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Abstract
Financial markets are complex systems characterized by high sta-
tistical noise, nonlinearity, volatility, and constant evolution. Thus,
modeling them is extremely hard. Here, we address the task of gen-
erating realistic and responsive Limit Order Book (LOB) market sim-
ulations, which are fundamental for calibrating and testing trading
strategies, performing market impact experiments, and generating
synthetic market data. Previous works lack realism, usefulness, and
responsiveness of the generated simulations. To bridge this gap, we
propose a novel TRAnsformer-based Denoising Diffusion Proba-
bilistic Engine for LOB Simulations (TRADES). TRADES generates
realistic order flows as time series conditioned on the state of the
market, leveraging a transformer-based architecture that captures
the temporal and spatial characteristics of high-frequency market
data. There is a notable absence of quantitative metrics for evaluat-
ing generative market simulation models in the literature. To tackle
this problem, we adapt the predictive score, a metric measured as
an MAE, by training a stock price predictive model on synthetic
data and testing it on real data. We compare TRADES with previous
works on two stocks, reporting a×3.27 and×3.48 improvement over
SoTA according to the predictive score, demonstrating that we gen-
erate useful synthetic market data for financial downstream tasks.
Furthermore, we assess TRADES’s market simulation realism and
responsiveness, showing that it effectively learns the conditional
data distribution and successfully reacts to an experimental agent,
giving sprout to possible calibrations and evaluations of trading
strategies and market impact experiments. We developed DeepMar-
ket, the first open-source Python framework for market simulation
with deep learning. In our repository, we include a synthetic LOB
dataset composed of TRADES’s generated simulations. We release
the code at https://github.com/LeonardoBerti00/DeepMarket.
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1 Introduction
A realistic and responsive market simulation1 has always been a
dream in the finance world [31, 35, 40, 42, 51, 52]. Recent years have
witnessed a surge in interest towards deep learning-based market
simulations [15, 18, 36, 44]. An ideal market simulation should ful-
fill four key objectives: (1) enable the calibration and evaluation
of algorithmic trading strategies including reinforcement learning
models [75]; (2) facilitate counterfactual experiments to analyze
(2.1) the impact of orders [70], and (2.2) the consequences of chang-
ing financial regulations and trading rules, such as price variation
limits; (3) analyze market statistical behavior and stylized facts in a
controlled environment; (4) generate useful granular market data
to facilitate research on finance and foster collaboration.

For these objectives, two key elements are paramount: the re-
alism and the responsiveness of the simulation. Realism [43] refers
to the similarity between the generated probability distribution
and the actual data distribution. Responsiveness captures how the
simulated market reacts to an experimental agent’s actions. Further-
more, the generated data usefulness is crucial for achieving the last
objective (4). Usefulness refers to the degree to which the generated
market data can contribute to other related financial tasks, such as
predicting the trends of stock prices [50, 57, 67].

Backtesting [24] and Interactive Agent-Based Simulations (IABS)
[9] are two of the most used traditional market simulation meth-
ods. Backtesting assesses the effectiveness of trading strategies on
historical market data. It is inherently non-responsive since there
is no way to measure the market impact of the considered trading
strategies, making the analysis partial. Minimizing market impact
has been the focus of extensive research efforts over many years [1],
resulting in the development of sophisticated algorithms designed
to mitigate the price effects of executing large orders, through
timing, order, size, and venue selection. IABS, on the other hand,
enables the creation of heterogeneous pools of simplified traders
with different strategies, aiming to approximate the diversity of
the real market. However, obtaining realistic multi-agent simula-
tions is challenging, as individual-level historical data of market
agents is private, which impedes the calibration of the trader agents,
resulting in an oversimplification of real market dynamics.

1To abbreviate, throughout this paper, by “market simulation”, we refer to a limit order
book market simulation for a single stock.
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Recent advances in generative models, particularly Wasserstein
GANs [13–15, 36], have shown promise in generating plausible
market orders for simulations. However, GANs are susceptible to
mode collapse [64] and training instability [12], leading to a lack
of realism and usefulness in the generated data. These limitations
hinder their ability to satisfy the market simulation objectives and
their real-world applicability.

To address these shortcomings, we present our novelTRAnsformer-
based Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic Engine for LOB market
Simulations (TRADES). TRADES generates realistic high-frequency
market data,2 which are time series, conditioned on past obser-
vations. We demonstrate that TRADES surpasses state-of-the-art
(SoTA) methods in generating realistic and responsive market sim-
ulations. Importantly, due to its ability to handle multivariate time
series generation, TRADES is adaptable to other domains requiring
conditioned sequence data generation. Furthermore, TRADES read-
ily adapts to an experimental agent introduced into the simulation,
facilitating counterfactual market impact experiments. In summary,
our contributions are:

(1) Realistic and responsive market simulation method:
We develop a Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic Engine for
LOB Simulations (TRADES), exploiting a transformer-based
neural network architecture. We remark that TRADES is
easily adaptable to any multivariate time-series generation
domain.

(2) Plug-and-play framework: We release DeepMarket, the
first open-source Python framework for market simulation
with deep learning. We also publish TRADES’s implementa-
tion and checkpoints to promote reproducibility and facili-
tate comparisons and further research.

(3) Synthetic LOB dataset:We release a synthetic LOB dataset
composed of the TRADES’s generated simulations. We show
in the results (section 7.1) how the synthetic market data
can be useful to train a deep learning model to predict stock
prices.

(4) New “world” agent for market simulations: We extend
ABIDES [9], an agent-based simulation environment, in our
framework by introducing a new world agent class accom-
panied by a simulation configuration, which, given in input
a trained generative model, creates limit order book mar-
ket simulations. Our experimental framework does not limit
the simulation to a single-world agent but enables the in-
troduction of other trading agents, which interact among
themselves and with the world agent. This defines a hybrid
approach between deep learning-based and agent-based sim-
ulations.

(5) First quantitative metric for market simulations: The
literature shows a notable absence of quantitative metrics
to evaluate the generated market simulations. Typically, the
evaluation relies on plots and figures. We posit that a robust
and quantitative assessment is essential for the comparative
analysis of various methodologies. To this end, we adapt the
predictive score introduced in [73] to objectively and quan-
titatively evaluate the usefulness of the generated market
data.

2They refer both to orders and LOB snapshots (see details in Sec. 2.2 and Sec. 7).

(6) Extensive experiments assessing usefulness, realism,
and responsiveness: We perform a suite of experiments to
demonstrate that TRADES-generated market simulations
abide by these three principles. We show how TRADES
outperforms SoTA methods [9, 14, 15, 69] according to the
adopted predictive score and illustrate how TRADES follows
the established stylized facts in financial markets [69].

