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ABSTRACT

Modern financial exchanges use an electronic limit order book
(LOB) to store bid and ask orders for a specific financial asset. As
the most fine-grained information depicting the demand and sup-
ply of an asset, LOB data is essential in understanding market
dynamics. Therefore, realistic LOB simulations offer a valuable
methodology for explaining empirical properties of markets. Main-
stream simulation models include agent-based models (ABMs) and
stochastic models (SMs). However, ABMs tend not to be grounded
on real historical data, while SMs tend not to enable dynamic agent-
interaction. To overcome these limitations, we propose a novel
hybrid LOB simulation paradigm characterised by: (1) representing
the aggregation of market events’ logic by a neural stochastic back-
ground trader that is pre-trained on historical LOB data through
a neural point process model; and (2) embedding the background
trader in a multi-agent simulation with other trading agents. We
instantiate this hybrid NS-ABM model using the ABIDES platform.
We first run the background trader in isolation and show that the
simulated LOB can recreate a comprehensive list of stylised facts
that demonstrate realistic market behaviour. We then introduce a
population of ‘trend’ and ‘value’ trading agents, which interact with
the background trader. We show that the stylised facts remain and
we demonstrate order flow impact and financial herding behaviours
that are in accordance with empirical observations of real markets.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Modern financial exchanges (e.g., London Stock Exchange) and on-
line commodity auction platforms (e.g., StockX) use the continuous
double auction (CDA) mechanism to determine the price of assets.
Buyers and sellers continuously submit orders to a limit order book
(LOB), where order matching takes place and transactions result.
Formally, a LOB is a continuously updating queueing system for
limit orders. Bid orders (i.e., orders to buy) and ask orders (i.e.,
orders to sell) are queued on two sides of the book by price-time
priority. Whenever order prices cross (i.e., price of the new bid
order is higher than the lowest ask price, or price of the new ask
order is lower than the highest bid price), orders are matched into
transactions. Whenever a new order is submitted, or an existing
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order is cancelled the LOB will update. These updates happen con-
tinuously and time intervals between events can be in the order of
nanoseconds. In this sense, the LOB depicts the most fundamental
and fine-grained level of demand and supply information concern-
ing a specific financial asset. Therefore, the LOB is often used as a
primary data source in financial microstructure studies to investi-
gate topics such as the price formation mechanism [33], stochastic
properties of the market [5], and the influence of high-frequency
trading [35].

However, although the LOB is of critical importance in research,
using historical LOB data suffers from two major problems. First,
as one cannot interact with historical data, it cannot be used to
conduct ‘what if” counterfactual analysis. Therefore, backtesting
a trading algorithm on historical data suffers from the unrealistic
assumption that the market will not react. This is a particularly
dangerous assumption when trading large volumes that will ‘move’
the market. Second, the availability of historical LOB data is lim-
ited and expensive.! Simulations and synthetically generated data,
respectively, can help to overcome these problems.

Two mainstream models for LOB simulation and synthetic data
generation are agent-based models (ABMs) and stochastic models
(SMs). ABMs construct an interactive trading environment con-
taining heterogeneous agents with behavioural logic that is either
human-defined or learned. While defined agents are often modelled
as simplifications of real-world actors such as market makers, mo-
mentum traders, and liquidity providers, the objectivity of ABMs
can be doubted as one cannot guarantee that the simulation will
behave in the same manner as the real world [24]. On the other
hand, SMs learn stochastic properties directly from historical data
and so are objectively grounded in reality. Prior studies have shown
that market characteristics, such as price and volume distributions
and the arrival of market events, can be captured using SMs, and
this learned knowledge can be used to generate realistic synthetic
data. However, SMs have the limitation of not being interactive.
Therefore, while SMs can generate endless amounts of synthetic
data, the problems associated with backtesting on real data remain.

This paper presents a neural stochastic agent-based model (NS-
ABM) to simulate the LOB. NS-ABM is a novel hybrid methodology
that combines the two general approaches of ABM and SM. Our
primary contributions are summarised as:

(1) We introduce a neural stochastic background trader (BT)
whose actions mimic the aggregation of order events posed
by the whole market. The BT utilises an advanced state-
dependent parallel neural Hawkes process model to learn
the behavioural pattern of the whole market from historical
real-world level-2 LOB data. When coupled with several
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empirical observations concerning order prices and volumes,
the BT agent is able to stochastically sample realistic order
event streams.

(2) We incorporate the BT into the open-source ABIDES [11]
simulation framework. The BT is shown to produce LOB
dynamics that reproduce a comprehensive list of ten stylised
facts about real world LOBs. Such high fidelity has not been
shown in previous ABMs.

(3) We introduce a population of trading agents with various
‘trend’ and ‘value’ trading strategies and demonstrate that
the BT reacts realistically to endogenous events caused by
other trading agents. The resultant LOB dynamics continue
to exhibit the stylised facts of real markets, which demon-
strates the realistic behaviour of the ABM. We also demon-
strate that the ABM exhibits order flow impact and financial
herding behaviours that are similar to empirical observations
of real markets.

2 BACKGROUND AND RELATED WORKS

2.1 Limit Order Book

A CDA market allows market participants to submit both buy or-
ders and sell orders for a specific asset, with no restrictions on time
intervals between events. An electronic LOB is used to record sub-
mitted, yet unexecuted, orders. It is coupled with an order matching
engine to match orders into transactions. As the LOB provides the
most detailed demand and supply information in the market, it is
considered to be the ultimate microscopic level of description [5].

A limit order event E(t, s, a, v, p) specifies a time of event ¢, a side
of event s € {bid, ask}, an action a € {submission, cancellation}, a
volume v, and a price p. The LOB is updated whenever a new event
arrives. The LOB contains a bid list and an ask list, each sorted
by price-time priority such that the bid at the front of the bid list
(i-e., the best bid) has the highest price, pb(l), and the ask at the
front of the ask list (i.e., the best ask) has the lowest price, p“(l).
Best bid pb(l) and best ask p“(l) are termed quote prices, and are
considered as the top price level. The difference between pb(l) and
p“(l) is named the bid-ask spread and the average of ph(l) and
2 is named the mid-price. We refer to p?(" and p@(™ | where
n € {2,3,...}, as deep price levels. When new bid b arrives with
price pb it will execute against the best ask ifpb > p“(l), else b will
enter the bid-side of the LOB in descending price-ordered position.
Likewise, when new ask a arrives with price p? it will execute
against the best bid if p? < pb(l), else a will enter the ask-side of
the LOB in ascending price-ordered position.

2.2 LOB Simulation

LOB simulation offers a method to generate synthetic LOB data
and perform trading experiments. Simulation is particularly useful
for testing trading algorithms and explaining some of the empiri-
cal observations of real markets, for instance factors that lead to
extreme price events [36] and how latency arbitrage affects market
efficiency [20, 48]. Therefore, LOB simulation can provide insights
for both market investors who want to maximise the profitability of
their strategies, and market regulators who want to find reasons for
market anomalies and take preventative measures. While a variety

of LOB simulation methods exist, here we categorise into two gen-
eral categories, agent based models (ABM) and stochastic models
(SM).

