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RIFFKTIE, NLHHIC X2 0BERZITV, K77 4 U7 4 OIENFIE L IEN 5 stylized
fact DER 53 fE 21T o7z, FATHHE 2 £ 2, Volatility feedback (VF) ¥ Asymmetric positive
feedback (APF) & M3 5 “FHQIBK L IRETE 2 = —2 = » b ET IV EICEMNF, VE &
APF DERZRML7GE L LEWGEOEBOBETIANT -V 2y b Ialb—vayeHR
MiL7z. &> a2l —a iR, 5, Mixture Sampler Z FHHWTRZ 7 4 VU 7 4 OIEFEDOTE
ERHE L&D, K774 V74 QIESFMERL, VF &5 U R 7 GBI 25 E R %
N2, APF WO HRETHI e OMAEFHOHE - THEL 2 2 e 0h o7, %72, VF & APF D
M DIEERI 72 A EFH D FAEIC DWW TE R L 7z,
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1 FC®HIC

ARHFRETE, ALHHY T2 —avicdh, RATGTLES BRSNS~ 7 uBRTH L1 7
T4 VT 4 DIENIEDHEX =X %3N 5. K77 49T 4 DIENFE (Black, 1976) & 1,
Wi Lo 7HOBEHEI DD, THoLHOBHOADRI T4 VT4 BELRBRIRTV, L W0IE
A5 O stylized facts (Cont, 2001) D—2TH 2. KF T4 VT 4 DIEED X H =X 12 Hfg s
ki3, ROV RZFHIOBR TERTH 5.

K774 VT 4 OIENFMED B Rl & <2 AR EITE & LT, Volatility feedback (VF) &
Asymmetric positive feedback (APF) 23251¥ 5#14. VF (Campbell and Hentschel, 1992; Pindyck,
1984) 1%, RI7T7 4 VT 4 DLERZZIROFEDNTHE, W5 VA7 EHNZIEETHTD 5.
APF (Sentana and Wadhwani, 1992; Antoniou et al., 1998) 1%, »S=v 752 b 1EYI D Ok, RAf
D TEERIHRETE D, LW IFGHIRETEINERLTVWS. VEFR APFOXRZ 74 V7 4 DI
WFREICH S 2 FE5DORE SR, REROMAEME, EF -2 oMt T200NETH 5.

AT, VE & APF OMHEERZHS 2T 272012, ANLHiHEHOIBEREZITS. AT
MGy, stER LcERI W eMTETH 2. ATHHBOMETE, HroRERT -2 2V b
LTETML, 512 Market microstructure % B3 LU 2R 4185 ETHGEIZ2{TbE 5 Z &
T, 7 ulReRAEIEIMHANZHEZHET 2 2 e 2 HIET. AT, =—Y =Y bETL
I VF, APF 21, SBEREBMLEZGEL LRVWEEOEBOY I 2L —> a VERZ KT
52T, BREZEDVPRI T4 VT 4 DIENIEZRHIAZI XN =X L2EEL 1.

FEEOMER, 1) ==Y = > b2 APF OFRED A ZRO5E, K774V 7 4 OIEFEITRAEL
BWZr,2) =Yz b VEORHOAZFOGE, K774V 7 4 DIEMTELRET 22 L,
BAPFIZ VF 2 e I —Y = ¥ P ETNVIIRMENTHE, RIT74 V7 4 DIENFMEER K DiED 5
MREFOZEDHL LI 572, FRARMIETIE, EFREREZT, K774V 7 4 OIEFHEOY
121X VF & APF OTEIRIZIERDTEET 5, 3 58RI 2B L 7.

2 [EEMSE
21 KRIT714) 71 DIEFFRE

HATHETIE, RI77 497 1 OIEIMERBIIZ A TE . HIZE, IEIHELZEE L7 ARCH
Al 71 (Nelson, 1991; Glosten et al., 1993; Ding et al., 1993) &, ZE L TWVWAWET L LD $HE
T ZNDHEEENENVEIREINTER. T2, UTOIERNHEEEE L HERNRT T4V T4
Z#)) (Asymmetric stochastic volatility, ASV) €7 LI k- T, EUILENM ET 22 bHitdh



7z (Omori et al., 2007).

rt:=€texP(%f) 1)
hisr = w+ P(hy — p) + 1 )