2 Background
Here, we provide background information on multivariate time
series generation and limit order book markets. Furthermore, since
TRADES is an extension of the Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic
Model (DDPM), we summarize it in the Appendix A.

2.1 Multivariate time series generation
Generating realistic market order streams can be formalized as a
multivariate time series generation problem. Let X = {x1:𝑁,1:𝐾 } ∈
R𝑁×𝐾 , be a multivariate time series, where 𝑁 is the time dimension
(i.e., length) and 𝐾 is the number of features. The goal of gener-
ating multivariate time series is to consider a specific time frame
of previous observations, i.e., {x1:𝑁,1:𝐾 }, and to produce the next
sample x𝑁+1. This task can easily be formulated as a self-supervised
learning problem, where we leverage the past generated samples
as the conditioning variable for an autoregressive model. In light
of this, we can define the joint probability of the time series as in
Eq. (1).

𝑞(x) =
𝑁∏
𝑛=1

𝑞(x𝑛 | x1, ..., x𝑛−1) (1)

We leverage this concept at inference time using a sliding window
approach. Hence, for every generation step,3 we generate a single
sample x𝑁 ∈ R𝐾 . In the next step, we append the generated x𝑁 to
the end of the conditional part and shift the entire time series one
step forward (see Section 4 for details with TRADES). Because we
aim to generate a multivariate time series starting from observed
values, we model the conditioned data distribution 𝑞(x𝑁 |x1:𝑁−1)
with a learned distribution 𝑝𝜃 (x𝑁 |x1:𝑁−1), to sample from it. Here-
after, we denote the conditional part4 with x𝑐 , and the upcoming
generation part with x𝑔 .

2.2 Limit Order Book
In a Limit Order Book (LOB) market, traders can submit orders
to buy or sell a certain quantity of an asset at a particular price.
There are three main types of orders in a limit order market. (1) A
market order is filled instantly at the best available price. (2) A
limit order allows traders to decide the maximum (in the case of a
buy) or the minimum (in the case of a sell) price at which they want
to complete the transaction. A quantity is always associated with
the price for both types of orders. (3) A cancel order5 removes an
active limit order. The Limit Order Book (LOB) is a data structure
that stores and matches the active limit orders according to a set of
rules. The LOB is accessible to all the market agents and is updated
with each event, such as order insertion, modification, cancellation,

3For every𝑇 diffusion steps there is a generation step
4We remark that the conditioning can be composed of real or generated samples.
5Sometimes, events referring to these orders are defined as deletion.
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and execution. The most used mechanism for matching orders
is the Continuous Double Auction (CDA) [6]. In a CDA, orders
are executed whenever a price overlaps between the best bid (the
highest price a buyer is willing to pay) and the best ask (the lowest
price a seller is willing to accept). This mechanism allows traders to
trade continuously and competitively. The evolution over time of a
LOB represents a multivariate temporal problem. We can classify
the research on LOB data into four main types of studies, namely
empirical studies analyzing the LOB dynamics [8, 16], price and
volatility forecasting [57, 74], modeling the LOB dynamics [17, 23]
and LOB market simulation [9, 15, 36].

3 Related Works
Diffusion models for time series generation. Diffusion models
have been successfully applied to generate images [3, 33], video
[41], and text [76]. Recently, they have been exploited also for
time series forecasting [37, 53], imputation [5, 63], and generation
[38]. To the best of our knowledge, only Lim et al. [38] tackle
time series generation using diffusion models. They present TSGM,
which relies on an RNN-based encoder-decoder architecture with
a conditional score-matching network. Differently, our model is a
conditional denoising diffusion probabilistic model which relies on
a transformer-based architecture. Other diffusion-based approaches
for time series [37, 53, 63] address slightly different problems, such
as forecasting and imputation.
Market simulation with deep learning. Generating realistic
market simulations using deep learning is a new paradigm. Tradi-
tional computational statistical approaches [16, 29] and IABS [9, 47]
rely on strong assumptions, such as constant order size, failing to
produce realistic simulations. These methods are mainly used to
study how the interactions of autonomous agents give rise to ag-
gregate statistics and emergent phenomena in a system [34]. Limit
order book simulations are increasingly relying on deep learning.
Li et al. [36] were the first to leverage a Wasserstein GAN (WGAN)
[2] for generating order flows based on historical market data. Sim-
ilarly, Coletta et al. [14, 15] employ WGANs in their stock market
simulations, addressing the issue of responsiveness to experimental
agents for the first time. Differently from [14, 15, 36], we condition
with both the last orders and LOB snapshots, pushing the genera-
tion process toward a more realistic market simulation. Hultin et
al. [30] extend [21] and model individual features with separate
conditional probabilities using RNNs. Instead of relying on GANs,
which are prone to model collapse [72] and instability [12], and
RNNs, often hampered by the vanishing gradient phenomenon,
we exploit diffusion-based models with an underlying transformer
architecture. Nagy et al. [44] rely on simplified state-space mod-
els [58] to learn long-range dependencies, tackling the problem
via a masked language modeling approach [22]. Shi and Cartlidge
[55] introduce NS-LOB, a novel hybrid approach that combines a
pre-trained neural Hawkes [54] process with a multi-agent trader
simulation. We refer the reader to [32] for a comprehensive review
of limit order book simulations.

4 Transformer-based Denoising Diffusion
Probabilistic Engine for LOB Simulations

We introduce TRADES, a Transformer-based Denoising Diffusion
Probabilistic Engine for LOB Simulations. Conditional diffusion
models are better suited than standard diffusion models in gener-
ative sequential tasks because they can incorporate information
from past observations that guide the generation process towards
more specific and desired outputs. We formalize the reverse process
for TRADES and the self-supervised training procedure. In Section
5, we specialize our architecture for market simulations.

4.1 Generation with TRADES
Here, we focus on an abstract time series generation task with
TRADES. The goal of probabilistic generation is to approximate
the true conditional data distribution 𝑞(x𝑔0 | x

𝑐
0) with a model dis-

tribution 𝑝𝜃 (x
𝑔

0 | x
𝑐
0). During the forward process, we apply noise

only to the “future” – i.e., the part of the input we want to generate
– while keeping the observed values unchanged. Therefore, the
forward process is defined as in the unconditional case in Eq. (11)
(Appendix). For the reverse process, we extend the unconditional
one 𝑝𝜃 (x0:𝑇 ), defined in Eq. (12) (Appendix), to the conditional
case:

𝑝𝜃 (x
𝑔

0:𝑇 ) := 𝑝 (x
𝑔

𝑇
)
𝑇∏
𝑡=1

𝑝𝜃 (x
𝑔

𝑡−1 | x
𝑔
𝑡 , x

𝑐
0) (2)

𝑝𝜃 (x
𝑔

𝑡−1 | x
𝑔
𝑡 , x

𝑐
0) := N(x𝑔

𝑡−1; 𝝁𝜃 (x
𝑔
𝑡 , x

𝑐
0, 𝑡),Σ𝜃 (x

𝑔
𝑡 , x

𝑐
0, 𝑡)) (3)

We define the conditional denoising learnable function as in Eq. (4).