ABMs are a common method for performing LOB simulation.
These bottom-up simulations include a virtual LOB venue in which
heterogeneous trading agents interact, and LOB dynamics emerge
from this system of interaction events. Often, agent types in ABMs
are generalised simplifications of real market entities. For instance,
a market maker agent imitates the role of large security broker-
dealers that provide liquidity on both sides of the book; while a
strategic momentum or mean reversion trader imitates the com-
mon strategy of investors to follow price trends. By rooting agent
behaviours in reality, the aggregate effect of agents’ interactions
can lead to insightful findings that are in accordance with empiri-
cal studies of real world markets. For example, Cont [16] used an
ABM to investigate factors that cause volatility clustering in asset
returns. Agents were configured to make trading decisions based
entirely on perceived market volatility. Results showed that there
is a link between frequency of market activity and agent threshold
behaviour; and volatility clustering might be caused by investor
inertia. Wang et al. [49] set up an ABM with zero intelligence (ZI)
agents and heuristic belief learning (HBL) agents to investigate the
role of spoofing in price manipulation. Both ZI agents and HBL
agents use noisy observations on an exogeneous fundamental value
to make trading decisions, with HBL agents exploiting additional
LOB information to determine when prices are under/overvalued.
Results showed that the LOB-dependent decision making of HBL
agents mean they are more easily misled by spoofing and therefore
price is more vulnerable to manipulation. McGroarty et al. [32]
developed a realistic ABM containing several agent types including
market makers, liquidity consumers, strategic traders, and noise
traders. Data generated by the simulation exhibits several stylised
facts found in real markets, which demonstrates realistic simula-
tion behaviour. However, despite the reported successes of ABMs,
concerns have been expressed over their subjectivity. In particular,
there is no guarantee that the real market will act in a similar way
to any particular ABM, as the behavioral patterns and parameters
of agents are subjectively determined. Also, some have argued that
it may not be possible to accurately model an individual’s complex
behaviour though simple trading rules [39].

SMs, on the other hand, simulate the LOB through stochastic
assumptions or observations on the aggregate order flow. Unlike
ABM, SM is fundamentally grounded on real data. A variety of
stochastic models have been used to simulate the LOB. Cont et al.
[19] used an independent Poisson processes to model order arrivals
and cancellations. The model was shown to be capable of fast in-
ference from historical data and enabled efficient calculation of
conditional probabilities of events such as price movement. The
simulated data generated was also shown to replicate several dy-
namic properties of the real LOB, despite having a minimal set of
assumptions. In [17], the LOB was modelled as a Markovian queu-
ing system. This form of model can provide analytical expressions
for various quantities of interest, and has provided insights into the
relation between price dynamics and order flow. Some research, on
the other hand, took a deep learning perspective in stochastic LOB
simulation. For instance, the LOB recreation model presented in
[42, 44] modelled several stochastic properties of the LOB using a



continuous variant of RNN to predict LOB volumes from top level
trades and quotes data. The model was able to achieve a static sim-
ulation of the LOB by concatenating consecutive predictions while
ignored the dynamic event-based characteristic of the system, lead-
ing to its failure to replicate market stylized facts. More recently,
Shi and Cartlidge [43] modeled the LOB event stream using a state-
dependent parallel neural Hawkes process (sd-PNHP). The model
was shown to exhibit superior performance over pure stochastic
models when predicting the type and the time of next LOB event.
Furthermore, the synthetic LOB data generated by the model was
shown to be more realistic than previous models, as demonstrated
by the number of stylised facts exhibited. Nevertheless, despite
these successes, stochastic models have the shortcoming of not
allowing dynamic interaction.

In this paper, we introduce a hybrid SM-ABM. We hypothesise
that this approach will offer the advantages of both models: an in-
teractive, bottom-up LOB simulation that is grounded in real-world
data and exhibits real-world characteristics. Others have previously
suggested the advantages of combining models [23], however, there
are few prior studies that have attempted to embed stochastic mod-
els of the LOB in an interactive ABM environment. These include
Panayi and Peters [37], who claim their model is a hybrid of ABM
and SM; however, the model is essentially a stochastic model in
which order flows are attributed to imaginary agents, and there is
no provision to interact with the stochastic system. More recently,
Kumar [27] proposed an ABM model in which a stochastic market
maker is embedded and the market maker interacts with other
trading agents. However, the focus of that study is on deploying
the stochastic model as a strategic trader to make profit; the model
is not designed as a realistic market simulator to investigate market
dynamics. The most similar research that we have found is [14]; in
which a conditional generative adversarial network (CGAN) based
agent is first trained on real data, and is then used as a ‘world
agent’. The world agent is then incorporated into an ABM simula-
tion to conduct interaction experiments. Nevertheless, CGAN agent
lacks support from a statistical perspective, being a complete deep
learning ‘black box’. Besides, the CGAN model cannot be validated
through comparing prediction accuracy with mainstream models,
while the sd-PNHP model can be rigorously grounded on real data
using criteria like log likelihood of event arrival time and event
type prediction accuracy. Thus, we propose that there is a research
gap, which we attempt to address in this paper.

3 MODEL FORMULATION

The NS-ABM for LOB simulation has two main aspects. First, the
simulation is agent-based and the ABM framework we use is the
ABIDES open-source LOB simulation. Second, we train a neural
stochastic ‘background trader’ whose behaviour logic is learned
through a sd-PNHP model on historical trading data. We then in-
corporate the BT as an agent into ABIDES, and introduce other
agent traders that can interact with the BT.

3.1 Agent-Based Interactive Discrete Event
Simulation (ABIDES)

ABIDES [11] is an agent-based simulation framework used to gener-
ate high-fidelity LOB data and conduct microstructure experiments.
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Figure 1: Simulation workflow of ABIDES; adapted from
[11].

It has been adopted in varies studies, e.g., for developing and evalu-
ating trading agents [26], and for investigating market manipulation
[50]. ABIDES mimics real market settings in several ways: (1) it has
a realistic messaging system derived from NASDAQ’s published
equity trading protocols, ITCH and OUCH; (2) it has no assump-
tions or restrictions on market settings, such as order size or time
intervals between discrete events; and (3) it is equipped with a set
of classes and functions that enable extension of existing agent
types and actions. Fig. 1 is a simplified version of the simulation
logic shown in [11]. In the following paragraphs, we introduce two
classes of ABIDES’ high frequency trading (HFT) agents that we
use in this paper: ‘trend’ trading agents and ‘value’ trading agents.

