Jane Street, a US Trading Giant, Faces Trouble in India
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Jane Street, a prominent U.S.-based proprietary trading firm known for its global market
operations, is under regulatory scrutiny in India over its trading practices. The firm’s operations
are being examined by the Securities and Exchange Board of India (SEBI) for possible
violations related to algorithmic trading and offshore fund flows.

According to sources familiar with the matter, SEBI has flagged concerns regarding the
transparency and structure of Jane Street’s trading strategies on Indian exchanges. Specifically,
regulators are looking into whether the firm leveraged advanced trading algorithms in a way that
may have given it an unfair advantage or breached market conduct rules.

Jane Street, which operates in over 40 countries and handles billions in daily trading volume,
has not been formally charged with any wrongdoing. However, officials have reportedly
questioned the firm’s use of complex derivative instruments and cross-border data transfers.

SEBI has been tightening its oversight of high-frequency and algorithmic trading in recent years,
especially when foreign players are involved. The regulator’s focus has been on ensuring fair
access to markets and preventing systemic risks that may arise from opaque trading activity.

“‘India is an attractive but highly regulated market,” said a senior financial analyst at a
Mumbai-based brokerage, who spoke on condition of anonymity. “Firms like Jane Street need to
ensure full compliance with local rules, particularly when it comes to data localization and
market transparency.”



Reports also indicate that the Reserve Bank of India (RBI) is monitoring the situation closely
due to possible implications for capital movement and foreign exchange norms. While India has
welcomed foreign institutional investors, regulatory agencies have signaled that enforcement
will remain strict to maintain market stability.

Jane Street has yet to release a public statement regarding the investigation, but industry
experts suggest the firm may need to re-evaluate its operating model in India. This could include
restructuring its local presence, increasing transparency with regulators, or adjusting its
technology stack to meet compliance standards.

The case highlights broader concerns about how global trading firms operate in emerging
markets where regulatory frameworks are evolving. As India continues to grow as a financial
hub, market watchdogs are expected to maintain a firm stance on enforcement, particularly
against entities perceived to be pushing the limits of acceptable trading behavior.

Further developments are expected in the coming weeks as SEBI concludes its review.



