PRICING RULES UNDER ASYMMETRIC
INFORMATION

Monique PONTIER

IM.T.
Université de Toulouse
31 062 TOULOUSE cedex 04
FRANCE
pontier@math.univ-toulouse.fr

December 9, 2009

University of Firenze, November 2009.
Academia Sinica, Taipei, April 2010.

All comments and remarks are welcome, pontier@math.univ-toulouse.fr

1 Introduction

1.1 Motivation

Asymmetric information can be considered as the problem of an insider trading : some
financial agent knows something about the future. Thus, a market model is built on a
filtered probability space (Q, (F;,t € [0,T]),P), the prices of assets being solution of a
SDE driven by W, a d-dimensional Brownian motion. From the beginning, ¢ = 0, the
investor (namely the “insider") knows a random variable L € L'(Q, Fr;R"),x € N, for
instance, he knows that some trading will be done and when it will be done; for two assets
of prices St et S?, the random variable could be their ratio at time 7' : L = In S} —In S%.
The “natural” filtration known by the insider trader is F; V o(L). But on the filtered
probability space (€, (V;,t € [0,T]),P), the process W is no longer a semi-martingale.
This is the so-called initial enlargement of filtration problem. This one is widely studied
in LN 1118. Karatzas and Pikovsky [33] studied similar problems on some examples of
real or vectorial random variables : L = Wy, L = (\,W] + (1 — \;)&;)i=1,4 with a family of
independent Gaussian variables (&;), or L = S* the price at time 1, or L = 1¢g1cpy. The
common point is the so called hypothesis Hy which will be defined below.

But if there is a set of investors with different information on the market, the trading
manages only if a price is got between them, this problem is called the “equilibrium
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problem". Here we don’t manage with other types of equilibrium, such as “Arrow-Debreu"
or “Arrow-Radner” (cf. [24]), meaning a set of agents, receiving an endowment, using it
to optimize their consumption, while balancing the market; the market is to be “clear".

Another point of view could be the so called filtering problem, meaning incomplete
information, given a signal, how to estimate the prices given a signal for the best. In any
cases, the agents have an optimization problem to solve. Such problem are solved with
Bellman principle, for instance.

1.2 Plan

Actually, this course will offer seven chapters, including an introduction to the useful tools
(Subsection 1.3).

e We first introduce some elements on enlargement of filtration, filtering, optimal
control, and Bellman principle [12, 15, 30].

e Then in Chapter 2 we present Kyle’s seminal paper about “insider trading and
rational anticipation" [35]: the aim is to set the existence of an equilibrium price
when there exists not only market maker and noise traders but also an insider trader;
the model is a discrete time model.

e Always in a discrete time model, Chapter 3 concerns an extension of this insider
trading whith nonlinear equilibria with risk neutrality, respectively with risk aver-
sion, following El Karoui and Cho [7].

e Chapter 4 presents continuous case, first Back’s point of view [3] and secondly Cho’s
extension [8].

e This work is then extended in [41] to strategic noise traders (Chapter 5).
e Chapter 6 presents another type of equilibrium (cf. [24]).

e Finally, in Chapter 7 we quickly present some other points of view (e.g. Campi
and Cetin, Jouini and Napp, Schweizer, Lasserre.... cf. some lectures in AMaMef
workshop-Toulouse January 2007).

1.3 Stochastic tools

1.3.1 Initial enlargement of filtrations

Let a filtered probability space (€2, (F;,t € [0,77]),P), with some processes given by the
equation :

= S8+ /SZMH/SZU dW,),0 <t <T,Sy €R%Li=1---,d.
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where W is d-dimensional Brownian motion and (.,.) denotes the scalar product in R%.
We “enlarge" the filtration with an initial information, for instance a random variable
L e LYQ,Fr;R"),k € N, or a o-algebra G. The “enlarged” filtration is F; V o(L). To
apply the standard results, we use the associated right continuous filtration, denoted by
YV:Vi=Net(FsVo(l)),te[0,T].

But on the filtered probability space (€2, (W, t € [0,77),P), the process W is no longer a
semi-martingale. Following Féllmer and Imkeller [14], an equivalent probability measure
@ is built such that under @, for all t < T, the o-algebra F; is independent of o(L).
Thus W is a (¥, Q)-Brownian motion. Another useful method is the initial enlargement
of filtrations, it allows to find some conditions on L (or on G) so that there exist a Y-
Brownian motion B and an increasing process A satisfying W; = B;+ A;. This was studied
when L is a Gaussian random variable by Yor [45], Chaleyat-Maurel and Jeulin [6].

More generally, Jacod [28] did the same when the family of conditional laws Q(w, .)
of L given F; is dominated almost surely by a non-random measure ; see also Song |44].
The Bouleau-Hirsch [4] results give some simple conditions on L so that these conditional
laws are dominated by the Lebesgue measure. With some extra hypotheses, Imkeller [26],
specifies the decomposition of the semi-martingale W.

Below, we give the links between some hypotheses allowing enlargement of filtration.

1.3.2 Hypotheses, cf. [20]

Consider a probability space (€2, A, P) with filtration (F;, ¢ < T, Fpr C A) ; an informed
agent has an initial (at ¢ = 0) private information described by a o-field G C A, (a
general example is G = o(L) for a random variable L € L'(Q, Fr;R"), k € N). The right
continuous filtration (), = Ng=¢(Fs V G),t € [0,T]) will denote the information of the
informed agent.

This section is devoted to show the link between different hypotheses which allow the
enlargement of filtration which is necessary to study market with informed agent. Indeed
the semi-martingales describing prices evolution in the market without an informed agent
(F) need to be also semi-martingales in the market with informed agent ().

The first hypothesis is
(H') : YM € Myo(F,P),IM" € Myoe(Y,P) such that M, = M, — A;,Vt € [0, T,

where A is a finite variations process. (H') is granted as soon as the conditional law of L
given F; is absolutely continuous with respect to a deterministic measure for all ¢ € [0, 7T)
(Jacod [28]).

The second and third hypotheses are (H3) and (H ;) which imply (H') (cf. Proposition
1.4 below) :

(H3) :3Q ~ P; such that under Q,Vt < T, F; is independent of G.



(Hy) : The conditional law of L given F; is equivalent to the law of L,Vt < T.
Here ¢(t,.) will denote the density between the two probability laws.

When G = o(L), (H;) implies (H') and under (H ;) the probability law defined by, for

al A< T, Q= mﬁ” on Y4 has the following properties:

under @), F; and G are independent and Qz, = P5,,Vt < A.

Remark 1.1 J. Amendinger (his thesis and [1]) supposes (Hj), then shows (Hs), and
actually uses always the property (Hs) in his proofs. So, we can apply his results. He
establishes also that under (Hy), filtration F NV G is right continuous as soon as F. is
(Proposition 3.4, [1]).

Simple examples for which Hypothesis (Hs) is verified are given in [18| ; examples,
for which hypothesis (H') is verified but (Hj3) is not, are given in [16].

Remark 1.2 Let R a probability law which verifies (Hsz). Then, there exists an equiv-
alent probability Q, satisfying (Hs), and such that Vt < T,Qr, = Pz, Indeed, let
Zr = EIP’[ZTI;/}—I‘J and Q = (Z})) 'R on Y, ; let H € L>®(F;) and Y € L>*(G), if
H' = (Z})"'H, this random variable is in L'(F;, R), then

EQ[H.Y] = Exl(Z) " HY] = Ex[H'"Y] = En(H)En(Y) = Ep(H)En(Y).
So G and F; are independent under Q@ and Qr, = Pz, Vt <T.

Hypothesis (H;) is linked with Hypothesis (27) in Follmer-Imkeller [14]. The next
proposition is near to Remarks (28) and (29) in this paper.

Proposition 1.3 If G = o(L), then (Hs) and (H;) are equivalent.

Proof : The proof done in [18| never uses the continuity of processes in the story....so it
can be used here. °

Proposition 1.4 Hypothesis (H3) implies hypothesis (H').

Proof : Let Q = HP,H € L'(Q2, A,P), be the probability law under which F and G are
independent and such that Q|r, = P|#, ; let Z, = Ep[H/F], it is a (F,P) martingale.
Let M € Mo(F,P), then (Protter page 109 [42]) we have

M =M — (Z)il[ZaM] S Mloc<f7Q>' (1)
Butift < T, Q|r, =P|g then Z; =1 and M' = M.

The independence of G and F;,Vt < T, under @ shows that M’ € M,.(), Q). The
process Z; = Eq[H'/Y] is a (Y, Q) martingale. Then again using Girsanov theorem,

M" = M — (Z°)"\[2", M) = M — (Z°)"".|2", M] € Myoe(V, P). 2)



Remark 1.5 If the martingale M, in the proof of the previous proposition, admits a
representation property then [Z*, M| is absolutely continuous with respect to [M, M]. This
s done for martingales driven by a Brownian motion and a point process as an example.

In Grorud-Pontier 2001 [20] is given a sufficient condition including hypothesis (H')
to satisfy (Hjs) for models in which prices are driven by a Brownian motion and a point
process (actually similar to Novikov condition in case of Girsanov formula).

1.3.3 Stochastic Filtering

A signal process X is observed via another continuous process Y, namely the “observation
process". This one generates its natural filtration, ). The aim is to estimate the signal
for the best using the observations, more precisely, to get the ),-conditional law of X,
for any time t, denoted as m;. Process 7 is characterized as a solution of a SDE. This
Y,-conditional law of X, is a stochastic process t — m; taking its value in the space of
probability measures. Generally, the observation process is

t
Y;:YO+/ h(X)ds + W;, t > 0.
0

Under some topological or stochastic properties as separability, optional projection or
weak topology are needed. Then, the construction of a regular conditional probability
can be done, with some sufficient conditions on function A to get the innovation process,

t
It = )/;g — / Ws(h)ds
0

as a Brownian motion. Now let the famous Fujisaki-Kallianpur-Kunita representation
theorem:

Theorem 1.6 If for allt > 0, h(X) € L*(Q x [0,t]) and fo |7s(h)||?ds < oo, then Vn
Yso-measurable there exists a )-progressively measumble process v such that

t
n=E@)+ / vs.dl.
0

An important point in this theory is the filtering equations, in the case of the signal
X is a diffusion driven by a p-Brownian motion V:

t
X =X + /f ds+Z/ oI (X)dVI, i=1,--- .d.
0

Its initial law is denoted as 7r0, and there exists an operator A on the bounded Borelian
functions such that ¢(X;) — fo Ap(X)ds is a martingale. Thus yields Kushner-
Stratonovitch equation:

m(p) = mo () +/0 ms(Ap)ds —I—/O 7s(p.h) — ms(P)ms(h)dI.



1.3.4 Optimal control, Bellman principle
This is useful starting from Chapter 4.

Let a value function to maximize with respect to a set of strategies S, meaning a set
of predictable processes:
a— ElU(a, X)].

Usually the optimal conditional value after ¢ is defined:

P, (t) = esssup{ E[U (&, X)/F], o0 = o}

Lemma 1.7 ¢f. [12] (N. El Karoui’s version of Bellman’s principle).
For alla € S, @, has to be a supermartingale.
Moreover, a is an optimal control is equivalent to the fact that ®, is a martingale.

