T
7 .

g5 = (2.10)

For § = 0 and an exit time 7 the strategy £%7 is the unique optimal trading strategy of the representative
agent in a liquidation model without trading constraints and trading interval [0, 7]. For § = % and an
exit time 7 the strategy is admissible in an N-player game without trading constraints and trading
interval [0, 7] as stated in the following lemma. The proof of (i) follows from [2I, Lemma 2.8]; part (ii)

follows by construction.

Lemma 2.5. (i) The strategy %7 defined in (2.10)) is absolutely continuous on [0, 7] and there exists
a constant C > 0 that depends only on u,o,7,m, A\, k such that

€577 + €577 Noo < COL - [al), # € B, 5 [0,1] (211

(ii) If u € L1([0,T)), then the strategy is square integrable on [o,7]. If, in additon, T is an ezit time,
the corresponding portfolio process satisfies the liquidation constraint.

In terms of the auxiliary strategies we can first identify candidate optimal entry and exit times and then
identify candidate equilibrium trading strategies in the second step.

3For the process X% 7 to satisfy the liquidation constraint for any given 7 one has to replace the singular terminal
condition in (2.8)) by lim; ~, A = oo in which case the process A would depend on 7.



2.2.2 Candidate entry times

In fact, let us assume that p is an equilibrium aggregate trading rate and that we are given optimal
market entry and exit times o* and 7*. Let us furthermore assume that the portfolio process is strictly
increasing for buyers, respectively strictly decreasing for sellers on the interval (o*,7*). In this case
the trading constraint is not binding and the solutions to the constrained and the unconstrained ODE
systems and coincide on this interval. Thus,

gr=¢2"" o [0, 7],

This suggests that if we can prove that the trading constraint does not bind between equilibrium market
entry and exit times, the optimal strategy can be given in closed form using the solutions to unconstrained

ODE system ([2.7)).
Let us hence assume that the constraint is indeed not binding on the equilibrium trading interval and

that a player optimally enters the market at some time ¢* > 0. In this case, we expect that

Yo T kX2 = 0. (2.12)

To identify candidate optimal entry times we now introduce the function

s Bé,‘r
() = —— ¢t 2.1
YT = g tEl0 (2.13)

in terms of which we can represent the adjoint processes Y%7 as

YOO = (4 = br) (XD 087 (0) + 8RXP7T, 1 four] (214

We emphasize that the function w/‘i*T does not depend on the candidate entry time. If this function is
invertible, then it follows from the market entry condition and the representation of the
adjoint process that

—x =07 (0"). (2.15)

Since g/}ff is positive the preceding equation has no solution for sellers, which suggests that sellers
immediately enter the market in a seller dominated market to avoid future adverse price movements.
This allows us to consider buyers and sellers separately, assuming that wff is indeed invertible.

Assumption 2.6. The function 1/}277 is strictly decreasing, hence invertible on the interval [0, 7] for all
T€[0,7], 6 €[0,1].

The following proposition states sufficient conditions that guarantee the strict monotonicity of the func-
tions wff on [0,7]. The proof is postponed to the Appendex

Proposition 2.7. The function wff admits the integral representation

1 (7 s AD
v () = / e o T M pgds, te0,7]
t Jt

where
5 5 _ AR gy
ay = (A — dr)e” Jo m O,

The function o is strictly positive, bounded, and differentiable on [0,T]. In particular, for any p that
satisfies Assumption the function wff is bounded, differentiable, and strictly positive on [0,7).

Moreover, the function wl‘i"r is invertible on [0, 7] under any of the following conditions on the model
parameters:

(i) The function A is small enough (e.g., A =10),

(i) The product An is non-decreasing (e.g., X and n are constants).



2.3 Buyers

In this section we derive candidate entry and exit times for buyers, i.e. =z < 0, along with candidate
equilibrium strategies in terms of the auxiliary strategies (2.10).

2.3.1 Entry and exit times

The preceding heuristics suggests that if an optimal exit time 7* has already been identified and if g[}ff*
is invertible, then a candidate optimal entry time is given by

AR { AR R A

0 else

At the same time, we expect that buyers never exit early in a seller dominated market i.e. we expect
that 7% = T. Early exit generates additional trading pressure and deprives buyers of benefiting from
favorable price movements.

We hence expect the trading constraint not to bind after market entry and hence that X%7:(*)7 is

T

M(x), 7], for any 7. The following lemma confirms our intuition.

strictly increasing on (o
Lemma 2.8. If the function wff is strictly decreasing, then the process yoon @)t _ s xS0 @)t e
strictly negative on the interval (U;(;v)ﬂ'], for every T < T. In particular, the strategy

5,07 (), s S OoR @ )
groam ; mn ¢ ift € [o] (), 7] (2.16)
0 else

satisfies the “no change in trading condition” and is hence admissible in our liquidation model for any
exit time T.

Proof. By Lemma the strategy is square integrable and satisfies the liquidation constraint. Further-
more, it follows from the definition of the candidate entry time o7 (z) and the representation (2.14) of
the adjoint process that

8,07 (), é,07 (x),7 . r

Y"Z(;) — 6/<;ng(*;) <0 if x| > [[vp]le
and 4,0, () 6,0/, ()

Yoriny — —0rXorly " =0 iz < ¢l
Furthermore, for every to € [0],(x), 7] with Yti’ol(x)’T - 5HX§(;U;(:E)7T = 0 it follows from the equation
E17) that

S,07 (x),T r
Xto " = _'l)[}fl.) (to)

and hence from the ODE for Y%7:(*)" and the definition of d)ff that

8,07 (x),T 8,07 (x),7 -
(tho /( ) _5KXt0 ;( ) )I _ )\towi’ (to) —Mto,‘{
= (A9, — 5r)¥0 (to)
< 0.

In particular, the process Y%7u(®)7™ — 55 X970 (*).7 ig gtrictly negative in a vicinity of the entry time and
strictly decreasing in a vicinity of every time it hits zero. As a result,

yooi@hT _ 5 X% @T <0 on (o, (), 7]

for all 7 < T and hence the strategy is admissible in a model with trading constraints. O

10



Our heuristics suggests that the optimal market entry time and the optimal/equilibrium trading strategy
for buyers in a seller dominated market can be obtained as follows:

e Define the function A% by the first equation in (2.8).

e Define the function B®” by the second equation in (2.8)) for 7 = T in terms of A% and p.

Define the function 1, := wZ’T by ([2.13) in terms of the functions A% and B%”.

Define the candidate entry time

ou(x) =0} (z) =inf{t € [0,T] | ¢(t) = —z} with inf:=0. (2.17)

in terms of the function %, and the initial portfolio x.

Define the pair (X% YO&#) .= (X%ou(2).T yoou(@).T) By ([279) and set

e

0 if t € [0,0,(2)]. (2.18)

S,z S,z .
erban {"” if ¢ € [0,(2), 7]
t T

2.3.2 Verification

In this section we verify that the candidate liquidation strategy is a best response against a given
aggregate trading rate u, taking into account an individual player’s impact on aggregate trading. In
the MFG the impact is zero and hence £*%%# is a best response against p. Furthermore, in the N-
player game, the strategy is a best response against an equilibrium aggregate trading rate. To state our
verification result we fix an initial position x; < 0 of player ¢ and put

. 1 . 1 . 1 .
EOli= gl X = XNTR Y YNTeR oM = g ().

We further fix a strategy profile £~¢ = (£7);; of the player’s opponents such that

LD ST (2.19)
J#i

The MFG corresponds to the case N = oco. In this case, the above equality is to be understood as fixing
the exogenous trading rate equal to p and we set

Ji(& €7 = Ji(& ).

