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Abstract

Understanding the emergence of universal features such as the stylized facts in markets is a long-
standing challenge that has drawn much attention from economists and physicists. Most existing
models, such as stochastic volatility models, focus mainly on price changes, neglecting the complex
trading dynamics. Recently, there are increasing studies on order books, thanks to the availability
of large-scale trading datasets, aiming to understand the underlying mechanisms governing the
market dynamics. In this paper, we collect order-book datasets of Bitcoin platforms across three
countries over millions of users and billions of daily turnovers. We find a 1+1D field theory, govern
by a set of KPZ-like stochastic equations, predicts precisely the order book dynamics observed in
empirical data. Despite the microscopic difference of markets, we argue the proposed effective field
theory captures the correct universality class of market dynamics. We also show that the model

agrees with the existing stochastic volatility models at the long-wavelength limit.
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Understanding universal emergent properties in different markets is a long-standing chal-
lenge for both economists and physicists. As early as the 1960s, Mandelbrot pointed out
that the distribution of logarithmic price return was heavy-tailed in the cotton market which,

2H5

soon after, was found to hold true in numerous other markets=™. Since then many many

stylized facts have been observed as common across a wide range of instruments, markets,

6H11

and time periods . This raises a fundamental question: what are the general mechanisms

in a financial market leading to these phenomena.

Existing approach esof modeling price evolution as a stochastic process to capture the
volatility of a market, such as stochastic volatility (SV) models’*" have been met with
success when attempting to tease out numerous stylized facts such as the volatility clustering
and heavy-tailed price return distributions. However since these models do not include
aspects of the actual trading process, connections between these facts and human behavior
remain outside their scope. A natural extension is then to include the actions of traders
as the mechanism behind creating the price by incorporating all limit orders into bid/ask
order books at a given time ¢ and price x, and the matching price at the position x = 0 at
which buyers and sellers agree to trade. Thanks to technological advances during the past
decade there are an increasing number of datasets available about order-book dynamics
which provide the microscopic details of trading dynamics *7. These details have been used
to construct several models that attempt to bridge the gap between human behavior and

18H25

market dynamics . Bak et.al. considered orders as particles and models the movement

of each particle along the price lattice using a random walk “®. Further work also took into

account fixed limit orders and market orders that trigger transactions 1.

More recently,
orders were modelled as Brownian colloidal particles bumbling along in a price-fluid 22 .
However the common approach in these models is the discretization of price which has the
potential to obfuscate the behavior/market connection with details about how orders are
transacted in the specific market analyzed. In our model we ignore some of these details by
smoothing out the limit order price axis into a continuous spacial dimension. Along with a

continuous time axis, we propose a 141D field theory to explain some of the stylized facts

as resulting directly from the tendencies of traders in a limit order based market.



I. ANALYZING AND MODELING THE ORDER-BOOK DYNAMICS

Despite there being several studies based on the order-book datasets for varies securities,
these datasets are often limited by quantity, time span, and accessibility. The novelty of
Bitcoin however lies in the decentralized nature of how transactions are executed. Trades
involving BTC are only recognized as valid once they have been communally mined into the
publicly available ledger, which is known as Blockchain. This intrinsic market data avail-
ability has lead to extensive study since its inception in 2009. The first Bitcoin exchanges
emerged in 2010 providing a uniquely public look into the mechanics of exchange trading
including orderbook dynamics. Some early analyses of this data focused primarily on stan-

27

dard financial methods to compare Bitcoin to normal currencies=‘. Later works explored

2830 More recently, Bitcoin has entered the public

price prediction and stability analysis
discourse by exploding in value throughout 2017 and then bursting soon after in early 2018
thereafter continuing to rise and fall in diminishing motions, seemingly approaching a stable
value. This long and varied public economic history makes it an ideal candidate on which

to test our model.