As soon as X is a diffusion process with infinitesimal generator £, this lemma and Ito
formula imply that the value function is solution of a partial differential equation, named
Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation. Indeed, since X is a Markov process, actually there
exists a function F'* (supposed for the moment to be smooth) such that

t
O, (t) = F(t, X;) = F*(0, Xo) +/ LEFY(s, X;)ds + M,
0

where M is a martingale. So
a is an optimal control < LF(t,X;) =0 dt ® dP a.s.
If the support of process X is [0,7] x U we get a PDE:
LF*(s,z) =0, V(t,z) € [0,T] x U

with boundary conditions convenient to the problem to be solved.
Bellman’s principal could be named Dynamic Programming Principle and leads to Hamilton-
Jacobi-Bellman equation. If process X is controlled by a:

dX; = b( Xy, a)dt + o( X}, a)dWy, with the function to be maximized E[fOTf(t,Xt,a)dt],
we introduce the so-called Hamiltonian:

1
H(t,x,p, M) =sup |—b(z,a).p — 502(30, a).M — f(t,z,a)
a€S

and the above value function F' is solution to:
—O0,F(t,x) + H(t,z,0,F, (t,v)0? F(t,x)) =0, F(T,r) = D(x)

if D(X7) is the terminal cost.



2 Insider trading and rational anticipation

In the seminal paper [35], Kyle askes three questions:

- how quickly is new private information about the underlying value of a speculative
commodity incorporated into market prices?

- how does noise trading affect the volatility of prices?

- what determines the liquidity of a speculative market?

Kyle considers a market with one risky assets and one riskless assets under (Gaussian
hypotheses. There are three agents:

- the insider trader has access to a private observation of the expost liquidation value
of the risky assets,

- uninformed noise traders trade randomly (according to a centered Gaussian law),

- the market maker set prices efficiently, meaning conditionnally on the public infor-
mation he has about the assets quantities tradered by all the traders.

Dicrete-time model can be considered, so trading times are each auction times, or continuous-
time model with continuous trading. At each time, the traders choose the quantities they
will trade, using their own information. After that, the market maker set a price and
trades the quantity which will make the market clear.

Here is summarized this discrete time model (1985) [35].

2.1 Model and notations.

Let the expost liquidation value of the risky assets be denoted as V, a Gaussian random
variable N(p, o?).

The noise trader trades the quantity @ ~ N(0,02), random variable independent of V.
The insider trader trades the quantity Z. The insider trader knows V' from the beginning,
but he can’t observe 4. We can assume that there exists a function X such that z = X (V),
X is the so-called insider’s “strategy”.

The market maker has to set the researched price, denoted p. He observes the global
demand of the risky asset:  + @ and so we can assume that there exists a function P
such that p = P(Z + ).

Then the insider’s profit will be on time 1:

=V -p)i=(V-PXV)+a)X(V). (3)
Finally, there exists functions 7 and p such that

7=7(X,P); p=p(X,P).



2.2 Equilibrium

The insider is risk neutral and his aim is to optimize his profit. Otherwise, the market
maker has to set a price so that the market will be clear. So we get the following definition:

Definition 2.1 An equilibrium is a pair of functions (X, P) satisfying:
- X is optimal: for any strategy X', El7(X,P)/V] > E[x(X', P)/V],
- p(X, P) = E[V/Z + 1] (the price is said to be “rational” or “efficient”).

It appears like a fix point problem. This problem is too general and complex. Here the
functions X and P are constrained to be affine functions, so we get:

Theorem 2.2 (Th. 1 page 1319) There exists a unique equilibrium in which the functions
X and P are linear:

X(v) = U—QZ(U—ZD);P(y)szr1 Z—zy- (4)

o 2 -

Proof : Following the linear hypothesis, put:
Py)=p+ Xy ; X(v)=a+ pu.

A natural constraint is A > 0, since the prices usually increase with the demand. Thus
the insider’s profit is

F=(V-P@E+a)i=(V—pu— i+ ),

and conditionnally on V' = v, given the independence between V' and @ and the fact that
U is centered:

Er/V =v]=(v—p— A\o)Z.
On one hand, since A > 0, the optimal profit is reached with

Tt = U=
2\
(n—v)*

and the expected optimal profit is 7 = “=.

On the other hand, we look for (i, \) such that the equilibrium pricing rule could be
efficient given z = x*:

VvV —
p+y=E[V/z*+i=y]=E V/Tu+ﬂ:y .



Once again, Gaussian and independence hypotheses yield the pair (V] %+ﬂ) is Gaussian
with mean (p, %) and covariance matrix I':

2 o2
r—=|(¢ 2
2\ u 402

Thus the conditional expectation is:

o2

EVje +i=y|=p+—21(y- 5
v/ y]pgg+§(y o)
The identification to the function p + Ay yields the result: A = 57~ and p =p. °
Remember, if (X,Y) ~ N,
cov(X,Y)
EX)Y=yl=EX)+ ———=(y— EY)).
X/Y =] = B(X) + (il BOY)

2.3 Sequential auction equilibrium: N auctions

Then Kyle extends his results to a sequence of auctions, meaning that auctions occur on
times tp = 0 < t; < -+ < ty_1 < 1. Once again, the expost liquidation value of the
risky assets is denoted as V, Gaussian random variable N (p, o). The noise trader trades
Au, on time t,, a Gaussian random variable N (0, (¢, — t,_1)02), independent of V. The
insider trader trades Ax,, on time t,. Then the market maker set the price p,, on this time,
depending of the global demand Aw,, + Ax,. The insider observes V' and also knows the
prices on each time auction, so the strategy is given by:

Tp = Xn(ﬁ()a e 725717 V)
Similarly, Vn, there exists a function P,:
ﬁn - Pn(uo‘i'moa"' >un+xn)'

The insider’s profit is
N

Th = Z(V — ﬁk)ﬂfk

k=n

Definition 2.3 A sequential auction equilibrium is a pair of RY valued functions
(X, P) satisfying:

- X is optimal: ¥Yn = 1,--- | N, for any strategy X' such that X; = X/,i=1,--- ;n—1,
E[ﬂ-n(va)/ﬁh ,]5”7‘/] Z E[ﬂ-n(X/)P)/ﬁla”' 725717‘/]’

-Vn=1,--- N, po(X,P) = E[V/x; + u;,i = 1,...,n].
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Once again, he restricts the component functions X and P to be affine functions, and in

this case, they are recursive. Thus he get

Theorem 2.4 th 2 page 1322.
There exists a unique linear equilibrium and this equilibrium is a recursive one.

Axn - ﬁn(v - ﬁn—l)Atna
Ap, = M(Az, + Auy,),
o2 = Var(V/Az + Auy, -+, Az, + Auy,)

n

E['ﬁ—n/pla Y 7% U] - an—l(v - pn—1)2 + 577,—1-

Here the constants are the unique solution to the difference equation system, n =1, ...

1
Op1 = ay =0,

AN, (1 — ap)y)’
St = 6+ anN0 Al Sy =0,

1—2a,)\
nAtn - = ;
b 20, (1 — ap\y)
Bno2
YT e

o2 = (1= BudAty)o?
given the condition \,(1 — a,A,) > 0.
We here omit the proof.

How to interpret these parameters 7 We quote Kyle (page 1323):

“The parameters 3,,n = 1,--- , N, characterize the insider’s strategy and measure
the intensity with which he trades on the basis of his private information,

the parameters \,,n = 1,--- | N, characterize the recursive pricing rule and measure
the depth of the market (small A\, correspond to a deep market),

the parameters o,,n = 1,---, N, give the error variance of prices after the n"
auction and measure how much of the insider’s private information is not yet incor-
porated into prices (as estimated by market makers),

the parameters o, 1, d,_1, define a quadratic profit function which gives the value
of trading opportunities at auction n."
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2.4 Conclusion

The answers to Kyle’s questions (2):

the informed trader trades in such a way that his information is incorporated into prices
gradually.

The constant volatility reflects the fact that information is incorporated into prices at a
constant rate. Furthermore, all of the insider’s private information is incorporated into
prices by the end of trading in a continuous auction equilibrium.

An ex ante doubling of the quantities traded by noise traders induces the insider and
market maker to double the quantities they trade, but has no effect on prices, and thus,
doubles the insider’s profit.

The meaning is given below, in a definition which will be useful later.

Definition 2.5 A “doubling strategy” is to double the price up to winning.... to buy the
assets with the hope that the traders will buy more and more and thus the prices would
imncrease....

This notion is more or less linked to arbitrage opportunities.
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3 Insider trading and nonlinear equilibria, [7] 2000

Here the Gaussian hypothesis is relaxed for the risky assets law. Moreover, the authors
exhibit necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of an equilibrium. As Kyle
does it, they only consider two times: t = 0 or ¢ = 1. The insider’s strategy only depends
on the signal S and doesn’t depend on the time, neither the market maker’s observation,
Y. Equilibrium price is characterized as a fixed point of a system, only depending on the
assets law.

Two examples are studied where law of the risky assets are more accurate. Finally, the
authors present what is the influence of the utility function on the equilibrium, depending
of it is risk adverse or not.

3.1 The model

section 2, pages 23-25
Once again, there are three agents

- the insider trader has access to a private observation: he knows a signal S on the
expost liquidation value V' of the risky assets, S = V + &, here £ is a Gaussian random
variable N(0,7?), independent of V, (the law of which is very general for the moment).
Knowing S, he uses this knowledge to invest X on the risky assets and his strategy is
X = «(9), his initial investment on the risky assets is Xj.

- the uninformed noise trader trades randomly and invests Z, Z law is a Gaussian law
N(0,02),

- the market maker observes the sum Y; = X; + Z; but not separately. Then he
set prices efficiently, meaning conditionnally on the public information he has about the
assets quantities tradered by all the traders: P, = E(V/Y)) = H(Y7).

On one hand, H is a function depending on the strategy «, let us denote it H,. On the
other hand, the insider’s aim is to optimize the expected utility function of his terminal
wealth, meaning W1 (H, o) = VX, + [V — H(a(S) + Z)]a(S), given his information Z =
o(Yy, S, Xo) :

a = Elu(VXo+[V = H(a(S) + 2)]a(5))/7].

Remark that:
H(a(S) + Z) is the selling price,
[V — H(a(S) + Z)]a(S) is the profit.

3.2 Nonlinear equilibrium

3.1. pages 25-26
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Definition 3.1 An equilibrium is a pair of measurable functions (H,a) satisfying:
- H is a rational price, meaning H(Y1) = E[V/Y1].
-« is H-optimal: for any strategy o/, E[W,(H, «)/Z] > E[W1(H, ') /Z].

Firstly, the insider computes H, given «, then he optimizes a — E[W;(H,, a)/Z].

In a first step, the authors assume u = Id (meaning the insider is risk neutral). In
such a case, X is irrelevant, we assume Xy = 0. They also suppose that £ = 0, meaning
that insider’s information is not noisy.