Theorem 2.9. Let £7¢ be a strategy profile satisfying [2.19)). Then under Assumption and the
strategy £ is the unique solution to the optimal control problem

t
Eér}\fzi J(&ET), X =y _/0 &s ds, te[0,7]. (2.20)

Proof. Let & be an arbitrary strategy of player ¢ with corresponding portfolio process X and market
entry time o. We distinguish two cases, depending on which strategy enters the market ﬁrstEI

4To unify the notion for finite player and MFGs, the case N = oo corresponds to the MFG. In this case many terms
drop out and the computation simplifies.
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e Let 0 < o™%. In particular o*? > 0. To compare the transaction costs J;(£;€7%) and J;(£%%€77),
we split the cost functions into three terms as follows:

) 7 1 1 . 1 1
Ji(f;g_z) = / {H <Ms + *gs - €;7z> X + *)\SXSQ + 7755?} ds
; NeTN ) )

o 1 I 1 1
+/U {n (us+N£s—N§s’>Xs+2>\sX§+2ns§f} ds

+/T bl Lei)x o iaxzy Lnela
. R\ Us Ns Ns s 2 s<x g 27785 $

*,1

7 1
= / {n,usxi + )\Sxf} ds
0 2

* 1

7 1 1 1
s ATSS Xs o s)(2 o 92
+/U {H(u +N£) +2>\ s+277(§s}ds

+/T e Loy x o iaxzy el
" R\ Us N s N s s 2 s<4x g 27785 $

*,1
and

o o 1
Ji(§567) = / {’Wsl“i + 2)\533?} ds
0

1

o 1
Jr/ {nusxi + 2)\Sxf} ds

T
*,1 1 *,1 1 *,1
[ {mxst e g+ a2} as

Thus, using convexity in the second step, we obtain that
Ji(&ETT) = T(€7%567)

o 1 1 O'*’i 1 o
= /U {K:NSXS + 5/\5X52 — KsT; — 2)\51‘12} ds +/0 %ESXS ds + 5/0 7735? ds

T
+/ {K,LLS(XS - Xs’ )+ 5)\st + 57755 - 5)\5()(3’ )2 - 5773(63’ )2} ds

(§3 - :Z) X, ds

*,1

o 1 1 O'*’i 1 o
> / {HNsXs + 5/\aX52 — KisTi — 2)\sx§} ds + / %ngs ds + 5/ "73552' ds

+
Vq\
~1A

==

T
4 / s (Xa = X20) £ A (X, — X2O)X 4, (6, — €0} ds
T

+ /U % (& — €)X, ds.

Due to the constant market impact x and since —§ = X and —&5t = X* the last term on the
right hand side of the above inequality satisfies

/ B (e e) X, ds

*,10

T

— %(XW- — Xj;?i)Q + / (fs — g;ﬂ) X" ds.

T

(€0 — €7) (Xo — X2 ds + / S (e—g) Xitas

2= =2l=

==
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To simplify the second to last term we recall that the strictly positive entry time o™ satisfies

K .
%
N 7

Hence, integration by parts yields that

/{ .
*Jii(XU*,i - X'

) =Y (X — X5
u ) =Yl o)

o

T T
= / . V(& — &) ds + / (X5 = X3 X + Kps) ds

and so the second to last term equals
T . . . ) K i
[ A =) (e = 960} ds (Ko = X2
This shows that
Ji(&E7T) = T(€7567)

i i

o 1 1 O'*’i 1 o
> / {K:/’LSXS + 5/\sXs2 — KlbsTi — 2)\333@2} ds Jr/ %ESXS ds + 5/ 7736? ds
T . . . . K . .
[ G- T - ghet+ G- g XY ds
K ; K ;
— (X =i —X*fi 24 (X pwi —X*’:i .
+ 2N( [oa o* ) + Nm ( g o* )
Using the fact that £*¢ = % on [0*% T] we see that the third line above vanishes and so

Ji(& €70 — J(g05 €7

*,10 *,1

o 1 1 o*t 1 o*t
/ {K‘MSXS + 5/\SX52 — KisTi — )\33312} ds + / %fsxs ds + 5/ 7785? ds

v

2

)2 + ﬁxi(XU*,i — X*’iv)

(X e — X <
(X N e

o*i

+
7 1 2 1 2 71,
= KusXs + 5/\SXS — KlsX; — 5)\55014 ds + 577553 ds
(

L Coymin2 R oxmiy R oy2 y2
t oy Koms = X500+ TN = X020) = (X2 = X2)
ot 1 9 o™t 1 5
= (ks + Asi) (X5 — a5) + iAs(Xs — ;)" p ds+ 577555 ds
K

K
X*,z‘—iz fiX*,i—i—iXQ*i—z
et = T (X = 2) = 5 (X2 — )

o

*,1 * 0

7 1 71
= / {(Hus + /\sxi)(Xs - xi) + 5/\5(X5 - xz)Z} ds +/ 57755? ds.

Since the process p satisfies Assumption [2.4] it follows from Assumption [2.6] that

. 1
Pu(s) = T (Astu(s) — kps) <0 on (0,77
s TN
Since ¢** > 0 we also have —¢,,(c*") = x;, hence, that
Kits + Asi > Kfts — As®p(s) >0 and X —z; >0 on [0, 0*1].

Thus we conclude that

i

71 1
{)\S(XS —x) + 27;553} ds > 0.

Hee-aehe = [ {3

o
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*,7

e The case 0 > ¢*" is simpler. In this case,

(&€ — Ji(grh e

T
_ 1 9 1 9 K i
_ /U | {Qnsgs g X SAXE + X (€ € )} ds

w1

T , 1 .
-/ {Qns@:”ﬁ R X T 2A3<X:ﬂ>2} s

*,

T
*,% *,7 *,1 *,7 *,% K *,% *,1
= / ) {77563’ (59 - fs’ )+ HIU’S(XS - Xs’ ) +ASXS’ (XS - Xs’ ) + NXS’ (59 - fs’ )} ds
T K . .
+ *(Xs _X:’z)(gs _5:71) ds.
oei N
First, f i e (X = X7 (s — € ds = — o (X — X3 z) = 0. Second, applying integration
by parts to Y4(X — X*%) on [¢*¢, T| and notlng that X« = X;’fl = x;, we have that
0= Yl (Xpoi — X770, / Yi(e, — e) ds +/ (Xy = XD AXE + kpiy) ds,

which implies that

T

Ji(& €T — Ji(erheTh) > / (meet + X - YY) (€ - &y ds = 0.

Now assume ¢ is another optimal strategy. The above argument leads to 0 > J;(&;67%) — J; (€549 >0
Thus, all above inequalities become equalities. As a result, ¢ = £*% in both cases. O

2.4 Sellers

Let us now consider a seller’s trading problem. Our above heuristics suggests that sellers never enter
a seller dominated market late to avoid increasingly adverse transaction prices. This suggests that we
only need to determine optimal exit times. It turns out that in a seller dominated market the optimal
exit times coincide with the optimal drop-out times obtained on [21].

Optimal entry times for buyers were identified through the condition Y27 = 0, that is, by setting the
candidate optimal trading rate to zero at a time of late entry. This approach does not carry over to exit
times as the corresponding equation for Y%7 is always satisfied: if 7 < T, then

YPoT = AY (X277 4457 (7)) = A2 (0 - 0) = 0.