We use three datasets collected through different online Bitcoin trading platforms: (i)
OKCoin was the largest Bitcoin exchange platform in China, consisting of millions of users
and billions of turnovers per day until being shut down in 2017 due to government policy.
We collected order-book data from OKCoin from Nov. 3rd, 2016 to Jul. 28th, 2017 (with
an unfortunate gap from Jan. 4th, 2017 to Mar. 1st, 2017 due to machine failure). Since
OKCoin introduced an additional transaction fee on each order after Jan. 24, 2017, we
decided to split the data in two: Nov. 3rd, 2016 to Jan. 4th, 2017 (OKCoinl) and Mar.
Ist, 2017 to Jul. 28th, 2017 (OKCoin2). (ii) We also collected data from BTC-e, one of the
largest Bitcoin trading platforms headquartered in Russia, from May 3rd, 2017 to Jul. 26th,
2017. (iii) And lastly from Coinbase, a US-based Bitcoin trading platform, from Jan. 23rd,
2018 to Apr. 18th, 2018. The order-book datasets collected for each of these three domains
record the profiles of the bid (limit buy) and ask (limit sell) orders every few seconds during
the stated observation period. We are unable to track the instantaneous change of each
order. Nevertheless, for OKCoinl we also collected the market order transaction data per
second by recording the total number of market orders which are higher /lower than the best

price (bid/ask) and immediately match to one or more active orders upon arrival.
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We introduce a 1+ 1D continuous field (CF) model to explain the dynamics found in the
bid/ask order volumes, n, (z,t) and n_(x,t). The spatial dimension z = +Inp(¢)Flnp, > 0
is the logarithmic distance between an order price p, and the trading price p(t) with the
two signs correspond to the bid/ask axes respectively for the notational convenience of
keeping x positive. Fig. demonstrates a typical bid/ask order-book profile over time.
Figure ff plots the distribution of the order volume change among bids, An, (z,t) =
ny(x,t) —ny(x,t — At), for a fixed x and n and various values of At, revealing a fat-tailed
nature for both positive and negative tails. Similar results observed among the ask side for
An_. Any change in the volume of orders away from the z = 0 boundary must come from
one of three possible order-book operations, i) order placement (OP), ii) order cancellation
(OC), and iii) order modification (OM), as illustrated in Fig. [lb. We model these three
operations as follows:

(1) Order Placement: Traders place a new order on top of previous orders at some price
x # 0. It suggests that in the continuous case we can model the change in order volume due

to order placement, notated as dn9f (z,t) as
dn"(w,t) = o' ()Eu (v, t)dt, (1)

where &4 (z,t) is continuous set of random variables satisfying some one-sided stable dis-
tribution. We find that we must allow the scale parameter o7 to depend on the position
x. This general ingredient of order-book dynamics has been found in both the Paris Stock
Exchange?! and the London Stock Exchange®!.

(2) Order Cancellation: Traders cancel orders which they have placed previously. In
Fig. [[k—j, we have plotted the time averaged change of order volume at some fixed x,
(Any(z,t)), against the current order volume. Unlike the Order Placement where
changes are independent of n, we see a linear dependence consistent with an existing study+2

from which we can intuit the form of the order cancellation term to be

dnlC(z,t) = 5" (x)nx(z,t) (e (2, t)dt. (2)

The scale parameter ¢9*/, similar to o', depends on the current position z and again (4 (z, t)

is a random variable satisfying the same stable distribution above.
(3) Order Modification: Traders change the price of orders that they own. Empirically

there exists a negative correlation between An, (x,t) at different positions in Fig. fn
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suggesting that the order modification operation can be modeled as a diffusion process

along the order-books. Therefore, the order modification term is

dn@M (z,t) = ;—;Di(x)ni(m, t)dt, (3)
where the diffusion rate Dy (z) depends on the position in general. It is possible that the
negative correlation we observed is due to a combination of order modification and the
correlated behaviors of adding/removing orders, perhaps through different users. As an
effective field model such microscopic differences are effectively the same and all captured
by the diffusion term (see Supplementary Section S2 for a direct validation of using an
additional dataset).