𝝐𝜃 :
(
x𝑔𝑡 ∈ R𝑆×𝐾 , x𝑐0 ∈ R𝑀×𝐾 , 𝑡 ∈ R𝐾

)
→ 𝝐𝑡 ∈ R𝑆×𝐾 (4)

where𝑀 + 𝑆 = 𝑁 . We set𝑀 = 𝑁 − 1 and 𝑆 = 1 for our experiments.
Using 𝑆 > 1 increases the efficiency, but also the task complexity
because, in a single generative step, we generate 𝑆 samples. We
exploit the parametrization proposed in [25] described in Eq. (5) to
estimate the mean term.

𝝁𝜃 (x
𝑔
𝑡 , x

𝑐
0, 𝑡) =

1
√
𝛼𝑡

(
x𝑔𝑡 −

𝛽𝑡√
1 − 𝛼𝑡

𝝐𝜃 (x
𝑔
𝑡 , x

𝑐
0, 𝑡)

)
where x𝑔𝑡 =

√︁
𝛼𝑡x

𝑔

0 +
√︁
1 − 𝛼𝑡𝝐 𝝐 ∼ N(0, I).

(5)

We do not rely on a fixed schedule as in [25] regarding the variance
term. Inspired by [45], we learn it as in Eq. (6).

Σ𝜃 (x
𝑔
𝑡 , x

𝑐
0, 𝑡) = exp(𝑣 log 𝛽𝑡 + (1 − 𝑣) log 𝛽𝑡 ), (6)

where 𝑣 is the neural network output, together with 𝜖𝜃 . Nichol
and Dhariwal [45] found that this choice improves the negative
log-likelihood, which we try to minimize. After computing 𝝐𝑡 and
𝝈𝑡 , we denoise x𝑔

𝑡−1 as in Eq (7).

x𝑔
𝑡−1 =

1
√
𝛼𝑡

(
x𝑔𝑡 −

𝛽𝑡√
1 − 𝛼𝑡

𝝐𝜃 (x
𝑔
𝑡 , x

𝑐
0, 𝑡)

)
+ 𝝈𝑡 z (7)

where z ∼ N(0, I). After the 𝑇 steps, the denoising process is
finished, and x𝑔0 is reconstructed.
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Figure 1: The training procedure and architecture of TRADES. We apply noise to the time series’s last element until obtaining
𝑥
𝑔

𝑇
. We condition 𝑥𝑔

𝑇
on the previous 𝑁 − 1 orders by concatenating it to them on the sequence axis and the last 𝑁 LOB snapshots.

We feed these new tensors to two separate MLPs, each composed of two fully connected layers, to augment them into a higher
dimensional space. We concatenate the augmented output vectors on the features axis and sum the diffusion embedding step
𝑡 and the positional embedding; we detail how they are represented in the Appendix C. We feed the result to the TRADES
modules, composed of multi-head self-attention and feedforward layers, producing the noise 𝜀𝜃 and the standard deviation Σ𝜃 .
𝜀𝜃 and Σ𝜃 go through a de-augmentation phase via MLPs to map them back to the input space and are used to reconstruct x𝑔

𝑇−1.
We repeat this procedure 𝑇 times until we recover the original x𝑔0.

4.2 Self-supervised Training of TRADES
Given generation target x𝑔0 and conditional observations x𝑐0, we
sample x𝑔𝑡 =

√
𝛼𝑡x

𝑔

0 +
√
1 − 𝛼𝑡𝝐 , where 𝝐 ∼ N(0, I), and train 𝝐𝜃

by minimizing Eq. (8).

L𝝐 (𝜃 ) := E𝑡,x0,𝝐
[
| |𝝐 − 𝝐𝜃 (x

𝑔
𝑡 , x

𝑐
0, 𝑡) | |

2
]
. (8)

Inspired by [45], we also learn6 Σ𝜃 optimizing it according to Eq. (9).

LΣ (𝜃 ) := E𝑞

[
−𝑝𝜃 (x

𝑔

0 | x
𝑔

1, x
𝑐
0)︸              ︷︷              ︸

𝐿0

+𝐷𝐾𝐿 (𝑞(x
𝑔

𝑇
| x𝑔0) | | 𝑝𝜃 (x

𝑔

𝑇
)︸                          ︷︷                          ︸

𝐿𝑇

+
𝑇∑︁
𝑡=2

𝐷𝐾𝐿 (𝑞(x
𝑔

𝑡−1 | x
𝑔
𝑡 , x

𝑔

0) | | 𝑝𝜃 (x
𝑔

𝑡−1 | x
𝑔
𝑡 , x

𝑐
0))︸                                                ︷︷                                                ︸

𝐿𝑡−1

]
.

(9)

We optimize Eq. (9) to reduce the negative log-likelihood, especially
during the first diffusion steps where LΣ is high [45]. The final loss
function is a linear combination of the two as in Eq: (10).

L = L𝝐 + 𝜆LΣ . (10)

We perform training by relying on a self-supervised approach as
follows. Given a time series x0 ∈ R𝑁×𝐾 , we apply noise only to its
last element – i.e., x𝑁0 – through the forward pass. Then, we denoise
it via the reverse process and learn 𝑝𝜃 (x

𝑔

𝑡−1 | x
𝑔
𝑡 , x

𝑐
0) which aims to

generate a new sample from the last observations. Therefore, during
training, the conditioning has only observed values. A sampling
time TRADES generates new samples autoregressively, conditioned
on its previous outputs, until the simulation ends.

6Notice from Eq (15) of the original DDPM formulation that Σ𝜃 is fixed.