Trend agents assume that a trend in price will persist or reverse
in the near future, and they are called momentum (MM) agents and
mean reversion (MR) agents, respectively. Trend agents calculate
the current trend in price using the difference between moving
average price over a long time window and over a short time win-
dow. The trading logic of trend agents is illustrated in Algorithm 1.
These agents try to maintain a neutral position, so the submitted
order size is either equal to the size that can close the current posi-
tion, otherwise a standard size u is used. For instance, assume an
agent has a short stock holding of —200. If the agent then decides
to submit a market buy order, the order size would be 200 to close
the position; conversely, if the agent decides to submit a market
sell order, the order size would be u to further expand the position.
By maintaining a neutral position, trend agents attempt to profit
from high-frequency trading; rather than profit from capital gains
by holding a large position over a comparatively long time horizon.

Value agents trade according to observations on a fundamental
value oracle that is exogeneous to the market [10]. Such an oracle
can be any time series generated through a stochastic process. We
use the SparseMeanRevertingOracle class to generate fundamental
values for ZI/HBL (detailed in [10]). As presented in [10], the fun-
damental value follows an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process, of which
the value at t,, is denoted as:

Pty = 1+ Pty — e Vo +uy, (1)
o? 2y6
ug, ~ N(0, (1 — e~2r%n)) @)
2y

in which &, denotes units of time elapsed since last observation.

When 6, increases, the fundamental value and its variance at t,
2

converge to y and G—y, indicating its mean-reverting essence.



Algorithm 1 Trading logic for trend agents (MM & MR)

Algorithm 2 Trading logic for value agents (ZI & HBL)

Require: window size [; and I, I > I, current stock holding h

1: if receive wake up call from the kernel then

2:  cancel all unexecuted orders

3 send request for quote prices to the exchange agent
4:  receive quote prices (pta(l)
5:  calculate mid price p/i¢
stored list mid_list

,pf(l)) from the exchange agent
and append it to the agent’s internally

6:  if len(mid_list) >= I, then
7: if MA;, (mid_list) > MAy, (mid_list) then
8: if type(agent) == MM then
9: submit a market buy order, ¢ = max(—h, u)
10: else if type(agent) == MR then
11: submit a market sell order, ¢ = max(h, u)
12: end if
13: else
14: do steps 8-11 using inverse logic (i.e., MM sells, MR buys)
15: end if
16:  else
17: queue next wake up call in kernel, break
18:  endif
19:  queue next wake up call in kernel
20: end if

Before agents observing the fundamental value, they first update
internal estimates p;, and o7, %:
~ S S5, ~
bty = (A= A=)+ (A =y)"pt, , ®)
"=y
After observing the fundamental value as oy, with noise o7,
estimates are updated in a Bayesian manner:

o’ +(1-y)n5t )

2 52
~ % ~ tn
P, — 2 . ~2 P, 2 -3 Otn (5)
oG + 0} o+ 0y,
o 049%
07 — —/——— 6)
tn ~2 2
oy +o04

Upon finishing updating its interval values, the agent makes pre-
diction on the fundamental value at t;, + t,, as:

Praear = (1= (1 =) )+ (1 =)™y, ™)
of which is the value that value agents used to compare with the
realized stock price at t, to make trading decision. Here the agents
focus on the profit over short terms (in At), the same as momen-
tum traders. The estimated fundamental value represents the ‘fair
price’ of the stock to the agent. If the current price on the LOB is
underestimated, the agent tends to buy; otherwise the agent tends
to sell. One type of value agent makes decisions based entirely on
the observed fundamental value, and we call these zero intelligence
(ZI) agents; the other type of value agent use additional information
from the LOB to improve the possibility of order execution, and
we call these heuristic belief learning (HBL) agents. We intention-
ally remove the private value setting over holding preference. As
a result, the agents do not have preference over a long, to force
agents to solely focus on profitability. That is, when there is no
price information the agent has no preference over holding 100

Require: Intended maximum surplus rp,4x, look back period /, current
stock holding h

1: if receive wake up call from the kernel then

2 cancel all unexecuted orders

3 send request for quote prices to the exchange agent

4:  receive quote prices (pf(l),pf(l)) from the exchange agent

5 obtain a noisy observation from the oracle, and update internal
estimation on current value p; in a Bayesian manner
make estimation on future fundamental value p;4as

if rand(0,1) > 0.5 then

6
7:  sample requested surplus r ~ Unif (0, 1ax)
8
9 submit a limit buy order, g = max(—h, u)

-
@ ¥

if type(agent) == ZI then
11: if prine —p?(l) > r then
12: p= pf“)
13: else
14: P=Prerr —T
15: end if
16: else if type(agent) == HBL then
17: calculate execution probability vector Prob at all price levels
P = (pmin, ---» Pmax) during past L transactions
18: calculate expected surplus S = Prob * (priar — P)
19: P = Pmin + argmaxS
20: end if
21:  else
22: do steps 9-19 using inverse logic (i.e., submit a limit sell)
23:  endif
24:  queue next wake up call in kernel
25: end if

units or —100 units of stock. As trend agents do not have the private
value setting in the ABDIES implementation, the removal of this
setting also allows better comparison. The trading logic of value
agents is described in Algorithm 2.

Trend agent and value agent types are representative of common
trading strategies and have been widely studied in both analytical
models and empirical studies. To aid analysis, we have deliberately
chosen a minimal set of trading strategies, therefore these are the
only two types of strategic trading agents that we consider in this
work. However, it is trivial to include other pre-defined agent types,
or define new trading strategies within ABIDES. We reserve such
explorations of more complex markets for future work.

3.2 Neural Stochastic Background Trader

Pure ABMs in which all agents act according to human-defined rules
can lack objective grounding. Although the simulation framework
can be designed to closely imitate the real world (e.g., in ABIDES the
messaging mechanism originates from NASDAQ, the LOB operates
using real world rules, and the terminology of agent strategies can
be found in real markets), realistic dynamics are not guaranteed.
Critically, the behavioural patterns of agents, the parameters that
determine those behaviours, and the complex interactions between
agents combine to generate the overall order stream pattern. The
parameters of individual agent behaviours cannot be learned from
the aggregate order stream of real markets as the actions of in-
dividual traders are not known (data is anonymous and actions
cannot be linked to individuals). However, as demonstrated by [43],
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Figure 2: (a) shows how the BT samples events when it is running on its own. A defined length of memory is used as input into
the sd-PNHP model, coupled with empirical distributions concerning orders, to sample a new event. The event is then sent
to the exchange, once accepted will be updated into its memory to go forward. (b) shows how interactions happen. It follows
a similar logic of (a), the difference is that the BT will first combine experimental agent’s event into its memory, and then to
sample events. The sampled event thus is influenced by other agents’ behaviours.

it is possible to learn the overall order stream pattern of the whole
market using a sd-PNHP model. Here, we adapt the approach of
[43] to learn aggregate order streams of real data and then deploy
the model as an autonomous agent within an ABM so that it can in-
teract and adapt to the actions of other trading agents in the market.
We hypothesise that this ‘hybrid’ ABM approach can generate more
realistic market dynamics within which new trading strategies can
be more rigorously tested.