Instead, define again for each candidate exit time 7 € (0,7] the auxiliary portfolio process X%%7 on
[0,7] in terms of the solution (A%, B>T) to the Riccati equation (2.8) as

5 t T

5,0, ot AW,—axd | Al —6;<d w

XO0T =g o T dr [ e LT [ e =S SEA gy s,
o Ms s

As pointed out above, this process will not be admissible in general as it will not always meet the
liquidation requirement. The liquidation constraint holds for 7 = T but this may not be the first time
the portfolio process hits zero, in which case the process is not admissible in our model. Nonetheless, we
expect the optimal exit time to satisfy

X200 =0, (2.21)
For 7,(xz) < T, that is in the case of early liquidation it follows from (2.21]) that
(@) 1 s A L (@) uw AS
/ elo = / ke 1T duds = . (2.22)
0 TNs s
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To identify those initial positions for which early liquidation may take place we introduce the function

A s 247
B :=e Uvrd/ efo S dr g
o s

and apply Fubini’s theorem to rewrite the left hand side of the equation (2.22)) as

s AS —ok t A8
/ elo / Kby € =LA duds
o Ms s

t w AS u s 2455k
= / Kplye s Wdr/ elo = A gs du
0 0 s (2.23)

kS du
®).

I I
:I:& O\H

The function ¢, is well defined, due to [2I, Lemma 2.6]. Using the convention inf () = 7' it has been
shown in [21] that in a seller dominated market

Tu(x) :=1inf {t € [0,T] : ¢, (t) = x} (2.24)
is optimal in a model with drop-out constraint where a player drops out of the market the first time her
portfolio process hits zero.

Since the drop-out constraint is weaker than the “no change of trading condition” this shows that 7, (z)
is admissible and hence optimal in a model with trading constraints provided that the process
Yy — x0T 4 B e (0,7 ()
is strictly positive, which follows from the strict positivity of the processes A% and B%7+(#) Setting
(XJ,:E”LI,7 Y&,z,,u) — (X6107T[L(:r)7 Y&,O,'r,l,(ac))
we hence have shown the following result.

Proposition 2.10. In a seller dominated market all sellers enter the market at the initial time and the
optimal exit time is given by
Tu(x) :=1inf {t € [0,T] : ¢,(t) = x},

for all > 0 where inf ) = T. Furthermore, the optimal trading strategy is given by

YOUE—skXD T
chan [T e 0,7 (a) 2.35)
0 else

3 Equilibrium analysis

In this section we establish existence and uniqueness of equilibrium results for both the N-player game
and the corresponding MFG within a common mathematical framework. We characterize equilibrium
aggregate trading rates in terms of the solutions to a non-standard integral equation with endogenous
terminal condition and prove that any solution to the integral equation does not change its sign. This
justifies our Assumption and hence the analysis of Section 2.

The first challenge when solving the integral equation is to identify the terminal condition. The terminal
condition depends on the proportion of sellers that do not exit the market early as in [2I] and - more
importantly - the entire history of the buyers’ market entry. This shows again the different role of buyers
and sellers for the equilibrium analysis.
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Having identified the terminal condition the second challenge is to establish the existence and uniqueness
of a solution to our integral equation. We prove that solving the equation is equivalent to solving a two-
dimensional root finding problem. Whereas the existence of a root, that is the existence of an equilibrium
can be established without further assumptions on the model parameters, uniqueness of equilibria requires
an additional bound on the impact of buyers on the market dynamics.

3.1 The integral equation

In what follows we denote by £%* = ({*’579”7“)96 cp the vector of optimal trading strategies for sellers and
buyers given in (2.18) and (2.25)), respectively, and introduce the mapping

F:LY([0,7]) = ROT P, ::/g;"‘s’z’“y(dx)
R

that maps exogenous trading rates into an aggregate best responses throughout the whole population
of players. We expect any fixed-point of the mapping F' that does not change its sign to yield a Nash
equilibrium. This suggests that our trading games can be solved as follows:

1. Fix p € L([0,T)).

2. Consider the candidate strategy profile £* for § = 0, resp. § = % (3.1)

3. Find the fixed-points p* of the mapping p + F(p) in L([0,T7).

4. Verify that £5#" is a Nash equilibrium.

To guarantee that the fixed-point mapping is well defined we impose the following assumption on the
initial distribution v of the players’ portfolios.

Assumption 3.1. The distribution of initial position v has a finite first absolute moment.

3.1.1 Representation of fixed-points

To derive a more explicit form of the fixed-point mapping we recall the definitions of the functions 1,

and ¢, in and and denote by
() == (=00, =t (t)] U [¢u(t), 00)

the set of player types that are active in the market at time ¢ € [0, T]. The following representation of
the mapping F' will allow us to characterize equilibrium trading rates in terms of integral equations.

Lemma 3.2. For any u € L*([0,T)) it holds for all t € [0,T] that

T
F(u)y = F(p)r +/ 7/ (Ii,us F A XITH 4 (5 — OR)ED® ’“)V(dm) ds. (3.2)
t Ts JI,(s)
In particular, F maps the set L*([0,T)) into the space of absolutely continuous functions on [0, T).

Proof. From the definition of the strategies £*%%# and the interval I 1 (t) it follows that

O = =0, 2 e (0, 0u(0)

In view of Lemma (i) and [21] Lemma 2.8] the optimal strategies are almost everywhere differentiable
and the derivative is at most of linear growth in the initial position, uniformly in time. The moment
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condition on the initial distribution thus allows us to apply Fubini’s theorem to the integral representation

of F(u)¢ to deduce that
/(*5;5,,11 / §*6T#d8> (dl‘)

[ &t rtan)
R
_ /5*5&7# dI‘ / / *69:,;4 dili’)d
(5)

Y&w,u_é Xéwu
- F(,u)T—/ / d( s fts )y(dm)ds, te[0,T].
t I,(s) S Ns

The assertion now follows by using that (X%®# Y%®#) solves the forward-backward equation ([2.7).

Using similar arguments as in the proof of the above lemma it follows that aggregate stock holdings can
be represented as

5 5 bu(t) P
/ X, v(dr) = /X Tl y(dx) — / X, v(dr)
1. (%)

Pu(t)

0
/ /f‘s ol y(de)d xv(dx)
—tu(t)

_ /t F(1)s ds + 6~ (1)),

where
0
(z) = 7/ yv(dy), x <0. (3.3)

In terms of the tail probability functions

p:R—10,1], z+— v((—o0,z]),

(3.4)
q:R—=[0,1], z~ v(z,00)),
the equation can hence be rewritten as
Tk Ty — 0k
P01 = Pz + [ 2 @(600) + 00 0) s+ [ 2R, s
t S t s
(3.5)

T T
+/t 2 <( Yulo) + / F(u)udu> ds,  te[0,T].

The proof of the following fixed-point representation is identical to the one in market drop-out model
considered in [2I, Proposition 3.3].

Proposition 3.3. A process u € L'([0,T]) solves the fized-point of F if and only if pr = F(u)r and p
solves the equation

T T .
p = uT+/t nﬁ(q(%(S)) +p(=u(s)) —9) usd5+/t %us ds

T T
+/t 2(( Ba(s)) + / uudu> s,  te[0.T].

We emphasize that equation (3.6) is not a backward equation, due to the dependence of the function ¢,
on the forward dynamics of the process p. In the absence of a trading constraint on buyers, we may set
1, =0 and ¢ = 0 which reduces the equation to [21, Equation (3.6)].

(3.6)
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3.1.2 The sign condition

The following result shows that any fixed-point p of the mapping F' does not change its sign and that
the mapping t +— nyp; is monotone. This justifies our Assumption which was key to the analysis of
the best response functions carried out in Section 2.

Lemma 3.4. Let p be a solution to (3.6). Then it holds for § € {0, %} that
sign(u) = sign(ur),  0<t<T.

Furthermore, for pr > 0 (resp. pur < 0) the mapping t — nyp, is decreasing (resp. increasing).