5 TRADES for Market Simulation
To create realistic and responsive market simulations, we imple-
ment TRADES to generate orders conditioned on the market state.
TRADES’s objective is to learn to model the distribution of orders.
Fig. 1 presents an overview of the diffusion process and the ar-
chitecture. The network that produces 𝜀𝜃 and Σ𝜃 contains several
transformer encoder layers to model the temporal and spatial re-
lationships of the financial time series [57]. Since transformers
perform better with large dimension tensors, we project the orders
tensor and the LOB snapshots to a higher dimensional space, using
two fully connected layers. Hence, TRADES operates on the aug-
mented vector space. After the reverse process, we de-augment 𝜀𝜃
and Σ𝜃 projecting them back to the input space to reconstruct x𝑔

𝑡−1
and compute the loss.
Conditioning.The conditioned diffusion probabilisticmodel learns
the conditioned probability distribution 𝑝𝜃 (𝑜 |𝑠), where 𝑠 is the
market state, and 𝑜 is the newly generated order, represented as
(𝑝, 𝑞, 𝑑, 𝑏, 𝛿, 𝑐), where 𝑝 is the price, 𝑞 is the quantity, 𝑑 is the direc-
tion either sell or buy, 𝑏 is the depth, i.e., the difference between
𝑝 and the best available price, 𝛿 is the time offset representing the
temporal distance from the previously generated order and 𝑐 is the
order type – either market, limit or cancel order. The asymmetries
between the buying and selling side of the book indicate shifts in
the supply and demand curves caused by exogenous and unobserv-
able factors that influence the price [11]. Therefore, as depicted
in Fig. 1, the model’s conditioning extends beyond the last 𝑁 − 1
orders. To effectively capture market supply and demand dynamics
encoded within the LOB, we incorporate the last 𝑁 LOB snapshots
of the first 𝐿 LOB levels as input, where each level has a bid price,
bid size, ask price, and ask size. We set 𝑁 = 256 as in [15], and
𝐿 = 10. We argue that this choice of 𝐿 is a reasonable trade-off
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between conditioning complexity and feature informativeness. Sev-
eral works [10, 11, 28, 48, 65] have shown that the orders behind the
best bid and ask prices play a significant role in price discovery and
reveal information about short-term future price movements. In
Sec. 7.3, we delve deeper into the conditioning choice and method,
performing an ablation and a sensitivity study.

6 DeepMarket framework with synthetic
dataset for deep learning market simulations

We present DeepMarket, an open-source Python framework devel-
oped for LOB market simulation with deep learning. DeepMarket
offers the following features: (1) pre-processing for high-frequency
market data; (2) a training environment implemented with PyTorch
Lightning; (3) hyperparameter search facilitated with WANDB [4];
(4) TRADES and CGAN implementations and checkpoints to di-
rectly generate a market simulation without training; (5) a com-
prehensive qualitative (via the plots in this paper) and quantitative
(via the predictive score) evaluation. To perform the simulation
with our world agent and historical data, we extend ABIDES [9],
an open-source agent-based interactive Python tool.

6.1 TRADES-LOB: a new synthetic LOB dataset
In LOB research one major problem is the unavailability of a large
LOB dataset. In fact, if you want to access a large LOB dataset
you need to pay large fees to some data provider. The only two
freely available LOB datasets are [27] and [46] which have a lot
of limitations. The first one is composed of only Chinese stocks,
which have totally different rules and therefore resulting behaviors
with respect to NASDAQ or LSE stocks. The high cost and low
availability of lOB data restrict the application and development
of deep learning algorithms in the LOB research community. In
order to foster collaboration and help the research community we
release a synthetic LOB dataset: TRADES-LOB. TRADES-LOB com-
prises simulated TRADES market data for Tesla and Intel, for two
days. Specifically, the dataset is structured into four CSV files, each
containing 50 columns. The initial six columns delineate the order
features, followed by 40 columns that represent a snapshot of the
LOB across the top 10 levels. The concluding four columns provide
key financial metrics: mid-price, spread, order volume imbalance,
and Volume-Weighted Average Price (VWAP), which can be useful
for downstream financial tasks, such as stock price prediction. In
total the dataset is composed of 265,986 rows and 13,299,300 cells,
which is similar in size to the benchmark FI-2010 dataset [46]. The
dataset will be released with the code in the GitHub repository. We
show in the results (section 7.1) how the synthetic market data can
be useful to train a deep learning model to predict stock prices.

7 Experiments
Dataset and reproducibility. In almost all SoTA papers in this
subfield, the authors use one, two, or three stocks [15, 30, 36, 44,
54, 55], most of which are tech. Following this practice, we create
a LOB dataset from two NASDAQ stocks7 – i.e., Tesla and Intel
– from January 2nd to the 30th of 2015. We argue that stylized

7The data we used are downloadable from https://lobsterdata.com/
tradesquotesandprices upon buying the book indicated on the website, which
contains the password to access the data pool.

facts and market microstructure behaviors, which are the main
learning objective of TRADES, are independent of single-stock
behaviors (see [7, 8, 20, 23]8), so the particular stock characteristics,
such as volatility, market cap, and p/e ratio, are not fundamental.
Each stock has 20 order books and 20 message files, one for each
trading day per stock, totaling ∼24 million samples. The message
files contain a comprehensive log of events from which we select
market orders, limit orders, and cancel orders.9. Each row of the
order book file is a tuple

(
𝑃𝑎𝑠𝑘 (𝑡),𝑉𝑎𝑠𝑘 (𝑡), 𝑃𝑏𝑖𝑑 (𝑡),𝑉𝑏𝑖𝑑 (𝑡)

)
where

𝑃𝑎𝑠𝑘 (𝑡) and 𝑃𝑏𝑖𝑑 (𝑡) ∈ R𝐿 are the prices of levels 1 through 𝐿, and
𝑉𝑎𝑠𝑘 (𝑡) and 𝑉𝑏𝑖𝑑 (𝑡) ∈ R𝐿 are the corresponding volumes. We use
the first 17 days for training, the 18th day for validation, and the last
2 for market simulations. We are aware of the widely used FI-2010
benchmark LOB dataset [46] for stock price prediction. However,
the absence of message files in this dataset hinders simulating the
market since the orders cannot be reconstructed. In Appendix B,
we provide an overview of FI-2010 and its limitations.
Experimental setting. After training the model for 70, 000 steps
until convergence, we freeze the layers and start the market simula-
tion. A simulation is composed of (1) the electronicmarket exchange
that handles incoming orders and transactions; (2) the TRADES-
based “world” agent, which generates new orders conditioned on
the market state; and (3) one or more optional experimental agents,
that follow a user-customizable trading strategy, enabling coun-
terfactual and market impact experiments. So, the experimental
framework is a hybrid approach between a deep learning model
and an interactive agent-based simulation.

