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Abstract

This paper studies inter-trade durations in the NASDAQ limi t order market and nds that inter-trade
durations in ultra-high frequency have two modes. One modes to the order of approximately 10 4
seconds, and the other is to the order of 1Dseconds. This phenomenon and other empirical evidence
suggest that there are two regimes associated with the dynaios of inter-trade durations, and the regime
switchings are driven by the changes of high-frequency traers (HFTs) between providing and taking
liquidity. To nd how the two modes depend on information in t he limit order book (LOB), we pro-
pose a two-state multifactor regime-switching (MF-RSD) model for inter-trade durations, in which the
probabilities transition matrices are time-varying and depend on some lagged LOB factors. The MF-
RSD model has good in-sample tness and the superior out-ofample performance, compared with some
benchmark duration models. Our ndings of the e ects of LOB factors on the inter-trade durations help

to understand more about the high-frequency market microstucture.

JEL classi cation : G11, G19, C41, C58
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1. Introduction

In the last two decades, there has been a rapid development adgorithmic trading and high-frequency
trading in nancial markets. The evolution of the market fro m human involvement to computer control,
from operating in time frames of minutes to time scales of micoseconds, has changed the market in a

fundamental way (O'Hara (2015)). In this paper, we documenta bimodal phenomenon that is prevalent
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in the distributions of inter-trade duration for stocks lis ted in the NASDAQ limit order market. The
two modes are signi cantly di erent in their scales: one is o the order of 10 # seconds, and the other
is of the order of 1 seconds. To the best of our knowledge, our paper is the rst todocument such a
phenomenon in high-frequency duration data. This phenomean, together with other empirical evidence,
suggests that there are two regimes associated with the dymaics of inter-trade duration, and the regime
switchings, therefore, re ects the dynamics of the market mcrostructure in a high-frequency world.

To better understand the bimodal phenomenon, we propose a ta-state multifactor regime-switching
duration (MF-RSD) model with transition probability matri ces depending on the information in the limit
order book. We study the properties of the model, including te ergodicity, bimodality, and exogeneity,
and use the expectation-maximization (EM) algorithm to make an inference on the model parameters.
Simulation studies validate our estimation method and showthat the MR-RSD model can successfully
generate the bimodal distribution of inter-trade durations. Then, we use the proposed model to study
the inter-trade durations in the NASDAQ limit order market. The results shows that the MF-RSD
model not only ts the data well and but also has a good out-ofsample performance in predicting the
inter-trade durations. We use 5000 in-sample data to estimge the model parameters and then do 1-
step-ahead forecasting of the next inter-trade duration fo each single stock. A benchmark comparison
with some classical duration models, such as the autoregrsive conditional duration (ACD) model by
Engle and Russell (1998) and the Markov-switching multifractal inter-trade duration (MSMD) model by
Chen et al. (2013), shows that the our-of-sample performare of our MF-RSD model is better than that
of the other two in predicting the arrival time of the next tra de.

We have analyzed the underlying regimes that are estimatedrbm the MF-RSD model and nd
that these two regimes are related to the endogenous liquiti provision and consumption of HFTSs.
Speci cally, we use the permanent price change and the reaed price spread to represent the prot of
taking and providing liquidity, and see their relationship between the underlying regimes. Our results
show that the prot of taking liquidity is large when the mark et in the short-duration regime and the
HFTs are probably using aggressive trading strategies, wigé in the long-duration regime when the HFTs
mainly act as the passive market makers, the pro t of providing liquidity is relatively large. Moreover,
we regress the short-term price change on the regime levelsa the regime-switching probabilities and
nd that a large price change happens in a short time after the short-duration regime, and there will be a
stronger price movement if the market just switches from thelong-duration regime to the short-duration
regime. This result suggests that the HFTs change the tradig strategy to taking liquidity because they
foresee that a large price change is going to occur subsequisn

We also study some economic hypotheses in the market micrastcture theory by applying the MF-



RSD model to 25 Nasdaq stocks in a whole month. In particular,we investigate the sensitivity of the
transition probabilities of inter-trade durations in the M F-RSD model to various LOB variables and
summarize which types of market information the traders or their algorithms learn from and react to in
the LOB. Most of the results are consistent with the existing ndings in the literature. For instance, 1)
order book depth imbalance is an indicator for price movemehand a large depth imbalance would lead
HFTs to actively trade for earning a pro t, which causes short inter-trade durations; 2) HFTs are more
likely to provide liquidity as market makers when price spread is large. At that time, market orders are
initiated by non-HFTs and the inter-trade duration would be more likely in the long-duration regime;
and 3) a large trade volume re ects a strong trading willingness on one side of the market, which is a
signal of informed trading. Therefore, HFTs would actively follow up and trade when they observe the
volume of the last trade is very large.

Besides, several new ndings are obtained. First, the impatof order book depth imbalance on the
regime switchings of inter-trade durations is signi cant (positive for inter-trade durations switching from
the long-duration regime to the short duration regime and negative for the opposite direction) mostly for
the stocks whose price spread is tight, while it is not obvios for the stocks whose spread is slack. This is
because the depth imbalance between best ask and best bid islg informative for price movement when
the price spread between them is small. Second, the e ect ofnce spread is asymmetric. A large price
spread tends to keep inter-trade duration stay in the long-diration regime if the preceding inter-trade
duration is long. However, a large price spread is not a sigréant signal which leads the inter-trade
duration to switch into the long-duration regime from the short-duration regime. Third, an increase
in price spread, which is contemporaneously associated wita change in mid-price, is shown to have a
signi cant e ect on the regime switching of inter-trade dur ations, i.e., it is signi cantly negative for inter-
trade durations switching from the long-duration regime to the short-duration regime and signi cantly
positive for inter-trade durations switching from the short-duration regime to the long one.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section @resents the related literature. Section
3 discusses the data we use and provides the empirical fact$ imter-trade durations, in particular, the
bimodal distribution of inter-trade durations. In Section 4 we introduce our MF-RSD model and discuss
the model's implied properties. The estimation method and asimulation study are also given in Section
4. In Section 5 we implement the empirical analysis of the NA®AQ limit order market and summarize

the main ndings. Section 6 gives our concluding remarks.
2. Related literature

Over the past twenty years, many nancial duration models have been proposed. Most of them

aim to capture the empirical properties of inter-trade durations. One pioneering work is the ACD
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model by Engle and Russell (1998), which expresses the cotidnal expectation of duration as a linear
function of past durations and past conditional expectations of durations, and successfully explains the
observed clustering e ect of inter-trade durations. After that, many varieties of ACD extensions were
developed, such as the logarithmic ACD model by Bauwens and Bt (2000), the threshold ACD model
by Zhang et al. (2001), the Markov-switching ACD model by Hujer et al. (2002) and the stochastic
conditional duration (SCD) model by Bauwens and Veredas (204). These models can generate a rich
collection of nonlinear dynamics that t di erent duration series. Recently, Chen et al. (2013) proposed
the MSMD model, in which the stochastic intensity can be deconposed into multiple fractals and each of
them follows a distinct hidden Markov process, capture the bng memory property of inter-trade durations
that has been discussed in both the theoretical and appliediterature (Jasiak, 1999; Diebold and Inoue,
2001; Deo et al., 2010).

Another strand of papers considers other variables' e ectson the dynamics of inter-trade durations
by incorporating them into the modeling, which shed light on our work. For instance, Engle (2000) and
Bauwens and Giot (2003) have jointly modeled the inter-trade durations and other events of interest, such
as the price process. The MF-RSD model in our paper has a sinait spirit as the regime-switching model
in Diebold et al. (1994), and we link the regimes of inter-trade durations with the LOB variables via time-
varying transition probabilities. The method of making the Markov transition matrix time-varying and
dependent on some variables is also employed in Kim et al. (28), Kang (2014), and Chang et al. (2017),
while they further considered and addressed a potential enageneity problem in which the innovations
in determining regime switching are possibly correlated wih the observed time series.

Our work is also built on some works which study information learning in nancial markets. In
traditional market microstructure theory, traders learn i nformation about security from market data, es-
pecially the trade-related information (Kyle, 1985; Glosten and Milgrom, 1985; Hasbrouck, 1991). How-
ever, in the high-frequency world, the basic unit of market nformation becomes limit orders rather than
trades (Hautsch and Huang, 2012; O'Hara, 2015; Lo and Hall, @15). Many papers have studied the in-
formativeness in the LOB both empirically and theoretically. Harris and Panchapagesan (2005) showed
that the limit orders in the NYSE are informative about price changes and that NYSE specialists would
use this information to provide liquidity. Cont et al. (2014 ) investigated the price impact of order book
events using NYSE TAQ data and found that price changes are dwen by the order book imbalance.
Lipton et al. (2013) and Cartea et al. (2018) studied the infamativeness of order book imbalance in
detail and found that it is a good predictor for the arrival of trades. Recently, Aliyev et al. (2018) build
a market microstructure model in which the liquidity provid ers not only learn about the fundamental

value of the asset but also learn about the extent of informedtradings through order ow imbalance.



The model theoretically explains why order imbalance sométnes destabilizes markets and provides more
understanding on the dynamic process of how markets digestrder imbalance.

One more strand of research related to our paper focuses on HFE' trading strategies and the in u-
ences of LOB factors on them. Some studies (Menkveld, 2013;adstromer and Nordén, 2013; Li et al.,
2005) mentioned that a signi cant proportion of high-frequency traders (HFTs) employ market-making
strategies and, consequently, are very sensitive to the trnasient uctuation in market liquidity. On the
other hand, some papers (Brogaard et al., 2014; Sta, 2013) pinted out that HFTs would also use ag-
gressive directional strategies when they anticipate the @ection of order ow or price movement in the
short run. Furthermore, several studies have shown that HFB switch the trading strategies between
supplying liquidity and consuming liquidity according to d i erent LOB statuses. For example, Carrion
(2013) found that HFTs are good at timing and hence provide lguidity when the price spread is large
and take liquidity when the spread is small. Goldstein et al.(2018) showed that HFTs condition their
strategy on order book imbalance, i.e., they supply liquidty on the thick side of the order book and
demand liquidity on the thin side. Van Kervel and Menkveld (2019) found that HFTs trade with large
institutional orders, i.e., they initially lean against th ese orders but eventually change direction and take
a position in the same direction as the most informed instittional orders. Recently, Foster et al. (2019)
used a new market microstructure model to explore a fragileiquidity when HFTs switch from liquidity

provision to liquidity consumption on the basis of unexpected information signals.

3. Data and empirical properties

3.1. Data

Our data are downloaded from LOBSTER (https://lobsterdata .com/), which provides high-quality
LOB data for all NASDAQ stocks since June 2007, based on NASDA®'s Historical TotalView-ITCH
data. LOBSTER simultaneously generates two les. One is a “message’' le, which contains indicators
for the type of event causing an update of the LOB in the requeted price range, with decimal precision
in nanoseconds (10° second). The other le is an “order-book' le that records the evolution of the
LOB up to the requested number of levels at the time when the ‘nessage’ le is updated. Through the
‘message’ le, we can easily calculate the time length betwen two consecutive trades, i.e., the inter-trade
duration. And from the “order-book’ le, we are able to construct various LOB variables.

The sample period of our study is January 2013, which contais 21 trading days, and we have
randomly selected 25 stocks from the NASDAQ-100 index with grious market capitalizations. A simple
description of these selected stocks is presented in TableDlin the Appendices. Because the frequency
of our data is ultra-high, and we are particularly interested in the intra-day dynamics of inter-trade

durations, we will analyze each stock in each trading day segrately. To give a clear illustration, we
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summarize our results for the 25 stocks but provide detailedesults for the Microsoft Corporation (MSFT)

in the rest of our paper.
3.2. Empirical properties

In Figure 1, we rst plot the series of MSFT inter-trade durat ions on January 2nd, 2013 There
are more than 6000 inter-trade durations on that day. Some ofthem are extremely short and in the
order of 10 ® seconds, and some of them are very long and in the order of 10@ends. We perform a
histogram of these inter-trade durations in the rst subplot of Figure 2, which shows a heavy tailedness
and that the majority is less than seconds. In fact, the intertrade durations that are less than 1 second
account for 65% of the total share. Hence, in the second subpl of Figure 2, we scrutinize the inter-trade
durations by checking the histogram of their common logarihms and nd a bimodal distribution with
two distinct modes. Moreover, the inter-trade durations of the remaining 24 stocks also exhibit similar

bimodal distributions, and we will give a detailed discusson in the next subsection.

Figure 1: The series of MSFT inter-trade durations on Januar y 2nd, 2013. The horizontal axis is the chronological order
of the durations, and the vertical axis records the duration length. The inter-trade durations are adjusted for calenda r
e ects.