Proof. Noting that v, (t) < 5 ftT |1s| ds and similarly ¢, (t) < &[h%]|s ftT |ps| ds it follows from equa-
T

tion (3.6) that there exists a constant K > 0 depending only on T, k,n and A such that

T
e |uT|+K/ 1s] ds,
t

for all ¢ € [0,7] and hence from Grénwall’s inequality that

e] < |0

In particular, ur = 0 implies that g = 0. If ur > 0, then it follows from differentiating (3.6|) that

R

o= 5 (a(ou0) 42 0)  0) o~ B = («—wu(m + [ du) 7

t
for almost every t € [0,7]. We denote the first time after which p stays positive by

to :=inf {t € [0,T] | p|p,7) > 0}
In particular, from that time forward a strictly positive proportion of sellers is trading the stock. Hence,
q(u) +p(=¥u) =0 =0 on (to, T].

As a result,
, n
a< —=p on [to,T].
n
In particular, the function p - 7 is strictly decreasing on [tg, T] and so
e > nl[t’]‘>0 on te[to,T].
Ur

By continuity of p it must thus hold that ¢y = 0. The case ppr < 0 follows analogously. O

3.1.3 The terminal condition

Having derived a characterization of the fixed-points in terms of a non-linear integral equation the
following proposition identifies the terminal condition of the integral equation and determines its sign.
It turns out that the terminal condition depends on the proportion of sellers that do not exit the market
early as well as on the entire history of market entries.

Proposition 3.5. Let Assumption hold. A function u € L*([0,T]) is a fized-point of the mapping
F if and only if it satisfies the integral equation (3.6) and the implicit terminal condition

~4

T
ur = ar {E[V] — Q((bM(T)) - P(—¢u(0)) +/ p(—%(t))%(&%(t) — Fipit) dt} :
nr 0 o
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The terminal condition can be equivalently written as

— a% . g o e 8 A{S or drA?
= {E[V] Q(%(T)H/O P(=u(t)) o dt}’ (3.7)

where
+ AS—s

x 0
&% = (A% — fr)eJo T dr z) = ) = — )
= (A7 - or) - Q@ = [y P [ sy

In particular, for any fived-point u € L*([0,T]) it holds that
sign(u:) = sign(E[v]), 0<t<T.

Proof. We proceed in two steps, starting with the characterization of the terminal value. We assume
w.l.o.g. that pur > 0 and set

a:=—v,00), b:=0¢,T), o:=o0,(x).

Step 1. Characterization of ;. Taking limits in the fixed-point equation we obtain that

pr = thfn%ut
1 *,0,%, 4
= th/nzlw/th v(dz)
o —Pu(t) *5“‘ *(M#
= tll/n% v(dzx) + hm v(dx)
— é,x, o) d,x,
— lim o0 M v(dz) + lim My(dm)
/T ) oo UL t/T S g, (t) ur
= Il + .[2.

The same calculation as in the proof of [2I, Proposition 3.5] shows that the second term is given by

s
Ig:T(/ xvdx—b/ dm)
nr

The first term captures the impact of buyers on the terminal trading rate. It satisfies

0 o S,z
I - / limy 7 (AS — 6k) X} o(de)
—0o0 nr

1 0 ¢ Ad—6on
= — lim (A9 — 6k) <xe_ Sy A dr

nr 0o tT
t T
1 t A0 =5k
—/ —e i T dr/ Kby -5 duds) (dx)
s s
1 0 tAT, Sk
= — z lim (A2 — 6k)e — Ty (dz)
nr J- t /T
1 0 t 1 + A;s,—én T
- — lim(Af—én)/ —e T dr/ Ky € - I qu ds v(dzx)
Nr J-—cot/T o s s
6 0 o A?:—é»-c
= T/ zelo T 4y (da)
nr J-«
1 0 ot AS sk L2 IR S T
- — hm(A‘s dk)e” Jo Tar dr/ —elo 7 dr/ Ky € - I 5 9 du ds v(dzx)
nr oo t/T o s s
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~5 0 5 s ~5 0 T 5 T s
& o Al 6k a 1 s A% =k _ ru AR
= —T/ zelo ~m— 4y (dx) — —T/ / —elo = dT/ rpge I3 duds v(dr).
nr J-osoJo s

nr J-« s

Hence, defining

T 5 T 5
1 s A —sk w AS
t s s

we have

h= &%U s S0 ) - / 0 gu<a>u<dw>)'

nr —0o0 —00

Since ¢ = 0 for all € (—o0, —1),,(0)] = (—00, a] we see that

a

nr 0 - Aﬁﬂsnd a 0 Aifénd 0
Zot= [ael 5+ [ ael 55w - [ guoyvde) - [ g0 v
T a a

— 00 — 00

- / ' (xefo" Aot ar gu(a)> v(dx) + / ’ (z — g,(0)) v(dz).

— 00

In terms of the tail probabilities p and ¢ introduced in (3.4) and using that g,(0) = ¢,(T) = b the
terminal condition can hence be represented as follows:

B s 0 o A,‘f.nfér: ar -
o = nic: {/a (me ; g#(0)> v(dz) + /R\[a’b] zv(dz) — b(po(a) + qo(b))}~

We use an integration by parts argument to simplify the first term. Since 1/.1# < 0 on [0,7T] the entry
time 0 = 0, (x) = ¢, ! (=) is differentiable on [—1,,(0),,(T")] = [a, 0] and

- Aiﬂsnd - Ai*élﬂ:d
ig (o) = — (A‘f, — 5ﬁ)ef0 o Tq/} (0)6 = — (A‘f, — 5H)€f0 et
dLE K No a No 1/.)/»14(0—).

Using partial integration it follows that

0 o A‘Z—Sm
/ (:re o T ar —g#(a)> v(dz)

] I A8 —5n r T=e 0 o A5k ar
= lim {(ace GRS — gu(a)> po(x)} —/ po(x)elo ~ar dzx.

e—0
r=a

Applying L’Hopital’s rule we further obtain that

i (2ot 25 ar — lim (- Sy AR gy _
i (e 5550, 00 ) ) =t (el 2T g, 00)) -0
. 't AD—dn
= —p(0) lim v, (0l 5
52— (\ t)— kK
— p(0) tli_{qu, Ag,(;,{( tié;%() fit)
=0.

Inserting the above calculations and summarizing the remaining integral terms yields that

&6
yr = 21 {<ab>p<a>+/

nr R\[a,b]

o AS 5k

0
2 v(dr) — b(p(a) + q(b)) - / pla)eld =5 dz} .
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The substitution @ = —1),,(t) simplifies the second integral term to

0 aAﬁ—éx T tA o .
[ w1l ST == [ p e S 0 d
a 0

T 1
_ / (8 5 Ot 8) — ).