We conduct the simulations with the first 15 minutes of real
orders to compare the generated ones with the market replay.10
Afterward, the diffusion model takes full control and generates new
orders autoregressively, conditioned on its previous outputs, until
the simulation ends. After the world agent generates a new order,
there is a post-processing phase in which the output is transformed
into a valid order. We begin the simulation at 10:00 and terminate
it at 12:00. This choice ensures that the generated orders are suf-
ficient for a thorough evaluation while maintaining manageable
processing times. On average, 50,000 orders are produced during
this two-hour time frame. The output CSV file of the simulation
contains the full list of orders and LOB snapshots of the simulation.
All experiments are performed with an RTX 3090 and a portion of
an A100. In Appendix C, we detail the data pre- and post-processing
and model hyperparameter choice.
Baselines. We compare TRADES with the Market Replay – i.e.,
ground truth (market replay) – a IABS configuration, and the
Wasserstein GAN – i.e., CGAN – under the setting of [14], sim-
ilar to the same of those proposed in [13, 15]. We implemented
CGAN from scratch given that none of the implementations in
[13–15] are available. We report details in the Appendix C. Regard-
ing IABS configuration, we used the Reference Market Simulation
Configuration, introduced in [9], which is widely used as compari-
son [14, 15, 69]. The configuration includes 5000 noise, 100 value,

8These finance seminal papers discuss universal statistical properties of LOBs across
different stocks and markets.
9In LOBSTER, events referring to these orders are defined as deletion.
10Market replay denotes the simulation performed with the real historical orders of
that day.

https://lobsterdata.com/tradesquotesandprices
https://lobsterdata.com/tradesquotesandprices


Conference acronym ’XX, August 03–07, 2025, Toronto, Canada Leonardo Berti, Bardh Prenkaj, and Paola Velardi

Figure 2: PCA analysis on TSLA 29/01. TRADES covers 67.04% of the real distribution, better than the other two methods (52.92%
for IABS and 57.49% for CGAN).

25 momentum agents, and 1 market maker.11 We do not compare
with other SoTA methods due to the unavailability of open-source
implementations and insufficient details to reproduce the results. In
some cases, the code is provided but the results are not reproducible
due to computational constraints.

7.1 Results
Here, we evaluate the usefulness, realism, and the responsiveness
of the generated market simulations for Tesla and Intel. We train
two TRADES Models, one for each stock. After training, we freeze
the models and use them to generate orders during the simulation
phase. A major disadvantage of market simulation is the misalign-
ment in the literature for a single evaluation protocol. All the other
works [14, 30, 44, 71] analyze performances with plots, hindering
an objective comparison between the models. To fill this gap we
adapt the predictive score [73] for market simulation. Predictive
score is measured as an MAE, by training a stock mid-price pre-
dictive model on synthetic data and testing it on real data, that
evaluates the usefulness of the generated simulations. Appendix D
details the computation of the predictive score.

Table 1: Average predictive score (MAE) over two days on
Tesla and Intel stocks. Bold values show the best MAE.

Predictive Score↓
Method Tesla Intel

Market Replay 0.923 0.149

IABS 1.870 1.866
CGAN 3.453 0.699
TRADES 1.213 0.307

Usefulness: TRADES outperforms the second-best by a fac-
tor of ×3.27 and ×3.48 on both stocks.12 We report both stocks’
average predictive scores in Table 1. We report the predictive score
on the market replay as ground truth (market replay). Notice that
the market replay scores represent the desired MAE of each model

11the full specifics are in the GitHub page of ABIDES in the tutorial section.
12The values are computed dividing the second best value with the TRADES value s,
both subtracted by the market replay predictive score.

– i.e., the lower the difference in MAE with the market replay, the
better. The table reveals that TRADES exhibits performances ap-
proaching that of the real market replay, with an absolute difference
of 0.29 and 0.158 from market replay, respectively, for Tesla and
Intel, suggesting a diminishing gap between synthetic and real-data
training efficacy. Interestingly, although IABS cannot capture the
complexity of real trader agents, it outperforms CGAN on Tesla,
while it remains the worst-performing strategy on Intel. Note that
the mid-price for Intel is, on average, 1/20th of the mid-price for
Tesla. This discrepancy explains the difference in the scale of the
predictive score. In conclusion, we demonstrated how a predictive
model trainedwith TRADES’s generatedmarket data can effectively
forecast mid-price.
Realism: TRADES covers the real data distribution and emu-
latesmany stylized facts. To evaluate the realism of the generated
time series, we compare the real data distributions with those of the
generated one. We employ a combination of Principal Component
Analysis (PCA) [56], alongside specialized financial methodologies
that include the comparison of stylized facts and important features.
In Fig. 2, we show PCA plots to illustrate how well the synthetic
distribution covers the original data. TRADES (blue points) cover
67.04% of the real data distribution (red points) according to a Con-
vex Hull intersection compared to 52.92% and 57.49% of CGAN
and IABS, respectively. Following [69], we evaluate the simulation
realism by ensuring that the generated market data mimics stylized
facts derived from real market scenarios. Fig. 3 (1) illustrates that
TRADES, similarly to the market replay and differently to IABS and
CGAN, obey the expected absence of autocorrelation, indicating that
the linear autocorrelation of asset returns decays rapidly, becom-
ing statistically insignificant after 15 minutes. Fig. 3 (2) highlights
TRADES’s resemblance with the positive volume-volatility correla-
tion. TRADES’s generated orders show a positive volume-volatility
correlation. Interestingly, TRADES captures this phenomenon bet-
ter than that particular market replay day. Recall that TRADES is
trained on 17 days of the market, which shows this characteristic
correctly capturing this correlation. We acknowledge that the real
market might not always respect all the stylized facts due to their
inherent non-deterministic and non-stationary nature. Also, CGAN
resembles this phenomenon but, differently from TRADES, with
an unrealistic intensity.
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Figure 3: Stylized facts on Tesla 29/01. (1) Log returns autocor-
relation. (2) The correlation between volume and volatility,
and (3) between returns and volatility. (4) Comparison of the
minute Log Returns distribution and (5) autocorrelation. (6)
Mid-price traces of five different TRADES simulations.

Fig 3 (3) shows that TRADES exhibits asset returns and volatil-
ity negative correlation emulating the market replay distribution
in contrast with IABS. Similar to the previous case, also, CGAN
resembles this phenomenon but, differently from TRADES, with
an unrealistic intensity. Fig. 3 (4) illustrates that TRADES almost
perfectly resembles the real distribution in terms of log returns. We
leave IABS out since it disrupts the plot’s scale. In Fig. 3 (5), we show
the autocorrelation function of the squared returns, commonly used
as an analytical tool to measure the degree of volatility clustering:
i.e., high-volatility episodes exhibit a propensity to occur in close
temporal proximity. Note that TRADES emulates the real distribu-
tion better than the other two methods. In Fig. 3 (6), we illustrate
the mid-price time series of five different TRADES13 simulations
on the same day of Tesla (29/01) and the market replay of that day.
The mid-price traces generated show diversity and realism. Lastly,
to consolidate our claims about TRADES’s realism, in Fig. 5 we also
analyze the volume distribution of the first LOB level. Notice how
the scale and the overall behavior of the volume time series in the
market replay strongly correlate with that of TRADES’s simulation,
while it is completely different w.r.t. SoTA approaches.
Responsiveness: TRADES is responsive to external agent. The
responsiveness of a LOB market simulation generative model is
crucial, especially if the objective of the market simulation is to ver-
ify the profitability of trading strategies or perform market impact