Directly from the chain rule we obtain

dni(z,t)  Oni(x,t) | Oni(z,t)
i - o T or ‘W @)

where v(t) = dln p(t)/dt is the velocity of logarithmic price. The total derivative would then
be simply the sum of the effects of order operations determined above f leading to our
first stochastic differential equation

Ony(x,t)  0°Di(x)ny(z,t) On(z,t)
o oz 0,

+of (2)€x(x, ) — 02" (@) (2, )¢x (2, 1). (5)

Unlike limit orders, when market orders are placed they are set to execute immediately at
the trading price — even before limit orders momentarily existing at the x = 0 boundary.
Therefore the discrepancy in these orders placed in a short period of time, denoted J(v) =
AntfO(v,t) — AnMO(v,t) controls the flow of orders through the x = 0 boundary meaning
a positive excess would indicate more buyers than sellers so the discrepancy would begin
depleting the reservoir of ask limit orders and vice-versa. Applying the continuity equation
gives the rate of change of the total volume in ny (z,t) as = (D4 (0,t)n4(0,t)) Fo(t)n.(0,1)

which must be conserved by the market orders leading to

v(t) =
where ny(t) = n;(0,t) + n_(0,t). Equations. (5)—(6) give a complete description of our CF

J(v,t) + ——(0,t) — 5 (0,2)1, (6)

model which exhibits the relationship between order placement, order cancellation, order
modification, and price change.
From here we describe two important aspects of the traders’ reactions to velocity of the

price, J(v,t). The first is the influence of trend-following. The intuition being that the
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traders will try to follow the changing price e.g. that traders would prefer placing bid orders
as the price is increasing and ask orders as it is decreasing. In Fig. [2h, we observe exactly
this: J(v,t) is the linear response to v for small velocity but also saturates at high speeds.
The work done by Kanazawa?* suggests that this curve approximately follows a hyperbolic
tangent. Thus we set J o< tanh(v/uv), fitting the empirical data well. The other is the
influence of market activity. When the market is moving at high speeds in either direction,
it seems to cause more activity among the traders. In Fig. 2b, the total change in market
order volume over a small time-step An’/ O + AnMO is observed to increase as the magnitude
of the velocity grows, verifying the existence of this influence. We chose a natural fit to this
data using Anl© + AnM9 « 1 — sech(v/vp). These two equations combine to describe the

behavior of market orders (Fig. ),
AnO = [+ko tanh(v/vo) + kso — ki1 sech (v/vg)]vo. (7)

We also analyzed the rms change in the total number of limit orders over short period
of time and found that it too approximately follows equation according to (Fig. )
It is then reasonable to believe that the traders’ reactions to the movement of the trading
price at any x should mirror in form that of the reaction seen in market order activity.
We propose that the limit order placement activity function is of the form o (z,v) =
(ki (z) tanh (v /vl (x)) + k™ (x) — K" (z) sech (v/vi(z))]vg*(x) where to avoid cluttering the

notation we have left off the + subscripts.

II. MODEL PREDICTIONS

To test the validity of our model, we conduct some simulations of the order-book dynam-
ics (Supplementary Section S1) and compare the simulation results with empirical data in
the OKCoinl, OKCoin2, BTC-e, and Coinbase datasets. We first indirectly provide evidence
supporting the validity of the form of the three trader operations that we have included in
the model. A consideration of the diffusion-less (D (x) = 0) and point process J = 0 limits
of our model consisting only of traders placing and canceling orders at random leads to
a linear relationship between (An(z,t)), and (ny(z,t)), which is verified in (Fig. [Ig-j)
since empirically the contributions of the diffusion term were small on time scales where the

velocity doesn’t change very much. We also see justification for the heavy tails of {,(x,t)
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and (¢ (,t) in the heavy tail observed on the distribution for An, (Fig. [Ie—f). The final
row of figures (Fig. fn) show the classic signs of the negative rebounds on either side of
the self-correlating spike common to diffusion processes with a more detailed analysis given
in the supplementary materials (Supplementary Section S2).