To this end, we implement a neural stochastic BT in ABIDES.
The agent is backed with a sd-PNHP model that is trained on his-
torical event stream data of the whole market. The agent can make
predictions on next event type and next event time based on a
defined length of event history. By iteratively incorporating newly
sampled events into memory as input, the agent is able to endlessly
generate event stream data that closely mimics real market data. We
name the agent a ‘background trader’ because: (1) when the agent is
running on its own (as the only agent in the simulation), the order
stream it generates represents the logic of a complete market; (2)
when the agent interacts with other trading agents (i.e., when part
of a multi-agent simulation), the reactions it produces are similar
to aggregate market responses. Fig. 2 illustrates the logic of the
BT when it is running on its own, and when it is interacting with
other agents. By defining the BT as a subclass of the trading agent
class in ABIDES, it inherits full functionality of communicating
with the exchange, submitting and cancelling orders, and keeping
track of its real-time profitability. We detail the logic of the neural
stochastic trader in the following paragraphs.

For a stochastic Hawkes process, the intensity rate of event ar-
rival at a given time is based on a mean rate y, plus the additive
exponentially decayable impact produced by historical events (con-
trolled by « and J), as shown in Eq. 8. In contrast, in a multi-variate
sd-PNHP model, the intensity rate for type k event at a given time is
decoded from the continuous latent state from the k-th continuous-
time LSTM unit, with a defined length of past events and market
states as input, as shown in Eq. 9.

M =p+ Y axexp(=5(t—ty)) ®)
hitp <t
Ak (t) = Dg(hi (1)) = D (CTLSTM (S, X, 1)) )

t
pi(t)=P(tj =t | Ff;x) = A(t)exp (— /t A(s)ds) (10)

-1
According to fundamentals in the theory of stochastic process,
the probability density function for event arrival time can be de-
noted as Eq. 10. After the model is well-trained on historical data, a
sampling method like the Ogata’s thinning algorithm can be used
to sample the most likely next event type and arrival time. Exper-
iments performed in [43] demonstrated that: (1) the model can
make predictions with 50%-60% accuracy in event type prediction
(compared with baseline accuracy of 25% for this four class classifi-
cation problem, with classes: ask submission, ask cancellation, bid
submission, and bid cancellation); and (2) the model can be used to
iteratively sample event streams. When combined with several em-
pirical distributions of order price and order volume, it can be used
to generate high-fidelity LOB data that exhibits multiple stylised

facts found in real data.

3.3 Implementation Details

A first attempt of using the sd-PNHP as a pure SM to stochasti-
cally sample LOB event streams and conduct LOB simulation was
illustrated in [43]. Nevertheless, the original implementation was
naive and lack essential settings to be interactive with experimental
agents.

First, previously submitted orders by the BT were not tracked
by the LOB through indexing. Given an initial state of the LOB, the
implementation was only adding or removing certain volumes of
limit orders from the book whenever a new event was sampled,
regardless of how the volumes on a level price were specifically



composed of previously submitted orders. This would lead us to
troubles when we need to identify which previously submitted or-
ders are being transacted or cancelled, and to whom the transacted
or cancelled orders belong. By incorporating the BT into ABIDES,
both the BT and the exchange index the sampled orders. This al-
lows the system to track a specific order from its submission to its
cancellation or transaction, and also send according information to
the originating agents using the agent-order mapping stored in the
exchange.

Second, as the sd-PNHP model focus on learning order patterns
from a LOB of five price levels, default volumes (historical average
value) are used when the LOB moves to a previously unseen price
level. To ensure that all orders are generated from agents and are
traceable by the exchange, this setting is removed. Recall that the
BT is only able to generate and respond to events relating to the top
five price level of the LOB. If the LOB has moved to a previously
unseen price level (e.g. the 6-th best ask at time ¢,_1 becomes the
5-th best ask at time ), the order volume on that price level starts
from zero; If the LOB has left a price level behind (e.g. the 5-th best
ask at time t,,—1 becomes the 6-th best ask at time ¢,), orders on that
price level are gradually removed from the LOB as cancellations
which will not cause further response from the BT (as they are
already out of the perception field of the BT).

Concerning more implementation of the BT in ABIDES, We use
the base class of TradingAgent to build the BT. Main functionalities
of the base class include being able to receive and send message
(including receiving market information from the exchange, and
posting order-related actions to the exchange), submit and cancel
orders, and maintain its own order history. The BT is subscribed to
market information. Whenever the LOB is updated resulting from
its own or experimental agent’s action, the BT receives a market
subscription message and samples an event (with event type, order
statistics, and arrival time). A sampled event is not necessarily to be
posed to the exchange, as there is possibility an event posed by other
experimental agents can arrive earlier. Under this circumstance, the
BT will sample a new event and the original event will be abandoned.
The newly sampled event is deemed as an event under interaction
(as in Fig.2). There also exists emergency settings that in case the
simulation encounters error. During market open, when there are
no orders on the ask (or bid) side, the spread will be assumed to
be one tick. If the BT samples an ask (or bid) cancellation action,
it will be automatically replaced by an emergency refill action of
submitting bid (or ask) limit order of volume 100 at the top price
level. This mechanism is rarely activated, only when one side of
the LOB runs out of liquidity.

Essential parameters regarding the BT are illustrated in Table 1
as ‘initial values’. Those values are either learned from data using
MLE, or chosen When market opens, the first five price levels are
randomly populated with limit orders (volumes 100 - 1000) until the
order volumes on each price levels reach an random aggregation
value (volumes 1.5 x 10% - 2.0 X 10, indicated by empirical average
value on top five price levels in the dataset). Time intervals for these
orders are set as 107° second for fast population, during which time
no market information will be sent out and no agents will react.
These orders can be deemed as pre-market-open orders, and the
resulted LOB is used as an initial state on which following events
accumulate.

4 EXPERIMENTS

4.1 Model Learning and Parameter Setting

The learning of the sd-PNHP model is based on the LOBSTER
dataset, as in [43]. The dataset contains real world LOB event stream
data of five days’ length for three stocks, ticker symbol INTC (Intel),
MSFT (Microsoft), and JPM (JP Morgan), provided by the financial
data provider LOBSTER.? On average there are 0.5 million event
updates per trading day per stock, and the LOB data is of five price
levels, instead of being full market-depth. We choose the model
trained on INTC data as the main model to be used in the following
experiments.

Parameters in power law distributions for price and volume are
learned on real data using maximum likelihood estimation. Other
parameters, such as the proportion of all orders that are market
orders and the probability that a limit order will shrink the bid-ask
spread, are also estimated from real data. In a nutshell, for the BT, the
sd-PNHP model decides the order stream pattern, and the learned
stochastic parameters decides order-specific statistics. Parameters
for experimental agents are human defined, taking reference from
original settings in ABIDES.