The bottom left panel of Figure 2 presents an exponential duation quantile-quantile (Q-Q) plot for
the MSFT inter-trade durations, which indicates a nonexponrential duration distribution with a long
right tail and that the distribution is over-dispersed (i.e ., the standard deviation exceeds the mean),

in contrast to the equality that would be obtained if the trad e events follow a classical point process

and the durations were exponentially distributed (Yang et al., 2017). In particular, the mean of MSFT

2As the inter-trade duration series exhibits a signi cant in  tra-day calendar e ect, which will be elucidated in Section  V,
the data that we use throughout the paper are the adjusted int er-trade durations that have been adjusted by the intra-day
calendar e ect.
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Figure 2: Some empirical facts of MSFT inter-trade duration s on January 2nd, 2013. Top left: histogram of the inter-trad e
durations. Top right: histogram of the common logarithms of  inter-trade durations. Bottom left: the exponential durat  ion
Q-Q plot for the sample durations. Bottom right: the rst 300 inter-trade durations.

inter-trade durations is 4.07 seconds, while the standard dviation is 9.54 seconds. Another empirical
property of inter-trade durations is the clustering e ect, which has been discussed in Engle and Russell
(1998), Jasiak (1999), and Lai and Xing (2008, Section 11.3). Here, we illustrate this e ect by showing

a random sample of 300 consecutive inter-trade durations irFigure 2, from which we can see that the

clustering e ect appears in a manner in which short (or long) inter-trade durations are followed by short

(or long) inter-trade durations.
3.3. Bimodal distribution

We have investigated the distributions of inter-trade durations for all 25 stocks in our sample. Figure
3 shows the histograms of their common logarithms, and they all exhibit a similar bimodal pattern. To
locate the two modes, we t these empirical inter-trade duration distributions by a mixture of inverse
Gaussian distributions. The results are plotted in Figure 4, from which we can see that the left modes

are approximately 10 4 s, and the right modes are located between 10's and 10 s. To the best of our

31t plots the histograms for the calendar-e ect-adjusted in  ter-trade durations on the same trading day, i.e., January 2 nd,
2013. In the Appendices, we also provide the histograms for t he raw inter-trade durations and the aggregated inter-trad e
durations in one month. They all show bimodal distribution.



knowledge, our paper is the rst to document such a phenomeno in high-frequency duration data. This

newly found bimodal distribution of inter-trade durations , together with the clustering e ect we have

shown, suggest that there may be two regimes associated witthe dynamics of inter-trade durations,

corresponding to the quick and slow trading periods.

Figure 3: Histograms of the common logarithms of the inter-t
The order from left to right and from top to bottom is consiste
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Based on Hasbrouck and Saar (2013), which shows that the higfrequency trading rms have e ective-

latency in milliseconds by using NASDAQ data in the year 2007 we think that the clustering of very

short inter-trade durations (most of the time below 10 ! s) is caused by HFTs. Moreover, according to

some literature mentioned in Section 2 (Brogaard et al., 204; Carrion, 2013), we conjecture that the
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regime switchings between the long inter-trade durations ad the short inter-trade durations are driven
by HFTs' behaviors of changing trading strategies for pro tability. When the market is relatively stable,
HFTs mainly use market making strategies to earn prot from t he price spread between the best ask
and the best bid* At that time, trades are mostly initiated by non-HFTs and the time interval between
two trades would be relatively long. While when HFTs receivesome signal that probably indicates a
short-term price movement, they may switch to aggressive tading strategies and trade in the direction
of price movement to gain prot. Consequently, the market enters a regime in which HFTs consume

liquidity and the inter-trade durations become very short.

4. Multifactor Regime-Switching Duration Model
4.1. Model speci cation

Given the empirical properties and the bimodal distribution of inter-trade durations, we propose the
following multifactor regime-switching duration (MF-RSD ) model with two hidden states. Let t; be the
calendar time for the i-th trade in a trading day for one particular stock, where to <t; < <t, and

to is the opening time for the market. The i-th inter-trade duration is de ned as
yi=t ot a

and there are two regimes for the inter-trade durations. Uncer each regimey; is ani.i.d. random variable
drawn from a prespeci ed distribution, i.e.,

8

Efl(y; 1) ifs =1;

Yi 1)
-Bfg(y; 2) ifs =2:

s; is a two-state Markov chain with a probability transition ma trix
1

0
1 P Pi12:i
Pi _ % 12;i 12:i g ;
Pay;i 1 Po
in which Py.i = P(si = Kjsi 1 = j) is the transition probability from state j to state k (wherej;k =1;2
) for the i-th trade.
We think the transition probabilities in our model are time- varying and depend on some exogenous
variables. Denotex; i the vector that contains some lagged variables which have ken realized on or
before the § 1)-th trade, and we concretely assume that thePj;; satis es the following logistic forms,

P12;i T P21
12Xi 1, log

.
e — — = = Xi 1. 2
1 Poy 1 Poyj 2% 1 @

log

4Sometimes HTFs' prot is supplemented by a rebate from excha nge for resting liquidity.
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Hence, multiple factors can be incorporated into the model b consider their e ects to the regime switch-
ings of inter-trade durations. In our study, we mainly focus on the impact of LOB factors on the dynamics
of inter-trade durations. Furthermore, considering the range of inter-trade durations and the simplicity
of estimation, we assume that the distribution fy(y) (k = 1;2) is inverse Gaussian (IVG). Speci cally,

assume that conditional on statek, the probability density function for vy; is as follows:

3 . 2
fyis == 5 e U k=1 €
|

where  and ¢ are the respective mean and shape parameters for two IVGs. $pose thats; = 1
corresponds to the short-duration regime, and we should hayr 1 < 5.

Compared with other inter-trade duration models, our MF-RSD model has several advantages in
modeling high-frequency duration data. First, it uses a pasimonious structure to directly capture the
observed bimodal distribution and clustering of inter-trade durations, which helps us to understand the
dynamics of market more intuitively. Second, by introducing the covariates that potentially determine
the evolution of inter-trade durations, we can improve the model's predictive power by using the values
of covariates that are realized before thei th inter-trade. Finally, given the identi ed relationship s
between the covariates and the arrival time for trades, the M--RSD model can also be used to test some

economic hypotheses on the limit order market.

4.2. Implied properties

Here we study some implied properties of the MF-RSD model. Wévegin by showing the stationarity,
ergodicity, and over-dispersion. Then, we present the conitions under which the MF-RSD model can
generate the bimodality. Finally, we discuss the rationalty of assuming that the covariates that determine

the regime switchings of inter-trade durations are exogenos.

4.2.1. Stationarity, ergodicity, and over-dispersion
If we have the factor seriesx; is a stationary sequence in a compact set, by the Theorem 5.5fo
Orey et al. (1991), we can conclude that the underlying regine state s; for inter-trade duration is sta-

tionary and ergodic in the sense that lim;; P(si = kjsp = j)! « forjk 2f1;2g, with ¢ 0 and
P

« k=1 Inparticular, =( 1; 2)°satisesthat P = , P = E[P(x)]:
Moreover, lets follows the stationary distribution of s;, then we can write the stationary distribution
of y asy(s). Denote the random variable y(k)  f( k) and de ne the dispersion dx = \/Ea[(y{k(;)z) .

Suppose thatE[y(k)] are not equal fork = 1;2. Then we have the dispersion ofy that, d = VEaK/y]Z) >
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ming dy: Because

Var(y ) = Var( Ely js ])+ E[Var(y js )] > E [Var(y js )]

= E[ds Ely js F’] (min d¢) E[E[y js Il (min de) Ely 17

The last inequality follows the Jensen's Inequality. Hence if the individual f( ) already has over-

dispersion, the stationary distribution of y must be over-dispersed.
4.2.2. Bimodality

A bimodal distribution mostly arises as a mixture of two di e rent unimodal distributions; however,
certain requirements need to be met. According to the Theoren 2 in Do2a (2009) which studies a
mixture of two general unimodal densities, we have derived lte following proposition for a mixture of
two IVGs:

Proposition 1.  Let p be the mixture ratio of two IVGs, i.e., g(y) = pf(y; 1; 1)¥(1 p) fz(yi 2, 2);p2

(0; 1). De ne the modes of two IVGs asM; and M, (M1 <M 3), and Ng = 1+ ij 2 3—t for
k
k =1;2. We further de ne a function of y as

R(y)_ %2 %1 2 1 1 T 1 + 1 + 1 . (4)
21773 2y? y N2 y M:i y Ni My y

Then, g is bimodal if and only if the followings are satis ed:

1. Between the interval (M 1; M), there is ay? that makesR(y) < O.
2. There exist rootsy; and y, of equation R(y)=0 such that M; <y; <y, <M ,. De ne

3 2
1 12 2 “(yw M)y Ni) 2 1 2 1
=1+ —= _ exp - = +
e . 1 Mz vk NP 23 27 KTy

+ C ;

whereC=2 1 2( 1 2 2 1) and k = 1;2. The mixture ratio p should be in the rangg(ps; p2).

The proof for Proposition 1 is given in the Appendices. In ourMF-RSD model, the above conditions
are easy to be satis ed. The stationary probability for s; = 1 is the mixture ratio p. The IVG under
the short-duration regime has a smaller modeM ;. Specically, we can assume ; < ;and ;< 5 °.
Hence, wheny is betweenM; and M (it is certainly greater than N; and N, which are negative), R(y)
in (4) is very likely to be negative, especially when ; << 5. Moreover, as in (4), limy; m, R(y) =+ 1
and limy, w, R(y) =+ 1, R(y) will rst decrease to a negative value from M; to y? and increase back
to positive in nity when y approachesM,. Therefore, there must be two roots for the equationR(y) = 0
in the interval (M1; M), which are y; and y,. The mixture ratio p, which is the stationary probability

for s; =1, should be in the range (oy1; p2)-

5They are consistent with our empirical results
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4.2.3. Exogeneity

In our MF-RSD model, we assume that the covariates that drivethe dynamics of inter-trade durations
are exogenous. This assumption is reasonable in the follong two senses.

First, according to Hautsch (2011), the event probability of a point processN (t) depends on infor-
mation that is (at least instantaneously) known prior to t. If variables are known and constant prior to
an eventi , we call them time-invariant covariates, and they can be cosidered weakly exogenous. Con-
versely, thetime-varying covariate processx (t) can continuously change between two consecutive events.
To be weakly exogenous foty;, the processx(t) must be cadlag with x 1 = X (tj 1) for all t with
ti 1 <t ti. Inourcase, the duration eventy; isde ned asy; = ti ti 1;andPj; = P(si = Kjsi 1=])
represents the switching probability for the underlying state of eventi changing fromj to k (here,
ik 2f1;29). Thus, the factors x; ; that have been realized on or befor¢; ; can be considered weakly
exogenous to the occurrence of everit

Second, if we think the factorsx; 1 which represent the LOB information up to (i 1)-th trade are
timely revealed to market participants, especially to the HFTs. Then, their actions are timely made
conditional on the market information. As the occurrence oftrade is triggered by just one action of a
single trader, the covariatesx; i that were realized on or before the { 1)-th trade can be considered
as exogenous to the decision process of the market particippwho initiates the i-th trade.

4.3. Estimation
4.3.1. EM algorithm

The direct maximization of the likelihood function of the observations is dicult to implement,
as we cannot observe the underlying states; and fsigl.; has 2' possible realizations. Hence, we
adopt the standard expectation-maximization (EM) algorit hm. In the E-step, given the information of
X1n = fXi 10, and the model's old parameters (M) (m =1;2;::: is the number of iterations), the

expected complete-data log-likelihood is

Esl;n [I (yl:n; S1:an1:n ; (m))]

=P(sy = 1jF)[logf (y1j 1) +log ]+ P(s1 =2jF)[logf (yij 2)+log(l )]

X
+ P(si = 1jF)logf (yij 1)+ P(si =2jF )logf (yij 2) ()

i=2

+P(si=2;5 1=1F) Lxi 1 P(si 1=1jF)log(l+ e =% )

+ P(si=1;si 1=2jF) in 1 P(si 1=2jF)Iog(1+e;1"i 1)

where F represents information generated byf x;;yig.; and old parameters (™. s the conditional

stationary probability for state 1, i.e., = P(s; = 1jF). The conditional posterior distributions P(s; =
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2;si 1=1jF), P(si=1;s; 1=2jF), P(si 1 =1jF), and P(s; 1 =2jF) can be calculated using the the
forward-backward algorithm ©.

Then, in the M-step, we update the model parameters by maximzing the expected log-likelihood 5,
(M) = argmax Es,., [|(Yan; StajXzn;  ™)]: (6)
We repeat the E-step and M-step until the model parameters caverge, i.e.,
ji (m*D (Mjj  tolerance

By plugging the density function (3) into the expected log-likelihood function (5), the maximization step

(6) yields the following analytical expressions for the mo@!| parameters’:

X0 - X _
yi P(si=]jF) k  P(si=KkF)
_ =1 . b = i=1 . — 1.9
" Ny W e o
P(si = JjF) ———— P(si = kjF)
i=1 i=1 yi
and the regression coe cients ";,, ",; satisfy the following equations:
" . 4
)@ . eA12Xi 1 .
P(si=2;s 1=1jF) ——— P(si 1=1jF) x; 1=10 8)
i=2 1+ e 2Xi 1
! AT #
X0 . e aXi 1 .
P(si=1;si 1=2jF) ————— P(si 1=2jF) xj 1=0©: 9)
i=2 1+ e aXi 1

4.3.2. Estimation consistency

Given the assumption that the covariatesx; ; are exogenous to the duration process and inter-trade
duration y; is i.i.d conditional on the underlying state s;, the maximum likelihood (MLE) will obtain
consistent estimators, and they asymptotically converge ¢ the true parameters. However, we adopt the
EM algorithm instead of directly maximizing the likelihood because of the complexity in constructing
the log-likelihood function in the presence of underlying lidden states. Hence, the estimation consistency
relies on the convergence of the EM estimator to the global m&mizer of the log-likelihood function.