Using that
0

P(z) = zp(x) + yv(dx), Q(z) = zq(x) + ’ yv(dy),
0

x
and summarizing the remaining terms we finally arrive at

~5
ar

T 1
pr = {E[V] —Q(b) — P(a) +/0 p(_¢u(t))g?(Atwu(t) — Kipit) dt} .

nr

Step 2. Alternative characterization and identification of the sign. To determine the sign of
ur we establish an alternative representation. Applying integration by parts in (3.8) to see that

0 o AS sk

' T ¢ Af,f(s*id .
- / P(—tu(B))eld 5 A (1) d

0
t Ai— t Ar—ém A — 0K

3 dr

=g;n;{P<—wu<t>>efo } 0 [ Pl S A0y
/ P(— T,T{SK d”udt

ui
where the last equation follows from an application of L’Hoépital’s rule. This shows that

T + Aé,féh‘, 5 _
pr = =L {]E[v] —Qb) + / Py, ()elt S5 ar AL 0K dt} :
0 Tt

nr

Let us now assume to the contrary that E[r] < 0. Then the right-hand side of the above equation is

non-positive (recall that P(x) < 0 for all < 0), which contradicts our assumption pur > 0. Hence
sign(pr) = E[v]

and by Lemma it follows that sign(u:) = E[v] for all 0 < t < T. The case ur < 0 follows by

symmetry. If g = 0, then it follows frm Lemma [3.4] that 4 = 0 and, hence that a = b= 0 and ¢, = 0.
Hence, in this case E[v] = 0. O

3.2 Fixed-point analysis

Two key challenges arise when solving the equation (3.6) with the terminal condition (3.7). First, the
terminal condition is given implicitly in terms of the solution; second, the equation is not a backward
equation, due to the dependence of ¢, (t) on the forward path (ps)o<s<t-

To overcome both problems we consider a family of parametrized backward equations subject to a
consistency requirement on the parameters. More precisely, we replace the implicit terminal value pp
by a generic parameters § > 0 and the endogenous quantity ¢,(T") by a generic parameter ¢ > 0. The
resulting parameterized backward equation reads:

T T
fe = 0+/t nﬁ (q (c—/ hiwudU> +p(=u(s)) —5> s ds+/t ;Ueds
T T
+/t j’ (( Duls)) + / uudu> s, te0,T).
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Remark 3.6. The key difference between the market drop-out model considered in [2I] and the model
considered in this paper is that the terminal condition in [2I] depends on the trading rate p only
through the quantity ¢, (7). In that setting, the equilibrium equation could be solved by solving a one-
dimensional root finding problem. In our current setting the terminal condition depends on the entire
history of market entries, which renders the root-finding problem much more complex.

In a first step we prove that for any pair of parameters (6, ¢) there exists a unique solution to the terminal
value problem (3.9), which we denote by uf°. In a second step we show that there exists a pair (6, c)
such that the following conditions hold:

T ~§ T . i_ K/ 5
c:/ howpfeds, 6= T (IE[V] —Q(c)—i—/ ot A d’“MP(—wue,c(t))dt>. (3.10)
0 nr 0 uiz

The corresponding solution 1% yields a solution to our fixed point equation (3.6)) with terminal condition
(3.7), hence, a fixed point of the mapping F.

Theorem 3.7. Assume that E[v] > 0.

(i) For any 0,c > 0 there exists a unique solution u®° to the integral equation (3.9)).
(ii) There exists 0,c > 0 such that the identities (3.10)) hold. In particular, p®° is a fized-point of F.

(i5i) If p(0) is small enough, then there exists a unique pair (0,c) such that (3.10) holds. In this case

udc is the unique fized-point of F.

Proof. In what follows K denotes a positive constant that may change from line to line, but only depends
on T and the parameters n, x and A

Step 1. Solving equation (3.9). We prove the existence and uniqueness of solutions to (3.9)) as in [21],
Theorem 3.6] by separating the linear and non-linear parts. However, due to the trading constraint, the
analysis of the non-linear part is much more involved.

To eliminate the terms resulting from the derivative of 1, we do the substitution ¥ := un and 7 := % in
equation (3.9)), from which we obtain the following modified equation:

T T 1 T “ A,(E. 4
O = HnT—i-/ q c—/ RS my9udu | +p _7/ e o w9, du | — 8 5w, ds
t s g Js
T T 5 T
1 u A 1 3.11
+/ As {f (5/ e~ Io %dTwuﬂu du) +/ —4, du} ds (3.11)
t As Js s T

=: T+ G(ﬁ)t + Hc(ﬂ)t + j(ﬂ)tv

where Zp := nr6 and the functions G, H., J : C°([0,T]) — C°([0,T]) are defined by

T T 4
G(¥): = / As / — ¥, du | ds,
t S 77u
T T
/ q (C - / hfﬂruﬁudu> w0 ds
t s
T T 5
/ {p <_15/ e o5t Ty du) - 5} s ds
t Oés s
T 1 T w A.‘;
+/ Al ——6/ e Jo w9, du | ds.
t Oés s
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We deduce existence and uniqueness of solution to the equation (3.11]) from suitable growth and Lipschitz-
type estimates on the auxiliary function.

In view of the boundedness of the model parameters, the boundedness of the tail probability function
Do, and the linear growth estimate |¢(z)| < 2|z| for all x < 0, we get that

|G(0)e| + |He ()] + | T (9)e] < K/tT |0s|ds, te[0,T], 9€C°0,T]), c>0. (3.13)

To establish Lipschitz estimates for the non-linear function H, and J we use the following representations:

1 1 T T po T
H(0); = —5Q(c) — —=Q c—/ RS 7y 0y du +/ ==Q c—/ Ry du | ds
hT ht t t (he) s

T - Aé
JW); = — (A} = 6r)P (—15/ e Jo w0, du) (3.14)
t

T 6)\2 T A8 T
—/ <(AS) - MA?) P <_16/ e do wmArr 9, du) ds —/ o0ms¥s ds.
t s Ns A5 Js t

The representation of H, follows from integration by parts, noting that by [2I, Lemma 2.6] the function
R is bounded, that h% is increasing and that h? > 0 for all ¢+ > 0. The representation of J requires
a more intricate analysis at the integration limits. The proof is therefore postponed to Lemma in

Appendix.

Since @ is Lipschitz-continuous with coefficient ¢(0) < 1, we readily deduce that for any € > 0 there
exists a constant L. > 0 such that for all 9,9 € C°([0,T]) and ¢, ¢ > 0 it holds that

T
|HC(19)15 - HE('&)” < L. <|C *a +/ H'& - 19||oo;[s,T] d8> , te [53T]a (315)
t

where ||y||oi[s,7] := SUPs<,<7 |[¥r|- The corresponding estimate for the function J is more involved. We
first notice that P is Lipschitz continuous with constant p(0) < 1. Therefore, for any 9,9 € C°([0,T7])

we can estimate
1 (T W Al 1 [T w AS ~
P ——5/ e Ao w9, du | — P ——5/ e~ Jo w9, du
Oét t O(t t
A —§ T _oal ~
< (tiéﬂ)/ e o Wdf“ﬁshg — J,|ds
Ay

( fO nr
<K / |9, — Uy ds

—K/ 9 — 74| ds,

(A7 — or)

for all ¢ € [0,T]. Similarly, for all ¢ € [0; T] we can estimate the second part of J as follows:
T (4642 5 T 5 T 5
A%)? — 6kA 1 u AL 1 WAL~
/ () —0rds 1 77/ e I S, du | — P 77/ e o A, 9, du

t s ag s ag s

T T B
gK/ (4% 4 1) / (00 — Ju| du | ds

t s

T
<K / (A8 £ 1)(T — )]0 — Dl ooypo.r) ds
t

ds
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T ~
SK/ 10 — 9 oos1s,7] ds
t

where the second to last inequality uses [21, Lemma A.1]. Summarizing the above estimates and using
the linearity of G, we see that for any € > 0 there exists a constant L. > 0 such that for all ¢ > 0 and
9,9 € C°([0,T]) the following holds:

~ ~ ~ T ~
|G(0)r — G(O)e]| + [He(9)e — He(9)e| + [T (9)e — T (0)e] < LE/t 19 = 9|ooys,my ds,  t € [e,T]. (3.16)

Iterating this estimate shows that for any 0,¢ > 0 and any n € N,

L”T"
<
[e,T],00

|Zo + G+ He+ 91" ) - [Ty + G + H. + ")

19 = Fllem,

and so it follows from [43] Theorem 2.4] that the operator [Zyp + G + H. + J] has a unique fixed-point
99 € e, T)).
It follows from the uniqueness that the pointwise limit 19? = lim._ 19? "“€ is well defined and satisfies
[Ty + G+ H, + J)(09) = 97 forall te (0,T).