Proposition 3.2 Let f; the probability density function of the random variable Zy. For
any strategy o, below the expectation is w.r.t. V:

_ ElVfz(y —a(V))]

Haly) = EWV/a(V)+ Z =4l = 50— o)

Remark that anyway, V' > 0 implies H,(y) > 0.
Proof : Using Bayes rule, the law of (V,Y) is given by the product of the conditionnal
law of Y given V times the law of V, meaning F;(y — a(V')) x Fy(v). By the way,

_ fU-fZ(y - a(U))Fv(dU)
[ f2(y — a(v)) Fy(dv)

EV]Y =y

A corollary yields:

Corollary 3.3 Since the law of Z is the Gaussian law N(0,02),

B[V exp(o;,*(ya(V) — 50°(V)))]

Elexp(oy,2(ya(V) = 50* (V)] -

Ha(y) =

The insider’s second step is to optimize a — E[(V — H,(a+ Z))a/Z] in the functions of
V set.

Proposition 3.4 The pair (H*, ") is an equilibrium if (and only if ¢)
1. Yv € supp(V), a*(v) solves E[(1+ 0,?2Z)Hu(x + Z)] = v.

2. v a*(v) is strictly increasing on supp(V).

3. H* = H,~.

Proof ([7] page 26): in the case when £ = 0, Xy = 0, actually Z = o(V). So let

J: a— EW(H,a)/I] = E[(v—H(a+ Z))a].
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As a first step, assume that the function H is twice differentiable and that we can differ-
entiate under the integral. In such a case, 0,J = Ejv — H(a + Z) — aH'(a + Z)] and
0%, J = —E2H (o + Z) + aH” (a + Z)]. A sufficient condition for o* to be optimal is to
satisfy

EH(a+Z)+aH (a+ Z)] = v, (7)
E2H (a+ Z)+aH" (a+ Z)] > 0. (8)

Since the law of Z is the Gaussian law N(0,02), we could get (notice here y — (V) is Z)
OuE[H(a+ Z)] = 0,?E[ZH(a + Z)]
and the condition (7) could be written as following
E[(1+aZo,>)H(a+ Z)] = v, (9)
that is condition 1.
If we now consider the implicit equation which links « and v, yields:

Vo € Supp(V), E[H(a(v)+ Z) + a(v)H (a(v) + Z)] =v

and we differentiate this equation with respect to v:
o) (ER2H (a+Z)+aH (a+ Z)]) =1

meaning that condition (8) is equivalent to o/(v) > 0, this is condition 2.

Thus conditions 1 and 2 are sufficient for o* to be optimal, and so the function H*
defined in Proposition 3.2 with such o*, the obtained pair (H*, a*) is an equilibrium. e

Conversely, I disagree the authors since these are not necessary conditions: indeed,
a solution to (7) could be an optimum without the function J would be concave, id est
Condition (8).....

Anyway, the matter is still very difficult to solve because the implicit equation. Below
two simple examples which can be solved.

3.3 Nonlinear equilibrium with Binomial law of V'

Suppose that V' is a Binomial random variable:
PV =v)=p; PV=v)=qg=1-—p,vy < ;.
So let a(v;) = oy, i = 0,1. We obtain the closed formula for H,:

_pur exp(o,; 2 (yaq — %a%) + quo exp(o;, % (yag — %ag)

Ha y -
) pexp(o,?(yon — %04%) + gexp(o,?(yag — %Q(Q))

The sufficient optimality conditions are then:
when v = v;, v; = E[(1 + 0,20, Z)H (a; + Z)], ap < .

14



Proposition 3.5 (prop 5 page 28)
Under the hypothesis of a Binomial random variable V, a(V') is optimal yields ayog = —0*.

Then a unique equilibrium s defined by

puiexp(o,*(yar — 501)) + quo exp(o,*(yao — 30%))

T = b2y — ad)) + gexploz (g — 1ad)) 1o
a] = the unique positive solution of (11)
0 - 1+o0,%xZ
B pexp(Z(og2w +271) + 50,2 (v + o2r 1) +q]
ap = —ou(ay) (12)

Proof : (only an idea...) Actually the first condition is a degenerate linear system in
(vg,v1) so we produce a necessary condition on (ap, ;). Nevertheless, the uniqueness is
not so easy to prove, nor the last condition. Actually, in Appendix A, the authors prove
condition (12) but only a numerical approach in Appendix B indicates the existence of a
unique solution of (11). o

Naturally, the higher the variance o, of the noise trading is, the deeper the market
is, and thus larger the insider’s optimal strategy. Note that the optimal strategy doesn’t
depend on explicit value v;, but only depends on “good or bad news". The postannounce-
ment value Wy, depends on v; — vyp.

3.4 Nonlinear equilibrium with absolutely continuous law of V

3.2. pages 29-30

We assume that V' admits an invertible distribution function F' (meaning F' strictly in-
creasing). Let @ be the standard Gaussian law distribution function, and h = F~! o .
Remark that actually this function h is almost surely differentiable. Then this hypothesis
means that © = h=1(V) is a standard Gaussian random variable.

In this subsection, we restrain the insider’s strategies to be linear w.r.t. ©:

A={a:Viah " (V)+b; a>0, beR}

So yields a “quasi-linear equilibrium", and Y = a(V)+Z = ah (V) +b+7Z = aO+b+ Z.
In such a case, the pair (Y, 7) is a Gaussian one. Remember Z ~ N(0, o2).

Proposition 3.6 (prop. 7 p.30)
When the distribution function F of V is a continuous one, and the insider’s strategies

a €A h=F"1o®, there exists a unique quasi-linear equilibrium as soon as there exists
(a,b) € R} x R such that h satisfies

- /
E h[a2+02(ax+b)+X]+&2+02(a$+b)h[a2+02

u u u

(ax +b) + X|| = h(x), Vz € R,
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where X is a Gaussian random variable N(—b—7%—,1 — o’ ). In such a case, the

Fror L T @l
equilibrium is the pair (o, H):
a(V) = ah (V) +b, (13)
ay ab o2
H = FEh ~ N(— ) 14
W) = B4 D) T~ N ST (14

Proof : The first step is to compute the function H using Corollary 3.3:

E[h(®) exp(o,*(y(a® +b) — 5(a® +1)*))]
Elexp(o,(y(a® +b) — 5(a© +1)%))]

Ha(y) =

remark that (o, 2(y(at + b) — 3(at + b)?)) — 3t* = —daten g sy O(a by, 0y),

2 o2 a?+o?
then a cancellation yields:
o2 1a®+ o2 aly —b)\”
Hoy) = [ h(t)y] ——"oxp—= u (- dt
) / ®) 27(a® + o2) =Py o2 ( a?+ o2

thus, putting ¢t = Zgﬂ;@ + uy/ (a20+502)’
a(y —b) o2 /1 1,
aly) / ( a?+ o2 Tu (a® + o2) or P T

which can be summarized as

h <“(y =Yy 0—5>] . where U ~ N(0,1). (15)

H, =F
() a?+ o2 (a® + o2)

Now since a > 0 condition (8) in Proposition 3.4 proof is satisfied.
So we look for (a,b) € R’ x R such that condition (7) could be satisfied Vz € R,:

W) = Eyy h(a(ax—l—Z) I o2 >+a(ax+b)h,<a(a:c+Z) U o2 )

a’+ o2 a’+ o2 a’+ o2 a* + o2 a’ + o2

In the particular case where F'is a Gaussian distribution function, meaning
h:xw zoy +p, B = oy,

we obtain Kyle’s equilibrium as a particular case, cf. (4) above: following the proposition,
Vo € R, (a,b) has to satisfies

~alax) | alaw +0b)
a2+ o2 a’ + o2

=a* =02, b=0.

recovering Kyle’s result: o*(V) = , /Z—?(V — D).
\'4
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Corollary 3.7 cor 8, page 30.
Let V' a Gaussian random variable N(p, o), then there erists a unique quasilinear equi-
librium which is exactly Kyle’s equilibrium:

H(y)=§\/a—gy+p;a(8)=(s—p) pog
u Vv

3.5 Risk adverse versus risk neutral

4. pages 30-33

Finally, the authors study the influence of utility, but in a simpler case: V' is a Gaussian
random variable N(m, %) and H(y) = Ay + p, A > 0. The signal S =V + ¢, £ being a
Gaussian random variable N(0,7?), n* < o%.

3.5.1 Risk neutral case

Proposition 3.8 Under these hypotheses, there exists a unique linear equilibrium

* _]' Oy — 1 . * - 0-5
1) = 5y Dm0t = -y [ 57

Proof : The optimal value is J(s) = sup, E[(s — H(a + Z))a]. Once again, H is
constrained to be y — Ay + p, A > 0. Since E(Z) = 0, we go to maximise

: . s—u
o+ as — Aa — p), meaning a* = 5.

Now we turn to a rational price, meaning

Hy)=EV/ja+Z=y|, a+Z=—7—+17,

the pair (V, Y25 + Z) being a Gaussian vector with mean (m,”£) and covariance

- » T2
matrix: )
2 v
r—=|(% 2
e A
22 Tu Nz

Thus the conditional expectation is:

oy
— m J—
BlVja+2 =y =m+—2r(y— =)
2 oy +n 2\
Oy + 4)2
The identification to the function 4+ Ay yields the result:
o2+ 1? o2 1 [o2 — 2
Mo? + Y =Y = A=/ H 16
(0wt~ ) = 5y 2\ "o (16)
1

p=m—g(m—p) = p=m. (17)
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Remark 3.9 As n? increases to o, the insider observes less and less the value V. So
the price pressure \* goes to 0 and « goes to infinity. The reason is that it is unrealistic
to suppose the insider to be risk neutral.... So the authors go to an insider who is risk
adverse.

3.5.2 Risk adverse case

For instance, let the utility function w, :  +— e, v < 0, |y| is the risk aversion rate.
Despite the unrealistic aspect, let us assume that Xy = x is a public observation, and we
admit the following result:

Proposition 3.10 prop 10 page 32.

Suppose that V a Gaussian random variable N(m,o%), and the insider’s utility function
is Uy : x = e’ v < 0. Then there exists a uniqgue LINEAR equilibrium defined as
following.

2 * ok

o) = Xy+m- T (18)
2

o*(s) = ¢*[3—m+%], (19)

where ¢* 1s a positive solution to

(o7 +0?)?6° — (o — 03)¢" +0iloy + 20 (07 +17°))¢° + 2050767 + youn®o + oy =0
and )

oy o

SR PG Y

The author claim the uniqueness of positive solution ¢* but the proof is to be com-
pleted.

Remark that this equilibrium goes to the risk neutral equilibrium (above) when v goes
to 0.

Look also after the behaviour when v goes to —oo: in such a case the equation goes
to
S’ (ov +n*)*0" + oylov + 20 (o +0*)|¢* + oun’] = 0
meaning there exists no more solution when the risk aversion rate increases too much,
except ¢ = a* = 0...

Finally, by contrast to the risk neutral case, the trading strategy doesn’t explode even
though the price pressure is very small.
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4 Continuous time (cf. [3] 1992 and [8] 2003.)

Below we look at Back’s work, then Cho’s extension, both in continuous time frame.

4.1 Back

Once again, the insider trader is risk neutral. As is the case in many other models, the
continuous-time version is more tractable than the discrete-time version: all the processes
could be semi-martingales. This also allows the price law to be more general than a
Gaussian law. Moreover, it concerns non necessary linear functions X and P.