De ne the log-likelihood for the observed data asL() = L(YjX;), in which Y := y;.;, and
X = Xi1.n. Then, the MLE estimator directly maximizes L(), and the EM algorithm iteratively
increases the value of () at each step by maximizing the expected complete-data log-likelihood in (6),
which can be rede ned as

M+ = argmax Q( j (™)

6Diebold et al. (1994) has shown the steps to calculate and imp lement this forward-backward algorithm.
"Detailed derivations are shown in the Appendices.
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According to Wu et al. (1983), if the unobserved complete-déa speci cation can be described by an
exponential family, the function Q( j ) is continuous in both and . Then, the limits of the EM
sequence are the stationary points (local maxima) of the logdikelihood L (). This condition obviously
holds, as the IVGs belong to the exponential family and the transition probabilities are in logistic form.
Moreover, if L() is unimodal, the EM estimator converges to the global max imizer of L ().
4.3.3. Standard errors of the estimators

The variance-covariance matrix of estimators is not a bypraluct of the EM algorithm. To obtain
that, we use the supplement EM (SEM) method proposed by Meng ad Rubin (1991). The SEM method
employs the fact that the rate of convergence of the estimatcs in the EM is governed by the fractions
of missing information that would increase the variability of the estimation. In particular, the desired
observed variance-covariance matrix/, which is also the inverse of the observed information mate, can
be expressed as the sum of the covariance matrix of the expext complete-data, i.e.,l Ecl, and a variance
in ation part V,

V=Ilt+4vV; lec = E Ig() F (10)

_ A

wherel gc is the expectation of complete-data information matrix | ¢ () over the conditional distributions
evaluated at ’ which can be calculated in the standard EM method. The vari ance in ation part V

in (10) can be written as a function of DM as follows:
4V =1 DM( DM) % (11)

wherel is simply the identity matrix and DM is the matrix rate of EM convergence, whose calculation
is shown in detail in Meng and Rubin (1991). Hence, the standed errors of the estimators are the square
roots of the diagonal elements olV.

4.4, Simulation

We perform a simulation study in this part to validate our MF- RSD model and the estimation method.
We provide an example in which the regime-switching probalities are driven by a one-dimensional
factor x, which is piecewise constant and takes alternative valuesraong f 0:4; 0:3;0:6; 0:5g, as shown
in Figure 5. Hence, the regime switching probabilities are étermined as following:

Pji:
1 Pj|;i

log = ot i1 Xi 1

wherel j 61 2. The model parameters i; «; ji (k=1;2)are shownin Table 1. These values are
chosen so that moderate regime-switching probabilities a generated from the model. We then simulate
yi (1 i n)for n =9000 and show the results in Figure 5. Note that the simulatel y; exhibits a

large variation and that the histogram in the bottom left pan el shows a clear bimodal distribution, which
14



demonstrates that our model can indeed generate bimodalityWe then use the EM algorithm to estimate
the model and show the estimated values in Table 1, from whictwe can see that the estimates are quite
close to the true values with low standard errors, and the cordence intervals of estimates basically cover
the true values. We also show the simulated and estimated stass; (1 i 1000) in the bottom right
panel of Figure 5, from which we nd that the di erence between the true and estimated states are quite

small, and the underlying states capture the clustering of bng (or short) inter-trade durations.

Table 1: True and estimated parameters with piecewise const ant X;.

1 1 2 2 12;0 12;1 21;0 21;1
True values 0.3 0.01 5 2 -5 -7 -2.6 6
0.308 0.0098 4.831 1.984 -5.022 -7.384 -2.538 5.696

Estimated val
SUMAIeC ValUeS — 0.0242)  (0.000187) (0.129) (0.0491) (0.388) (0.996) (0.137) (0.317)

Note: standard errors are shown in parentheses.

Figure 5: Top left: fxjg (1 i 1000); Top right: Simulated fy;g. Bottom left: Histogram of the common logarithm of
simulated durations; Bottom right: Comparison of the estim  ated states and simulated states for the rst 1000 points of
simulated durations. The estimated states and real states a re scaled di erently to see them clearly.

5. Real data analysis
5.1. Data cleaning and descriptive statistics

In the following, we implement the real data analysis for theinter-trade durations in the NASDAQ
limit order market. The inter-trade durations usually cont ain the intra-day calendar e ect, i.e., inter-

trade durations tend to be shorter early and late in the day ard longer around noon. Based on the
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Table 2: Descriptive statistics of inter-trade durations f  or 25 NASDAQ stocks in January 2013.

Stock Count Min 25% Med. 75% Max Mean Std. Skew.  Kurt. O.D.
AAPL 539369 4.94E-06 7.51E-04 0.03 0.86 83.23 1.04 2.55 5.32 47.70 2.46
ALXN 88916 5.28E-06 1.09E-03  0.19 6.05 286.81 6.23 14.03 471 35.76 2.25
AMZN 171344 5.32E-06 5.03E-04 0.01 212 254.97 3.27 8.53 5.4 50.79 2.61
BIDU 102830 5.66E-06 9.97E-04 0.14 5.28 242.40 5.48 12.49 477 36.05 2.28
BMRN 47012 5.57E-06 6.56E-04 0.49 12.66 437.95 12.06 25.07 383 22.49 2.08
CELG 138826 5.00E-06 1.05E-03 0.11 4.18 213.83 4.06 8.66 4.8 28.22 2.13
CERN 44963  3.84E-06 1.05E-03 0.19 1246  706.02 12.87 28.38 455 38.78 221
CMCSA 107143 5.93E-06 1.62E-03 0.16 4.64 601.18 5.29 12.88 642 101.10 2.43
COST 79533  6.51E-06 1.87E-03 0.44 7.73 444.95 6.81 13.88 4.8 56.97 2.04
DISCA 55283 5.72E-06 2.92E-03 0.82 11.16 425.82 10.06 20.41 4.09 28.31 2.03
EBAY 169875 6.39E-06 3.00E-03 0.21 3.52 363.80 3.47 7.61 5.4 76.51 2.20
FB 151244 4.34E-06 8.69E-04 0.08 3.20 294.02 3.92 9.88 5.80 5.27 2.52
GOOG 135745 5.50E-06 7.07E-04  0.06 3.75 235.97 4.05 9.16 43 29.78 2.26
INTC 124260 5.16E-06 1.00E-03  0.04 3.20 361.41 4.63 12.23 589 60.05 2.64
ISRG 38118 4.90E-06 4.43E-04 0.04 1190 1504.86 15.02 37.79 6.45 102.77 2.52
KLAC 70264 5.17E-06 3.06E-03 0.54 9.21 600.68 8.31 17.46 5.68 83.42 2.10
MAR 39728 5.29E-06 3.03E-03 1.22 15.60 2166.25 14.02 31.83 5.83 79534 227
MSFT 163839 5.91E-06 1.20E-03  0.05 2.50 833.87 3.72 10.69 1040 348.43 2.87
NFLX 182071 5.05E-06 5.58E-04  0.03 241 242.51 3.34 8.47 5.17 43.02 2.54
QCOM 161471 6.86E-06 2.97E-03 0.26 3.75 443.04 3.54 7.71 6.3 115.19 2.18
REGN 52770  4.68E-06 4.76E-04  0.05 8.71 632.70 10.57 25.64 530 50.58 2.43
SBUX 101250 5.47E-06 3.52E-03  0.57 6.47 201.61 5.51 10.78 395 25.89 1.96
TXN 97907 5.28E-06 1.72E-03  0.27 5.73 461.87 5.87 13.20 5.04 49.99 2.25
VOD 57699 5.81E-06 3.86E-03 0.78 10.14  794.09 10.81 25.51 640 87.76 2.36
YHOO 91951  5.24E-06 1.63E-03 0.24 5.92 460.85 6.31 14.89 5.% 51.83 2.36

Note: 25%, Med., and 75% are the 25th percentile, 50th percentile ( median), and 75th percentile, respectively. Std., Skew.,
and Kurt. are the standard deviation, skewness, and kurtosi s, respectively.

standard dummy variable procedure (e.g.,Ghysels et al. (204)), we nd that that the intra-day calendar
e ect is a common phenomena for all stocks in our sample (showin Section E in the Appendices.).
Therefore, prior to the analysis, we have adjusted inter-tiade durations for the calendar e ects.

For each stock in our sample, we aggregate the inter-trade dations in January 2013 and provide
the descriptive statistics in Table 2. These statistics indude count, min (the minimum), three quantiles,
max (the maximum), mean, standard deviation, skewness, kuiosis, and over-dispersion (O.D.), which is
the standard deviation divided by the mean. Table 2 suggestshe following: 1) There is a large variation
in their counts and maximum values; 2) The minimum values areapproximately 10 ® seconds, and the
mean values are approximately 1-10 seconds; 3) Their mediavalue has a small variation, with most of
them are around or below 0.1 seconds; and 4) They all exhibit darge dispersion as the values of their

over-dispersion are signi cantly greater than one.
5.2. Choice of LOB factors
To identify the factors that may impact the regime switching s of inter-trade durations, we focus the

covariates in our model on the LOB factors for the following reasons. First, many studies advocate that

the order ows are determined by the state of the order book (Hautsch and Huang, 2012; Huang et al.,
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2015; Abergel and Jedidi, 2015); therefore, factors re edhg the state of the LOB are thought to de-
termine the ow of market orders and hence the inter-trade durations. Second, the information ow
revealed by the change of LOB contribute a major part of information learning for the market partic-
ipants (Harris and Panchapagesan, 2005; Cao et al., 2009)specially for the HFTs who take the speed
advantage to trade on the information. Third, a lot of research has found that the algorithm traders in
the limit order market are indeed using LOB factors as signas to set their trading strategies. (Li et al.,
2005; Obizhaeva and Wang, 2013; Hendershott and Riordan, A3; Goldstein et al., 2018), so these fac-
tors must play an important role on the arrival time of trades, i.e., the inter-trade durations.

Let p; and py, be the prices (dollar prices divided by 10) for the best ask ad the best bid, respectively,
and vl and v} be the depth at the best ask and the best bid, respectively. Weconsider the following

four LOB factors as the covariates in our MF-RSD model.

Depth imbalance (DI ). DI = 1% Yl Itis the di erence between the depth of the best ask and the

T 1.
]Vé+vbl

depth of the best bid, divided by the sum of the two depths. It compares order supplies between
the best ask and the best bid, and a largeD| re ects a great imbalance of the two sides in o ering
liquidity. Some studies (Cont et al., 2014; Lipton et al., 2013; Cartea et al., 2018) suggest that it

is an e ective predictor for the subsequent price movementsand the rate of incoming orders.

Price spread PS). PS = jpa  pyj, Which is the price di erence between the best ask and the
best bid. It is commonly considered as a result of informatiem asymmetry and reveals the stock's
overall liquidity (O'Hara, 2003). From the perspective of market microstructure, it measures the
transaction cost for the liquidity demander, and normally, a wider price spread implies weaker
trading aggressiveness (Ranaldo, 2004). Moreover, Carnin(2013) and Hendershott and Riordan
(2013) found that high-frequency market makers provide liquidity when the spread is large while

they take liquidity when the spread is small.

Trade volume of the last trade, denoted by TV. It is the size of the last trade (volume mea-
sured in thousands), which is generally treated as a momentm variable that re ects the trading

magnitude and willingness. Large trades normally convey mee information than small trades
(Hasbrouck, 1991) and are also expected to be accompanied lsome small upcoming trades

(Van Kervel and Menkveld, 2019).

Price movement of the last trade, denoted byPM. It is a dummy variable that indicates whether the
last trade had led to a change in mid-price, i.e.,paJer". We think it might be a momentum variable
for the price change and we want to see whether market partigiants treat it as an informative
signal to identify the price movement in the following momerts.
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Table 3: Summary statistics for 4 LOB factors, which are dept h imbalance (DI ), price spread (P S), trade volume of the
last trade ( TV), and price movement of the last trade ( PM).