Using the growth estimate (3.13]) and the dominated convergence theorem, we can uniquely extend 9%
to a continuous function on [0,7]. By construction 9¥9:¢ is the unique fixed-point of [Zo+G+ H.+ J]in
C°([0,T7), hence, the unique solution to the equation (3.11)). Thus, the unique solution to the equation

(13.9) is given by

bo 199,6.
n
Step 2. Existence of fixed points. To establish the existence of a solution to our fixed-point equation
we need to prove that the function p : [0,00) x [0,00) = R?, (0,¢) — (p1(6,¢c), p2(0,c)) defined by

PRSIy A9 — T u A2
p1(0,c) == 77T9 E[v / e 5HP 7i/ e KT 90 du | dt
U of Jy “

T
pa2(0,c) = c—/ R 0%° ds
0

has a root. To this end, we first notice that any such root necessarily satisﬁeﬂ
c < QU E[)).

We now proceed in two steps. We first prove that for any ¢ € [0,Q (E[v])) there exists a unique
~&
0(c) € (0,E[v]7T) such that

p1(8(c),c) =0. (3.17)

In fact, from Lemma it follows that the mapping 6 — p1(6, c) is strictly increasing and continuous.
It thus suffices to show that this map changes its sign on [0, E[v ] ] Choosing 6 = 0 we have 95:°

hence ¥0:¢ = 0, and therefore p1(0,¢) = Q(c) — E[v] < 0. On the other hand, choosing 6 = E[v ]% we
have 95:° > 0, hence ¥%:¢ > 0, and therefore

ad Ji AS—sk L) A —§ 1
P (EV)L e oAy Z0p (1 *fo SEary W% du | dt > 0.
& u
nr’ Nt ay Ji

SNote that limg—co Q(x) = E[V|jg,00)] > E[v]. Furthermore, Q is increasing and strictly increasing on the interval
Q~1(R), hence, Q(E[v]) is well defined.

24



It remains to show that the function ¢ — p2(6(c), ¢) has a root. By Lemma and the implicit function
theorem it follows that the function ¢ — 6(c) is continuous. Hence, by Lemma the function ¢ —
p2(6(c), c) is also continuous and it suffices to show that it changes its sign on the interval (0, Q=1 (E[])).

Choosing ¢ = 0 and recalling that #(0) > 0, hence 99(®:0 > 0, we see that

T
p2(0(0),0) = 7/ R 920045 < 0.
0

On the other hand, if ¢ — Q~*(E[v]), then 6(c) — 0, hence ||

T
lim c— / R 900 ds | > 0.
c—>QH(E[V]) o

Step 3. Uniqueness of fixed points. By the implicit function theorem and Lemma [B:2| we have that

0 — 0, and so

90(c)  Op (Ot alo)+ fi xPeou b koo -
o 9e \ 90 —‘nT T Mﬁ < Kp(0), ¢=0.
FtJo x “dt

Using once again the uniform estimates from Lemma we see that

d T s [099¢06(c)  090c
%pg(ﬁ(c),c) —1—/0 hsﬂ's{ 50 Be + B }ds

>1— Kp(0).

For small enough p(0) the function ¢ — p2(0(c), ¢) is strictly increasing and the root is hence unique. [

3.3 Existence and uniqueness of equilibria

With our fixed-point results in hand, we are now ready to establish our existence and uniqueness of
equilibrium results. The verification results given in Section 2| and Section [2.4] show for any fixed
point u* of our fixed point mapping F' that satisfies p7, > 0 the strategles defined by

S,z s,u*
groen % ift € [0, ( ), T] (3.18)
0 ift €0,0,(x)]
for x < 0 and s s
HTHT 5y KT .
grda Lo owht it e [0, 7 (2)] (3.19)
0 if t € [r+(2),T]

for > 0 form a Nash equilibrium. Under an additional bound on the impact of buyers (resp. sellers)
the uniqueness of the fixed point p along with the uniqueness of the best response show that also the
equilibrium is unique in the class of equilibria that have a continuous aggregate rate p with the property
that nu is non-increasing. In general, we cannot rule out the existence of an equilibrium rate that is not
monotone towards the end of the trading period. In case E[v] = 0, for instance, the unique equilibrium
within the previously mentioned class is given by pu = 0. However, we cannot rule out the existence of
an equilibrium rate that changes it sign infinitely often. Such equilibria are much less “focal” and hence
not relevant.

Finally, we note that the convergence from the N-player game to the MFG can be obtained by the
argument in [2I] by noting that the terminal value in (3.7]) is bounded in §.
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4 Examples

In what follows we present numerical examples to illustrate how our constraint of the trading direction
affects equilibrium trading in both the mean field and the N-player games. Therefore, we contrast
our results with the equilibrium obtained under the market dropout constraint studied in [21] and the
unconstrained case studied in [20]. For simplicity we consider constant cost parameters; precisely we set

n=>5 k=10, and A=5.
2.0 2.0 1
1.5 1 1.5 1
1.0 1 1.0 1
0.5 1 0.5 1
X7
0.0 1 0.0 1
—0.5 A —0.5 A
—1.01 ~1.0 1
—1.54 —1.5
T T T T T T T T T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
t 1
20— — x=£,(T) \ —
== x=—y,(0) 251 u (market dropout)
154 = = u (no constraint)
2.0 1
1.0 4
0.5 1
X 1.5 4
0.0 1
1.0 1
—0.5 A
—1.0 A
0.5 1
—1.5 1
T T T T T T T T T T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

Figure 1: Evolution of the equilibrium state processes without constraint (top-left), with market drop-
out (top-right) and with trading constraint (bottom-left) for several representative players. We have
highlighted the moments of market entry and drop-out and the initial position = —1,(0) and z = ¢, (T)
(which represent the smallest initial positions for which one has immediate entry, respectively no early
exit). In the bottom-right plot we compare the evolution of the mean trading rates of all three scenarios.

To approximate the mean-field equilibrium numerically, we first apply a standard numerical solver to
integrate the backward equation across varying values of (6, ¢). Subsequently, we employ a standard
root-finding procedure to identify a pair (6,c) € (0, E[u]%) x [0,Q71(E[])) that satisfies the equation
, effectively finding a root of the function p : R? — R? as defined in the proof of Theorem (ii).
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Remark 4.1. For the benchmark case of constant coefficients, a closed-form solution A% for the Ricatti
equation ([2.8]) is available (see [20]), which substantially simplifies the numerical implementation.

We first consider an MFG with exponentially distributed initial positions on both sides of the market,
setting
q(z) =0.8- e~3% and p(z) =0.2-€".

This results in an average initial position of E[v] = 1, that is, in a seller dominated market. Figure
presents the evolution of the equilibrium state processes for all three scenarios: no trading constraints,
drop-out constraints and with trading constraints and several representative players.

In models without constraints (top-left) we see that players on both sides of the market change the
direction of trading for small initial positions. In a seller dominated market buyers can take advantage
of favorable price trends. Hence it is beneficial for both sellers and buyers with small initial positions to
(further) sell the asset and then buying it back at favorable prices.

Under the market drop-out constraint (top-right), sellers do not change the direction of trading but may
exit the market early. On the buyer side, however, we continue to observe players that initially use an
opposite trading direction to benefit from the overall market trend. Our trading constraints avoid such
effects. In a model with trading constraints (bottom-left) we see that it is beneficial for buyers with
small short position to enter the market at later time points.

Figure [1] (bottom-right) presents a comparison of the average equilibrium trading rate across all three
scenarios. With the parameters selected, the deviation in tradings rates is small. This is intuitive as
only traders with small initial positions, hence with comparably small impact on the market dynamics,
enter the market, respectively, exit the market early.