4.1.1 The model

Let (9, A, P) a probability space. Here, ¢ belongs to [0, 1]. There exists a constant riskless
assets. The insider knows the expost terminal price V| the signal, with law F: trading
price after the release of information. F' is continuous, V € L2, the interior U of supp(V)
is supposed to be an interval (finite or not).

Noise traders order according to a process Z, Brownian motion independant of V.
The insider trader orders according to a process X, cadlag semi-martingale A + M. The
market maker observes the sum Y = X + Z. On time ¢, he set the price P, = H (Y}, 1),
H € C*Y(R,[0,1]), H(Zy,1) € L? Vt, y — H(y,t) is strictly monotoneous. Since H~!
exists and the insider observes P;, he also knows Z;.

Different filtrations are defined on (2, .4,P) concerning the different information:
FZ F:=F?Vvao(V), FY for instance.

Let (B, X) the insider’s portfolio, so his wealth is the semi-martingale W, = B;+ P, X;.
We suppose that this portfolio is self financing, so dW; = X;-dPF,, since the riskless asset
is constant, equal to 1.

Notice that the price could have a jump on terminal time: P, = H(Y3,1) # V.

Thus, assuming W, = 0, the insider’s terminal wealth is:

1
W1 - (V—Pl)X1+/ Xt—dPt.
0
Integration by part formula (Ito formula) yields:
1 1
X1P1:/ Xtht+/ Ptdet‘f‘[X,P}t,
0 0
SO )
W1:/ (V—Pt,)dXt—[X,P]t
0

This can be interpreted as the value of the terminal position V. X less the cost of acquiring
it fol P,-dX;. This formula can be linked to Kyle’s formula concerning insider’s profit (3)

=V -p)t=(V-PXV)+a)X(V)
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4.1.2 Notations and definitions

We denote H the set of functions H satisfying
H e C*Y(R,[0,1]), H(Zy,1) € L* Vt, y — H(y,t) is strictly monotoneous, so d,H > 0.
‘H is the set of pricing rules.

Recall that the filtration generated by the process Z and the random variable V' above
is denoted as F.

We denote X the set of F-semi-martingales X such that when H € 'H,
1
E[/ HQ(Xt_ + Zt)dt] < 00,
0

(this hypothesis avoids the price to be too great, to rule out “doubling strategies"’, page
394 1-12 (7), meaning to double the bet up to win), X is the set of the insider’s trading
strategies. Obviously X; is a measurable function of V.

Definition 4.1 A pricing rule H is said to be rational if dt ® dPP almost surely

H(Y,.t) = E[V/F].

A strateqy X is said to be optimal if it mazrimizes the conditional terminal wealth,
meaning the application on X

X v B /0 (V — P,_)dX, — [X, P],/o(V)]. (20)

4.1.3 Equilibrium

Definition 4.2 A pair (H,X) € H x X is an equilibrium if H is a rational price and
X an optimal trading strategy.

Let @ the Gaussian distribution function of Z; and F this one of V, supposed to be
continuous strictly increasing, so F'~! exists and is too continuous strictly increasing. The
main results (Theorems 1, 2, 3 pages 396-397) are summarized below.

Theorem 4.3 There exists an equilibrium (H, X) defined as following:

H(y,t) = E[F'o®(y+ 2 — 7)), (21)

X(V) = (1-1) /0 e ‘ElF_(Z))Q_ Zs s, (22)

Proof: This “verification theorem" is a consequence of the following lemmas.
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Lemma 4.4 Let h be a differentiable strictly monotoneous function s.t. h(Z;) € L'
Suppose the pricing rule on R x [0, 1] is

H: (y,t) — Elh(y+ Z, — Z)].
Let on U x R, j(v,y) = f 1(U)(v — h(z))dz, and on U x R x [0, 1],
J(Uayvt) = E[](va + Zl - Zt)]a

where v is considered as a constant. If J(v,0,0) < oo, then J is a smooth solution of the
Bellman equation on U x Rx]0, 1]

max |0;J + 0y Ja + = 0282 J+ (V- H)a| =0, (23)

(oIS

and boundary condition:

J(v,y,1) > J(v,h  (v),1) =0 Yv e UVy <h *(v). (24)

Be cautious below differentiating the expectation, but formally, with such a definition,
J satisfies 0,J = H — V, and using Ito formula for j(v,y + Z; — Z;) from ¢ to 1 and its
expectation, we check 0,.J + 50%82,J = 0, so yields (23).

Boundary condition (24) is a consequence of h strict monotonicity: y < z < h™(v) =
hy) < h(z) <v= J(v,y,1) = j(v,y) > 0. .

Lemma 4.5 Let H an arbitrary pricing rule. Suppose a nonnegative, smooth solution of
(23), (24), J, exists. Then for any trading strategy X, the expected profit (20) is no larger
than E[J(V,0,0)].

Any trading strategy X := A+ M which has continuous paths, for which M = 0, and
which implies H(Y1,1) =V almost surely, gives an expected profit equal to E[J(V,0,0)]
and 1s therefore an optimal strategy.

If X s any trading strategy that includes discrete orders, or has a nonzero local mar-
tingale part, or does not imply H(Y1,1) =V almost surely, then the expected profit from
X is strictly less than E[J(V,0,0)].

e Since J, H satisfy (23), 8,J =V — H, and 9,J + 50292,J < 0. Using It6 developpe-
ment we get

1 1
J(V,Yl,l)—J(V,0,0):/ 8yJ(V,Y;,3)dYs+/ 0, J(V, Yy, s)ds
0 0

/ 2 2 IV, Y, 8)d[Y, Y+ > [J(V.Ye,8)=J(V, Ve, )= A, X0, (V. Y,_, 5)].

0<s<1
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Technical computations and independence between Z and V' yield the result con-
cerning the expected profit:

E[/OI(V — P)dXy — [X, Pli/o(V)] < J(V,0,0).

e The equality is reached when X is a continuous finite variation process and yields
to H(Y1,1)=V).

e If not (meaning X doens’t satisfy one of the previous conditions), then

ﬂA%ﬂJ%M&—Mﬂ%WWN<ﬂM&W

Lemma 4.6 If the insider trader follows the strategy (22)

X = [ T

0

then the process Y is a F-Brownian bridge with instantaneous variance o2, terminating
at @1 o F(V).
2

And Y is a F¥ —Brownian motion with zero drift and instantaneous variance .

Actually, with this strategy

Lo F(V) -,
1—+t

dY, = dt + dz;,
which is (6.23) in Karatzas Schreve 1987, page 358, so by (6.26)

ds

t
Z
Ytzté—loF(V)Jr(l—t)/ 4Zs

so that Y is a 7 —Brownian bridge. More precisely, by a developpement and an integration

by part:
Po-lo F(V) - Z,
0 _

Moreover, with respect to FY, %Y is a F¥ —Brownian motion (think of innovation
process in filtering theory) °

Proof Theorem 4.3 needs to check two points
e H(y,t) is a rational price, meaning H(y,t) = E[H(Z1,1)/Z; = vy,
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e the proposed strategy is optimal.

The first point is a consequence of Lemma 4.6: equality in law between Z on F and
Y on FY, so

E[H(Z,,1)/Z; = y] = E[F_l o ®(2)/Z = y| = E[F_l o®(y+ 21— Zi)/Z = v,
H(y,t) = E[F*1 od(y+ 71 — Zy)]

For the second point, H(Y;,1) = F~'o®(Y}) = V using Lemma 4.6 and independence
between V' and Z. Since the proposed strategy satisfies this property, and is continuous
with finite variation, Lemma 4.5 concludes the proof.

Now, the following is more or less a converse and uniqueness result.

Theorem 4.7 1. The pricing rule H (21) is the unique equilibrium price for which there
exist a nonnegative constant o and a nonnegative smooth function J on U x R x [0, 1]
satisfying the Bellman equation on U x Rx]0,1[:

1
max |0;J + 0, Ja + 50°0,,J + (V = H)a| =0,

[e1S

and boundary condition:
J(v,y,1) > J(v,h 7 (v),1) =0 Yv € UVy < h™}(v)

where h : x — H(x,1).

2. Let (H,X) an equilibrium. If there ezists a function J such that H,J satisfies
(23,24). Then
dP, = 0,H (Y, t)dY;
2

and the process Y is distributed as a FY -Brownian motion with variance o2.
The process H(Zy,t) is a F-martingale.

If F(v) = [} f(u)du, and E[0,H(Z,1)] < oo, then O,H(Z.,.) is a F-martingale and
O,H(Y,.) is a F¥ -martingale.

Comment: the boundary condition (24) is a little unusual, one might expect J to be null
at final time. The interpretation could be that J is defined by continuity at final time,
and the remaining value J(V, Y}, t) at time ¢ close to final time is near to zero if and only
if Y; is close to h=!(V'), meaning P; close to V.

Proof : (cf. pages 398-399) The proof uses the following two lemmas.

Lemma 4.8 Let H an arbitrary pricing rule. If there exists a smooth solution to (23),
(24), then the process t — H(Zy, t) is a martingale on the filtration F.
If the trading strategy X := A+ M has continuous paths, for which M =0,

t
W, H(Y; 1) = H(0,0) + / 9, H(Ys, )dY,.
0
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Actually author’s proof doesn’t use (23), (24) but the following consequences:
9,J(V,y,t) = Hy,t) =V,
O + %#a;yj)(v, yt) =0,
J(V.y,t) = EJ(Vy+ 21— 2,)/V].

SO7 H(y7 t) = ayJ(V7 Y, t) + V.
Differentiating the second relation above w.r.t. y, (&,H + 30207, H)(y,t) = 0 so

t
AH (7, 1) — / 0, H(Zs, 5)dZ,
0

is a F—martingale.

In case of continuous finite variation process X, [t6 formula applied to H(Y;,t) con-
cludes the proof.

Lemma 4.9 Let (H, X) be an equilibrium and J a smooth solution to (23), (24). Then,
on the filtration FY , the process Y is a Brownian motion with zero drift and instantaneous
variance .

Proof Lemma 4.5 and X optimal shows that X is a continuous finite variation process.
Then, since (H, X) is an equilibrium and J a smooth solution to (23,24), Lemma 4.8
yields:

dH (Y}, t) = 0,H(Y,, t)dY;.

Moreover, H being a pricing rule, it is a F¥ —martingale and d,H > 0, thus
aY; = (0,H(Y;.1))"'dH(¥;,1)

is a FY — local martingale.
Finally, remember Y; = Z; + X; with X a finite variation process, so the brackets (Y); =
(Z)y = 0t. Lévy Theorem concludes the proof. o

Proof of Theorem 4.7 Let H be any equilibrium pricing rule such that there exists
J a smooth solution to (23), (24).

1. Once again 9,H + 30°92, H = 0. Tt6 formula applied to the process
s+— H(y+ Zs — Zy,s) from t to 1 get

1
H@+Z—%M—Hmﬂ=/@ﬁw+&—aﬂﬂs
t

is a F—martingale and necessarily

H(y,t) = E[H(y + Z1 — Z;,1)].
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Lemma 4.5 says that an optimal strategy X is necessarily a continuous finite variation
process and leads to Y; such that H(Y;,1) = V. Let h : y — H(y,1) which is strictly
increasing, so Y; = h=1(V),

Va € R, P{Y; < a} = P{V < h(a)} = F o h(a).