DI PS TV PM

Stock 25% Med 75% | 25% Med 75% | 25% Med 75% Mean
AAPL 022 050 0.78| 0.8 1.2 1.7 0.04 0.1 0.12 0.34
ALXN 016 037 071 03 0.5 0.7 0.05 0.1 0.1 0.38
AMZN 0.20 048 0.77| 0.8 12 1.7 0.03 0.1 0.1 0.42
BIDU 020 039 071| 03 0.4 0.7 0.09 0.1 0.15 0.43
BMRN 0.14 033 058 | 0.2 0.3 0.5 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.40
CELG 0.18 039 069 | 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.05 0.1 0.1 0.40
CERN 020 043 0.75| 03 0.5 0.7 0.03 0.1 0.1 0.38
CMCSA 022 045 0.70| 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.6 0.08
COST 0.20 040 066 | 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.05 0.1 0.12 0.36
DISCA 020 039 0.67| 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.08 0.1 0.11 0.36
EBAY 023 048 072 | 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.17 034 0.18
FB 024 048 074 | 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.7 0.08
GOOG 019 049 079 | 17 2.6 3.7 0.02 0.09 0.1 0.40
INTC 022 046 074| 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.3 1.2 0.03
ISRG 020 058 094 | 35 4.9 6.3 | 0.006 0.05 0.1 0.41
KLAC 020 042 066 | 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.30
MAR 020 041 064 | 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.29
MSFT 024 049 077 | 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 032 112 0.03
NFLX 0.14 038 0.68| 0.9 14 2 0.07 0.1 0.11 0.45
QCOM 023 046 0.70| 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.4 0.15
REGN 005 033 067 | 14 2 2.9 0.04 0.1 0.1 0.45
SBUX 021 044 068 | 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.26 0.22
TXN 024 050 074 | 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.5 0.11
VOD 031 060 084 ]| 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.28 0.7 0.09
YHOO 026 051 075| 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.9 0.05

Note: 25%, Med., and 75% are the 25th percentile, 50th percentile ( median), and 75th percentile, respectively.

In Table 3, we show some summary statistics of these LOB facts. The minimum and maximum
values of DI are 0 and 1, and the minimum values ofPS and TV are always 01 (1 cent) and G001
(1 share), respectively; we do not report these values in theable. Since the factor PM is a dummy
variable, we only report its mean, or equivalently the ratio of the times when it equals to 1. From Table
3, we nd that the percentiles of DI are very similar across stocks. The factorsTV and PM do have
some di erences from stock to stock, while the most divergenfactor is PS. For some stocks, such as
CMCSA, FB, INTC, MSFT, TXN, VOD and YHOO, the factor PS are most time xed at 0.1 (the
minimum tick size). But for some other stocks, such as GOOG, $RG, and REGN, P S varies much and

its values can be very large.
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5.3. In-sample regression and model prediction

We rst implement the in-sample analysis for the inter-trad e durations of MSFT on January 2, 2013,

according to the following regression models for the transion probabilities:

P
Iogi= 120+ 121Dl + 122PS+ 13TV + 124PM;
1 Py
p (12)
Iogi= 21,0+ 211Dl + 213PS+ 214TV + 21:5PM:
1 Py

The model is estimated using the EM procedure as described i®ection 4 and the results are reported
in Table 4. In addition to the full model - Model 6, we also estimate the submodels (Models 1-5). The
distribution parameters estimated from the full model are very close to those from the submodels, and
the estimated factor coe cients in the full model are having similar signs and signi cance levels as those
in the submodels, suggesting that there is no strong multictinearity in the LOB factors. In the rest of

the empirical study, we shall only report the results using te full model (M6).

Table 4: Estimation results for MSFT on January 2, 2013, in 6 r  egression models.

Parameters M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M6
N 0.131 0.125 0.132 0.145 0.131 0.142
(.0632)* (.0602)* (.0637)* (.0690)* (.0632)* (.0670)**
A1 0.000234 0.000234 0.000234 0.000234 0.000234 0.000234
(5.45e-6)* (5.45e-6)* (5.45e-6)* (5.44e-6)* (5.45e-6%* (5.44e-6)*
o 10.066 10.070 10.062 10.025 10.065 10.024
(.418)* (.419)* (.418)* (.423)* (.418)* (422)*
Ag 2411 2.407 2.403 2.324 2.409 2.318
(.109)** (.109)* (.109)* (.106)* (.109)** (.105)*
/\12;0 -1.061 -0.424 -0.781 -0.991 -1.064 0.881
(.0393)* (.0723)* (.120)% (.0459)* (.0407)* (A77)*
M2 _ -1.249 B ~ ~ 1654
(.128)* (.138)
M2:2 B B -2.237 _ B -8.145
(.913)* (1.118)
"12:3 _ _ B -0.0944 _ -0.107
(.0368)* (.0350)**
M2ia _ _ _ _ 0.0479 0.157
(.156) (.179)
™10 -0.442 -0.925 0.345 -0.886 -0.443 -1.018
(.0433)* (.0915)* (.328) (.0569)* (.0432)* (.417)*
"1 _ 0.947 _ B _ 1.139
(.158)* (.168)*
"a1:2 B B -7.685 _ B -4.539
(3.187)* (3.831)
"3 _ _ _ 0.342 _ 0.341
(.0320)** (.0305)*
"o1:4 _ : _ _ 0.345 1.445
(.692) (.810)
Notes: M1 is a model without any LOB factor. M2-M5 are models having 1 LOB factor, with DI, PS, TV and PM , respectively.
M6 is a model with all 4 LOB factors. The robust standard error s are shown in parentheses. p < 0:05 and p < 0:01.

From Table 4, we can see that the estimated mean of the long-dation regime is much larger than
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that of the short-duration regimes, i.e., ~, >> *;. Based on the estimated values for the parameters of
two IVGs, we also calculate the modes of the two distributiors. They are around 8 10 ° seconds and 1
second, which are consistent with the bimodal distribution of inter-trade durations discussed in Section
3. Moreover, we have noticed the following results for the L@ factors. First, the estimated coe cients
for the DI is signi cantly positive for Pi; (Alz;l > 0) and signi cantly negative for Py (A21;1 < 0).
Second, theP S is shown to be both negative forP1, and P,; while its coe cient is only signi cant in
Pi>. Third, '\12;3 is signi cantly less than 0 and A21;3 is signi cantly greater than 0, suggesting that
the TV is a signi cant factor for the regime switchings of inter-tr ade durations. Last, the factor PM
seems to be insigni cant in this case because botf'12., and ",1.4 are not signi cantly di erent than 0.
Nonetheless, the LOB factors fairly impact the dynamics of nter-trade duration via regime-switching
probabilities, and we expect that our MF-RSD model can enhare the prediction of inter-trade durations
by considering their e ects. Moreover, we'd like to understand more about the economics implication of
the e ects of LOB factors on the regime switchings of inter-trade durations, which will be discussed in
detail in Section 5.5.

Given the estimated values of model parameters, we examindneé model prediction power by rst con-
sidering a 1-step-ahead out-of-sample prediction for the mderlying states. The 1-step-ahead prediction
of s; is given by h i
Ei(si+1)=1 P(si = 1jF)Pui+1 + P(si = 2jF )Parisa

h i (13)
+2  P(si = 1jF )Piojs1 + P(si = 2jF )Posis1 ;

and the transition probabilities at i are given by

B
IOQ% = "2:0+ "121Dli + "122PS + "123TVi + "12.4P M;
O+
, (14)
Py
|09% = "p0+ "21aDli + "212P S + "3 TV + “21.4P M
215 +1

which can be calculated given the information up toi th trade.

We use the MSFT inter-trade duration series on January 2, 208, to demonstrate the above prediction.
The model parameter is estimated using the rst 5000 samplesand 1-step-ahead forecasting is made
for the next 200 durations. Figure 6 shows the comparison beteen the estimated states and the 1-
step-ahead forecasts. The estimated states are the undeihg states inferred from the real data, and
the forecasted states are 1-step-ahead out-of-sample prietion.® From the result, we can see that the

forecasted states almost capture the variation tendency othe underlying estimated states.

8The states jump between two values, i.e., state 1 (the short- duration regime) and state 2 (the long-duration regime)
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Figure 6: 1-step-ahead out-of-sample forecasted versus estimated regime states.

Furthermore, the 1-step-ahead prediction for the inter-trade duration is expressed as

h i
En(Yns1) =1  P(Sn = 1jF )Prins1 + P(Sh = 2jF )Parns1
h i (15)
+ 7y P(sn = 1jF)Piane + P(Sn = 2jF )Pozins1

To see the predictive performance of our model, we compare ouesults in predicting the next inter-trade
duration with those of two classical duration models, i.e.,the ACD model by Engle and Russell (1998)

and the MSMD model by Chen et al. (2013). The ACD model we conglered has the following form:

Yi="i"i; i=lE Yyt o

where"; follows an inverse Gaussian distribution. The MSMD model weconsidered has ve levels, and

the following form:

. 6
yi=—="i"i; "i="' M ;
8I k=1 8
cJY wp.1 (1 g ° Emo w.p. 1=2
|\/||<;i=8 k=1:::5 M:3
"M 1 owp (1 5)”° 1 mp w.p. 1=2

in which "; also follows an inverse Gaussian distribution.
Table 5 shows the comparison among our model, the ACD(1,1) mael and the MSMD(5) model.
We use the BIC as an indicator to compare their in-sample tness. From the results, we nd that the

in-sample tness of our MF-RSD model is slightly worse than that of the ACD(1,1) model but better
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than that of the MSMD(5) model. This is probably because the ACD model has the most parsimonious
structure and the least number of parameters. For the out-ofsample prediction power, we use the RMSE
between the real duration and the predicted duration as a meaurement. Nonetheless, from the results
in Table 5, our MF-RSD model performs signi cantly better th an the other two models.

Table 5: The evaluation of in-sample tness and out-of-samp le forecast for 25 NASDAQ stocks on January 2, 2013, with
a benchmark comparison to the ACD and MSMD models.

Log-likelihood BIC RMSE

Stock n MF-RSD | ACD | MSMD | MF-RSD | ACD | MSMD | MF-RSD | ACD | MSMD
AAPL 28888 | 35421.60  35936.97 30748.48| -70699.41  -71812.31 -61445.60 1.91 2.00 291
ALXN 5240 -704.66 -318.01  -1365.19 | 1529.22 687.40 2773.20 8.21 0.38 9.54
AMZN 7674 5901.71 5876.18  5024.88 | -11678.18  -11698.69 -10005.03 6.95 7.14 8.37
BIDU 3819 | -4467.04  -4130.39 -4685.14 | 9049.55 8310.27 9411.52 12.09 13.39 18.05
BMRN 2892 | -2729.22  -243524  -3127.84| 5570.02 4918.29 6295.53 15.75 18.96 21.25
CELG 4717 | -3832.10  -3420.28 -3498.79 | 7782.63 6891.31 7039.87 8.54 9.72 9.81
CERN 2460 | -2424.12  -2202.68 -1316.67 | 4957.55 4452.21 2672.38 15.50 19.07 29.18
CMCSA | 5235 | -2031.46  -1933.45 -1778.63 | 4182.80 3918.28 3600.08 11.11 12.56 12.61
COST 4330 | -4394.69  -412527 -4907.93 | 8906.61 8300.78 9857.73 8.96 10.22 10.67
DISCA | 3055 | -1062.11 -891.86  -919.68 2236.57 1831.87 1879.49 16.66 16.92 17.96
EBAY 9697 1450.65 2098.67  -484.82 | -2772.79 -4142.26  1015.53 5.78 5.59 6.04

FB 10278 | 8222.19 8579.60  5865.68 | -16315.06  -17103.77 -11685.17 5.13 5.46 7.06
GOOG | 6387 4725.22 471550  -6186.30 | -9327.78 -9378.43  12416.41 8.13 8.44 8.59
INTC 5300 2149.62 2144.01 10.61 -4179.19 -4236.57 21.66 11.27 12.20 12.11
ISRG 1918 | -1128.08  -1028.33  -715.34 2361.99 2094.46 1468.48 25.72 27.33 30.48
KLAC 3059 | -3076.43  -2749.82 -2536.58 | 6265.23 5547.80 5113.29 14.32 16.17 26.80
MAR 2404 | -3733.69  -3430.79 -3801.85 | 7576.38 6908.28 7642.62 21.91 22.42 26.41
MSFT 6242 3472.11 3354.70  2887.86 | -6821.88 -6656.96  -5732.03 8.19 9.57 9.91
NFLX 3504 | -2158.32  -1800.04 -4272.06 | 4431.27 3649.20 8585.06 10.98 12.89 13.33
QCOM | 8726 | -2759.03  -2061.64 -6911.35| 5645.10 4177.72  13868.07 5.35 5.85 6.04
REGN 3841 860.04 999.03 808.91 | -1604.53 -1948.53  -1576.55 10.89 12.56 12.88
SBUX 5740 | -3886.73  -3290.91 -4722.18 | 7894.64 6633.76 9487.64 7.10 7.76 8.64
TXN 5633 | -1794.99  -141253 -3939.81 | 3710.88 2876.88 7922.80 9.38 11.01 11.07
VOD 1810 | -2257.49  -2259.32 -2312.70 | 4619.99 4563.65  4662.91 42.13 44.50 45.61
YHOO 3797 1223.24 1195.00  -611.21 | -2331.08 -4109.70  1263.63 16.69 15.74 16.48

Note: BIC=k Inn 2 InLl, where [ is the likelihood. The lower value BIC is, the better the in-s ample tness. The
RMSE is the square root of MSE, and the lower the value is, the b etter the out-of-sample performance.