4.2 Configurations for ABIDES
4.3 Sensitivity Analysis

First, we conduct sensitivity analysis on a system in which all order
streams are generated by the BT. We consider key parameters that
relate to the empirical distributions of order price and volume,
the percentage of market orders in all orders, and some control
parameters that enforce the book will not run out of liquidity. One
thing to be noticed is that neural parameters that dominate the
order stream pattern are not involved in sensitivity analysis, owing
to its feature of being a ‘black box’. The exact parameters involved
are listed in Table 1, and they are: (1) P: the exponent of power
law distribution for order price; (2) V1: the exponent of power law
distribution for order volume at the top price level (quote prices);
(3) V2: the exponent of power law distribution for order volume at
deep price levels (prices inferior to quote prices); (4) Mi: the market
order imbalance index (0 indicating balanced, and +100% indicating
all market orders are bid or ask orders); (5) Mv: the exponent of
power law distribution for market order volume; (6) Lb: the lower
bound value for volumes at each price level. Once volumes fall
below this value, upcoming limit order volumes will be forced to
increase 1000 to ensure adequate liquidity in the market; (7) Ip: the
possibility for a limit order to fall within the spread (being one tick
higher than the best bid or one tick lower than the best ask) when
the spread is larger than one. Spread is denoted by sp.

We follow Sobol’s global sensitivity analysis, as performed in
[32]. In this variance-based analysis, the ANOVA representation of
a function f(x) of x = (x1, ..., xp) is:

f&x)=fo+ Z Z Sigig (K5 oo X1) (11)

s=1i1<...<ig
in which the s-th summation denotes the s-th order cooperative

effect of variables x;,, ..., x;, on the function output. Thus, the total
variance and partial variance of f(x) can be denoted as:

2A sample dataset can be found at https://lobsterdata.com/info/DataSamples.php
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Table 1: Parameters for sensitivity analysis

Initial value Fluctuation
Parameter

(sp=1/sp>1) range

P - Price distribution 1.5/4.7 +0.25

V1 - Volume dist. (top) 09 ~1.2 +0.25

V2 - Volume dist. (deep) 0~1.8 +0.25

Mi - Market imbalance 0 + 100%

Mo - Market vol. dist. 1.2/1.6 +0.25

Lb - Lower bound 12500 + 2500

Ip - Inner spread prob. 0.05 +0.025
P:price dist = 0.13 I 0.35
V1:volume dist (top) - 0.14 _0.30
V2:volume dist (deep) 4 0.12 -0.25
Mi:market imbalance - 0.18 ~0.20
vWv:market volume dist - 0.15 ~015
Lb:lower bound - 0.14 _0.10
Ip:inner spread prob - 0.14 0.16 0.13 0.17 0.05

st cor et aC"('S“‘:ccr ,C""\CE\ d—%é'\a}\):\vacu :

‘,_'m'\Da

Figure 3: Heatmap for sensitivity analysis.

D= / (F() — fo)?p(x)dx (12)
Di,..i, :‘/.fil..‘isp(xil,---,xis)dx (13)

The total variance concerning variable x; and its total sensitivity
index can be calculated as:

n

ERDIIL (19
s=1 (i
D?Ot

tot

Siot = ]Ij (15)

in which the symbol (i) sums over all D terms that contain i. Sobol
[45] provides an efficient Monte-Carlo method for calculating the
indices. According to the method, x is uniformly sampled from
the input space. We then add random perturbations to each input
element of x, and use all these x to simulate dim(x) + 1 copies of
LOBs. Each LOB is equivalent to one hour’s length, consisting of
roughly 0.3 million event updates. In total, 100 * (dim(x) + 1) LOB
samples are generated. Selected stochastic properties of the LOB
are used to evaluate the sensitivity of the system, as in [32]: (1)
the Hurst exponent of volatility [25, 30]; (2) the autocorrelation
of mid-price return [7]; (3) the first lag autocorrelation of order-
sign for order submissions [30]; (4) the first lag autocorrelation of

order-sign for order cancellations [30]; (5) the best exponent f of
the price impact function [31]; and (6) the R-squared for the order
flow imbalance function [18]. The first four criteria relate to the
memory of order flow or the resulting mid-price series, and the last
two criteria relate to the market price formation mechanism. Fig. 3
presents a heatmap after standardisation of the sensitivity indices.

From Fig. 3, it can be seen that the top two parameters that
have influence over the stochastic properties considered are: (1) the
exponent of distribution for market order volume; and (2) market
order percentage imbalance. In [32], it was argued that the upper
limit of market order volume distribution is the most influential
parameter, and the stochastic properties that it affects most are
the Hurst exponent and the exponent for price impact function.
Both the exponent for market order volume distribution and the
upper limit for market order volume directly affect the size of
market orders. Thus, we find that [32]’s conclusions concur with
our findings, even though the exact methodologies adopted differ.

4.4 Stylised Facts

‘Stylised facts’ in economics are empirical findings that are so con-
sistent (for example, across a wide range of instruments, markets,
and time periods) that they are accepted as truth. Such facts can
be used to verify the fidelity of an economic simulation. In this
section, we consider the behaviour of the simulated LOB against a
comprehensive list of more than ten stylised facts. We generate all
order streams by the BT in isolation, using the parameter settings
shown in Table 1 with fluctuation set to zero (i.e., all values are
those initially learned; they are not perturbed). Results are averaged
across 10 samples for both simulated and real data.
We were able to reproduce the following stylised facts:

Hurst exponent for absolute return. This fact indicates th-
at whether long-range memory exists in financial market
time series [15]. A detrended fluctuation analysis [38] can be
applied on the time series of absolute returns to calculate the
Hurst exponent. A Hurst exponent in the range of (0.5, 1)
indicates the existence of long memory. Empirical studies
indicate the Hurst exponent to be larger than 0.5 in stock
markets [25]. We find the exponent in simulated data to be
0.53, and 0.61 in the real data.

Autocorrelation in order-sign series. This fact indicates th-
at positive autocorrelation exists in order-sign series of sub-
missions and cancellations, respectively. Empirical studies
indicate the autocorrelation coefficient roughly falls in the
range of (0.2,0.3) [30]. We find the autocorrelation coefi-
cients to be significant in both simulated and real data. In
simulated data we find the coefficients to be 0.25 for submis-
sions and 0.18 for cancellations. For real data, the coefficients
are 0.41 and 0.35 respectively.

Order flow imbalance impact. This fact indicates that the
order flow imbalance (OFI) tends to cause prices to change
[18]. The imbalance between supply and demand is measured
as the difference between events that enforce the bid side (bid
submission and ask cancellation), and events that enforce the
ask side (ask submission and bid cancellation) during a ten-
seconds interval. The R-squared value from the regression
between return and OFI was found to have an average value



of 0.65 in [18]. Here, the R-squared value is found to be 0.64
in simulated data and 0.68 in real data.