()=o) ®

272U, r BRI, I ERT T4 VT 4 OBELZBTH 5. N(,-) SHERZBD ER I
Mo ZezRT. ASVETAMZBWT, K774 VT 1 OIEFMER, BHEEX (1) 2 REAER
(2) DFREIH €, 1 DEIOMHEBRE p DENETH S Z e & LTEBIENS. Omori et al. (2007) I3,
ASV ETNDRT X =& 1, d,p,0 DINFEWZY > 7Y ¥ 7FHETH % Mixture Sampler ZHEE L,
TOPIX O HXRUAEHR D 7 — ZIZHBWT p DHFBRFED -0362 TH 2 Z & 2l L.

RZ T4 VT 4 DIENFEDOERKICE LT, ZhEcEBOMmKRHSIREXINTE. —2HIZ,
LAL y OB THS. Black (1976) 13, £V 7—=+ 37— (MM) EHICHWTREMIED K S
TAVTADPERTHEERET AT, RIMDODKRZ T 4V 7 4 DEME - REBEARILLE (LAL Y
UR) ORI Y 75 2 ¥ %R L. Black (1976) I, MEFAMICBVTETF 4 VF 4 DY X—
M T BHAMSEL KRB LB ET T 4 VT 4 OIERFEE B L. Christie (1982) 12, %
E 379 REDOMB T — K22 HWT, HIBDKRZ T4 VT4 B ALy VRO TH 5 2 & 2
RBL7. Lal, BEZEZZVEEOKRMICBVWTHRT T4 VT 4 OIENHELBEIX NS Z &
25 (Smith, 2024), L ANV v VRRIEMHE—DERETRE R W 2RI NS, ZDHIZ, Volatility
teedback (VF) TH %. Campbell and Hentschel (1992); Pindyck (1984); French et al. (1987) i%, +
27497 4D EREZ, VRZERNYZZREROTEORD, VW TIZEWEZI KT D B OHEIE
WCBHD, KA TS 2 ERUA. EiEVICIEX, Campbell and Hentschel (1992) %, VF %X
W U7z QGARCH € 7 V& KE DKM 7 — 2B L, VF IRPRANCERTDH 3 2 & 2R
7. LAV URIRE VEI, WIRBMERNTGRGEZHTHEE LTwa. LarL, REXIITEERE
B TH 2 WO REX, IFRENTH . BEICE, BERMERSEDTFEL, W IEHR
B (Nireietal., 2020) 2o E X 2 DHNHATH 5. Shiller (1984) 1%, #ffin EAII¥EE W, T
PIUITE B, ¥\ %EITH% Positive feedback trader (PFT) & £ 41), PFT 2S#RAAH) % g X+,
RITA VT4 emdbBRE% Z%/RL7. Sentana and Wadhwani (1992) i%, PFT O{FE%:
FHALMICHERR T 2 & & dic, PFT @WHifio TR, ERIFM RcEZF RS e 2E\rdiz. 25
L7z, VE—= I U TIENFMCHEIL T % PFT %, AHFETId Asymmetric positive feedback (APF)
EIER. APF X, R 74V 7 4 DIEMFMEDO—RTH 2 2 h5b. HlZIX, Antoniou et al. (1998)
X, MEEREYTISOBEAFROMRKTRICBI2R7 7 14 V7 4 OIEFMEL GJR GARCH €7
)L (Glosten et al., 1993) 12 & - TH#NR, BARICIENFMEOREDER L 72 2 2206, WAFERSTH
BOBAD IR EHRT ¥ AV RE LTG0 REL D2 FRT 2L e HI1Z, APEBKRI T4V
7 4 DIERMEICTF S LTV B it 7z. LaL, APEDRRT T4 VT 1 OIEFEEREXE S
AH =A%, VFREDOMOER OMALERH % & D THEE L 725 72720,