5.4. Analysis of regimes

In the next, we want to see the characteristics of the underlyng regimes that are estimated from
our MF-RSD model. In Figure 7, we plot the rst MSFT 300 inter- trade durations on January 2, 2013,
along with their estimated levels of the underlying regimes It shows that the estimated regimes capture
the clustering of the long (or short) inter-trade durations, and there are signi cant switchings between
the long-duration regime and the short-duration regime. Given the estimated underlying regimes, we
will diagnose the two regimes and check whether they are retad to di erent channels of pro tability for
the HFTs, because we think that in the long-duration regime, HFTs mainly provide liquidity and gain

prot from the price spread as market makers, while in the shat-duration regime, HFTs aggressively
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take liquidity and earn prot as speculators because of the Bort-term price movement.
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Figure 7: Estimated regime levels for the rst 300 MSFT inter  -trade durations on January 2, 2013. The estimated regime
level is the mean of the estimated underlying regimes.

To make things comparable, we divide the trading day into 360one-minute intervals and calculate
the ratio of the number of short inter-trade durations to the total number of trades in each interval,
which is de ned as the HF ratio. We categorize the short and lmg inter-trade durations based on which
regime they belong to. The LF ratio is then de ned as the ratio of long inter-trade durations and hence
equals to 1-HF ratio. Thus, a high HF (LF) ratio means that the short-duration (long-duration) regime
is dominated in the interval. Following Carrion (2013), we use the permanent price change and the
realized price spread as the metrics of prot. The permanentprice change is de ned as the absolute
percentage change of midpoint price in the one-minute inteval, which measures the prot of taking
liquidity, and the realized price spread is the average e etive price spread minus the permanent price
change, which measures the pro t of supplying liquidity. We also include the order submission rate and
the cancellation rate to see the market activity level. As the time length of the interval is xed, we
simply use the numbers of submissions and cancellations inne@ minute to represent the rates.

We still use MSFT on January 2, 2013 as an example. For each omminute interval, we calculate the
HF ratio, the LF ratio, the order submissions, the order canellations, the permanent price change, and
the realized price spread. In Table 6, we present their cordation matrix, from which we can observe that
the HF ratio is positively correlated with the order submissions, cancellations, and the permanent price
change, but negatively correlated with the realized price pread. The LF ratio is having the opposite
relationships with those 4 metrics. Thus, the prot of takin g liquidity is large when the market in the
short-duration regime in which the HFTs are using aggressie trading strategies. While in the period
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with a high LF ratio, i.e., when HFTs mainly supply liquidity , the prot of supplying liquidity is larger

as the realized price spread is positively correlated with he LF ratio.

Table 6: Pearson correlation matrix for the HF ratio, the LF r  atio, the order submissions, cancellations, the permanent
price change and the realized price spread.

HF ratio LF ratio Cancel Submit Price Realized
change spread
HF ratio 1
LF ratio -1 1
Cancel 0.472** -0.472** 1
Submit 0.474* -0.474** 0.998** 1
Price change 0.366** -0.366** 0.457**  0.463** 1

Realized spread -0.298** 0.298** -0.330** -0.337** -0.982** 1
*p<0.05, *p<0.01

Furthermore, we implement the below regression to see whictegime or which regime-switching action

is followed by a signi cant short-term price movement.
Pit (+10s) = constant + 1g-; + Pizis + Parisr + i (16)

In the regression, P;; (110 ) is the absolute value of the percentage change of midpoint jize in the next
10 seconds afteii th trade.® 15 -1 is the indicator which equals to 1 if thei th trade belongs to the
short-duration regime. Pi.;4+1 is the estimated transition probability for the next inter- trade duration

switching from the short-duration regime to the long-duration regime, andP51.i+1 is the estimated regime
transition probability for the next inter-trade duration o n the contrary; both of them are calculated by

equation (14) according to our MF-RSD model.

Table 7: The regressions of the short-term price change on th e short-duration regime and regime-switching probabiliti  es

P P P P
11 .0032 .0037
(.001)* (.001)**
Iﬁlz;i 1 -.0131 .0027
(.005)* (.006)
Paiis1 0124 0146
(.003)** (.004)*
constant .0377 .0431 .0350 .0312
(.001)* (.001)** (.001)* (.003)**
Note: P is the percentage change of mid-price in the next 10 seconds. The robust standard errors are shown in parentheses.

p < 0:05 and p < 0:01.

The regression results are presented in Table 7. From it, wean see that the coe cient for 1g-;
is positive. Hence the short-duration regime will be folloved by a larger price change compared with

the long-duration regime. Nonetheless, from the last colum of Table 7, we note that the e ect for the

9As we mainly care about the HFTs' behaviors, we think 10 secon ds is long enough at the high-frequency level.
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transition probability from the long-duration regime to th e short-duration regime is even stronger, as

the coe cient of Iﬂgl;iﬂ is signi cantly greater than the coe cient of 1g - .

This means that a large

price change follows the short-duration regime, while a stonger price movement will occur subsequently

if the market is switching from the long-duration regime to the short-duration regime. We think this

switching could be predicted by the HFTs, so they would take this opportunity to trade on the signal

and to earn a prot as price speculators. However, the e ect br Iﬁlz;i +1 IS not signi cant, so the price

change is relatively small if the HFTs turn from the aggressve trading strategy to the passive one.

5.5. Analysis of LOB factors

At last, we have studied the informativeness of LOB factors b the trading activities by applying the

MF-RSD model to the 25 NASDAQ stocks in our sample for 21 tradng days (January 2013). For each

stock and each factor, we count the number of days in which thdactor coe cient in the regression (12)

is signi cant. The results are presented in Table 8 and the mén ndings are as follows.

Table 8: Summary of the results for the signi cance of 4 LOB fa

ctors in the MF-RSD model.

]| PS TV PM
Stock P12 P21 P12 P21 P12 P21 P12 P21
sig(+)  sig(-)  sig(+)  sig(-) sig(+)  sig(-)  sig(+)  sig() sig(+)  sig(-)  sig(+)  sig(-) sig(+)  sig(-)  sig(+)  sig()
AAPL 0 13 1 2 21 0 0 21 0 11 21 0 21 0 9 0
ALXN 3 1 1 4 7 0 0 19 0 10 9 1 20 0 0 21
AMZN 1 2 4 0 17 0 0 21 0 15 0 21 0 0 21
BIDU 1 0 1 0 13 0 0 19 0 16 0 21 0 0 21
BMRN 0 0 3 0 9 1 0 21 0 6 11 0 15 0 0 12
CELG 0 3 6 0 4 2 0 14 0 13 20 0 21 0 0 21
CERN 1 0 1 1 7 0 0 18 0 4 9 0 21 0 0 20
CMCSA 0 17 19 0 1 12 0 7 0 16 21 0 11 0 6 0
COST 3 2 1 0 4 4 0 15 0 12 20 0 21 0 0 21
DISCA 0 1 0 2 1 0 17 0 8 17 0 19 0 0 19
EBAY 1 0 6 10 0 0 21 0 18 20 0 20 0 0
FB 0 12 2 2 14 3 0 21 0 16 21 0 20 0 9
GOOG 1 4 2 1 21 0 0 21 0 12 20 0 21 0 0 18
INTC 0 20 18 0 0 15 1 3 0 14 20 0 2 5 5 0
ISRG 1 1 0 2 10 3 0 20 5 0 11 0 18 0 1 12
KLAC 0 2 1 5 0 17 0 11 15 0 12 0 0 11
MAR 0 10 4 0 1 4 0 11 0 9 16 0 10 0 2
MSFT 0 20 20 0 1 17 1 2 0 13 20 0 1 6 5
NFLX 0 6 7 0 13 1 0 21 0 12 19 0 21 0 0 18
QCOM 0 11 4 0 5 1 0 21 0 20 21 0 15 0 4 6
REGN 0 12 9 0 17 1 0 21 1 0 9 0 21 0 0 19
SBUX 0 14 4 0 2 5 0 15 0 17 21 0 11 0 0 3
TXN 0 13 8 0 1 3 0 8 0 11 21 0 9 0 2 1
VOD 0 15 17 0 3 2 0 0 1 1 19 0 9 0 1 0
YHOO 0 21 19 0 1 9 3 2 0 12 21 0 2 5 6 0
Sum (%) 2.3% 39.6% 29.3% 3.6% 36.0% 16.6% 1.0% 71.6% 1.3% 49.3% 82.5% 0.2% 73.0% 3.0% 9.5% 47.8%
Note : P12 represents the regime switching from the short-duration re gime to the long-duration regime, and P21 represents the
regime switching from the long-duration regime to the short -duration regime. Signi cance is measured at the 5% level. S ig(+)/Sig(-
) means that the estimated coe cient for the factor is signi cantly positive/negative. Each cell shows the counts of sig ni cance.

We have 21 trading days for each stock, so the upper limit for e
that this factor appears as signi cant in all 525 instances (

ach cell is 21. The last row records the percentage (%) of the t

25 stocks times 21 days).

25
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1. The eect of DI : in approximately 40% of total instances, it is signi cantly negative for Piz,
and in approximately 30% of total instances, it is signi cantly positive for Py;. Hence, the e ect
of depth imbalance between the best ask and the best bid on theegime-switching probabilities
is not very common. Nevertheless, for the stocks which haveery tight price spread, DI has a
common e ect. For instance, we have summarized the resultsdr the stocks whose price spread
mostly keep at 0.1, including CMCSA, FB, INTC, MSFT, TXN, VOD , and YHOO, and nd that
DI is signi cantly negative for P1, in 80% of total occurrences and signi cant positive for P,; in
70% of total occurrences. Thus, we think that the impact of DI on the dynamics of inter-trade
durations is price spread dependent. When price spread isght, the e ect of DI is signi cant, i.e.,
the greater the depth imbalance is, the inter-trade durations are more likely to stay in (or switch
to) the short-duration regime.

2. The eect of PS: it is not obvious for P2, but it is signi cantly negative for P,; in more than
70% of total instances. Thus, the e ect of the price spread b&wveen the best ask and the best bid
on the inter-trade durations switching from the short-duration regime to the long-duration regime
is ambiguous, while it is commonly signi cantly negative for the switching from the long-duration
regime to the short-duration regime. This means that the lamger the price spread is, it is more
likely that the inter-trade durations that were previously in the long-duration regime keep staying
in the long-duration regime.

3. The e ect of TV: it is signi cantly negative for P1, in nearly 50% of total instances and is signi -
cantly positive for P,; in 82% of total instances. Thus, the larger quantity the last trade has, the
more likely that the short inter-trade durations stay in the preceding short-duration regime. Also,
a larger quantity of trade is more likely to lead the inter-tr ade durations that were previously in
the long-duration regime to switch to the short-duration regime.

4. The e ect of PM: it is signi cantly positive for P, in 73% of total instances and is signi cantly
negative for Py; in nearly 50% of total instances. Hence, whether the mid-piie has changed in
the previous trade has an important e ect on the regime-switching probabilities. It is commonly
signi cantly positive for the inter-trade durations switc hing from the short-duration regime to the
long-duration regime, which means that if mid-price has mowed, inter-trade durations are very
likely to switch to the long-duration regime. Also in many cases, it is signi cantly negative for the
inter-trade durations switching from the long-duration re gime to the short-duration regime, which
means that if the mid-price moves, inter-trade durations are inclined to stay in the preceding

long-duration regime.

Some of our ndings are in harmony with those of the existing research on market microstructure.
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First, many papers (Li et al., 2005; Goldstein et al., 2018; \an Kervel and Menkveld, 2019) suggest that
order imbalance is a good predictor for price movement, and lgorithm traders would use it as a trading
indicator. A larger imbalance is a signal for future price mo/ement and hence encourages traders (in
particular HFTS) to actively trade to gain prot (or prevent loss). This is why, in some cases, the
e ect of depth imbalance is signi cantly negative for inter -trade durations switching from the short-
duration regime to the long-duration regime and signi cantly positive for the switching from the long-
duration regime to the short-duration regime. Second, accaling to (Ranaldo, 2004; Carrion, 2013;
Hendershott and Riordan, 2013), price spread is an indicatoof liquidity and measures the prot (cost)
of providing (taking) liquidity. A large price spread indic ates illiquidity of the asset, and the larger the
price spread is, the more transaction cost liquidity takersface and meanwhile the more prot liquidity
providers have. Thus, when the price spread becomes largepeople are more reluctant to initialize
market orders and the inter-trade durations are more likely to be long. Third, trade volume is indeed
a momentum variable that re ects trading willingness (O'hara, 1995; Hasbrouck, 1991). A large trade
volume would not only keep the market in an active trading petiod (the short-duration regime) but
also lead the market to switch from a passive trading period 6 an active one. Finally, the e ect of
price movement seems to violate the negative correlation teveen price movement and duration length
(Manganelli, 2005; Fur ne, 2007). However, in our high-frequency data, perhaps the change in mid-price
in the last trade is not a momentum variable for future price movement. Moreover, we nd that the
change in mid-price just occurs because the existing limit mlers at best bid or best ask are eliminated by
the incoming trade, and consequently the price spread betwen the best ask and the best bid increases.
Thus, we suspect that its e ect on the regime switchings of iner-trade durations is probably resulted
from another channel, i.e., an increase in the price spread.