Price impact function. This fact indicates that the transac-

tion volume’s influence on price change is concave. Empirical
studies indicate that the impact of transaction volume on
change in quote prices increases more quickly with changes
at small volumes and less quickly at larger volumes. The
slope of the fitted curve between logarithm volume and log-
arithm price change ranges in (0.1, 0.5), and the slope varies
across different markets owing to market protocols [31]. The
slope calculated on simulated data is 0.25, and on real data
is 0.11, both of which conform with a concave curve.

Facts previously verified in [43]:

Mid-price evolution. This fact indicates that the evolution of

the mid-price for liquid financial assets essentially follows a
random walk and the mid-price remains volatile during any
trading period [29]. As shown in Fig. 4(a), the mid-price of
both simulated and real data fluctuate over an approximately
10 minutes time interval.

Autocorrelation in return series. This fact, a reflection of

the ‘efficient markets’ hypothesis [22], indicates that price
movements for liquid assets do not exhibit significant and
strong autocorrelation. The absolute value for autocorrela-
tion of log return time series f(7) = corr(rerr Az, 'r,Ar) Was
found to be lower than 0.1, and as time lag increases the
coefficient converges to zero [15]. Other studies found that
the autocorrelation coefficient for return series to be weak
but significant [46]. For simulated data, we find that the lag
1 autocorrelation to be around -0.1 and it fast decays as lag
increases for one second frequency data. For real data, some
samples show weak but significant autocorrelation, while
others do not exhibit significant autocorrelation.

Normality of log returns. This fact indicates that the distri-

bution of asset log returns follows a normal distribution;
at the same time, when sampling frequency changes from
low to high, the kurtosis increases [47]. Fig. 4(c) shows the
distribution of r; o; when the sampling frequency is high
(At = 1 sec) and low (At = 1 min) can both be fitted with
a Gaussian distribution. The distribution of high frequency
return shows higher kurtosis and low tails (kurtosis > 10),
while the low frequency return shows lower kurtosis and
high tails (kurtosis < 1).

Event inter-arrival time. This fact indicates that the distri-

bution of event inter-arrival times follows an exponential
or a Weibull distribution [1]. Fig. 4(d) presents the empirical
density curve of time distribution (blue line) fitted with ex-
ponential (red), Weibull (green), and exponentiated Weibull
(orange) distributions using MLE. Both simulated and real
data have the best goodness of fit with the exponentiated
Weibull distribution (the Jenson-Shannon divergence being
0.22 and 0.27 respectively).

Volatility/volume positive correlation. This factsindicates

that the standard deviation of log return o, a; and traded
volume V; have positive correlation, in the sense that trad-
ing activities of large volumes are likely to introduce higher

volatility [9]. In [47], the mean value for correlation coeffi-
cient for historical data lies around 0.4. Fig. 4(b) plots the
standard deviation against average trade volume on a scale
of minutes. The correlation coefficient for simulated and
real data are 0.57 and 0.72 respectively, which confirm the
existence of this fact.

Volatility clustering. This fact indicates that high volatility
events tend to cluster in time. The function that used to
quantify this feature is f(7) = corr(er’At, rim) [15]. This
function remains positive and shows a downward tendency
when delay in time 7 increases. Fig. 4(e) confirms this prop-
erty is exhibited in both simulated and real data (At = 1 sec),
and is similar to that shown in [15].

We were not able to reproduce the following stylised fact:

Volatility/returns negative correlation. This fact, also ter-
med as the ‘leverage effect’ [6], indicates that volatility and
asset returns are negatively correlated. The volatility com-
monly used here is the implied volatility derived from a
particular volatility index (e.g., VIX) or the price of financial
derivatives. Here, there does not exist an implied volatility
for the simulated asset. Therefore, following [21], we inves-
tigate the relation between realised volatility (denoted as the
sum of squared log returns) and returns. We find that both
simulated and real data do not show a significant negative
correlation between the two variables. This may suggest
that realised volatility is not a good substitute of implied
volatility. Although the leverage effect has previously been
demonstrated using an ABM [12], it is rare. In [12], it was
suggested that the reason many ABMs are not capable of
recreating this fact is potentially due to the lack of asymmet-
ric trading behaviours in simulation.

By taking reference from [14], we also exploit some numerical
properties of the simulated LOB. Such properties vary a lot across
different financial markets and financial assets, and they normally
cannot be concluded with certain distributions with an agreed-upon
parameter range. Hence, we compare the simulated data generated
by the BT agent with the real data based on which the BT agent is
trained, instead of conducting a direct comparison with [14].

Bid-ask spread over time. As both the simulated data and
the real data is for highly liquid stocks that have compara-
tively low market value, the bid-ask spread is dominantly
one tick over time, as shown in Fig.4(f). Only when all orders
resting on the top price levels are taken by market orders,
or cancelled by agents, the bid-ask spread can be larger than
one.

Incoming volume for limit order submissions. Liquid fin-
ancial assets usually have high limit order incoming volume,
and the volume fluctuates over time. From Fig.4(g) it can be
seen both simulated and real data present high incoming vol-
ume and high volatility, with the simulated data exhibiting
comparatively higher mean value and lower relative varia-
tion. The differences mainly originate from the setting of a
stable distribution form for limit order submissions in the
simulation, while in real markets the distributions of such
properties can be dynamic over time according to market
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(a) Mid-price evolution of simulation and real data.

Simulated data Real data

1400 1 minute return 1 minute return
1 second return 1 second return

1200 8000

1000

6000

600 4000

probability density
probability density

400
2000

o

L00% o002 000  o02  qo0h  qo0b 008 00010 0005 (0000 (o005 (o010 qooS
log return log return
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(e) Volatility clustering: sim (green); real (red). Correlation for absolute
return over short time lags, decaying to zero as lag times increase.
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(g) Incoming order volume on quotes: both sim (left) data and real (right)
data show high and volatile incoming volume, with sim (left) showing
higher mean and lower relative variation.
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(d) Inter-arrival times: Exponentiated Weibull distribution is found to
be the best fit for both simulated (left) and real (right) data.
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(f) Bid-ask spread: the spread is dominantly one tick over time.
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(h) Time to first fill power law distribution.

Figure 4: stylised facts and numerical properties verification for both simulated and real LOB data.



conditions and cannot be concluded with a stable form of
distribution.

Time to first fill. Time to first fill describes the time interval
between the time when a order is submitted and the time
when the order is partially fulfilled. This property indicates
whether an asset is liquid or not, and liquid assets usually
have low time to first fill. Here the majority of first time to
fill for both simulated and real data are less than one second,
as in Fig.4(h). Empirical research also indicated that the time
to first fill follows a power law distribution [1], here both
simulated and real data are in accordance with the literature
(KS test p-value < 0.05)

4.5 Experimental Agents Interaction

4.5.1 Interaction Experiment Settings. By incorporating agents with
various trading strategies into the ABIDES framework to interact
with the BT, we can gain insights into how the system reacts to exter-
nal stimuli, and how those reactions compare to real markets. Here,
five criteria are considered: (i) mean profitability of agents (with no
consideration of transaction cost); (ii) trading volume of agents as a
proportion of total market trading volume; (iii) standard deviation
of the realised mid-price time series; (iv) BT’s ask-bid order imbal-
ance: measured as max(AS+BC, BS+AC) /min(AS+BC, BS+AC)—1,
in which AS, AC, BS, BC indicate the number of ask submission, ask
cancellation, bid submission and bid cancellation; and (v) the corre-
lation between value agents’ underlying fundamental stock value
and realised stock price.