Moreover, we measure the distribution of the absolute value of instantaneous price re-
turn, which is important for understanding the market, quantifying risk, and optimizing

3334 Because it is defined as the logarithmic ratio of the price before and after the

portfolios
smallest discernible unit of time in the market (tic, 7) the price return is equivalent to the
velocity times the tic [v(¢)7]. In Fig. Bp—d, we plot the pdf for the price return normalized to
absorb the effect of tic size which is of course irrelevant in our continuous model. We show
that the heavy tail of this distribution decays with an exponent of o ~ —4 in agreement
with our theory which reproduces the well known cubic (quartic) law of returns found in
the cedf (pdf) for many different financial markets** 1%L As it will be shown, the method
in which our model predicts this exponent is very general suggesting that this mechanism

is a sufficient explanation for this universality class independent of Bitcoin specific market

details.

Simulations reveal the diffusion terms in equation [6] to be negligible in the influence on
price movement allowing v(t + 7) ~ J(v(t))/no(t2S) where care has been taken in the writing
J(v)

the correct time dependence. Thus we construct the infinitesimal for velocity as dv =~ Eratk’

where every quantity is now evaluated at the same time. We can construct the Fokker-Planck
equation for the distribution of the returns by writing the it6 SDE dv = u(v)dt + o(v)dW;.
We then measure the drift and diffusion coefficients by finding the relationships (Av) = —v
so that pu(v) = £ (v) & L (Av) = —2 and (Var(v)) ~ 0 when v = 0 so that k; & ks and
2(v) = -3t

i [k‘g tanh? <%> + (k:oo — ki sech? <%>>} (Supplementary Section S3). We then

use the Fokker-Planck equation,

2 p(0) = ~ L ()] + 5 (o). ®)

to solve for the stable solution

p(v) o 02(11)62 T (9)

which is the general form of the price return distribution. A summary of solutions to this
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equation are given below

2,2
ngv
p(v) o exp (——) lv| = 0
03 (koo — 1)°
p(v) o =22k *nj 0 <|v| < g
2,2
p(v) < exp (—%) vo K|

In the regime where the power law dominates we find that ng ~ ky in the OKCoinl
dataset (Supplementary Section S3) which gives a power of —4.

We also compare our model to two existing models — CS*4 and KSTT?%. The CS model
deals with specific trader behavior in allowing for the placement and cancellation of orders
whereas the KSTT model focuses on the traders’ reaction to changing price. However neither
produce a price return distribution with the appropriate universal exponent (Fig. [4p) since
in both models the variance of the change in velocity is independent of velocity which,
according to equation @, implies that the distribution of price return follows a Gaussian.

In addition to price return, we also verify some other useful quantities from the model
with our data. The relation between second moment of the velocity (v?) and market order
volume ng is calculated with an expectation with respect to the conditional distribution on
N SO we have

(v?) = /p(v|n0)v2dv. (10)
In our model, the theoretical value of (v?) fits the empirical data well in Fig. dp. (v?) is
composed of an exponential decay and/or a power-law decay with power-law exponent -2
for different limits on ny summarized in the supplementary section (Supplementary Section
S4). We again note the predictions from the CS and KSTT models are insufficient to fully
explain this observation. In the CS model 6?(Av) o< ny? as in our model however the fit is
poor and in the KSTT model the conditional probability p(v|ng) is independent of ng giving
an approximately constant result.

Another point of distinction for our model is the correlation between velocity and total
change of order volume. In our model, the correlation. Fig. |4 shows that (v, An) decreases
from positive to negative for bid order and vice-versa for ask orders and both go to 0
as r — oo in agreement with the empirical data. The previous works capture only the
properties of order-book dynamics in certain regimes. The KSTT model assumes all of the

investors are high-frequency traders, which enlarges the influence of trend-following in the



region far away from price leading to a correlation that does not taper to zero far away
from the trading price. In contrast, the CS model completely ignores traders’ reaction to
the changing price velocity, leading to the deviation from an empirical value near the price.
Both of the previous works also neglect the influence of market activity therefore, (An?)!/2
is approximately equal at different velocities while the curve our model produces agrees with
the empirical data (Fig. [4d).