But Lemma 4.9 gives Y} law N (0, 0?), thus ® = F o h concludes the proof of Point 1.
Point 2.

e P, = H(Y;,t) so the first assertion is included in Lemma 4.9.
e The second assertion is included in Lemma 4.9.
e The third assertion concerns X = 0, so actually
dH (Y, t) = 0,H(Z,,t)dZ,
is a F—martingale.

e Finally assuming that V law admits a density of probability f,if h = F~! o ®, then
W=
foh
Actually, the hypothesis E[0,H(Z1,1)] < oo allows us to commute differentiation
and integration, thus G = d,H satisfies the same PDE as H : 9,G + 50°92,G = 0.

This proves that 9,H(Z,.) is a F—martingale and 9,H (Y, .) is a F* —martingale.

Exercices Suppose V has the Gaussian law N(p,0?), or logV has a Gaussian law.
Then solve the problem in these two cases.

4.1.4 Conclusion

cf. page 404 [3]:“The key aspect of the continuous-time model is that the informed trader
can move continuously up or down the residual supply curve. This flexibility on the part
of the insider, combined with risk neutrality, helps to pin down the equilibrium beliefs of
market makers. In equilibrium, the insider has many optima, because there is no expected
cost in moving up and then back down the supply curve, or vice-versa, or simply delaying
trading....In a competitive equilibrium with a risk-neutral agent and a fixed risk-free rate,
expected returns on all assets are uniquely determined, but any portfolio is optimal for
the risk-neutral agent.

The situation is very different when agents are risk adverse. It is important to deter-
mine to what extent the results of this articleare robust to risk adversion.

The model was solved in this article without recourse to the filtering technology used
by Kyle. This permitted the analysis of general assets value distributions."
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4.2 Insider trading: uniqueness and risk aversion

Here is a continuous time model (cf. [8] 2003) as in Back’s paper: it is an extension of the
previous models. K.H. Cho considers continuous time: ¢ € [0, 1], and here the equilibrium
is nonlinear; two cases are studied: risk neutral and risk adverse cases. The main tool is
optimal control theory, for instance think of Bellman’s principle.

All the random variables are defined on a probability space (€2, A, P), we further define
some filtrations included in A.

4.2.1 The model, notations and definitions

As previously there are three agents:

- the insider trader has access to a private observation of the ezpost liquidation value
of the risky assets, the random value V, and invests X; given V,

- the uninformed noise trader trades randomly: Z;, according to a centered Gaussian
law,

- the market maker set the price P efficiently, meaning conditionnally on the public
information he has about the assets quantities tradered by all the traders (Y; = X, + Z,
t € [0, 1], which is the market maker’s information). Thus

P, =E[V]Y,,s<t], t<1.

The author here supposes Yy = 0. As it is usual, let us denote the complete cad filtration
generated by a process D as FP, e.g. F¥, FF and so on. Using this notation yields

P, = E[V/F}].
This introduces a functional, so called “pricing rule", P such that:
P, = P(t, Y;,s <t).
The set of such functionals is denoted as P. As it was stressed above, P is not necessar-
ily V. The following hypotheses are assumed:

(Hy) The distribution function F' of V' is continuous strictly increasing.
Let us denote @ the distribution function of N'(0,1), then the law of ©(V) := &=t o F(V)
is M(0,1).
Remark that (H;) is equivalent to the existence of a function i (namely ®'oF) continuous
strictly increasing such that the law of h=! (V) (denoted below as ©) is N'(0,1).

(H3) The process Z is 0B, with o # 0 and B is a Brownian motion with respect to
(P, FB), independent of V.

The insider’s information is modellized by the filtration (F;, = FF Vv o(V),t > 0).
Actually, FX = F; (to be proved below). Denote S the set of the insider’s strategies,
(X¢, t €[0,1]), u his utility function, W his terminal wealth, after the information V' is
revealed, depending on the pair (P, X) € P x S.
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Definition 4.10 For a given pricing rule P € P, a trading strategy X* is said to be
P-optimal if
VX €S, Elu(Wi(P,X))/V] < E[u(W(P,X™))/V].

Definition 4.11 For a given trading strategy X € S, a pricing rule P* € P s said to be
X-rational if
P*(t, Y,,s <t)= E[V/F)] dt ® dPa.s.

Definition 4.12 An equilibrium is a pair (P, X) € P x S such that P is X-rational and
X is P-optimal.

4.2.2 Survey of different P and S spaces

e Kyle 1985 (only Section 4, previous ones concern discrete time):
The processes P € P, and X € S, are as following

dPt = )\td}/t ; dXt = gbt(v — Pt)dt,

A and ¢ are real deterministic functions on [0, 1], A; > 0.
In this model V' is a Gaussian random variable, W; = (V — P(X (V) 4+ a@)) X (V).
The disadvantage is that P, could be non positive, and the set S is too small.

e Cho and El Karoui 2000.
The time is discrete, t = 0, 1. So these spaces don’t concern processes spaces. This
paper is to be linked to Kyle sections 1-3 and Chapter 2. Anyway,

Wy =VXo+ (V- H(X + 2))X.

e Back 1992.
The spaces here are

P,={P,=H(Y,), Hec C"?}; S, ={F — cad-lag semi-martingales}.

He obtains uniqueness of equilibrium in Gaussian case.
Wy = [{(V = P_)dX, — [X,P], = (V — P)X, + [} X, dP..

e Here the author sets

t
P={P:t— H(t,/ M\dYy) s H € CY2()0,1[xR), 9,H(t,y) > 0 Vt; A € C(]0, 1[,R])}.
0
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Thus, P € P is denoted as (H, A). He also assumes:
(Hy) H(, / AdYs) € L2(0,1] x Q) (25)
0

to avoid “doubling strategies" (cf. Definition 2.5).

t
S={X:t— / asds, a F — adapted}.
0

In this model . .
Wi(P,a) = / (V — H(t,/ AsdY ) oydt.

0 0

Remark the inclusions:
P.and P, CP; S, CSCS,.

But notice that, anyway, the optimal strategy in Back actually belongs to S.

4.2.3 Bellman’s optimality principle

cf. above Section 1.5.4
Since A > 0, setting & = fot \dY,, F& = FY. By definition of a rational pricing rule, P is
FY-adapted so F¥ c F¥. Conversely, since Vt, y — H(t,y) is invertible, £ is F¥' c FY-
adapted, so finally

FP=F" =7F"

Otherwise, Z =Y — X is F = F¥ Vo (V)-adapted so B is F—adapted and by definition
o(V)C Fyso: FPVvo(V)CF.
Conversely, Y; = X; + 0B, is FP vV FX-measurable, so F} C F; and finally
vt >0, FPvo(V)=F.

Thus using the independance of B and V, B is also a (F,P) Brownian motion.

We now set a model of optimal control: the control process is the strategy X¢; let the
conditional value function:

Do (t) = esssup{ E[u(Wi(P,&))/F], & € S, a0, = o4}

where F = FZ4HX% v o(V).
Remember that

Wy(P,a) = /O W H(s, /0 Aa(audi + dZ,))]rds.
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Remark that the system is a Markovian one, so actually there exists a measurable
function such that (c¢f. Lemma 1.7, prop 2.3. in [41] or Proposition 5.3 in next Chapter):

O, (1) = P, (t, Yy, V).
The following lemma will be usefull, using Bellman principle, cf. above Lemma 1.7.

Lemma 4.13 Let (H,\) € P and o € S. Then the three properties are equivalent:

dt @ dP a.s.0,H(t,&) + %0‘2)\?852[‘]@, £ =0, (26)

vt € [0,1], & = Eloy/FY] =0, (27)
t

R S I R (25)
0

Proof Let (H,\) be a pricing rule in the class P. It6 formula implies:
1
dH(t,&) = (O H(L, &) + 502)\t8§2]{(7§, &))dt + O H(t,&)dE,.

By definition, ¢t — H(t,&) is a FY-martingale (rational price). On the other hand,
dé = \dYy = M\(0dB; + audt). Let the innovation process

d[t = /\t(UdBt + (Olt — dt)dt) = )\t(d}/t - dtdt)
which is also a F¥-martingale (cf. above Section 1.3.3). Thus,
1
dH(t, &) = (O H(L, &) + §J2At8§2H(t, &))dt + 0. H(t,&)dI, + \adt.

This proves the equivalence between (26) and (27).

Finally, d¢, = dI, + d,dt is a FY -martingale is equivalent to &; = 0 and the brackets
of € and I are both equal to o2 [, A2ds.

4.2.4 Risk neutral insider

Here u = I, recall W(P, a) = fOt(V — H(s,£%))asds, and Vt < 1

1
D, (t,&) = Wi(P,a) + ess sup{E[/t (V — H(s, 65‘))&@5/7—?}, Q0.4 = o, }-

The second term traditionnally is denoted as J(t,&). To solve the optimal problem,
we need to get the conditional value ®, as a F*martingale, but, first, it has to be a
supermartingale. We use Ito formula, assuming ®“ smooth enough:

d®,(t, &) = (V—H(t,&))apdt+[0,J (¢, &)+ 0y I (2, @)+%&Afayzj(t, &) dt+o X0, (t,&)dB;.
(29)
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To necessarily be a supermartingale for all «, the finite variation part above has to be
non positive, so yields:

1
VaoeS, (V—H(E))aw+ 0 J(t, &) + MawdyJ (¢, &) + 502)\?8yzj(t,ft) <0 dt® dPa.s.
This is a linear function of a;, so we get null the « coefficient, the remaining being non
positive, dt @ dP a.s. and since the support of process & could be R we get Vy € R:
V - H(t,y) + M0, J(t,y) = 0, (30)
1
O J (t,y) + éaﬂfayu(t? y) < 0. (31)
The optimality is obtained when (31) is null.
By definition,
1
Wi(P,a) = / (V = H(s, €))auds.
0

It could be Wi (P, «) # @, (t,&). But U.I. F-martingales have to be continuous. So

1
lim @, (t,&) = Po(17,£)) = / (V — H(s,&)))asds.
t—1 0

Actually, if &L = [H(1,.)]7Y(V), i.e. H(1,£L)(V), then, J(1,£&) = 0 as soon as & = h(V),
this yields a boundary condition.

Proposition 4.14 sufficient condition.

Let a pricing rule (H,\) € P satisfying the system (30), (31) associated to o € S with
(31)=0. Then necessarily X is a constant, Eloy/F)Y | =0 a.s., V.= H(1,£) a.s. and the
pair ((H, ), ) is an equilibrium.