We repeat each experimental condition 20 times and take mean
values. Results are shown in Table 2. We set number of agents
n € {1,15,50}, and set order flow impact True (i.e., BT reacts to agent
orders). For control, we also compare markets with n = (15) agents
with order flow impact False (i.e., BT does not react to agent orders).
Unless otherwise stated, agent populations are homogeneous.

4.5.2  ABIDES Configuration. Four types of agents are considered:
MM, MR, ZI, and HBL. To enable fair comparison, all agents wake up
according to an exponential scheme (Poisson process), with average
interval At = 30secs. The average order events posed by experimen-
tal agents as a percentage of all order events in the market is in the
range [0.1%, 5%], ensuring that the market dynamics created by the
BT is not overtaken by experimental agents. Other parameters are:
I1 =20, I = 50, rmax = 5,1 = 8. For ABIDES related configurations,
we refer to the Reference Market Simulation Configuration sample
file. We set: mean value p = 103, 62 = 2 x 10710, reverting rate
Yy = 10712, The original default values are: 10°,107%, 1.7 x 10716,
respectively. We lower i and 62 because we have lower starting
asset value £10. We increase y so that the oracle demonstrates more
mean reversion during 1-hour simulation window. Observation
variance is set as o, = 10. R_min = 0, R_max = 5, eta = 1 are
used to control the greediness of agents. Agents’ holding limit and
starting cash are set big enough as that their decisions are not
bounded by them. All findings to follow are supported by Wilcoxon
signed-rank test (p-value<0.05, unless otherwise specified) either
by comparing statistics in group n = 1 and group n = 50, or by
comparing group n = 15 and group n = (15).

4.5.3 Herding Effect. Financial herding has been well documented
in market empirical studies as an phenomenon of investors tending
to follow the crowd or trend in the market instead of performing
their own analysis [8, 51]. Here, making reference to Table 2, we
consider how a change in the number of agents holding the same
trading strategy affects agent profitability and LOB behaviour.

In terms of agent profitability (i), we see that mean profitabil-
ity increases with number of agents in markets containing both
trend and value strategies. Empirical studies on emerging and less-
efficient markets indicate that the intensity of herding is positively
related to trading profitability, especially for trend strategies [3, 13].
Studies that investigated the profitability of several technical trad-
ing strategies also revealed that by increasing the frequency of the
data that the strategy is based on, the profitability of the trading
strategy can be improved [40]. Also, as more agents adopt a par-
ticular trend strategy, such as momentum trading, there is greater
influence on market price in a favourable (i.e., predictable) direc-
tion. Among all agents, MM achieves the highest profits. This profit
is mainly derived from the capital gains in stock positions after
causing an extreme one-direction price movement, as MM agents
rarely neutralise a position after momentum ignition.

In terms of LOB volatility (iii), we see that increasing the number
of MM agents causes increasing volatility, while the opposite effect
occurs for other agent types. This is to be expected for momentum
traders as price movements drive further movements in the same
direction. Empirical studies of real markets indicate that herding
behaviour is more intense in extreme market conditions, caused by
momentum trading behaviours, and can lead to tail events such as
a market crash [4]. The authors of [4] argued that homogeneous
trading behaviours are more likely to cause price overreaction
during a short time period, with deviation from the long term mean.
In contrast, MR agents and value agents follow a mean-reverting
fundamental value oracle. Therefore, an increase in the number of
agents tends to reduce market volatility.

In terms of correlation between fundamental price and realised
LOB price (v), empirical studies have indicated that the high inten-
sity of HFTs” herding behaviour tends to increase the correlation of
their order flows [41], giving them more power to move the price.
Studies on the futures market also indicated that HFTs help prices
converge to the fundamental [28]. As value agents trade according
to the comparison between their underlying fundamental value
and the realised stock price, increasing the number of agents es-
sentially gives the group more power to move price towards the
fundamental value. We see the effect of this herding behaviour
in the increased correlation for ZI and HBL. Notice that markets
containing only trend agents exhibit zero correlation between the
fundamental value and realised LOB price. This is to be expected
as the fundamental value is ignored by these traders.

4.5.4  Order Flow Impact. We can use the statistic of order imbal-
ance generated by the BT agent (iv) to determine whether agents
impact order flow. By comparing n = 15 with the control n = (15),
we can clearly see that the degree of imbalance in the order stream
is significantly larger when order flow impact is set to True.

In markets dominated by trend agents, the order flow impact
manifests as causing further trend following events (i.e., pushing
price farther away, or pulling price back towards the mean). We



Table 2: Agents and LOB statistics in markets containing one BT and n homogeneous trading agents of type T. Where n is
shown in parentheses, experiments are conducted with no order flow impact. Criteria marked * are in 1075,

(i) Profitability™ (if) Proportion of trades™

(iii) Std of mid-price

(iv) Order imbalance* (v) Correlation

N 1 15 (15 50 1 15 (15) 50 1

MM 23.1 431 227 911 2.0 252 278 672 134

MR -15.2  -79 -203 04 23 340 299 1138 122
Z1 -60 -55 -74 -07 13 139 142 439 117
HBL 42  -41 -6.3 08 1.0 131 131 442 134

(15 50 1 15 (15) 50 1 15 (15) 50
246 140 471 69 196 46 555 0 0 0 0
109 39 79 151 79 272 0 0 0 0

104 50 62 93 7.2 212 012 018 -0.22 0.56
9.6 41 63 11.0 84 262 -0.04 0.06 006 0.58

can see this effect in the volatility of mid-price (iii). When no order
flow impact is considered, volatility in a market full of MM traders
tends to be underestimated; and the same statistic in a market full
of MR traders tends to be overestimated. The underestimation of
volatility in a MM market is caused by overlooking the empirical
finding of momentum ignition [2]. Momentum ignition indicates
that investors tend to follow the price trend made by HFTs. Follow-
ing a similar logic, the overestimated volatility in a MR market also
results from the exclusion of market reactions to mean reverting
orders.

Studies of real markets indicate that large institutional ‘value’
traders contribute substantially to price discovery [34]. We can
observe a similar effect in the simulation results. We see that an
increase in the number of value agents in the market causes an
increase in the correlation between realised LOB price and the
fundamental value (v). Also, correlation is smaller in the control,
where order flow impact is excluded. This result indicates that the
inclusion of order flow impact can help model the price discovery
role of value agents.