To conclude, the above simulation results and analysis indicate that our model can pre-
cisely capture and potentially explain the power law decay of the price return distribution
found to be universal across a wide range of markets. We also report the success of our
model in demonstrating some of the key features of order-book dynamics as an improve-
ment over previous work. However one obvious limitation of our model is the lack of of
temporal correlation in the traders’ reactions. It is reported that the time series constructed
by assigning the value 41 to incoming buy orders and —1 to incoming sell orders exhibits
long memory on the Paris Boursé®®. Since the order placement An®" in our model follows a
stable distribution which leads to the absence of long memory in the order flow, we cannot
predict these results.

Finally, we point out that our model can be used for price prediction provided quality
data. Current methods of predicting price, such as ARMA®% and GARCH!2, are based on
the price series and while order book data can be over-valued in some financial analyses,
our model would constitute the basis for a complementary approach to more conventional
methods. Since our model is only concerned with the mesoscopic details of order book
trading, many of the complications of using order book data for price return prediction
aren’t an issue such as so-called iceberg orders wherein a single market maker tries to sell a
large amount of a security secretly by not listing it all at once. As long as the orders follow

one-sided stable distributions and general trader reaction trends, our model is applicable.
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Fig. 1. Analysis and modelling the three types of order-book operations in different
Bitcoin markets. a) A typical ask/bid order-book profile. b) The schematic description of three
order-book operations. c—f) The conditional distribution, P(An|n) for ¢) OKCoinl, d) OKCoin2,
e BTC-e and f) Coinbase. Dots denote measurements from data and lines are measurements from
simulation. g—j) The change of order volume An versus order volume n for g) OKCoinl, h) OK-
Coin2, i BTC-e and j) Coinbase. Dots denote measurements from data and lines are measurements
from simulation. k—n) The correlation (Ang, An,) (the correlation between the change of order
volume at different positions) versus position z for k) OKCoinl, 1) OKCoin2, m) BTC-e and n)

Coinbase. Dots denote measurements from datfl4and lines are measurements from simulation.
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Fig. 2. The traders’ reaction to velocity. a) The discrepancy of market order Anf O _ ApMO
versus velocity v in OKCoinl. Dots denote measurements from data, whereas the curve is a guide
to the eye, following AnO — ApM© o ky tanh(v/vg). b) The market order volume Anf© +AnMO
versus velocity v in OKCoinl. Dots denote measurements from data, whereas the curve is a guide
to the eye, following AnYO + AnMO o ke, — koo sech(v/vg). ¢) The market order Anl© versus
velocity v in OKCoinl. Dots denote measurements from data, whereas the curve is a guide to the
eye, following An}© oc [+kg tanh(v/vg) + koo — k1 sech (v/vg)]ve. d) The root mean square of An

versus normalized v in OKCoinl. Dots denote measurements from data, whereas the line is a guide

to the eye, following (An)'/? o [tk () tanh(v/vé(:v)) + ki () — ky () sech (v /vy (x))]vg(2).
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for a) OKCoinl, b) OKCoin2, ¢) BTC-e and d) Coinbase. Dots denote measurements from data,
lines are measurements from simulation. The dot dash, shown as a guide to the eye, represents a

power-law decay with exponent a = —4.
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Fig. 4. The properties of order-book dynamic in OKCoinl. a) The probability distribution

of the absolute value of normalized price return in OKCoinl. Dots denote measurements from

data and lines are measurements from different models. b) The variance of velocity (v?) versus

order volume ng in OKCoinl. Dots denote measurements from data and lines are measurements

from different models. ¢) The correlation (v, An) (correlation between the change of order volume

An and velocity v) versus position x in OKCoinl. Dots denote measurements from data and

lines are measurements from different models. d) The root mean square of the change of order

volume (An2)Y/? versus velocity v in OKCoinl. Dots denote measurements from data and lines

are measurements from different models.
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