13TRADES is frozen, and the same model is used for all simulations.

experiments. Generally [14, 15, 55], the responsiveness of a genera-
tor is assessed through a market impact experiment (A/B test) [19].
Therefore, we conducted an experiment running some simulations
w/ and w/o a Percentage-Of-Volume (POV) agent, which wakes up
every minute and places a bunch of buy orders, until either 𝜙 shares
have been transacted or the temporal window ends. We refer the
reader to Appendix F for the details of the settings of this experi-
ment. Fig. 4 depicts the normalized mid-price difference between
the simulations w/ and w/o the POV agent for the market replay
and TRADES. Results are averaged over 5 runs. As expected, the his-
torical market simulation exhibits only instantaneous impact [23],
that is the direct effect of the agent’s orders, which rapidly vanishes.
Contrarily, the diffusion-based simulations demonstrate substan-
tial deviation from the baseline simulation without the POV agent,
altering the price permanently. Quantifying the permanent price
impact in real markets poses a significant challenge, as it requires
comparing price differences between scenarios where a specific
action took place and those where it did not. Such scenario analysis
is not feasible with empirical data. However, by using TRADES-
generated realistic simulations, this analysis becomes both feasible
and measurable. In fact, the simulations allow us to run identical
scenarios both with and without additional trader agents which
strategy can be fully defined by the user. These types of counter-
factual or "what if" experiments can also be used to have an initial
analysis of the consequences of changing financial regulations and
trading rules, such as price variation limits, short selling regulation,
tick size, and usage rate of dark pools. In conclusion, the observed
market impact in the TRADES simulations aligns with real market
observations [7, 23], enabling the evaluation of trading strategies14
and counterfactual experiments.

7.2 DDIM sampling
One of the known limitations of diffusion models is the sampling
time. Indeed, the generation of a single sample necessitates hun-
dreds of iterative passes through the neural network. In this work,
each model was trained using a diffusion process comprising 100
steps. Recently, Denoising Diffusion Implicit Model (DDIM) sam-
pling method was proposed in [60] to speed up the generative
process. Given that each hour of market simulation required six
hours of computation on an RTX 3090, accelerating the simulation
process was a relevant improvement. Consequently, we conducted
simulations employing DDIM sampling (𝜂 = 0), which is determin-
istic, utilizing a single step for each order. We use the same trained
model. The results, presented in Table 2, demonstrate that the per-
formance degradation is significant but not disastrous despite a
remarkable 100-fold increase in computational efficiency.
7.3 Ablation and sensitivity studies
Table 3 shows two ablations (i.e., LOB conditioning and augmenta-
tion) and two sensitivity analyses (i.e., backbone choice and condi-
tioning method) that highlight the effectiveness of TRADES design
choice.
Ablation analyses. We verify two of the hypotheses made in the
method design: (1) how much the LOB conditioning part is nec-
essary for the task and (2) how augmenting the feature vectors

14we want to be clear that it technically enables evaluating trading strategies, but it
does not assure any profitability in a real market scenario.
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Figure 4: Average mid-price difference of market replay simulations and TRADES simulations with (shaded part) and without a
POV agent (unshaded part), on 5 different seeds.
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Figure 5: Volume at the first level of LOB on TSLA 29/01.

Table 2: Average predictive score (MAE) over two days on
Tesla and Intel stocks. DDIM sampling is done with a single
step, while DDPM with 100.

Predictive Score↓
Method Tesla Intel

DDIM 3.146 0.486
DDPM (orig.) 1.213 0.307

influences the performance. When we include LOB in the condi-
tioning w.r.t. last orders only, TRADES has an average gain of 2.473.
When we augment the features through the MLPs in Fig. 1, we gain
an average of 1.980 MAE absolute points.
Sensitivity analyses. We aim to verify whether the complexity
of the backbone – i.e., the transformer in TRADES – is needed
after all. Therefore, we replace the transformer backbone with
an LSTM, leaving the augmentation and conditioning invariant.
The table shows that the performances degrade by an average of

Table 3: Predictive score for the ablation (A) and sensitivity
(S) analyses for two days of Tesla simulations.

Predictive Score↓
Method 29/01 30/01

A TRADES w/o LOB 2.642 4.728
TRADES w/o Aug. 1.442 4.942

S LSTM backbone 8.391 6.153
TRADES w/ CA 11.90 4.891

TRADES (orig.) 1.336 1.089

6.06 absolute points. This is expected since transformers directly
access all other steps in the sequence via self-attention, which
theoretically leaves no room for information loss that occurs in
LSTMs. Recall that we concatenate the past orders and the LOB
snapshots, after the augmentation, into a single tensor and use it
to condition the diffusion model – i.e., TRADES (Orig.). We also
tried a cross-attention (CA) conditioning strategy – see TRADES
w/ CA – between the past orders and the LOB snapshots. TRADES
w/ CA reports an average performance loss of 7.814 absolute points
w.r.t. the original architecture. Note that cross-attention limits the
model’s capability because the orders cannot attend to each other
but only to LOB and vice-versa. Instead, with concatenation and
self-attention, every sequence part can attend to every other vector.

8 Conclusion
We proposed the Transformer-based Denoising Diffusion Proba-
bilistic Engine for LOB Simulations (TRADES) to generate realistic
order flows conditioned on the current market state. We evaluated
TRADES’s realism and responsiveness. We also adapted the pre-
dictive score to verify the usefulness of the generated market data
by training a prediction model on them and testing it on real ones.
This shows that TRADES can cover the real data distribution by
67% on average and outperforms SoTA by ×3.27 and ×3.48 on Tesla
and Intel. Furthermore, our analyses reflect that TRADES correctly
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abides by many stylized facts used to evaluate the goodness of
financial market simulation approaches. We release DeepMarket, a
Python framework for market simulation with deep learning and
TRADES-LOB, a synthetic LOB dataset composed of TRADES’s
generated market simulations. We argue that TRADES-LOB and
DeepMarket will have a positive impact on the research community,
as almost no LOB data is freely available. We believe that TRADES
is a viable market simulation strategy in controlled environments,
and further tests must be performed to have a mature evaluation
trading strategy protocol.
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A Denoising diffusion probabilistic model
Diffusion models are latent variable models of the form 𝑝𝜃 (x0) :=∫
𝑝𝜃 (x0:𝑇 )𝑑x1:𝑇 , where x1, ..., x𝑇 are latents of the same dimen-

sionality as the original data sample 𝑥0 ≈ 𝑞(𝑥0). The objective of
diffusion models is to learn a model distribution 𝑝𝜃 (𝑥0) that approx-
imates the data distribution 𝑞(𝑥0). Diffusion probabilistic models
[59] are latent variable models composed of two Markov chain pro-
cesses, i.e., the forward and reverse processes. The forward process
is defined as in Eq. (11).