In addition, we obtain some new ndings. First, the depth imb alance plays an important role mostly
when the price spread is small. A possible explanation is thawhen the price spread is large, the
depth imbalance is less informative as it is relatively codess for traders to submit orders at the best
ask/bid. Moreover, within the revealed price spread, perhgs there are some hidden limit orders that
make the true depth imbalance between the best ask and the bésid unknowable. Only when the price
spread is tight, the depth imbalance reveals more informatn and becomes a valid indicator for the
subsequent price movement. Next, a large price spread is merlikely to keep inter-trade durations in
the long-duration regime rather than to reverse inter-trade durations from the short-duration regime to
the long-duration regime, as we have observed that the e ecof price spread is commonly negative for
P»1 but is not obvious for P1,. This nding suggests that traders are more sensitive to thesize of P S

when the market is in the long-duration regime, in which HFTs mainly provide liquidity and slow traders
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consume liquidity. The slow traders seem to be more conceridewith a high transaction cost induced by
a large P S when the market is relatively stable. However, when the marlet enters the short-duration
regime in which HFTs aggressively take liquidity and earn a po t because of the price movement, a large
price spread would not impede the HFTS' trading aggressiveass and play a signi cant role in the arrival
time of trades. Finally, as the e ect of PM is commonly positive for P1, and PM = 1 is accompanied
by an increase of price spread, whether the price spread hasigt increased could be a driving force
that leads inter-trade durations to switch to the long-duration regime. This nding may arm the
viewpoint in Obizhaeva and Wang (2013) that the optimal strategy for algorithm traders depends more
on the resilience properties of supply/demand such as the @nge in bid-ask spread, rather than its static
property.

To further verify the mechanism of LOB factors on the dynamics of inter-trade durations and our
explanation, we implement the below “naive' panel data regession to see the relationship between the

LOB factors and the price change in the next 10 seconds. The gression model is like following:
Pit +10s) = constant+ DIy + PS¢ + TV + PMjt + i + "t (17)

wherei and t indicate the i th stock and the t th trade respectively, and P is the short-term price
change, the same as in the equation 16. Here we just use the dabf 25 stocks on the same day, i.e.,

January 2, 2013. The panel data is unbalanced because di erg stocks have di erent numbers of trades.

Table 9: The regressions of the short-term price change on th e LOB factors

Full Sample Subsample Subsample
(tight spread) (slack spread)
P P P P
DI .00192 .00208 .00672** -.000325
(.00119) (.00113) (.00217) (.000597)
PS .00436**
(.00100)
TV .00188** .00189** .00186** .0140*
(.000199) (.000201) (.000192) (.005034)
PM -.00192 -.000890 .00215* -.00139*
(.000626) (.000481) (.000782) (.000603)
constant .0235** .0268** .02242** .0285**
(.00102) (.000542) (.00112) (.000290)
xed e ect Y Y Y Y
number of stocks 25 25 12 13
observations 146,736 146,736 67,921 78,815
Note: Panel data regression with xed e ect. P is the percentage change of mid-price in the next 10 seconds. The robust
standard errors are shown in parentheses. p < 0:05 and p < 0:01.

The regression results are presented in Table 9. As we can sder the full sample, the LOB factor
DI and PM don't show a signi cant e ect on the price change. This ndin g advocates that the depth

imbalance is overall not informative and the price movementof last trade is not a momentum variable
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for the future price movement. Nevertheless, a largd V predicts a large price change because théV is
signi cantly positive for the P, which is in line with our nding that a large trade volume wil | induce
short inter-trade durations as HTFs treat it as a signal for future price movement. The coe cient of
P S is signi cant and positive for P, however, we think the P S could be endogenously correlated with
the price change as the e ective price spread R S) consists of the permanent price change (P) and
the realized price spread, which compensate liquidity proiders costs on two aspects, i.e., the adverse
select cost and the “real friction' (Carrion, 2013). Thus, we excludeP S in the second regression and the
result shows that the other three LOB factors have similar e ects. We further divided the 25 stocks into
two subgroups to verify the e ect of DI . One subgroup has stocks with relatively tight price spread °
the other subgroup has the remaining stocks, whose price spads are relatively slack. From the last
two columns in Table 9, we can observe that theDI in the rst subgroup is signi cantly positive, while

it is insigni cant in the second subgroup. The nding strong ly supports the conclusion that the depth
imbalance is informative and a valid indicator for HFTs only when the price spread is small, and a large
depth imbalance in such case is very likely to indicate the fthowing price movement.

Moreover, we have provided robustness tests for the ndingon the e ects of the LOB factors. The
tests include the analysis of NASDAQ stocks in a di erent morth, the analysis of directional trades,
the analysis of DI conditional on the tightness of P S, the analysis with a substitution of DI by the
aggregated depth imbalance, and the analysis with a substittion of PM by a dummy variable for the
increase in price spread. These robustness test are presedtin Section F the Appendices, and the results

are very consistent with our ndings.
6. Conclusion

In this paper, we have proposed a multifactor regime-switcing duration (MF-RSD) model for the
inter-trade durations in the high-frequency limit order market. The motivation is that we have found
a common bimodal distribution of inter-trade durations for the stocks listed in the NASDAQ market.
The simulation study of MF-RSD model not only validates our estimation method but also shows that
the model can replicate the most empirical facts of inter-trade durations, including the newly found
bimodal distribution. Furthermore, based on the empirical analysis, we nd that the underlying regimes
are related to the endogenous liquidity provision and consmption by the HFTs in the market. Using
the factor analysis, the MF-RSD model is also capable to idetify the types of market information that
algorithm traders learn from and react to in high frequency, which causes the inter-trade durations

switching between the short-duration and the long-duration regime.

10There are 12 stocks in total. 75% percentile of the PS for each stock is less than or equal to 0.2.
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The contribution of the MF-RSD model in analyzing the high-frequency inter-trade duration data
in the LOB can be summarized in the following three aspects. Fst, the out-of-sample test shows
that the performance of the MF-RSD model in predicting inter-trade durations is signi cantly improved
compared with the two benchmark duration models. This is beause, through the identi ed impacts of
the LOB factors and the parsimonious structure of the two regmes, our model is able to predict whether
the arrival time of the next trade is relatively long or short. Second, given the estimated regimes and
the estimated regime-switching probabilities by the MF-RSD model, we nd empirical evidence that
the switchings between the short-duration regime and the leg-duration regime result from the HFTs'
behavior of changing strategies between providing liquidy and taking liquidity, driven by the di erent
channels of pro tability. Speci cally, the short-duratio n regime is followed by a relatively large price
movement, which corresponds to a high prot of taking liquidity, while the long-duration regime is
positively correlated with the realized price spread, whit measures the prot of providing liquidity.
Third, the MF-RSD model is also useful in testing economic hypotheses in the market microstructure
theory, and our results are consistent with some ndings in the prevalent literature. They are as follows:
1) order book imbalance is applicable to predict the price mgement in the short term, and in some
cases, a larger depth imbalance would lead to a shorter intetrade duration; 2) a larger price spread
tends to maintain inter-trade duration in the long-duratio n regime because it re ects higher transaction
costs for liquidity demanders; and 3) a larger trade volume $ a good momentum variable that reveals
a strong trading willingness, which normally induces a shoter duration for the next trade. Moreover,
we have some new ndings added to the literature. They are: 1)}the impact of depth imbalance on the
regime-switching of inter-trade duration is spread-depeuent and is signi cant when the stock's price
spread is tight; 2) a large price spread is not a reverse sighdor inter-trade durations switching from
the short-duration regime to the long-duration regime if they were staying in the short-duration regime;
and 3) whether the price spread has just increased in the lagrade is nonetheless a reverse signal for the
regime switching of inter-trade durations, through our analysis of the impact of the mid-price movement.

Our work has made progress in analyzing the high-frequency wation data. Nevertheless, it leaves
a great deal to future research. For example, our LOB data is ich in terms of having records of order
submissions and cancellations, we can further investigatéhe impact of those activities on the arrival
time of trades. To achieve that, a new econometric model is pybably needed. Moreover, some event
studies could be implemented to directly identify the HFTS' behaviors of switching trading strategies if
we can obtain the data that contain exogenous shocks to the m&et, which helps to verify our ndings
on the regime-switching of inter-trade durations. We can ako test whether inter-trade durations in other

high-frequency nancial markets have similar properties,in particular, whether the bimodal distribution
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is a general phenomenon, and a theoretical market microstreture model is certainly needed if so.
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Appendix A Description of 25 Nasdaq stocks

Table 10: A brief description of 25 selected NASDAQ stocks. |

sectors, and market capitalization, which are measured in 2 013.

t includes their ticker symbols, company names, industry

Ticker Company name Industry Sector Market Cap.
(billion dollars)
AAPL Apple Inc. Technology 351.75
ALXN Alexion Pharmaceuticals Healthcare 19.77
AMZN Amazon.com, Inc. Consumer Cyclical 116.5
BIDU Baidu, Inc. Technology 30.22
BMRN BioMarin Pharmaceutical, Inc. Healthcare 8.62
CELG Celgene Corporation Healthcare 49.98
CERN Cerner Corporation Technology 18.77
CMCSA Comcast Corporation Communication Services 101.14
COST Costco Wholesale Corporation Consumer Defensive 409 1
DISCA Discovery, Inc. Consumer Cyclical 28.52
EBAY eBay Inc. Consumer Cyclical 28.68
FB Facebook, Inc. Technology 68.53
GOOG Alphabet Inc. Technology 265.76
INTC Intel Corporation Technology 90.35
ISRG Intuitive Surgical Inc. Healthcare 19.99
KLAC KLA-Tencor Corporation Technology 6.01
MAR Marriott International, Inc. Consumer Cyclical 11.86
MSFT Microsoft Corporation Technology 211.95
NFLX Net ix, Inc. Consumer Cyclical 9.98
QCoMm Qualcomm, Inc. Technology 97.96
REGN Regeneron Pharmaceuticals Healthcare 20.59
SBUX Starbucks Corporation Communication Services 40.32
TXN Texas Instruments Inc. Technology 33.09
VOD Vodafone Group plc Communication Services 102.48
YHOO Yahoo Corporation Financial Services 2551

Appendix B Robustness of the bimodal distribution of inter- trade durations

We supplement the robustness check of the bimodal distribubn. In Figure 8 we plot the histograms
of the common logarithms of the raw inter-trade durations that haven't been adjusted for the intra-day
calendar e ects. And in Figure 9 we plot the histograms of the common logarithms of the aggregated

inter-trade durations in a whole month.
Appendix C  Proof of Proposition 1

We rst restate the Theorem 2 in Do2a (2009). It says that for two unimodal distributions f; and
f, to be dierentiable in the interval [ M1; M5], let the function (x) = jf J(x)=fJ(x)j to be continuous

on (M1;My) and let limy, m,+ (X)=0andlimyx v, (xX)= 1. Assume that there exist points x1,

X2 such that M1 < x3 < X2 < M, and function is increasing on the interval (M1;X;), decreasing
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Figure 8: Histograms of the common logarithms of the raw inte r-trade durations for 25 NASDAQ stocks on January 2nd,

2013.
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Figure 9: Histograms of the common logarithms of the aggrega ted inter-trade durations in the whole January of 2013 for

25 NASDAQ stocks.

on (X1;X2), and again increasing on &2;M;). Then a mixture with the density g = pf; +(1

bimodal if and only if p2 (p1;p2) where pl. =1+ (xj)fori=1;2.

In our model of the mixture of two inverse gaussian, i.elV G( 1; 1) and IVG( 2; 2), we have

2

foy)= =~

exp
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2 fy?

k=1;2:




Then in the interval (M1; M)

fy) _ 1 P2 2y My Ny xp =2 L oy+ 22y Lyc
P

fAy) 2 1 (M2 y)y Nz)e

(y) =

=N

whereC =2 1 2( 1 2 2 1). Clearly limy; m,+ (X)=0andlimy; m, (x)=+ 1. And ifwe take
derivative with respect to (y) again, we have

) %2 %1 2 1 1 1 + 1 + 1
2173 2y? y N> y M;i y N1 My vy

(y) R(y):

%)

For the function R(y), we have limy; w,+ R(x) =+ 1 and limy; », R(y) =+ 1. If there is point
y? that makes R(y?) < 0, then there must exist two roots y; and y, for the equation R(y) = 0 such
that M1 <y1 <y <Mz So Yy) > 0for (M1;y1), Ay) < Ofor (y1;y2) and %y) > 0 for (y2; M»).
Therefore, function is increasing on the interval (M 1;y;), decreasing on ¥1;Y2), and again increasing

on (y2; M3). Then as long asp 2 (pz1; p2) where pik =1+ (yx)for k=1;2, the mixture g is bimodal.