Proof

First step is to differentiate (30) w.r.t. y: 0,H(t,y) = Ata; J(t,y).
This equation combined with (31) yields 0;J(t,y) + %UQAtayH(t,y) = 0. This one is
differentiated once again w.r.t. y:

1
o, J(ty) + 502)\,5852]—](15, y) =0. (32)

Now let us differentiate (30) w.r.t. t: X9,J(t,y) + N9y, J(t,y) — O H(t,y) = 0.
But (30) says that d,J(t,y) = =X\, (V — H), so
AV = H) = N0, (ty) + 0.H (t,y) =0 (33)

and cancelling 07, J(t,y) between (32) and (33) yield the following PDE for the function
H:
1
OH(t,y) + 502)\t652H(t, y) + NNV - H)=0.
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But, H can’t depend on the random variable V. So, necessarily, A’ = 0 and actually H is
solution of the following PDE:

1

Second step uses equivalences in Lemma 4.13, so d; = Efa;/FY] = 0 and £ = \Y, €
M(F).

Finally, (31)= 0 implies that ®“ is a martingale so Lemma 1.7 proves that « is optimal.
A FY-martingale being continuous, we get lim;,_;_ ®(¢) = fol(V — H(s,£%)asds and the
price P, = H(1,£9) has to be exactly V' (on final time, the information is revealed). So
we get the terminal condition V' = H(1,£7).

With the solution H of (34) and A a constant, ((H, ), «) is an equilibrium. .

Proposition 4.15 Necessary condition
Let V' satisfying Hypothesis (Hy) such that V. = h(©), (meaning h strictly increasing
continuous and © ~ N(0,1)). Then an equilibrium pricing rule (H,\) € P necessarily
satisfies:

Y

Yy € R, H(l,y) = h(y/Ao) ; H(t,y) = E[h(% +0y)]

where ©; ~ N (0,1 — ).
Moreover the optimal £ is the unique solution to V = H(1,x) a.s.

Proof : Since (H,\) € P is an equilibrium pricing rule, there exists a strategy « such
that ((H,\),«) is an equilibrium. As in the previous proof, necessarily there exists a
regular function J such that the equalities (30) and (31) are satisfied. So, once again, A
is a constant and the process £ is a Y-martingale with bracket ¢2)\?t, meaning that £
law is A(0, 02A\?t). Moreover Lemma 4.13 yields V¢ € [0,1], d; = Elay/FY] = 0.

On the other hand, It6 formula and (31) yield:
1
I0.68) = .60 = [ 0,05, €00des
t
and using (30)
1
J0,60) = 0.6 =X [ (H(,€) = V(auds + dZ,),
t

The right second term is a local F-martingale null at time ¢t = 1, but hypothesis (H3)
(25) makes it a true martingale:

BLI0.6) — J(1.€)/) = B[ [ (V= Hs,€))auds/ F].
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By definition of process J, the right hand is maximum when « is optimal and the maximum
actually is J(¢,&), so Vt, E[J(1,£})/F:] =0, thus J(1,£) = 0. Following Back recalled
in (24), this means that

V =H(1,&)).

Thus, h(©) = H(1,£y) almost surely, laws of o AO and £ are the same, so we identify
Vy € R, h(y) = H(1,0\y) which concludes the proof.

Finally, H is solution of the so-called heat equation (34) with terminal condition as
above and the last assertion is straightforward. °

The following proposition provides an explicit optimal solution.

Proposition 4.16 Let V' satisfying Hypothesis (Hy) such that V' = h(©). Let a pricing
rule (H,\) € P defined as following:
Vy eR, H(t,y) = Elh(y+6y)] ; A=1/o
where ©, ~ N (0,1 —t), and a strategy o € S:
W&
1—1t
Then this pair (H,\) € P, a € S is an equilibrium.

ap =

Remark 4.17 X\ = 1/0 means that P, = H(t, 1Y}).

Proof : prop 2, Cho’s proof page 68.... but actually I am not convinced...
It is enough to check (30)(31) and & = 0. Then we apply Proposition 4.14.

The tools are: £ is a FY -martingale, (£%); = ¢, and FY = F¢. .
Example with V' as a Gaussian random variable A/(m,X). This means
h:x— 22 4+ m, and proves that af = =R = cWV=P)  Here we see the influence of

A1-tHVE  (1-t)vVE
o on insider’s behaviour.

4.2.5 Risk adverse insider

The utility function is u(z) = ye?*, v < 0. We only quote Cho’s main results (Proposition
3 and 4):

Theorem 4.18 1. There is no equilibrium on the space P x S unless V' law is Gaussian.
2. If V law is N'(m,X), there exists a unique equilibrium ((H*, \)a*):

H*(t,y) = m+y, (35)
A1 Y [1 1
o= M=o 1+ (270)? 36
! v M(1—t)+1 o (270—’_ +(270) > ’ (36)
V — P,
x = "t 37
Qy )\1<1 —t) ( )
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5 Extension to strategic noise trader [41]

We consider an extension of the Kyle and Back’s model [35, 3|, meaning a model for the
market with a continuous time risky asset and asymmetrical information. There are three
financial agents : the market maker, an insider trader (who knows a random variable V'
which will be revealed at final time) and a non informed agent. Here we assume that
the non informed agent is strategic, namely he/she uses a utility function to optimize
his/her strategy. Optimal control theory is applied to obtain a pricing rule and to prove
the existence of an equilibrium price when the insider trader and the non informed agent
are risk-neutral. We will show that if such an equilibrium exists, then the non informed
agent’s optimal strategy is to do nothing, in other words to be non strategic.

5.1 Introduction

The purpose of this paper is to extend A. Kyle and K. Back’s model [35, 3]. Firstly
in 1985 Kyle [35] defined an equilibrium problem. On a Gaussian financial market in
discrete time, there are three agents: a market maker, an insider trader, a non informed
agent (noise trader). The market maker has to define a pricing rule in such way that an
equilibrium does exist between the traders. Back [3] extended this model to continuous
time. Then N. El Karoui and K. Cho [7] relaxed the Gaussian hypothesis in Kyle’s model
using fine tools in stochastic control [12, 15]. Finally, K. Cho [8] delivered a new version
of Back’s model, also relaxing the Gaussian hypothesis. In these four papers, the non
informed agent is supposed to be non strategic and so he/she is called “noise trader”. As
in Cho [8], we like to ask the question: what happens if the non informed agent tries to
be strategic instead of being only “a noise trader”?

On such a model, let us mention Guillaume Lasserre’s thesis [36] and [37] which
extended this problem to multivariate case in continuous time, the agents using a non
specified utility function.

Among previous models of insider trading, let us mention [33, 1, 2, 17, 18, 19, 20, 43|.
But these models are quite different: the main tools are enlargement of filtration |6, 28,
32, 45, 1, 2| and change of probability measure [14].

Finally, Kyle and Back’s equilibrium model has to be distinguished from other models
such that Arrow-Debreu or Arrow-Radner ones. These equilibrium were studied in an
asymmetric information context by Pikovski and Karatzas (no published preprint) and
Hillairet in her thesis (cf. also [24]).

5.2 The model

At time t € [0, 1], the insider trader holds X; units on risky asset, the non informed agent
receives a random endowment £; and holds Z;. Let Y; = X, + Z;, which is observed by the
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market maker. In order to discover price P; of the risky asset, the following hypotheses
are done :

There exists a C? function H on ]0, 1[xR such that price P; satisfies :
P, =H(t,Y;), Vt, x — H(t,x) is non decreasing, 0, H > 0. (38)

On the filtered probability space (Q, (FP,t € [0,T]),P) associated to B, a standard
Brownian motion, we get a random variable V' independent of B and we suppose that the
insider knows V' (which could be the price at time 1, more precisely V = P, ) so:

dX, = a(t,Y, V)dt, X, € Ll(a(V)), (39)
where « is a measurable function such that

Vo, o, z,V) is cadlag and z — a(s,z,V) is uniformly Lipschitz, on [0, 1] x R. (40)

We will call such function f(t,z,v) (or f(t,x) resp.) with 3 (or 2) variables (¢, z,v)
(or (t,z)) regular when it satisfies the same condition (40) in (¢, z) for each fixed v.
The non informed agent buys Z; and consumes the remainder of her/his endowment
denoted as Ey:

dE; = e(t,Y;)dt + odB;, where o > 0,

where e is regular in the above sense (40), and dZ, = —((t,Y;)dt + dE;, Z, € R, where [
is regular. Actually

Az, = (=0t Y;) +e(t,Yy))dt +o0dBy, Z, € R. (41)
Notice that 3 represents the non informed agent’s consumption speed. He/she invests
his/her endowment minus his/her consumption.

So, we can introduce the following filtration:
F = (o{V,(Bs;s <)}, t € [0,1]), (42)

obviously, the filtration (F;, ¢t € [0,1]) is completed and get right continuous (cf. [1]):
it satisfies the “usual” properties” (see for instance [42]). We can consider that F; is the
insider’s information at time ¢.

More generally, F denotes the complete right continuous filtration generated by the
process M. For instance, F¥ is the market maker’s information at time ¢, the public in-
formation. Under the hypothesis that 0, > 0, the knowledge on Y and P are the same,
hence the filtrations FY and F¥ are identical.

Proposition 5.1 Under hypotheses (38) to (41), the following stochastic differential equa-
tion admits a unique strong solution :

AV, = [a(t,Y;, V) + e(t,Y;) — B(t, Y))|dt + 0dB,, t € [0,T], Yy # 0. (43)

This solution s a F-Markov process.
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Proof : the hypotheses are such that (43) satisfies the existence and uniqueness hy-
potheses (cf. [42] th. 6 page 194 for instance).

This equation is a diffusion equation with an initial o —algebra non trivial: Fy = My=o(o(V)V
FB). °

Corollary 5.2 The filtration generated by the process Y and V is the same as the filtra-
tion F :
Fi = Nest(o(V) V '7:3/)

Proof : By construction, the unique solution to (43) is F-adapted, and so, Vt, F,} C F,

by definition, o(V) C F;
= ﬂ5>f<fs§/ \/ U(V)) C m5>t.Fg — E

Reciprocally, since o > 0 and
0B, =Y, — [a(t, Y, V) +e(t,Y;) — B(t,Y)]de,

Vt, By is FY V o(V)-measurable, and we conclude the proof. .

Let us remark that the independence between V' and B implies that B is also a (F,P)
Brownian motion (cf. [6] or [28] for instance). So we get the following :

Proposition 5.3 Conditionally in V, Y is a F¥ -Markov process, i.e. Vf there exists a
measurable function h on [0,1] x R x R such that almost surely :

E[/tl F(s, Yo V)ds/F)] = bt Y, V)

Proof : it is a consequence of Proposition 5.1 and Corollary 5.2. We obtain that Y is a
F-Markov process, so we get the conclusion. °

Remark 5.4 The F-Markov process Y is associated with the infinitesimal generator

AP =[a+e— 0, + %a%’ix.

5.3 The pricing rule
The market maker observes the filtration F, so that he/she can make price H (t,Y}).

Definition 5.5 The function H, mentioned in the hypothesis (38), is called the pricing
rule.

The insider trader has to choose a strategy a, and the non informed agent has to choose

a strategy . The “admissible” strategies «, 3, satisfy Hypotheses (39), (41) and then the
stochastic differential equation (43) admits a unique strong solution. So we define
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Definition 5.6 The set of the regular functions a(t,z,v) is denoted by S, whose element
15 called admissible strategy for the insider trader.