At the same time, we observe that our trading constraint slightly amplifies the effect previously observed
under the market drop-out constraint, namely a slower initial aggregate liquidation, followed by an
acceleration in aggregate liquidation halfway through the trading period, in comparison to the model
without constraints.

This dynamics can be intuitively understood by considering the impact of small buyers who, in the
absence of trading constraints, would initially increase their short positions, thereby generating additional
selling pressure. Under our trading constraint, these buyers are restricted to hold their position initially.
Thus, there is initially no contribution to the aggregate trading rate, which ultimately also results in a
higher aggregate trading rate later in the game as there is no need for buying back initially sold stocks.

Furthermore, we again note that in all three settings the relation fOT wt dt = E[v] holds. Hence, the price
at the terminal time is the same in all settings.

Figure [2] (left) illustrates the resolution of an N-player game with seven players. In this setup, the two
buyers both have a starting position above z = —1,(0) and thus delay their market entry. The two
sellers with initial positions below the threshold z = ¢,,(0) fully liquidate their trades before reaching the
terminal time. Figure |2 (right) shows the aggregate rates for several numbers of players. This simulation
further supports the observation of a fast convergence to the MFG equilibrium.

5 Conclusion

We established existence and uniqueness of equilibrium results in multi-player and mean-field games of
portfolio liquidation under a “no change of trading condition”. We proved that the games are equivalent
to games of timing where buyers and sellers need to determine the equilibrium market entry and exit
times. Several avenues are open for future research.

First, we worked under the assumption of deterministic market parameters. Although it would clearly be
desirable to allow for stochastic parameters, it is unclear to us how to extend our model to the stochastic
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2.5
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Figure 2: left: Evolution of states of N = 7 players in the Nash equilibrium. right: Comparison of the
mean trading rate in the equilibrium of the MFG (solid line) and the N-player game (dashed/dotted
line) for N = 7,15 and 100.

case. In our setting, entry and exit times are deterministic. In stochastic settings these times were
stopping times and our equilibrium analysis would require fixed-point results for stopping times, which
is challenging for many reasons. Most importantly we are unaware of any topology on the set of stopping
times that would guarantee that (i) the set of stopping times is compact, and at the same time that (ii)
our response functions mapping anticipated entry and exit times into actual entry and exit times would
be continuous.

A second limitation that one would like to overcome is our assumption that all players share the same
liquidation time. In [21I] we illustrate how our current results could be used to solve finite player games
with heterogeneous trading horizons but the approach is tedious and not very elegant. It would be
desirable to develop a general game-theoretic framework that allows for heterogeneous liquidation times.
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A Proof of Proposition 2.7

Let us first note that the function A := ¢~ Jo 554" (A% — k) satisfies the Riccati equation

gz

—A=-=+X, tel0T) limA =oo

with 7 = e~ o 20 and X = e Jo . Hence, by [21l Lemma A.1] we see that
AP — 5k > elomdrae 1 eo,T), (A1)

where A° = (fT %ds)_l. This implies that A% — 6k is positive and bounded away from zero. Using
furthermore [21, Lemma A.4] we conclude that the function o’ is positive, bounded and differentiable.

Next, we prove that condition (i) and (ii) are sufficient for 1/15 T to be strictly decreasing. Differentiation
of (a?)~! yields that

/ (AD)? K A7
1 :ef(f;‘—f‘dr e Fon t A L m _ A
ol (A9 — 6K)2 Al — Sk (A9 — oK)l

Hence, for the derivative of wZ’T we obtain

)\t T —fsigd 1
P S 0o ny 47 sd - -
(Af—ént)af/t ¢ TR P
1
= m()\tq/;#(t)f/{,ut).
t

Using that the function pn satisfies Assumption [2.4](ii) we estimate

. 1 A [T s AL
6,7’ t — =L dr
W=, (at/t el Wsds_'%)

K A /T s Al 1
— e Jo ds -—,
>~ A(; 6 Tt Jot <Oét \ s e

for all ¢ € [0, 7]. It thus suffices to show that the term in the above bracket is strictly negative assuming
either (i) or (ii).

Uo7 (t) =
(A.2)

(i) In this case, we use (A.1)) to directly estimate

t oKk

T 2 dr T 5

A s AS 0 nr s A2 1
—g e~ Jo i d —ds<)\t7 e~V A — gs
Qp Jt s AR t Ns

58

1 T s AS—bk € Jo wrdr

e L [y
At t Ns

T ° — [5 8uqy
< /\tio/ e_f:%:drie " ds
At t Ns

T (T L —fs s
)\ 1 fs T dUe 0 717‘
= tio
A7 Sy ftTﬁidu s
T T
1 1
t Ns Js T
2
1( /71
S At* / —du
2 t T

for all t € [0,7]. We readily conclude when ||\l < %
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(ii) In this case we consider the function

1 (T a1
z(t) ::—5/ e Jo dr—ds, 0<t<T.
oy Jt Ns

Differentiation yields for all 0 < ¢ < T that

: AS
=L dr T )
Aedo o al 1 oAy
Z(t) :ti) e Jo mr ar 1 —ds — —66_ 0 T dr
t

(At —0K)? Ns Qy M
A T a1 11
= ﬁ / e Jo mr dri ds -
(At - 5H)Oét t s At — K Mt

1

= A5 —srmym (Aemez(t) — 1)

If we can prove that
to:=sup{t €[0,T] ] z(t)\ey =1} = —c¢
then we have for all ¢ € [0, T)] that

T R A;E
A e Io Wdrids =zt < 1

a? t Ns t

and the claim readily follows. Since, z(T) = 0 it holds that to < 7. Let us now assume to the

contrary that to > 0. Then Ay, > 0, z(to) = ﬁ, 2(to) = 0 and
"0
z(t) < —— for all t € (to,T).

Since (An) is non-decreasing 2(t) >
te [to, T)

(Af—&rc)

1 ! At Nt ( 1 )
2(t) — > 00 () — .
( ( ) )‘tonto) - (A? - 6“)7775 ( ) )‘tonto

By Gronwall’s inequality this shows that

1 Mgty )
> (z(to) T N ) o mgteien ® = g
0 0

- >‘to Nto

and hence z(t) > /\zglmo > /\tlm on [tg,T), which contradicts the definition of ¢,.

B Representation of the function 7 and derivative of 9oe

(MoMto2(t) — 1) on [tg, T) and hence we have for all

In this appendix we prove two auxiliary results that are needed to solve our fixed-point equation. We
start with the following result that establishes the alternative representation of the function 7 defined

in (E12)

Lemma B.1. The map J : C°([0,T]) — C°([0,T)) defined in (3.12)) satisfies the representation (3.14).

Proof. We recall that for any ¥ € C°([0,T]) it holds that

T

T
J (@) = /f (p (—o/n(s)) — 0)ms¥s ds +/t Aol (=tpg/y(s)) ds,  t€0,T].

Using that ¢(x) = zp(z) — P(x) for all x < 0 and furthermore that

1

(Ao (t) — mdy),  te€[0,T7,
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we have that

T T
TW) = — / (A% — 58)p(—tbo o (5))tho () ds — /t 5.0, ds

T
*/t NP(=thg(s)ds,  1€[0,T].

We now use integration by parts to obtain that
T .
= [ 2 = 59— sals) d
t

— (A7 ) P(~ o)L, /A6 —osn(s) ds
4 K
= (A} = 6P~ (1)) — / (B2 20 0.) Pvutonas. ve f0.7)

where we have used that the limit of the first term in the right-hand side is zero as t — T, which can be
obtained by using L’Hospital’s rule. Plugging this into the above representation for 7 we then obtain
the desired result. O

The next lemma proves the differentiability of the solution 9¥%:¢ € C([0,7]) to the (3.11)) with respect to
the parameters # and ¢ and establishes uniform bounds for the partial derivatives. The key observation
is that the derivatives satisfy a non-standard Volterra equation with possibly unbounded kernel.