Appendix D Maximization in EM and updating parameters
D.1 Estimation for

From equation 5, by taking rst order condition (F.O.C), we h ave

" #
@l _~* _ e LXi 1 .
e Xi 1 P(si=2;si 1=1jF) ———=—Xi 1 P(si 1=1jF) =0
@ 12 i=2 1+en*
which is equivalent to:
xXo ’ X 1 #
. e 1% .
P(si=2;si 1=1jF) —————— P(si 1=1jF) xi 1=10 (18)
i=o 1+ e 2Xi 1
As the same, fromg—gﬂ = 0, we have
n ; #
: e zXi 1 :
P(si=1;si 1=2jF) T+ ehn s P(si 1=2jF) xi 1=10 (19)

i=2
D.2 Estimation for the distribution parameters

Conditional on state k, inter-trade duration y; follow inverse Gaussian distribution. So

h i 2
_ 1 |
ogf (ris = K= Glog 2y * Y
Kk i
1 1 31y kO 7
= 2log k 2Iog(Z) 2Iog Yi AT k=1;2
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Thus, for the part of likelihood that include distribution p arameters in 5,
! ! !

X n 3 X 1 X 1 X
E logf yi = log 2 5 log(yi)+ 5log 1 P(si=1jF) + Slog » P(si = 2jF)
i=1 2 2 i=1 2 i=1 2 i=1
g X i i 2 X 2 '
532 yit+ = 21 P(si=1jF) 55 yi+ = 22 P(si=2jF):
1 Yi 25 Yi

i=1 i=1

Then by taking the F.O.C w.r.t 1; 2; 1; 2, we get the solution in (7).

Appendix E Calendar e ects of inter-trade durations

We divide the market operation hour (9:45 am to 3:45 pm) into 12 half-hour blocks and introduce the
a time-of-day variable zy for the inter-trade duration series. In particular, zi = 1 if the i-th inter-trade
duration is in in the k-th half-hour time block (k = 1;:::12), and O otherwise. We then regresy; on

P
the dummy variables zy , i.e., y; = ﬁil Xk +

'i, and obtain the coe cients “ax. We normalize the
coe cients by their average ax = gp_aﬁ—ak (1  k 12) and plot them in Figure 10, which clearly
shows a intra-day calendar e ect, i.e., ir:{;r-trade durations are shorter at the beginning and the end of
day while longer around the noon. We then calculate the adjuted inter-trade duration by de-trending

the calendar e ects.

Figure 10: A bundle of 25 stocks' inter-trade duration calen dar e ects, which are measured for 12 half hour intervals in a
trading day from 9:45am-3:45pm.
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Appendix F  Robustness test for the e ects of LOB factors

F.1 Analysis in di erent month

We apply the MF-RSD model (12) to the 25 stocks in a di erent month, i.e., April 2013, and then

summarize the results of the signi cance of the 4 LOB factorsin Table 11. We can see that the results

are quite similar to what we have obtained for the sample analsis of January 2013. Hence, the roles of

LOB factors in the regime-switching of inter-trade durations are consistent in di erent periods.

Table 11: Summary of the results for the signi cance of 4 LOB f

actors in April 2013.

Depth Imbalance Price Spread Trade Volume Price Movement
Stock P12 P21 P12 P2 P12 P21 P12 P21
sig(+)  sig(-)  sig(+)  sig(-) sig(+)  sig(-)  sig(+)  sig(-) sig(+)  sig(-)  sig(+)  sig(-) sig(+)  sig(-) sig(+)  sig()
AAPL 0 14 3 1 19 0 0 22 0 21 22 0 22 0 0 15
ALXN 1 2 1 1 8 5 0 20 0 10 18 0 22 0 0 22
AMZN 0 6 6 0 19 2 0 22 0 12 18 0 22 0 0 22
BIDU 1 1 2 2 16 0 0 22 0 14 21 0 22 0 0 22
BMRN 0 3 0 0 11 1 0 21 0 7 9 0 18 0 0 22
CELG 1 7 3 1 13 2 0 22 0 11 20 0 22 0 0 21
CERN 2 1 1 1 7 1 0 17 0 2 5 0 21 0 0 21
CMCSA 0 17 9 0 1 13 0 13 0 16 22 0 15 0 4 0
COST 0 0 0 0 5 5 0 14 0 10 20 0 22 0 0 22
DISCA 0 3 2 1 2 3 0 14 0 11 12 0 19 0 0 21
EBAY 0 13 5 1 2 8 0 19 0 20 22 0 17 0 1 3
FB 1 12 11 0 11 0 0 20 0 6 22 0 17 0 4 0
GOOG 0 6 3 0 21 0 0 22 0 13 21 0 22 0 0 21
INTC 0 22 21 0 1 14 1 1 0 19 22 0 6 5 4 0
ISRG 2 0 0 2 14 0 0 21 3 14 0 17 0 0 12
KLAC 0 4 2 1 0 8 0 12 0 20 0 0 20
MAR 0 9 1 0 1 0 10 0 11 17 0 14 0 0 8
MSFT 0 22 22 0 21 3 5 0 17 22 0 10 0 8 0
NFLX 0 4 5 0 22 0 0 22 0 14 22 0 22 0 0 21
QCOM 0 9 5 3 0 5 0 19 0 21 22 0 21 0 7 2
REGN 0 5 4 0 17 0 0 22 0 2 9 0 22 0 0 20
SBUX 0 8 3 0 1 5 0 10 0 16 22 0 19 0 0 11
TXN 0 16 9 1 0 9 0 12 0 10 22 0 21 0 1 0
VOD 1 13 13 0 7 1 0 12 1 6 21 0 10 1 2 0
YHOO 0 20 19 0 3 2 0 5 0 13 22 0 7 1 5 0
Sum (%) 1.6%  395% 27.3% 2.7% 36.7% 187%  0.7%  71.8% 0.7%  52.7% 835%  0.0% 81.8%  1.3% 6.5%  55.6%

Note : P12 represent the regime switching from the short-duration reg

switching from the long regime to the short-duration regime

the estimated coe cient for the factor is signi cantly posi

in April 2013, so the upper limit for each cell is 22. The last r

ime to the long duration regime, and P

21 represent the regime
ns that

. Signi cance is measured at the 5% level. Sig(+)/Sig(-) mea

tive/negative. Each cell shows the signi cance. We have 22 t

as signi cant in all 550 instances (25 stocks times 22 days).
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F.2 Analysis of trades by trading direction

To test if our nding on the informativeness of DI to the price movement, we repeat the analysis in

the previous section to directional trades. We divide the trades into buyer-initiated trades and seller-

initiated trades and then construct the series of inter-trade durations between the pure buy trades and

the series of inter-trade durations between the pure sell iades. Moreover, to gain a clearer insight into

the e ect of depth imbalance on the regime-switching probalilities for the directional transactions, we

rede ne the order book depth imbalanceDI as

DI

1
- Y

1
Va.

Tyl 1°
Vi t+ Vv

It is positive if the depth at best bid is greater than the depth at best ask, and it is negative ifvi > v 1.

Table 12: Summary of the results for the signi cance of LOB fa

ctors for buy trades.

]| PS TV PM
Stock P12 P21 P12 P21 P12 P21 P12 P21
sig(+)  sig(-)  sig(+)  sig(-) sig(+)  sig(-)  sig(+)  sig() sig(+)  sig(-)  sig(+)  sig(-) sig(+)  sig(-) sig(+)  sig()
AAPL 1 11 12 0 16 0 0 21 0 10 21 0 21 0 3 0
ALXN 3 1 3 0 4 0 0 11 0 4 4 1 19 0 0 20
AMZN 3 1 0 11 0 0 19 0 4 10 0 21 0 0 21
BIDU 1 2 0 6 1 0 15 0 2 10 0 20 0 0 21
BMRN 0 0 1 1 0 0 15 2 1 7 0 15 0 0 14
CELG 0 2 18 0 2 5 0 12 0 9 16 0 21 0 0 21
CERN 0 1 5 0 2 1 0 12 0 5 7 0 20 0 0 18
CMCSA 0 11 19 0 6 1 4 0 3 2 19 0 11 0 0 4
COST 2 2 4 0 3 5 1 7 0 5 18 0 20 0 0 20
DISCA 1 1 0 0 2 0 11 0 3 8 1 20 0 0 20
EBAY 8 1 6 1 8 0 0 17 0 2 12 0 20 0 0 13
FB 0 5 10 0 8 1 0 11 2 3 21 0 21 0 0 8
GOOG 1 3 4 0 18 0 0 21 1 4 20 0 21 0 0 15
INTC 0 19 16 0 5 5 7 1 1 2 21 0 4 4 0 0
ISRG 4 0 3 1 5 1 0 13 3 0 8 1 16 0 0 11
KLAC 1 2 6 0 7 3 0 11 4 4 9 0 15 0 0 14
MAR 0 3 9 0 3 1 0 3 1 1 8 0 0 0 4
MSFT 0 20 18 0 6 5 8 2 1 1 20 0 2 1 0
NFLX 1 6 8 0 11 1 0 20 0 6 17 0 21 0 0 18
QCOM 5 1 10 0 10 1 0 14 0 4 19 0 16 0 0 12
REGN 0 11 14 0 9 0 0 20 1 0 9 0 20 0 0 18
SBUX 0 4 5 0 3 3 0 9 0 5 19 0 16 0 0 8
TXN 0 3 9 0 6 1 1 6 1 1 18 0 16 0 0 6
VOD 0 7 13 0 2 0 1 0 3 0 15 0 11 0 0 0
YHOO 0 16 14 0 8 4 8 0 5 0 18 0 4 1 0 0
Sum (%) 5.9% 25.3% 42.1% 0.6% 30.5% 7.8% 5.7% 51.6% 5.3% 14.9% 67.4% 0.6% 76.4% 1.3% 0.8% 54.5%
Note : P12 represent the regime switching from the short-duration reg ime to the long duration regime, and P 21 represent the
regime switching from the long regime to the short-duration regime. Signi cance is measured at the 5% level. Sig(+)/Sig (-) means
that the estimated coe cient for the factor is signi cantly positive/negative. Each cell shows the signi cance. The da ta is in the

month of January 2013. We have 21 trading days for each stock,

percentage (%) of the times that this factor appears as signi

so the upper limit for each cell is 21. The last row records the
cant in all 525 instances (25 stocks times 21 days).
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The results are summarized in Table 12 and Table 13. Except foDI , the e ects of the other 3 LOB

factors are very similar to their e ects in the nondirection al trades. Nonetheless, the e ect ofDI in sell

trades is exactly the opposite of its e ect in buy trades, which is similar to the e ect in the nondirectional

trades. It means that, whenDI plays a signi cant role, a larger and positive DI (when v{ is much higher

than v1) would induce a shorter duration for the next buy trade, while a larger and negativeDI (when

v} is much higher than v}) is going to prompt a shorter inter-trade duration between sell trades. This

nding supports our explanation before and further elucidates the mechanism ofDI 's e ect. When the

depth at best bid is much higher than the depth at best ask, traders (especially HFTs) in the market

would anticipate that the price will increase, and hence, trey would actively buy securities and build a

position to gain prot because of a potential price increase Similarly, if the depth at best ask is much

higher than the depth at best bid, traders would actively sel shares, as they predict that the price is

probably going to subsequently decrease.

Table 13: Summary of the results for the signi cance of LOB fa

ctors for sell trades.