22 AIhi%

ANLHiE, HEOSMIIGZHEMK ECHEE LYV F -V b AT LTH S, #HANRA
THH T, BEEOMRN T -2 = v MEICEXZRIESE, HO0EXEXTINVA -T2 a v
RCTUFET 22212k, WEMBPEGIMEL Vo RRIF— X224 T 2. ¥Ial—Tay
MRICRDEEREELRIET -V 2 v P ET ML, (THRFEFRETHO N HERNE L BE
WTH2O0EFE LW, FENZRT—Y x> FET AL LT, FCNAgent (Chiarella and Iori, 2002;
Chiarella et al., 2009) 23251 55, FCNAgent I3, Bl t iCBWTHBMiE p, &7 7 ¥ XX v &L
fitikg pf &G L L, Kk TARIE ;ajﬂ,, BEIMT 3.

jo=— 1 :
t+t] il + wic + win
Jif .
w lo pt P +we 4)
ol py Tg Pis

f’j = prexp (T]V] T;) )

t+Tt

L, nFz—=—Y= M, jell,. n 3@t -z PCEIDLETHONLHSTDH S.
(2 T{ BZrhzhr—y > b j OFH AR & time window size TH 5. whf, wic, wi" i,
i—ylybj@%ﬁM%%ﬁﬁﬁéfﬁiw@@%%ﬁf%b T—3 x v MEIZ wf ~ Ex(M),

¢ ~ Ex(A), wi" ~ Ex(A"M) IZ& o THREENS. Ex(A) 1%, HfFHE A oo fiz®y. RX@) H—
JEIZ fundamental JHT® D, TG MiAEH 0/ KT 7 7 ¥ XX ¥ ZOUEilEAEIRT 2, W5 Fill%
£3. HJHIX chartist IHETH b, #@E T] R OGS D b LY RSB IMET 2, VWO TF
HERT. FH=ITH I noise HTH D, e ~ N(0,(0")?) ¥ > TV 7 $2Z e THRET 5. FCNAgent
1, fundamental, chartist, noise @ =ERIZIKA THITF 50T,

Chiarella and Tori (2002) 1, FA8{it p ”' YRR =YY K € [kin, knae], THROFED, B

DI FLALE plid, pis* % FIWC, MT@ﬁ%tﬁ VR P E R PR R S L.
.m<ﬂ.@ﬁ,m%mmw ﬂ—HMﬂﬁTEmEY%ﬁfa
. p < pr OB, ks max( .(1 + k), pk) THED EXENLTB.
Cmmwaadxmwnasﬁ@,%ﬁﬁﬁ%d,@)ux&@ﬁgahwﬁwfuTwﬁmux7@
BRI TE LR T 2 RARIRE L. T—Y = b jORA U %, KR TEHT 5.
LI{ = —exp {—aj(w{pt + c{)} (6)

TR P ETRESF 4 V7 4 VI £V b, SEROWEI (U ] ORAHEII X T



BN T—Y =Y b j OTEE D 13
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; lo ;
Di(p) = )
aiV! Z

L&D, BUEORE & w 2V ESERE 8IS 72 2 0 p* 13, Di) = w! 23, %7, THEHIH
0< ct, Ze5E ) OEEI 0 < D](p) ZRd 2T, m/NEAMIS p, mARSCAEE py 2 Z0EHLLTO
HERZ W TEICED 5.

Pu {D)(pw) = w]} = ¢, D}(pm) = ®)

Chiarella et al. (2009) &, ROBRZZASGREMZRE L 2. p 2 XM [P, pm] D—FD10 U(pm, pm) 2
LYY, UTORICEXERERES 5.

oﬁ<p*—>
= P < p — %Rk D) - w] DEATEVIEX
— P <P SEUR D) — w!, it p OIEHENTEL
op*<ﬁ%
—P<ﬁ”%ﬂ£w}lﬂm,ﬁ%ﬁ®%@%b&ﬁ
| — DI(pb) ® T2 D X

CARA ZHEAEL (6) & X 2T CRERNE, 72D FIFIC impatient” W25, WO EADER SN
TW3., Tikbb, TV AL TEST 2L PR (py = p L <p) $A5E, BITRZER
BREUTEWEET DR D FEX VTR TVDIIH L, J:%’Zf%*ﬁﬂ’%i BlE, REXE»5HEL,
T F IR D 222 B FEET D B WEX Z L TR,

ANTLHi5% FAWCTHROFAZER 2 AR o8 L7, RERO TEKMDIEX 5D % v Fib
NG RBRE R DK FECHF S LTS I e Zm L Yagietal. (2012) 235 %. Lo L, RI7 4V
7 4 DIEFREZ o TeWHFEE K720,