We recall that the map p : [0,00) x [0,00) — R? is defined by

I Ad—sn -9 1 T W A8
p(0,c) = i —0—E[v / a2t — O p ——5/ e~ do"wr 0% du | dt,
ag 77t Qi Ji
p2(0,¢c) =c— / R %< ds.
0
Lemma B.2. The map (0,c) — 19?’0 is differentiable for allt € (0,T] and there exists a constant K > 0

depending only on T, A\, k and n such that

ovle 1 1 ovle
< — —K— < X <K T > 0.
a0 = Kp and B e S 0, te (0,7], 6,c>0

Furthermore, p is differentiable and

T 8199 c
nr.
s, +Jo Xs e ds

+f0 XS ac
Dp(@,c) =

— [T her 2% s 1 — [T hdw, 2%  ds

where for all t € [0,T)

S5k

a8 t eros A’"T dr 1 T w AD

0 < xii=me” OtTrdr/ ni"p —5/ e o B 90e qu | ds < Kp(0)hl.
0 s s Js

Proof. In what follows K > 0 denotes a constant that may change from line to line but only depends on
T, k,n, A\. Our starting point is the equation (3.11}), which can be brought into the following form using
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an integration by parts argument (cf. Lemma [B.1)):

0, = 6 ! ! T ¥ L e W
t — nT+h6 Q() hng C— ; huﬂ—u udu + ; @Q C— . hu’ﬂ'u udu ds
T 5
— (A? — 6K)P 1 e~ Ou%drﬂuﬁu du
t 5
aS S
T A8( A6 _ T a8
t Ns Ots s
T T 4 T
—|—/ As / — Y, du ds—/ omss ds.
t s TN t

By the proof (i) of Theorem we know that for any 6, c > 0 there exists a unique solution
9% € CO([0,T))
to the above equation and the estimates and show that the mapping
(0,¢) = 9e.1y € C°([e, T))

is Lipschitz continuous, for any € > 0. This allows us to apply the dominated convergence theorem to
establish the differentiability w.r.t. 6 and to interchange differentiation and integration to obtain the
following representation of the derivative:

319?’6 _ 1 T s pe T 090
0 = nr + ﬁq (c/t homs 0y ds /t homs 70 ds
196c
—/ 2q<c—/ h‘sﬂ'uﬁacdu) (/ h 8 > ds
t
1 u 1 T s i Q’C
+ (A2 — 6k)p (—5/ e Jo 5 ﬂecdu> —/ e Jo %drﬂ's%ds
O(t t O(t t 80
T 46 k) T 5 T 5 6,c
As(As - 5ﬁ) 1 o P Ay 0,c 1 - Ar gr 8191/
—I—/t . p<—ag/s e w0 du)ag </g e . 5 du | ds
T T 9c 90
+/ As / 1 819 / 5775 19
t s T

T 6.c

099

= r -
7]T+/t (t,s) 50 ds,

where the kernel I' admits the explicit representation

h5 s S hd 1 /®
T(t,s) = =1 C’t h‘gws/t (h;) Cy du+n / Ay du
s Jt

s AD s AD S A(A0 —§ 1
+ Die™ J: e te” Js Wdrﬁs/ MDUT du — oy
t N au

forall 0 <t < s <T with

T e w AL g g
Cy:=q c—/ homs¥°ds |, Dy:=p ——5/ e Jo - ﬂuﬂu’cdu .
t ay Jt

This shows that the derivative satisfies a Volterra integral equation, which suggests that the derivative
can be bounded in terms of the kernel I'. To this end, we first prove that I' non-negative and then
establish a growth condition on the kernel that carries over to our derivative function.
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e Non-negativity of I'. The function C is caglad and non-increasing, and thus of finite variation.
Moreover, h® is continuous and increasing. Therefore, using the integration by parts formula for
finite variation functions we can transform the first two terms of I' as follows

her,
hy

s 18 1
Ct—hgﬂs/ }Z“ZCudu—&rs = wS(CS—é)—hgws/ 5 dCy, 0<t<s<T.
t (hu) [t,s) hu

In the MFG § = 0 and hence the above term is non-negative. In the N-player game § = % Let
xn be the initial position of the largest seller, i.e. the upper limit of the support of v. Since

T
e [ Hmatedr << @ NEW) £ QN (Eiro) = o

T 1
Cs = — homg%ds | > —
qlec /t cmsCds

from which we again deduce non-negativity of the above term. All other terms in the definition of
I" are non-negative as well.

we see that

e Growth bounds on T. Using again that h° is increasing we see that

1

7sCy — hiws/ —dc,
[t,5)

5
. <K<1+hS>, 0<t<s<T.

By [21] Lemma A.1] we have the following estimate

s A2 T(A9)? 1 °1
e~ OWd’"WS/ @Du—édu < K(Tfs)/ ——du < K, 0<t<s<T.
t N ay ¢ (T —u)?

From the above estimates and the monotonicity of h? it follows that the modified kernel

~ h
I'(t,s) ::F(ts)h—g, 0<t<s<T

is non-negative and bounded. Results established in [5] show that

avYe
00

is the unique and bounded solution to the Volterra integral equation

y(t) == ho t€[0,7]

T~
y(t) = hinr +/t I(t,s)y(s)ds, te€][0,T].

In particular, there exists a constant K > 0 such that

< oV, * < KX
= Te = Thpy

0<t<T.

An analogous argument establishes the differentiability of the function 19?’6 with respect to the parameter

¢ and shows that ;
09;°¢
t) = h)
y() t 8C 9

te€0,T]
uniquely solves the integral equation

T
y(t) = 2(¢) —l—/t I(t,s)y(s)ds, t€][0,T],
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where

S

2(t) = h iq(c)fiC’ +/Thgc ds| = hé/ L e
A A AN ey BT

As before we see from the right-hand side that z is non-positive and bounded. Hence, it follows that

1 o9l 1
—K— < — < z(t)— <0, 0<t<T.
R = o = Z()hf = =

To prove that p is differentiable we have to once again justify that differentiation w.r.t. 8 (resp. ¢) is
interchangeable with the integrals in the definition of p.

To this end, we notice that the above bounds for ‘agzc ’ and ‘ag—ic hold uniformly in 6,¢ > 0. Thus it

suffices to show that these bounds provide integrable majorants. For ps this follows from the presence
of the factor A in the integrand. Regarding p; we recall that by [2I, Lemma 2.6] we have that h? > Kt
for all £ > 0 and thus,

T 46 T 5 5 T 5
A —9§ 1 u AL i + Al —sn e AS 1
/ t(siﬁp _7/ e Jo Fdrﬂuﬁz,c du | elo “5dr / o Jo Wt dro = ds | dt
0 QT ay Ji t hs
T T4
gK/ (A9 — 5k) / —ds | dt
0 t S

T
<K / — (log(T) — log(1)) dt
< o0

T

A straightforward computation using Fubini’s theorem now shows that

T 5 _ T o A ) 5 s
%(9’ C) — ?zj _|_/ MP _i/ e~ jo % drﬂ_uﬁé,c du | e ot Arnir{s dr
90 ag" 0 a?nt CY? t w

T Al 6,c
([t

t

T L T Sy Gy L S L T

= =5 + mee  JO nr e’o  nr — s
ar o 00 0 Qs

1T e
xp (-6 / e~ o md%uﬁwu) ds> dt
aS S

T 0,c
nr 819157 0,c
= — ’ dt-
ak +/0 a6 Xt

The derivation of the remaining partial derivatives is analogous. The fact that x?° is non-negative
follows from its definition while its upper bound follows from the definition of h. O
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