On the other hand, S the set of the reqular functions B(t,x), which is the set of admis-
sible strategies for the non insider trader.

Definition 5.7 (1) A strategy 8* € S’ is optimal if

B € argmaz{f — E[/O —Ps[(e(s,Ys) — B(s, Ys))ds] —|—/0 6sV(e—B)(s,Yy)ds], B €S}

where § is measurable satisfying Vx,d(., ) is cadlag and x — 0(s, x) is uniformly Lipschitz
on [0, 1] taking its values in 0, 1].
(2) A strategy o € S is optimal if

o € argmaz{a — E[/O (V= Py)a(s,Ys,V)ds/a(V)], a € S}.

Remark that the coefficient § is an “impatience coefficient”, it means that it delays the
agent’s profit. Think of [5] where entrepreneur and financiers are differently impatient.

Besides, in [36], the insider’s terminal wealth is W, + fol X dP, + (V — P)) Xy, but
using Ito formula this is the same since in our case (X, P) = 0.
The market maker’s aim is to discover a pricing rule H satisfying (38) and such that
optimal strategies exist in S,S’. Moreover, the price has to be rational (P is a FY-
martingale):
P, =H(t,Y,) = E[V/F)], t €[0,1].

Non necessarily V' is equal to P; (cf. [3] or [36]), it could be V = Py,

Remark that, as in filtering theory, we can introduce the innovation process which is
a F¥ —Brownian motion, i.e.

dl;, = dB; + J_l(a + e — [ — &)dt where &; = Ep[a(t, Y, V)/]-_ty] + (e = B)(t,Y7),

in other words dY; = odl; + ¢.dt.

5.4 Risk neutral agents, u = Id

Bellman’s principle is to optimize between ¢ and terminal time 1 supposing we know how
to optimize between 0 and ¢ (for instance look at [12] p. 95 et sq). Let the value functions:

t
Jo(t) = /O(V— H(s,Y.))a(s, Vo, V)ds + (44)
1
+-ess Sup{E[/ (V - PS)’}/(Sa }/;37 V)ds/ftL i € 87 71[0,13] = C(]-[O,t]}~
t
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SO = B / (6(s, V)V — P)(e — B)(s, Yo)ds/FY]
+ ess sup{E[/t (6(s,Y5)V — P)(e —C)(s,Yy)ds)/FY], ¢ €&, (1l = B1idAP)

Remark that in the first term above V' can be get out the integral and replaced by P, its
conditional expectation with respect to F) .

The following is a consequence of Proposition 5.3.

Proposition 5.8 Vy € S, ( € &', there exist measurable functions f., gc such that :

B / (V = H(s, Y.))y(s. Yo V)ds/F] = £,(£. Yo V),

1
B[ (55, YOV = P)(e = )(s.Y)sd)/ 7)) = c(t.Y).
t
We now denote the value functions:

1
W (t, Y, V) = ess Sup{E[/ (V= H(s,Y))v(s,Ys,V)ds/F], v € S,v104 = alpyg},
t
(46)
and

1
U°(t,Y;) = ess Sup{E[/ (6(5, Yo)V = Py)(e—=)(s,Ys)sds) [ F)],¢ € 8, L = Blpq}-
t (47)
Remark that .
J(t) = / (V — H(s,Y))ads + W*(t, Y, V),
0

and

t t
79(8) :/ —H(s,YS)(e—ﬁ)(s,YS)derH(t,Yt)/ 5(s,Y.) (e — B)(s, Ya)ds + UP (L, Yy).
0 0
(48)
Moreover, we have boundary conditions : Wo(1,z,v) =0, U?(1,2) = 0, ¥(v,z) € R*

Let us use Nicole El Karoui’s result (above Lemma 1.7): Vo, V3, J* is a (F,P)
super-martingale and J'% is a (FY,P) super-martingale. Moreover, o* € S, 3* € &' are
optimal if and only if J® is a local (F,P) martingale and J" is a local (FY,P) martingale.
So we get a tool to manage the existence of a couple of optimal strategies. With Ito’s
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derivation formula -dropping « and  for simplicity and denoting d6,(e — 3); instead of
6(t,Yy)(e — B)(t, Yy)- we get:

dJe(t) (V — H(t,Y,))adt + o,Wdt + AW dt + 00, W dB,.
dJP(s)=  —H(t,Y,)(e— B)dt + H(t,Y;)(e — B)edt +

¢
1
/ ds(e — B)sds[0:H (t,Y:)dt + 0, H (t,Y;) [ + e — [edt + éﬁizH02dtI4+9)
0
¢
oUdt + A*PUdt + o[0,U + / ds(e — B)sds x 0, H(t,Y;)]dB,.
0

We have to write the process J'¥ with respect to the (FY,P)-Brownian motion I:
dJ’?(s) = —H(t,Y:)(e— B)dt + H(t,Y;)d(e — 3)edt +
t
1
/ Sule — )uds[OH + 0, Hai + 502, Ho)(1, Yot + (50)
0

t
DU + 0,Ué, + %8§IU02](25, Y;)dt + o[0,U + / 5y(e — B)sds x 0, H(t,Y;)dL,.
0

First of all, the super-martingale property implies the two following inequalities Vo, V3:
— H(t,Y;)(e — B): + H(t,Y:)6:(e — B):
1 t
+ [0:H + 0. Hday + §8§$H02](t, Y;)/ ds(e — B)sds
0
1
+ [0U + 0, Udy + éangaﬂ(t, Y;) <0,
(V — H(t,Y:))a + oW + AW < 0. (51)
The first inequality has to be satisfied Vo, V3, so it has to be Va. But this expression is
linear with respect to a. So we get:
t
/ ds(e — B)sds x 0, H(t,Y;) + 0, U(t,Y;) =0, (52)
0

and the optimality of 3 is equivalent to:

(5t—1)(6—ﬁ)tH(t,Y;)+/ 53(6—ﬁ)5d8[8tﬂ+%8£m]{02](t,Yt)—i-(ﬁtU—f-%aQaixU)(t,Yt) =0.
0

Remark that this system implies that dJ® is identically null, so J'? is a constant on
time, so it seems that the optimal strategy could be anything. So we get the following
proposition.
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Proposition 5.9 Non insider’s optimal strategy is not to invest.

The proof stays on some lemmas.

Lemma 5.10 There exist f,g € C'[0,T] such that the non insider’s value function U
satisfies:

U(t,x) = [f(t) = fO]H(t, x) + g(t) with f(1) = f(0) =g(1) = 0.

Proof : Equation (52) implies dt ® dIP almost surely (recall that by hypothesis 0, H > 0):

! 0, U(t,Y;)
ds(e — B)sds = ——"—=, 53
[ o= 9rs =~y )
Differentiate this equation with respect to time :
or(e — B)dt = (54)
02U 0,UdH 0, U 9q0 [ O:U
(— 0.0 + (O, H)? ) (t,Yy)dt — 0, (8 H) (t,Y,)dY; — —0 o; (&CH) (t,Y;)dt.

So the local martingale part is null, that is to say, since Y is a Brownian diffusion,

Vt,Vx, 0= ﬁz(gx—g)(t,x), (55)

0, U (t,x)

5 H(tr) does not depend on x so

and consequently

0.U

Vt, dP a.s., (6(e —(3))(t,Y;) = 8(6 i

)(t,Y;) (denoted as — f'(t)) (56)

only depends on time, so does the function d(e — ). Yields from (55) that 0,U/0, H only
depends on time and from (53):

O, U(t,x) = [f(t) — f(0)]0-H(t, x),

and since U(1,z) = 0 Vz we can conclude that

U(t,x) = [f(t) = fO)]H(t, x) + g(t) with f(1) — f(0) = g(1) = 0.

Function f is differentiable by definition, thus g is too, since H, f, U are differentiable. o

Lemma 5.11 Functions f and g are linked by the following:

Y(t,z), 0 Nt x)f () H(t,z)+ g (t) =0. (57)
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Proof : We deduce from (56) d;(e — 5); = —f'(t), that:

(== =670) and [ bife = Bds = F(0) = f0). 53)
We now use Equation (53) and the results in (58), Vt, Va :

0= (6~ 13 FOH(E,2) + (7(0) ~ F()@H + 50*02, H) (1, )

+(f(t) = f(0)(0H + %02@33@}1)(& z)+ [ H(t,z) +4'(t)

and after cancellations, V¢, Vx yields the result (57).

Lemma 5.12 A necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of an optimal o* is
this system admits a solution (W, H):

OW (s,z,V) = H(s,x)—V, 2W(s,z,V)=0,H(s,x), (59)
oW (s,z,V) = —(e— )0 W(s,z,V) — %028£IW(8, z, V). (60)

Proof : Recalling that 67'(,Y;) f'(t) = —(e — 3)(t,Y;), this yields the optimal strategy
for the non informed agent:

(e = B) (L Y)H (L, Y1) = g'(1). (61)
By the way, as in the non insider’s case, the super-martingale property :
Va, (V= H(t,YD))a + 0 + (a +c— B)0.W + %ﬁaﬁxw <0, (62)
induces a linear expression with respect to «, so once again we get:
0=V —H(s,z)+ 0,W(s,z,V) (63)
and there exists optimal o* is equivalent to:
0=0W(s,z,V)+ %028511/1/(5, z, V) + (e — B) 0. W (64)

with boundary condition W(1,z,V) = 0.

In such a case, we get the announced necessary and sufficient condition for the exis-
tence of an optimal o*. °

Proof of the proposition 5.9:
Using the expression (57) for (e — ) yields:

OW = —H (s, 2)g (1)(H(s,7) V) — 500, H(s,2) = /(1) + ¢ (VH 'V — 200, H.
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We differentiate this last equation with respect to x and (59) with respect to time ¢, so
we get : O,H = 2W = —¢'(t)H VO, H — 10?02, H
and a nonlinear differential equation:

1
OH =—g (t)H *VO,H — 5020;11. (65)
But this one is depending on V, so necessarily ¢’ is identically null and thus, recalling
(568), f' = 0 implies that the optimal strategy is (e — )(t,Y;) = 0, that is to say

the better the noise trader has to do is not to invest!! (66)

So we now came back to Cho’s paper [8]. Using It6 formula, we get H(¢,Y;) as a
semi-martingale, but by definition, ¢ — H(¢,Y;) is a (F*,P)—martingale so it has to be
driven by the innovation process I:

1
dH(t,Y;) = [0:H + 6,0, H + 50283111] (t,Y;)dt + 00, H(t,Y;)dl;,

thus ¢ — H(t,Y;) is a (FY,P)—martingale is equivalent to a new partial differential
equation

1
OH + 6,0, H + 5028396}1 =0. (67)

The comparison with the previous one (65) shows that actually if « is optimal, & has to
be null, i.e. a result shown by Cho. Remark that in such a case dY; = odl; and o~ 'Y is
a (F¥,P) Brownian motion.

5.5 Modification

So far we have discussed the problem in its simplified situation, that is: we supposed
the market maker observes the sum Y, = X; + Z;, to make price. In other words we
developed the discussion by treating the intensity of both traders’ activities, insider and
non-informed, with equal weight. But there may be an idea saying that such situation
may not be close to the reality. Let us consider for example an extreme case where the
activity X; of the insider is very small and almost negligeable before the overwhelming
activity of majority noise traders. Then we wonder if our result can still hold true for
such case.