4.5.5 Competition between agent strategies. To understand strategy
interaction, we also performed heterogeneous experiments, with
the existence of order flow impact: (1) ‘trend’ markets containing
15 MM us 15 MR; and (2) ‘value’ markets containing 15 ZI vs 15
HBL. In trend markets, we find that the profits of both strategies are
inferior to the profits generated in homogeneous markets, as these
two types of agents are competing with each other to influence the
price in their respective favor. Also, the resulting market volatility
falls by nearly 50% compared with a homogeneous MM market,
indicating MR agents’ mean-reverting impact. In value markets,
profits of both strategies are not significantly different with their
respective homogeneous markets. However, in relative terms, HBL
remains more profitable than ZI. This is unsurprising given HBL
has a relatively sophisticated trading strategy, when compared with
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4.5.6 Stylised facts with interaction. Finally, we measure the sty-
lised facts of simulated markets where BT interacts with agents
via order flow impact. We consider homogeneous markets contain-
ing each trader type, with n = 15 and order flow impact set True.
Results are: (1) Hurst exponent: [0.48, 0.65]; (2) Autocorrelation of
order signs: [0.24, 0.26] for submission and [0.17, 0.18] for cancel-
lation; (3) OFI R-squared: [0.54,0.71]; and (4) Price impact function
slope: [0.18, 0.48]. In addition, the list of six stylised facts previously
verified in [43] are also exhibited by the model.

4.6 Responsiveness of the system

Here, we closely follow the approach of [14] to test the respon-
siveness of the system to price impact. We introduce a percent-of-
volume (POV) agent which simulates a large volume trader that
is likely to move the market price. The POV agent is defined by
two parameters: time interval T seconds, and percentage of market
volume A. At time ¢, POV is instructed to buy/sell a total volume
V = AM, where M is the total transaction volume of the whole
market over the previous T seconds. POV will attempt to trade vol-
ume V over the next T seconds by splitting V into multiple smaller
orders.

We run experiments for one simulated hour and set POV to begin
trading at time ¢t = 1800 seconds, with trading interval T = 600
seconds; i.e., POV will do nothing for the initial 30 minutes, followed
by a burst of trading between 30-40 minutes, and then no further
trading until the simulation ends. We explore the price impact of
increasing trade volumes, such that A € [0.01,0.1,0.2,0.5].

For each set of experiments, we run the simulation under three
conditions: (1) A market containing BT agent only. Here there is no
POV agent and so we are able to trace the evolution of the market
when there is no impact; (2) A market containing POV agent and
BT agent configured to have no order flow impact such that the BT
does not react to the exogenous orders posted by the POV. Here,
any price change in the market is a direct result of POV order
submissions only; (3) A market containing POV agent and BT agent
configured to have order flow impact. In this system, changes in
market price result from both the POV order submissions and also
the responsive market behaviours of the BT.

By comparing the difference in market price between configu-
rations (1) and (2), we are able to investigate the price impact of
simply adding orders into the market and we refer to this price
difference as ‘plain’ price impact. This impact resembles traditional
backtesting, where orders eat the book and are not replaced as the
market cannot respond. By comparing the difference in market
price between configurations (2) and (3), we can investigate how
the market responds to POV order volume. We refer to this ‘extra’
price impact as ‘order flow’ impact. This approach of separating
total price impact into two components is unique, and different to
the approach taken by [14].

Results are shown in Fig.5, with the left hand side showing ‘plain’
impact calculated as the difference in mid-price generated in (1) and
(2), and the right hand side showing ‘order flow’ impact calculated
as the difference in mid-price generated in (2) and (3). The black
line, red line, and grey shaded area are mean value, 10-th and 90-th



plain price impact order flow impact

10 1

difference (in ticks)
; | e
@ o w & &
difference (in ticks)
|
5 4 o w B &

T r T T v T r T -15 1= T r T T T T T
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500
time (seconds) time (seconds)

(a) Mid price difference when A = 0.01

plain price impact

order flow impact
50 50

difference (in ticks)

|

s o & 8 8 8
difference (in ticks)

|

5 o 5 8 8 &

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500
time (seconds) time (seconds)

(b) Mid price difference when A = 0.1

plain price impact

order flow impact
80 80

60 4

40 4

204

difference (in ticks)

o
difference (in ticks)
N FY o
° 153 5 &

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500
time (seconds) time (seconds)

(c) Mid price difference when A = 0.2

plain price impact

order flow impact
250 250

200 4 200 1
S 150 1 150 1
100 100 1

50

difference (in ticks)
o g

difference (in ticks)
o

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500
time (seconds) time (seconds)

(d) Mid price difference when A = 0.5

Figure 5: The influence of plain price impact and order flow
impact on the asset price as percentage of volume A varies.

percentiles, and one standard deviation from the mean, respectively.
The POV agent submits orders during the blue shaded area. Each

simulation is repeated 10 times, and the POV agent only submits
bid orders.

For plain price impact, we see that price rises when POV trades,
and grows monotonically with A. Price impact is permanent and
remains after the POV agent stops trading. For order flow impact,
we see that low values of A = 0.01 do not cause the market to
respond. As A increases, order flow impact increases superlinearly.
This shows the market adversely responding to increased buy pres-
sure, pushing market prices higher than they would otherwise go.

5 CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORKS

We have presented the hybrid NS-ABM model for realistic LOB
simulation and implemented the model using the ABIDES frame-
work [11]. NS-ABM combines the benefits of ABM with data-driven
approaches to simulation by including a neural stochastic BT that
is pre-trained on real data. The BT trader has been shown to realis-
tically simulate real world LOB dynamics, with ten stylised facts
- empirically observed properties of markets that are accepted as
fact — approximately reproduced (see Section 4.4). In addition, the
BT trader can also realistically react to endogenous market events,
with stylised facts remaining once a populations of trend and value
trading agents are added to the simulation (see Section 4.5.6). Since
the NS-ABM model can realistically replicate market characteris-
tics, it removes the need to include populations of stochastic ‘noise’
agents that approximately characterise market dynamics (e.g., [32]).
NS-ABM can also act as a ‘dynamic back-test’ harness, such that
individual trading strategies can be evaluated on historical data
that realistically adapts to the actions of the trading strategy.

In the experiments we performed, an exogeneous fundamental
value was generated using a mean-reverting stochastic process.
However, ABIDES enables historical data to be used as a funda-
mental value. Using such a configuration, the NS-ABM offers a
potential route towards the ‘holy grail’ of dynamic back-testing for
financial trading algorithms, where trading events generated by a
strategy under test have trading impact. It would also be interesting
to conduct more diversified interaction experiments, for instance
simulations that include more heterogeneous trading strategies, to
see how strategies interfere with each other and how the resultant
market statistics revolve. In terms of the BT, we are also eager to
investigate the feasibility of replicating structural changes (e.g. a
market crash) that embedded in the training data, which provides
the possibility of replicating more realistic, or even abnormal, mar-
ket dynamics in LOB simulation. We intend to explore this exciting
avenue of investigation in future work.
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