3 =RER

AWZEDFEERTIE, 1 OHIZ, KT T 4 VT 4+ OIENFMED BRI THS VF & APF2 L —Y = v
MK U 723 E e LBRWEED 4 (= 22) D> 2 2 L — a3 ¥ & FHi L, Mixture Sampler (Omori
etal,2007) CE > TENFNDT I a2l —2 a VORREOLNIANLT —RIZBIZ2RIT 4 VT4
DIEFMERERIL LT, Tz, ET—XEZHOTHBRICKR T 74 V7 4 OIEFEERFAR, ANT7—
X DGR & Hig U 7.

3.1 EF—&

BREDOHKIAN T — & & LT, HAEGREZFIGIFTOfEM S 2 FLEX-FULL e X Y AT — X 2 HH L 7.
B 4568, 6502, 7203, 8306, 9202, 9437, HAMIZ 201541 H4 H2 5 2021 8 H27 He L 7-.
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A
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A
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[ ] [ ]
agents w/o
any components

1: FEERO24KK. VF i3 Volatility feedback %, APF I3 Asymmetric positive feedback Z#73.

ZNENDOEMNDO HRFMEZEGT L, WY &= ZETE LR, FRIIE 1,427 0 Z— VRS

157,

\ﬁ artificial data 1

\ﬁ artificial data 2

\d artificial data 3

A

simulation 1

® ®
JN N

agents w/
VF

32 Zal—>3arvEE

1 ORI, PIREEORE (simulation 0 ~ 3) TOATHSS I 2 L— a v 2 RE BEHMS — KT

AMESFEFTU. HEOFRKEE, UTO@EHTHS.

A

4

simulation 2
[ A ]
agents w/
APF

“:

simulation 3

;
e 0

e o

agents w/
VF & APF

o WERi#l: n hd FCNAgent @ 5 5 E{E 2R IEN e — RS0 TC, FELEDThh 2
Z, —FFELYERT L. AFEBTIE, —HOSI2L—Y 32T, 2,200 1,500 KiamETL
7. Thbb, 2,200 2 —HEERL, 1,500 HoD> I alb—ary®{7To7. 2,200
MDD 5, 200 R ELHEZ1THT, EXOAZINET ML L.

o TG MHBIZ 1 ¥ LTz, WD T 4 v 794 X% 0.5 x 1072, @Ml po = 300.0 ¥ L
oo 77 YRR SOUREIE Vi p =300.0 ¥ L7

o:I—V:VF:nz&WMQUleQA?=LZA”:LQTM:ZMLﬁ:1%Mﬂ+wMNﬂHM%
¢} ~ U(0,30,000), w) ~ U(0,100). L (8) DMEE, ki & b BEEHE L.

VF, APF [CBH HE T 2REZIUTOEY TH 3.

e VF % kML 72\ simulation 0, 2 T, 3 iRER]% Chiarella and Tori (2002) & L, ki, = 0.0,
kmax = 0.01 & U7z, —77, VF ZKW$ 2 simulation 1, 3 T, FE3XREHI% Chiarella et al.
(2009) & L, Yja/ =0.06x (1 +w)/(1+wi) & L7.

e APF % KWt3 % simulation 2, 3 TlX, FCNAgent @ chartist HZ XX D X S 1cA[Z L L,
a* =30t L7z. —J5, APF %KM L 72\ simulation 0, 1 T, chartist JHZ R4 Vt w{’c = wir



L7,

w{’c = max |0, w”* — 100a"* log P 9)

t—1

]
t

M Eokiz, VE%2, K77 4 VT 410 U THEE (7) DD BEEIC/Z % Chiarella et al. (2009) DiFEX
PUERANC X IED T /2. —77, APF %, #EOMMZEENC N U TIERFRNC chartist HOBEAZZE S E 5
(9) IR, HRfiO TEHEICH LT ML ¥ B PREZ ML T 2ETEI e LTET ML .

ETF—X LRI, £ I —>a YOHRBEZERL, WY & -2 r ZEIRE L MR,
simulation 0 ~ 3 D ZNZFHNDKET, KERIIE 1,500 DV X — 2 RA% 53 > T ig7-.