As a first step toward the amelioration in this point of our model, we try to take into
acount the portion between the intensities of these two traders, say A (€]0,1[) and we
suppose that for the price making the market maker observes the amount,
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Combining this with the equations (39),(41) we find the following equation for the Y,
instead of the equation (43).

dYy = [Aa(t,Y,, V) + (1 — A)f{e(t,Yy) — B(t, Y Hdt + (1 — A)odB;, Yo #0.  (68)

Now with this model we like to repeat the discussion. But this is quite easy because
we need not to do other things but to follow the same discussion only by changing the
coefficients «(t, y,v), (e — B)(t,y), o to the, Aa(t,y,v), (1 — A)(e — B)(t,y), (1 — A)o
respectively. By consequence we readily find that our result about the optimal policy for
noise trader (66) still holds true in this modified model, but the equation (67) for the
price function should be modified into the following form:;

1
O H + Ad0, H + 5(1 — A)?0?9? H = 0. (69)

Recall that a; = Ela(t,Y;,V)/FY] so actually Ad; is to be null. Either A = 0 or
&; = 0. The first case A = 0 means that there is no insider traders and it is another
problem. The alternative is &; = 0 and we come back to the previous section and Cho’s

paper [8].

Finally, what happens if A goes to 1 7 meaning that the percent of insider traders
is increasing. Then since dY; = Adaudt + (1 — A)odl; and the insider’s optimal strategy
satisfies a; = 0, Y; goes to be a constant when A goes to 1. Recalling that dY; =
Aoydt + (1 — A)odB; it means that also « should be null. This could mean that the
existence of noise traders is indispensable for the trading to be done in the market. On
the other hand, if A goes to 1, the consequence in Equation (69) is that 0,H goes to 0,
the price H becomes a constant, and these two facts (constant price and no trading) are
consistent.
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6 Another type of equilibrium, C. Hillairet [24] 2005

This paper concerns a quite different equilibrium, but the common facts are the existence
of differently informed agents and the existence of an “equilibrium" between them, so that
the trading occurs. But here the prices are exogeneous and a pricing rule is not looked
for. Moreover, the author considers non continuous price process.

6.1 The model, notations and definitions

The filtered probability space is the product of canonical spaces of a pair (W, N), W being
a m—Brownian motion and N a n-point process on ({2, (F;,t € [0,T]],P), d = m + n.
The point process admits the positive intensity s such that the compensated process
M, = N, — fot rsds is a (F,P)-martingale. There exists a riskless assets, the bond Fy(t) =

Py(0) exp fot rsds and d risky assets:

dP} = P} [bidt + > oj(t)dW;(t) + Y ok(t)dN;(t)], i =1,..d. (70)

The processes r, b, o are such that there exists a unique strong solution to (70).

The author considers three types of information: initial or progressive strong informa-
tion, meaning that the kth agent’s information is

gtk:Ft\/Hfa

H* denotes his private information.

Definition 6.1 The agents’s strategies are G*-adapted portfolio-consumption (7%, c¥), sat-
isfying c* > 0,

T
/ (cF 4 ||g,mf||*)dt < 0o, Pa.s.
0

The kth agent has his own endowment ¥, G*-adapted.

Let 3; = (Py(t))~! be the deflation process. Then assuming that the strategy is self-
financing, the discounted wealth could be (here 1, is a vector in R? with all components
equal to 1):

t t t
B X[ = / Bs(ek — &)ds + / Bts(bs — r1a)ds + / Beits_osd(W,N),.  (71)
0 0 0
But actually, the stochastic integrals are not well defined with such integrand processes,

not F—adapted. Below, we add some hypotheses such that the enlargement of filtration
can be used.
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As it is usual, the kth agent’s aim is to optimise his strategy, given his utility function
Uk:
(m,¢) = E[U(X})/G].

Some notations:

O, the first m lines of o; ' (b; — 7:1), (72)
Kiqy the last n lines of o, ' (b, — r,1), supposed to be > 0,

~

t
Wt == Wt+/ @sds,
0

t
Mt = Nt_/QSdesa
0

S = W,M. (73)

6.2 Enlargement of filtration

To make valid the stochastic integrals in the wealth process, the following assumption is
done:

For all agent k, there exists (ZF, t € [0, A], A < T), a non negative G*—martingale, such
that E[Z%] = 1 satisfying

dZ} = ZF [pFdW; + (rF — 1,)dM). (74)
We denote Q* the equivalent probability
dQ* = (Z3)"'P. (75)
A consequence of this assumption is the following:

Corollary 6.2 On the filtered probability space (Q, G, P)

t
WkE=Ww, - / pds
0
15 a Brownian motion,
~ t
MFE, = N, — / I{sTSde
0
15 the compensated point process of N.

Thus, the wealth equation (71) is meaningfull on the filtered probability space (2, G, P).

Definition 6.3 Let Y* the Doléans exponential of the process

t
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Such a process is a positive (G*,P)-local martingale. To make the work easier, let us
assume that Y* is a martingale.
Examples of HF, initial or progressive strong information:

a(L¥) ; o(h(LF, BY)).
In the third exemple, page 11:

dvk P
L) = —=—.
AP, dP

ZF = Epleh(Lh) /7).

6.3 Optimization of consumption

pages 6-12
Here we only consider a logarithmic utility. The aim is to optimize in the set of admissible
strategies:

A
(7%, c4) o Epl [ log(5,X2)dt/G). (76)
0
Proposition 6.4 Under the hypotheses that

A
Biel is deterministic and EIP’[/ YiFBiekdt/GE] > 0 a.s. (77)
0

Given

A

A= :
Epl [ YBiekdt/GY]

the optimal strateqgy is

A 1
¢ = ——

~k ~ \—1 A—t 4 k lf
T = (Ut) < Aﬁt A ﬂtet )dt) ﬁ (79)

In such a case, the optimal wealth is

~ _ A
Xt = (i (S - el [ visetas/al).
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6.4 Equilibrium
pages 12-15, section 4.

Definition 6.5 An equilibrium is done when there exists optimal strategies (¢*, 7%) clear-
ing the market, meaning that:

K
> #f =04 dt®@dP as. on [0, A x Q.
k=1

“This setting is not usual for an equilibrium model in the sense that we assume that the
price processes are exogeneous. The considered agents are price takers. We can think for
example at a small closed structure of agents trying to set agents trying to set transactions
such that the stock market clears in their ‘local’ structure. Their transactions do not affect
the price processes, that are fixed by an external market. It is a competitive dynamic
equilibrium.... Definition 6.5 means that the transactions can occur if the endowments
and the agents’ informations are well-balanced. It can interpreted as

“the more informed an agent is, the less weight he must invest" (not to be discovered).

Using the explicit form of optimal portfolios in the logarithmic utility case, yields the
theorem:

Theorem 6.6 Under the hypotheses (74,77), there exists an equilibrium (6.5) if and only
if the processes (Y*, k= 1,...K) satisfy the equilibrium relation

= 4 Biekat
@ dP as. S 2k 1 where a = Jo Beei

e
k=1 Y Zf:l fo Bieydt

The coefficient a;, can be seen as the kth agent’s weight in the market. The process Y*
summarizes the kth agent’s information and determines his optimal behaviour.
cf. Imkeller-Schweizer or [2]

(80)

page 14: “Insider’s additional expected logarithmic utility can be considered as the rela-
tive entropy of his own probability measure w.r.t. the risk neutral probability of a non
insider trader."

Corollary 6.7 Under the hypotheses (74,77), given the processes (Y* k =1,..K —1,
then there exists an equilibrium iof and only if

K-1
d o a(1-1/Y*) > —ay,
k=1
K-1
Ky—1 ag k
(Y =1+ g(1—1/y ). (81)
k=1

EXAMPLE (page 18 4.3) with K = 2.
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7 Some other points of view

Here are gathered the summaries of some communications in the AMaMeF workshop
(Toulouse, January 2007) concerning some equilibria.

7.1 L. Campi and U. Cetin: Insider trading in an equilibrium
with default, a passage from reduced-form to structural mod-
elling

The equilibrium model is Back’s model [3] concerning the pricing of a defaultable zero
coupon bond issued by a firm. Recall that the market consists of a risk-neutral informed
agent, noise traders and a market maker who sets the price using a total order. When the
insider doesn’t trade, the default time possesses a default intensity in market’s view as in
reduced-form credit risk models. However, the authors show that, in the equilibrium, the
modelling becomes “structural”: this means that the default time becomes the first time
that some continuous observation process falls below a certain barrier. Interestingly, the
firm value is still not observable. They also establish the no expected theorem that the
insider’s trades are inconspicuous.

7.2 E. Barucci et al., A market model with insider’s trades and
no information transmission

The authors consider a continuous extension of Kyle’s model [35]. They show that in
equilibrium, the insider trades but no private information are transmitted. The main
difference between their setting and Kyle’s one is that the insider is risk adverse and that
the risky assets pay a continuous time dividend stream, which is described by a mean
reverting process. The dividend realisation is observed by all agents, but the insider
knows the dividend growth rate (which is itself mean reverting) while the market maker
does not. Noise trader’s order flow is described by a stochastic differential equation. Here
is define a Bayesian-Nash equilibrium.

Definition 7.1 A Bayesian-Nash equilibrium....

In equilibrium the insider trades but no information is transmitted because the order flow
is uninformative for the market maker.
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7.3 E. Jouini and C. Napp, Are more risk-adverse agents more
optimistic? Insights from a simple rational expectations equi-
librium model.

The authors analyse the link between pessimism and risk-aversion. They consider a
model of partially revealing, competitive rational expectations equilibrium with diverse
informations, in which the distribution of risk-aversion across individuals is unknown.
They show that when a high individual level of risk-aversion, more risk-averse agents are
more optimistic. This correlation between individual risk-aversion and optimism leads to
a pessimistic “consensus belief", hence to an increase in the market price of risk. Risk-
sharing schemes and welfare implications are analysed. Finally they show that agent’s
welfare may increase upon the receipt of more precise information.

7.4 Guillaume Lassere [36, 37]

7.5 R. MONTE and B. TRIVELLATO, [39]

An equilibrium model of insider trading in continuous time,
Decision Econ. Finan., 2009, 32(2), 83-128.

7.6 M. Schweizer and U. Gruber, Mechanism for price formation
in the presence of a large trader.

This one s slightly different from the previous works, since it concerns an asymmetric
information with a large investor.

The authors present an approach to the derivation and study of a class of models
where there is interaction between underlying assets prices and the actions of a large
investor. More precisely, they start with a simple discrete time situation and provide a
precise description of a model for the way that a large investor affects prices when trying
to hedge a given option that he has sold in a self-financing manner. Under suitable
assumptions, they can show that this leads to a class of generalized correlated random
walks, for which they are able to obtain a diffusion limit. The resulting continuous model
contains several special cases that have been discussed in the literature. Their approach
allows them to see more clearly whre the micoeconomic price formation mechanism comes
in.

On large investors, also look at Grorud-Pontier [20].
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