𝑞(x0:𝑇 ) := 𝑞(x0)
𝑇∏
𝑡=1

𝑞(x𝑡 |x𝑡−1), (11)

where 𝑞(x𝑡 |x𝑡−1) := N(x𝑡 ;
√︁
1 − 𝛽𝑡x𝑡−1, 𝛽𝑡 I). We start from an

initial sample 𝑥0 and add a small amount of Gaussian noise with
every step for 𝑇 steps, according to a variance schedule 𝛽1, ..., 𝛽𝑇 .
The schedule is deterministic and defined, so x𝑇 is pure Gaussian
noise. Sampling of x𝑡 can be define in a closed form 𝑞(x𝑡 |x0) :=
N(x𝑡 ;

√
𝛼𝑡x𝑡−1, (1 − 𝛼𝑡 )I), where 𝛼𝑡 := 1 − 𝛽𝑡 and 𝛼𝑡 :=

∏𝑡
𝑖=1 𝛼𝑖 .

During the reverse process, x𝑇 is denoised to recover x0 following
the Markov chain process in Eq. (12).

𝑝𝜃 (x0:𝑇 ) := 𝑝 (x𝑇 )
𝑇∏
𝑡=1

𝑝𝜃 (x𝑡−1 |x𝑡 ),

𝑝𝜃 (x𝑡−1 |x𝑡 ) := N(x𝑡−1; 𝝁𝜃 (x𝑡 , 𝑡),Σ𝜃 (x𝑡 , 𝑡))
(12)

The reverse process model is trained with the variational lower
bound of the likelihood of x0 as in Eq. (13).

L𝑣𝑙𝑏 := E𝑞

[
−𝑝𝜃 (x0 |x1)︸        ︷︷        ︸

𝐿0

+
𝑇∑︁
𝑡=2

𝐷𝐾𝐿 (𝑞(x𝑡−1 |x𝑡 , x0) | | 𝑝𝜃 (x𝑡−1 |x𝑡 ))︸                                         ︷︷                                         ︸
𝐿𝑡−1

+𝐷𝐾𝐿 (𝑞(x𝑇 |x0) | | 𝑝𝜃 (x𝑇 )︸                         ︷︷                         ︸
𝐿𝑇

]
.

(13)

Since both 𝑞 and 𝑝𝜃 are Gaussian, 𝐷𝐾𝐿 (the Kullback–Leibler di-
vergence) can be evaluated in a closed form with only the mean
and covariance of the two distributions. Ho et al. [25] propose the
following reparametrization of 𝑝𝜃 (x𝑡−1 |x𝑡 ):

𝝁𝜃 (x𝑡 , 𝑡) =
1

√
𝛼𝑡

(
x𝑡 −

𝛽𝑡√
1 − 𝛼𝑡

𝝐𝜃 (x𝑡 , 𝑡)
)
, (14)

where x𝑡 =
√
𝛼𝑡x0 +

√
1 − 𝛼𝑡𝝐 s.t. 𝝐 ∼ N(0, I), and Σ𝜃 (x𝑡 , 𝑡) = 𝜎2𝑡 I

where

𝜎2𝑡 =

{
𝛽1 𝑡 = 1
𝛽𝑡 1 < 𝑡 ≤ 𝑇

and 𝛽𝑡 =
1 − 𝛼𝑡−1
1 − 𝛼𝑡

𝛽𝑡 , (15)

where 𝝐𝜃 is the trainable function approximated by the neural net-
work, intended to predict 𝝐 from x𝑡 . As shown in [61], the denoising
function given by Eq. (14) is equivalent to a score model rescaled
for score-based generative models. Using this parameterization, Ho

et al. [25] demonstrated that the inverse process can be learned by
minimizing the simplified objective function in Eq. (16).

Lsimple (𝜃 ) := E𝑡,x0,𝝐
[
| |𝝐 − 𝝐𝜃 (x𝑡 , 𝑡) | |2

]
(16)

The denoising function 𝝐𝜃 aims to recover the noise vector 𝝐 that
corrupted its input x𝑡 . This training objective can be interpreted
as a weighted variant of denoising score matching, a method for
training score-based generative models [61, 62].

B Overview of FI-2010 dataset
The FI-2010 dataset [46] is the most used LOB dataset in the field
of the deep learning application to limit order book [66, 67, 74, 75],
especially for forecasting tasks. It contains LOB data from five
Finnish companies listed on the NASDAQ Nordic stock market:
i.e., Kesko Oyj, Outokumpu Oyj, Sampo, Rautaruukki, and Wärtsilä
Oyj. The data covers 10 trading days from June 1st to June 14th,
2010. It records about 4 million limit order snapshots for 10 levels
of the LOB. The authors sample LOB observations every 10 events,
totaling 394,337 events. The label of the data, representing the mid-
price movement, depends on the percentage change between the
actual price 𝑝𝑡 and the average of the subsequentℎ (chosen horizon)
mid-prices:

𝑙𝑡 =
𝑚+ (𝑡) − 𝑝𝑡

𝑝𝑡

The labels are then decided based on a threshold (𝜃 ) for the per-
centage change (𝑙𝑡 ). If 𝑙𝑡 > 𝜃 or 𝑙𝑡 < −𝜃 , the label is an up in the
former case, and a down in the latter. When −𝜃 < 𝑙𝑡 < 𝜃 , the label
is stationary. The dataset provides the time series and the classes
for five horizons ℎ ∈ 𝐻 = {1, 2, 3, 5, 10}. The authors of the dataset
employed a single threshold 𝜃 = 2×10−3 for all horizons, balancing
only the case for ℎ = 5.

Besides the absence of message files, FI-2010 comes already pre-
processed such that the original LOB cannot be reconstructed, im-
peding comprehensive experimentation. Finally, as shown in [74],
this method of labeling the data is susceptible to instability.