3.3 Mixture Sampler

—HMOET - X EE—EOI a2l —>a VEERIZK 2 Y X — Y RINTH L Mixture Sampler
ZHEHAL, p OBESHHIHDH Y FV% 5,000 72131572, p DY > TIVOIEANY, EAEHEREAE
BHT 22T, FRFY, BREEREL U, 88, BRHo> 2 —variifRed i
[FERDFI R Z1TS 2 & T, p OFERTFHDOEARTY, HREERZEOEARFEREZR L.

4 KREFER

pos-mean pos-std

real —-0.170 (+0.079) 0.074 (x£0.014)
sim VF APF

0.056 (+0.015)  0.169 (+0.024)

v ~0.249 (+0.053)  0.061 (+0.007)
/0064 (+0.077) 0.140 (£0.021)
/v —0.296(+0.038) 0.057 (+0.007)

W N = O

F1: E7— & (real) £ AL7—%& (sim) 10 L, Mixture Sampler i2X o> T p 2% > 7V ¥ 7 L7HE
K. pos-mean (I p DFER VI, pos-std 1F p DFERIFERAZ T LS. SRROEART, EARTEER
AEEFRRLTVS.

3 E W L 2 FEBROMRIE, R1DEHTHS. FEF—X (real) TIEMFENRT X =& p EEI
BriolzZeht, AR THRT T 4 VT 4 OIEFREDI R X 7z,

%7z, simulation 0 Ti& p DK FIDY 0.056 2D IZHF L, simulation 1 Tl —0249 TH3 Z &
25, VERZKRTZT 4 VT 4 DIENFMEICHFS T2 Z 39 o72. simulation2 TEKRIFZ T4V T4
DIE T FAE LA o 72, X 2a 1 simulation 2 D5 %5 APF D85 X — & gl¢ OfEi%z 1.0 ~ 6.0
LT RIRD p DY TV U IRRTHS. K2 kD, APFIX, =—Y =¥ FET M VEH
RMENTORWEEIE, A7 74V 7 4 OIENFHEEZREZIE2ERII RSBV EHRT0 o 7.



¢ simulation 2.
0.4

IR

-0.2

asymmetry parameter p of volatility

-0.4

1 2 3 4 5 6
asymmetry parameter of positive feedback trader component a/-¢

(a) simulation 2 IZBWT, i DIEEZEZ 12D p DZEAL

0.0
¢ simulation 1. w/o Asymmetric positive feedback (a/¢ = 0.0)
-0.1 } } ¢ simulation 3. w/ Asymmetric positive feedback (a/¢ = 3.0)

: 1
o }

0.12

asymmetry parameter p of volatility

0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10
reference level of risk aversion term a of agents w/ volatility feedback

(b) simulation 1,3 IZBWT, of DEEEZ 72D p DZ1L

2: EEE T DAER.

—77, simulation3 1%, ¥Ial—Yar1XDd p OFRFHOEMRVERE R o7, K 2b I3,
simulation 1, 3 I8 WT o/ OfE% 0.02 ~ 0.12 L ZLI LD p DF > TV U IHERTH . 2b &
h, T—Y =z +DYRZEE o BEWVEERT T 4 VT 4 OIERENBEFICHR S Z 2 IAT,
I—YzY bETNMIVEDRRMENTWEEE, APFIZRT 714V 7 4 OIEFMEZ R 8 2 HAIZDH
WA B.

5 EE

4FI2ED, DAPF X, HERDY ZAZHFMNTHIUER T T4V 7 1 OIEHEE RE X TR N T
¥, 2VEIX, K774 V7 14 DIENFMEZRAEXES Z 8, 3)APF X, HERN VY X7 [OENTDH 515
B, K774 V7 4 OIEAFEEZRD 2B EFFOZ L, O=HPHLL I o7, MU EORKEREEER
T5. 1)1, =— =¥ b Chiarella and Iori (2002) ® Y R 7 F3i e iEXRERI % B 5 555, APF



140

simulation 0. (w/o VF)
- simulation 1. (w/ VF)
120
100
[J]
£ 80
e
Q
g . S
& 60 RN S
3] oAl
40
20
0 : . ty e LAPR) .
—0.0100 —0.0075 —0.0050 —0.0025 0.0000 0.0025 0.0050 0.0075 0.0100

expected return log ﬁi,, /Pt

3: simulation 0, 1 iIZBWT, =T—Y Y OTHEYVZX—r, FHEHYV X% LI TREXH
BT % £ TR U7 step BOBIRE R THAX.