DI PS TV PM
Stock P12 P21 P12 P21 P12 P21 P12 P21
sig(+)  sig(-)  sig(+)  sig(-) sig(+)  sig(-)  sig(+)  sig(-) sig(+)  sig(-)  sig(+)  sig(-) sig(+)  sig(-)  sig(+)  sig(-)
AAPL 6 0 0 10 19 0 0 21 0 12 21 0 21 0 1 8
ALXN 0 2 3 4 2 0 14 1 6 5 0 21 0 0 21
AMZN 2 1 0 11 0 0 20 1 5 12 0 21 0 0 21
BIDU 1 0 1 8 2 0 14 0 5 9 0 21 0 0 21
BMRN 0 0 1 10 1 0 16 1 2 5 0 14 0 0 12
CELG 5 0 0 19 2 3 2 9 1 6 14 0 21 0 0 21
CERN 1 1 0 4 5 1 0 14 0 3 5 0 21 0 0 18
CMCSA 11 1 0 17 5 0 3 1 1 3 20 0 12 1 0 6
COST 1 1 0 1 2 1 10 1 6 18 0 20 0 0 19
DISCA 1 0 0 1 4 0 7 0 2 6 0 21 0 0 19
EBAY 2 4 2 11 1 0 18 0 6 10 1 20 0 0 12
FB 4 2 0 14 11 2 0 14 4 0 21 0 21 0 1 4
GOOG 5 0 0 8 19 0 0 21 0 3 18 0 21 0 0 17
INTC 18 0 0 18 1 5 5 1 0 2 19 0 4 3 0 0
ISRG 0 3 1 11 2 0 17 2 0 5 0 17 0 0 5
KLAC 2 3 1 1 2 0 9 2 4 6 0 19 0 0 17
MAR 6 0 0 1 5 0 5 0 3 14 0 14 0 1 5
MSFT 20 0 0 19 7 4 11 0 0 1 20 0 3 1 1 0
NFLX 7 0 0 11 12 1 0 19 0 10 15 0 21 0 0 19
QCOoM 2 2 0 13 4 1 0 17 0 3 15 0 20 0 0 13
REGN 12 0 0 10 14 1 0 18 2 1 6 1 18 0 0 14
SBUX 5 1 0 5 5 3 0 8 0 7 19 0 17 0 0 13
TXN 7 0 0 11 6 2 0 3 1 1 18 0 11 0 0 3
VOD 3 0 0 8 1 0 1 0 2 0 8 0 7 0 0 0
YHOO 15 0 0 16 7 1 5 0 1 1 18 0 3 2 0 0
Sum (%) | 25.9% 4.0%  1.7%  43.2% 33.7% 8.6% 53%  52.6% 38% 17.5% 62.3% 0.4% 77.9% 1.3%  0.8%  54.9%

Note : P12 represent the regime switching from the short-duration reg
regime switching from the long regime to the short-duration

that the estimated coe cient for the factor is signi cantly
month of January 2013. We have 21 trading days for each stock,

percentage (%) of the times that this factor appears as signi

ime to the long duration regime, and P
regime. Signi cance is measured at the 5% level. Sig(+)/Sig
positive/negative. Each cell shows the signi cance. The da

21 represent the
(-) means
ta is in the

so the upper limit for each cell is 21. The last row records the

cant in all 525 instances (25 stocks times 21 days).
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F.3 Analysis of DI conditional on the tightness ofP S

As we have shown in Section 5Dl is a signicant factor for the regime-switching of inter-tr ade
durations mostly for the stocks that have a very tight price spread. To further test the e ect of DI
conditional on the tightness of P S, we add one more factor to our regressions for the stocks whe® S is
not always tight. To see it more clearly, we simply de ne a dummy variable namedIT (Is Tight), which
equals 1 whenPS 0:2 (double of the minimum tick) and O when PS > 0:2. Then we add one more
factor, which is an interaction term DI IT, into the R.H.S. of equation (12). The results are presented
in Table 14, which omits the report of TV and P M, as their e ects are almost the same as what they have
in Table 8. From the regression results, we can see that the tdor DI is basically insigni cant for the
regime switching of inter-trade durations, while in more than half of total instances the factorDI  IT
is signi cantly negative for P1, and signi cantly positive for Py;. Hence, it supports our explanation
before that the depth imbalance is informative and important to the dynamics of inter-trade durations
only when the price spread is tight, i.e., the greater the degh imbalance is, inter-trade durations will be

more likely to stay in (or switch to) the short-duration regi me.

Table 14: Summary of results for the signi cance of LOB facto rs in MF-RSD.

DI PS DI IT
Stock P12 P21 P12 P21 P12 P21
sig(+)  sig(-)  sig(+)  sig() sig(+)  sig(-)  sig(+)  sig(-) sig(+)  sig(-)  sig(+)  sig()
AAPL 0 13 1 4 20 0 0 21 0 19 18 0
ALXN 4 0 1 5 5 1 0 15 0 15 15 1
AMZN 1 0 3 0 13 0 0 21 0 14 10 0
BIDU 3 0 1 1 10 2 0 16 0 15 18 0
BMRN 0 0 1 2 6 1 0 17 2 7 12 0
CELG 1 2 3 0 0 2 0 12 1 8 5 3
CERN 1 0 0 2 6 2 0 9 1 10 14 0
COST 3 1 1 1 0 2 0 8 1 8 5 2
DISCA 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 12 1 7 6 5
NFLX 0 6 4 0 13 1 0 21 0 20 10 1
Sum (%) 6.2% 10.5% 7.1% 7.6% 35.2% 6.2% 0.0% 72.4% 2.9% 58.6% 53.8%  5.7%
Note : P 1> represent the regime switching from the short-duration reg ime to the long duration regime, and P 21 represent the regime
switching from the long regime to the short-duration regime . Signi cance is measured at the 5% level. Sig(+)/Sig(-) mea ns that
the estimated coe cient for the factor is signi cantly posi tive/negative. Each cell shows the signi cance. The data is in the month
of January 2013. We have 21 trading days for each stock, so the upper limit for each cell is 21. The last row records the perce ntage
(%) of the times that this factor appears as signi cant in tot al 210 instances (10 stocks times 21 days). From the 25 NASDAQ
stocks, we have selected 10 stocks whose PS vary from being tight to being slack. Here we exclude the stoc ks that mainly have
PS less than 0.2, i.e., IT equal to 1 for most time, such as CMCSA, EBAY, FB and etc. And we also exclude the stocks GOOG,

ISRG and REGN as their PS are basically greater than 0.2 and have IT =0 for most time.
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F.4 Use the aggregated depth imbalance

We have also used the aggregated depth imbalance between tlask-side and the sell-side instead of

DI between the best ask and the best bid in the regression model®). The aggregated depth imbalance

is de ned as ADI

— Va
= 71

JVa

jvl 5

Vv
5
+Vb

1 5;
725;, wherev} 5 (vi °)is the cumulative depth from the rst to the fth

ask (bid) price. Table 15 shows the regression results. We casee that, besides the similarity e ects

of the other 3 factors, ADI is less commonly signi cant for the regime-switching probailities than DI .

Even for the stocks which have very tight price spread, ADI doesn't show a very common e ect on the

regime switchings. Therefore, it demonstrates thatADI is less informative and traders may not treat it

as an e ective indicator for their trading strategies, compared with DI .

Table 15: Summary of results for the signi cance of LOB facto rs in MF-RSD.
ADI PS TV PM
Stock P12 P2 P12 P21 P12 P2 P12 P21
sig(+)  sig(-)  sig(+)  sig(-) sig(+)  sig()  sig(+)  sig() sig(+)  sig(-)  sig(+)  sig() sig(+)  sig(-)  sig(+)  sig(-)
AAPL 0 9 4 0 21 0 0 21 0 11 21 0 21 0 9 0
ALXN 3 2 0 1 6 0 0 20 0 10 10 1 20 0 0 21
AMZN 1 7 3 1 17 0 0 21 0 8 15 0 21 0 0 21
BIDU 2 2 0 1 13 0 0 19 0 5 16 0 21 0 0 21
BMRN 1 2 1 2 8 1 0 21 0 6 12 0 14 0 0 12
CELG 1 0 4 0 4 2 0 15 0 12 20 0 21 0 0 21
CERN 2 0 0 0 8 0 0 17 0 4 9 0 21 0 0 20
CMCSA 0 13 8 1 3 4 0 7 0 12 20 0 12 0 4 0
COST 1 1 0 0 4 4 0 14 0 12 20 0 21 0 0 21
DISCA 0 5 2 0 2 1 0 17 0 6 17 0 19 0 0 19
EBAY 0 10 0 3 11 0 0 21 0 16 20 0 20 0 0 3
FB 4 5 3 3 16 2 0 21 0 16 21 0 20 0 9 0
GOOG 0 3 4 0 21 0 0 21 0 12 20 0 21 0 0 18
INTC 0 12 6 0 3 7 1 5 0 11 20 0 3 5 5 0
ISRG 2 2 3 0 10 3 0 20 5 0 11 0 18 0 0 13
KLAC 1 2 1 0 5 3 0 17 0 8 15 0 12 0 0 11
MAR 1 3 1 0 4 0 12 0 6 17 0 11 0 1 5
MSFT 0 15 9 0 7 0 5 0 7 20 0 2 2 5 0
NFLX 1 2 1 1 14 1 0 21 0 12 19 0 21 0 0 18
QCOM 0 8 1 2 6 1 0 20 0 17 21 0 16 0 3 6
REGN 1 2 2 1 17 0 0 21 3 0 8 0 21 0 0 19
SBUX 0 5 6 0 2 4 0 15 0 17 21 0 12 0 0 3
TXN 1 7 1 0 4 1 0 8 0 8 21 0 10 0 1 1
VOD 0 6 6 4 6 0 0 5 2 0 17 0 18 0 1 0
YHOO 0 10 2 2 7 3 1 5 0 8 21 0 3 3 6 0
Sum (%) 4.2% 25.3% 13.0% 4.2% 41.0% 9.1% 0.4% 74.1% 1.9% 42.7% 82.3% 0.2% 76.0% 1.9% 8.4% 48.2%
Note : Pi» represent the regime switching from the short-duration reg ime to the long duration regime, and P 21 represent the
regime switching from the long regime to the short-duration regime. Signi cance is measured at the 5% level. Sig(+)/Sig (-) means
that the estimated coe cient for the factor is signi cantly positive/negative. Each cell shows the signi cance. The da ta is in the

month of January 2013. We have 21 trading days for each stock,

percentage (%) of the times that this factor appears as signi

so the upper limit for each cell is 21. The last row records the

cant in all 525 instances (25 stocks times 21 days).
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F.5 Use a dummy variable for the increase in price spread

In this part, we use a dummy variable for the increase in pricespread instead ofP M in the regression
model (12). We compare thePS ati 1 andi to see whether it has increased, and the variable is
dened asPSIl; =1if PS >PS; ; and O otherwise. It may have some overlap withP M, but some
increases may result from order cancellations between tragh, rather than the elimination of the existing
best ask or the best bid by an incoming trade, which induces tle mid-price movement. From the results
shown in Table 16, we nd that in more than 70% of total instances, the e ect of P Sl is signi cantly
positive for P12, which is almost the same as the e ect ofPM. So it supports our explanation that the
increase inP S is a driving force for inter-trade duration switching from t he short-duration regime to the
long-duration regime whenP M = 1. However, PSI doesn't show a common signi cant impact on Py,
which means that when the market is in the long-duration regime in which HFTs mainly adopt a passive

market making strategy, an increase of price spread seems dbv have a signi cant in uence to them.

Table 16: Summary of results for the signi cance of LOB facto rs in MF-RSD.

]| PS TV P SI
Stock P | P2 P12 | P2 P | P2 P12 | P2
sig(+)  sig(-)  sig(+)  sig(-) sig(+)  sig(-)  sig(+)  sig(-) sig(+)  sig(-)  sig(+)  sig() sig(+)  sig(-)  sig(+)  sig()
AAPL 0 14 1 2 21 0 0 21 0 12 21 0 21 0 1 2
ALXN 3 1 2 6 5 0 0 19 0 11 13 0 21 0 0 16
AMZN 0 3 2 0 16 0 0 21 0 11 18 0 21 0 0 16
BIDU 1 0 1 0 12 1 0 18 0 4 19 0 21 0 0 17
BMRN 0 0 3 0 8 1 0 20 0 6 13 0 17 0 0 5
CELG 0 4 6 0 3 3 0 17 0 13 21 0 21 0 0 10
CERN 1 0 1 1 7 0 0 19 0 4 12 0 21 0 0 9
CMCSA 0 17 19 0 1 14 0 8 0 15 21 0 19 0 4 0
COST 2 1 1 0 4 2 0 18 0 11 21 0 21 0 0 9
DISCA 0 2 1 0 3 3 0 20 0 9 18 0 19 0 0 7
EBAY 1 3 0 5 9 1 0 21 0 16 20 0 21 0 2 0
FB 0 11 1 2 14 3 0 21 0 16 21 0 21 0 6 0
GOOG 2 6 2 1 21 0 0 21 0 13 20 0 21 0 0 13
INTC 0 21 18 0 0 17 2 2 0 13 21 0 4 2 3 0
ISRG 1 0 3 10 2 0 19 7 12 0 21 0 0 5
KLAC 0 5 2 1 4 0 19 0 15 0 16 0 0 0
MAR 0 10 4 0 4 0 16 0 18 0 11 0 2 0
MSFT 0 20 20 0 1 17 2 3 0 13 20 0 6 0 3 0
NFLX 0 7 0 13 1 0 21 0 13 20 0 21 0 0 10
QCOM 0 4 0 5 3 0 21 0 19 21 0 21 0 2 0
REGN 0 12 9 0 17 0 0 20 1 0 12 0 20 0 0 9
SBUX 0 13 4 0 1 6 0 18 0 17 21 0 17 0 0 0
TXN 0 12 8 0 0 3 0 13 0 11 21 0 12 0 1 0
VOD 0 17 17 0 1 3 0 2 1 1 19 0 16 0 1 0
YHOO 0 21 19 0 1 9 2 1 0 12 21 0 5 1 4 0
Sum (%) 2.1% 39.8% 29.0%  4.0% 33.9% 18.5% 1.1% 76.0% 1.7% 49.1% 87.4%  0.0% 82.9%  0.6% 5.5% 24.4%
Note : P12 represent the regime switching from the short-duration reg ime to the long duration regime, and P 21 represent the
regime switching from the long regime to the short-duration regime. Signi cance is measured at the 5% level. Sig(+)/Sig (-) means
that the estimated coe cient for the factor is signi cantly positive/negative. Each cell shows the signi cance. The da ta is in the
month of January 2013. We have 21 trading days for each stock, so the upper limit for each cell is 21. The last row records the
percentage (%) of the times that this factor appears as signi cant in all 525 instances (25 stocks times 21 days).
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