C Implementation Details
All the experiments are run with an RTX 3090 and an A100. We
implemented early stopping with a patience of 5 epochs and then
used the checkpoint with the best validation loss for simulation. On
average we trained each model for 70,000 steps until convergence.
Lastly, we halve the learning rate each time the validation loss
exceeds the previous one.
Pre-processing. To properly train the neural network, we prepro-
cess the data. The data contains discrete and continuous features,
so we rely on different preprocessing methods for each feature
type. We replace the timestamp with the time distance from the
previous order, which we normalize according to the z-score. We
also perform a z-score normalization of message and order book file
volume and prices. We encode the event type with an embedding
layer. Finally, we remove the order ID and add the depth15 to the
orders feature vector.
Post-processing. The diffusion output is post-processed before
being handled through the exchange simulation. First, we report
15The depth is the difference between the order price and the current best available
price in the LOB.
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the continuous features (offset, size, depth) to the original scale
using the mean and standard deviation computed on the training
set; the direction is discretized by simply checking if it is > 0
(buy) or < 0 (sell). Lastly, the order type is discretized between 0
(limit order), 1 (cancel order), and 2 (market order) based on the
index of the nearest16 embedding layer row. If the order is a limit
order, the depth is utilized as the price. For instance, if the depth
is 10 and the direction is “buy”, the order will be positioned at a
10-cent difference from the best available bid price. Occasionally,
it happens that the size is negative or the depth is over the first
10 levels; in that case, the order is discarded, and a new one is
generated. Approximately 25% of the time, the generated cancel
order does not directly correspond to an active limit order with the
same depth. We identify the limit order with the closest depth and
size in such instances.
Hyperparameters search. To find the best hyperparameters, we
employ a grid search exploring different values as shown in Table 4.
Furthermore, we set the number of diffusion steps to 100. Lastly, We
set 𝜆 = 0.01 to prevent LΣ from overwhelming L𝜖 . We implement
this mixed training by relying on the stop gradient functionality
[49], in such a way that L𝝐 optimizes the error prediction and LΣ
the standard deviation.

Table 4: The hyperparameter search spaces and best choice.

Hyperparameter Search Space Best Choice

Optimizer {Adam, Lion} Adam
Sequence size {64, 128, 256, 512} 256
Learning Rate {10−3, 10−4} 10−3
TRADES Layers {4, 6, 8, 16} 8
Dropout {0, 0.1} 0.1
Attention Heads {1, 2, 4} 2
Augmentation Dim. {32, 64, 128, 256} 64
𝜆 {0.1, 0.01, 0.001} 0.01

Noise scheduler. As shown in [45], too much noise at the end of
the forward noising process lowers the sample’s quality. Hence, we
rely on a non-linear noise scheduler as described in Eq. (17).

𝑎𝑡 =
𝑓 (𝑡)
𝑓 (0) , 𝑓 (𝑡) = cos

(
𝑡/𝑇 + 𝑠
1 + 𝑠 · 𝜋

2

)2
(17)

Importance Sampling. Because some diffusion steps contribute
to most of the loss, we exploit importance sampling [45] to focus
on these steps as in Eq. (18).

LΣ = E𝑡∼𝑝𝑡

[
L𝑡
𝑝𝑡

]
, where 𝑝𝑡 ∝

√︃
E[L2

𝑡 ] and
∑︁
𝑡

𝑝𝑡 = 1. (18)

Diffusion step and positional embedding. We embed the diffu-
sion step 𝑡 and each vector’s position in the sequence using sinu-
soidal embedding [68]. Obviously, the diffusion step 𝑡 embedding
is one for the whole sequence, while the position embedding is
different for each element.
16The distance is computed using the Euclidean distance.

CGAN implementation.We implemented CGAN from scratch
given that none of the implementations in [13–15] are available.
Furthermore, we performed a hyperparameters search because the
majority of the hyperparameters are not specified. The generator
comprises an LSTM, a fully connected, and four 1D convolution
layers with a final tanh activation function. Each convolution layer
is interleaved with batch normalization and ReLUs. The kernel size
of each convolution is 4, and the stride is 2. The optimizer, the
learning rate, and the sequence size are the same as TRADES.

An important detail is how the discrete features are post-processed
after the tanh function during the generation. We set the binomial
feature (direction, quantity type) to -1 if the value is less than 0 and
vice versa. While, for the order type, we suppose17 that the authors
search for a threshold that resembles the real order type distribu-
tion. Our final strategy for Tesla is: if the value is lower than 0.1, we
assign -1 (limit order); if the value is between 0.1 and 0.25, we set it
to 0 (cancel order) and with 1 (market order) otherwise. For Intel,
we do smaller changes: if the value is lower than 0.15, we assign
-1 (limit order); if the value is between 0.15 and 0.95, we set it to 0
(cancel order) and with 1 (market order) otherwise. The distribution
of the generated data is similar to the real one when exploiting this
heuristic. We did our best to implement CGAN most competitively.
The full implementation is available in our framework.

D Predictive Score Calculation
We rely on the predictive score [73] to measure how much the
synthetic data is effective for the stock mid-price forecasting task.
It is computed by training a predictive model Φ on synthetic data
and measures the MAE on a real test set. The task considered is
forecasting the mid-price with a horizon of 10, given in input the
last 100 market observations. A market observation contains the
last order and the first level of the LOB. We choose a 2-layered
LSTM [26], standard architecture for time series forecasting [39],
for Φ. We train a Φ on the generated market simulation for each
generative method and each simulated day (29/1 and 30/01 for both
stocks) for 100 epochs at maximum. We used early stopping with
5 patience. Next, we evaluate each Φ on the real test set extracted
from the market replay.18 In addition, a comparative Φ model was
trained and tested exclusively on real market data to benchmark
performance differences.

E Additional Results
For completeness, we show the volume (see Fig. 6) and stylized facts
(see Fig. 7) on 30/01. Notice how, as shown in Fig. 5, the volume for
30/01 on Tesla follows realistic trends. Meanwhile, SoTA approaches
cannot seem to cope with the GT. Similar reasoning applies to the
stylized facts discussed in the main paper (see Fig. 3). Notice how
all of them are satisfied, except returns and volatility negative
correlation. Interestingly, the correlation between the volume and
volatility (2) is slightly negative for the GT. Nevertheless, because
TRADES observes a positive correlation during training, this is also
reflected in the generated orders.

17The original paper lacks necessary details.
18The market replay is the simulation performed with the real orders of that trading
day.
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Figure 6: Volume at 1st LOB level extracted from the simulation of TSLA on 30/01

F Responsiveness Experiment Settings
A 𝛿-POV strategy is characterized by a percentage level 𝛿 ∈ (0, 1], a
wake-up frequencyΔ𝑡 , a direction (buy or sell), and a target quantity
of shares 𝜙 . The agent wakes up every Δ𝑡 time unit and places buy

or sell orders for several shares equal to 𝛿𝑉𝑡 . This process continues
until either 𝜙 shares have been transacted or the temporal window
ends. In our experiments, we use 𝛿 = 0.1 and a wake-up frequency
Δ𝑡 = 1 min. The temporal window is set from 09:45 to 10:30, and
we set 𝜙 = 105.
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Figure 7: Stylized facts of Tesla on 30/01. (1) Log returns autocorrelation. (2) The correlation between volume and volatility, and
(3) between returns and volatility. (4-5) Comparison of the minute Log Returns distribution and autocorrelation.
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