DRI X DBRITIA FET 2 e FRLEZE LTH, FHRMIKICY— v & RL7-150H ﬁfﬂf(l +kI) TTE
XEHMIMWEANCDH 2 Z 8T, YL TEPELICHHERICRKmENS IR nwz e exXins 5. —
Fi, VR 2B RERH APF OBREROHE, Mo THERICI S5 TET 2 FHT 201
iz, Chiarella et al. (2009) DFREANZ KD, HEZTEZ KL 723 DHERLDITHE LR T,
313, Chiarella et al. (2009) OFEXREHI DR 2 RITEAMAKTH 5. K& D, simulation 1 T,
IT—YxzY bOTFRENEZ-VYDPATHI2H5EDENE, [ETHI5EOFUTLER, FEICKREZEL
TREXDBP TN e s, 2O LRESRERIOREIZ LD, 3) ORI BEoNLEEZLNS.

) DFEREID, K574 VT4 DIEFEL VI~ 27 0BHROERIC, K4 DELSIC VF & APFO
BRI ZERDTFEET 2 2 e RBEINS. B D 522 FVFE, ROBHTH3S.

1. A7 4 V74D ERAT2E, VAZEEPRRERIEZ VFICX D FENED L, WKIilis T
5.

2. KRS T3 % &, APF OERZHOKEFRIE, WMAHEICTET S, WS TRZILTS.

3. RMASEIC &S 2 & PRLULKERIE, THEDYRZ 2T 7012, PHZIMETHoTD
BRI a v eHT 2B LD IEXENTS.

4. FPE LR T VIR DIEXHDEML, WEIAERET 2L, R7T74 V740 ERL, HU VF 2
H5 5.

DEEY, K774 97 1 OIERFEZ, VR 7R RZERREEZ F0IC, APF 2 WO HRE
T O EERAOHE > THEL B 2T o7. ZOMRE D LT, BEEETHICE W T
FROBICRI T4 V7 4 EF L3 W (Baur and Dimpfl, 2018) &\ 5 FRERAIEHI O 15 5t % FEHE
3 %. Baur and Dimpfl (2018) 12 K43, WESEETH TIE “fear of missing out” (fiffif& - F K iz
“impatient” WCHGGIfTEIZ R T2 2) BBHIEA TS, MR T, —Mkic, BEEEFIKATS LD
SIS EE D LW Eh 5, TESIME RN R 7FEENEVwEEZONS. 2oLk, &E
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Volatility Feedback )

T ORSF 4 UTAOLRICEYBELSED.

e BN

/ Impatient N\ / \\}

X < - - { Positive Feedback
\ selingorder @O TEICHL, ELFASENIFE

4: VF ¢ APF QGBI 72 EH DOMEiE 2 7~ 3 B,

KDY R 7 EIE B EBIAND RIS DE N, BSEETLICE T 2HRATG I 3WDORT T 1V
7 4 OEREICIRAE LTV B AREMED D 5.

6 HHDIC

AWFRETIE, ALHEY I 21— a B3 —Y Y FETFTLONMBERZEL T, KI5 4
V7 4 DIEIMEDFAER =X 6% 5Hi L7z, EBICED, VF & APF W5 ZO0HERKIEDHE
BEHICE > T, K774 V7 4 DIEAHENRRET 2 Z e BHL IR o 72, E-EBERE 2,
VE & APF DA XE 5, KD TEERT T4 VT 4 D LEFD AN FILVDFEZ TR L 7.
SHOFE, XOBERRERNIMOEMTSH 5. RFEFTIX, Mixture Sampler 12 & % IERFRME <
FIR=R p DY T U IRERZIEBEE LTHERINL T — 22l L. LrL, AEEERI T4V
T 4 DIEMMMEER R THZIAE W, ¥ Ial—Ya VEROREL 0BEWZ 023 HE L 7=
CIREARV. WR, FINLTT—XEOFLEZHT 2 FEZRREL, VF APF O X 5 2KED
RETEDHEDMIGRER H =X LI HEZ TV R EDORE X2 ERLLT IDEDLD 3.
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