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W e resgoond to the issues discussed by Fam er and Lillo L) related to our proposed approach to
understanding the origin ofpow er-law distributions in stock price uctuations. F irst, we extend our
previous analysis to 1000 U S stocks and perform a new estim ation ofm arket im pact that accounts
for splitting of large orders and potential autocorrelations in the trade ow. Our new analysis
show s clearly that price in pact and volum e are related by a square-root functional form ofm arket
In pact for Jarge volum es, In contrast to the clain of FL that this relationship increases as a power
law wih a am aller exponent. Since large orders are usually executed by splitting into sm aller size
trades, procedures used by FL give a downward bias for this power law exponent. Second, FL
analyze 3 stocks traded on the London Stock E xchange, and solkly on thisbasis they clain that the
distrbution of transaction volum es do not have a pow er-law tail for the London Stock Exchange. W e
perform new em pirical analysis on transaction data for the 262 largest stocks listed in the London
Stock Exchange, and nd that the distrbbution of volum e decays as a power-law w ith an exponent

3=2 | i sharp contrast to FL’sclain that the distribution of transaction volum e does not have a
powerdaw tail. O urexponent estin ate of 3=2 is consistent w ith our previous resuls from theNew
York and Pards Stock Exchanges. W e conclide that the available em pirical evidence is consistent
w ith our hypothesis on the origih of power-Jaw uctuations in stock prices.

PACS numbers: 0545.Tp, 89.904+n, 05404, 0540FDb

W e recently proposed a testable theory for the ori-
gin of the em pirically-ocbserved power-aw distrbutions
of nancialm arket variables such as stock retums, vol-
um es, and frequency of trades 'E:]. O ur theory explains
the power-law exponent of the distrbution of retums by
deriving a square—root fiinctional form form arket i pact
(\squareroot law ") that relates price in pact and order
size. Our previous em pirical analysis gave results that
support the squarexroot law ofm arket in pact.

Famer and Lillo L) ig] raise som e issues related to
the em pirical validity of the theory proposed in Ref. E'ZI_:].
T heir discussion is based on the follow ing argum ents:

1.FL clain that the price inpact function grows
slower than a squareroot law . Interestingly, FL’s
em pirical analysis does nd a power-law relation—
ship orm arket in pact w ith exponent 1=2 for
volum es am aller than a threshold, consistent w ith
the squareroot form ofm arket in pact in our the-
ory. However, for large voluim esFL clains < 02
[for the New York Stock Exchange (NY SE)] and
026 pased on analyzing 3 stocks In the Lon—
don Stock Exchange (LSE)]. FL do not com pute
errorbars for for large volum es, but clain that,
from a wvisual com parison, = 1=2 (squareroot
law ) is Inconsistent w ith the data.

2.FL argue that the em pirical analysis that we pre—
sented in support ofthe square-root finctional form

We
then present ourdetailed responsew ith resutsofournew
analysis.

ofm arket in pact E@'] is \invalidated" by the \long—
m em ory nature oforder ow ."

. FL analyze the volum e distrdbution of3 stocks from

the London Stock Exchange and clain that the vol-
um e distrdbution doesnot ollow a power-aw . C on—
sequently, FL conclude that volum e uctuationsdo
not determ ine the power-law tail of retums.

rst outline our responses to these critician s and

1.FL nd < 1=2 for large volum es from analyzing

the average value of retum for a trade for a given
trade size. FL's procedure for estin ating price in -
pact is awed since large orders are usually exe—
cuted by splitting into sm aller size trades, so the
procedure used by FL givesa dow nw ard bias forthe
power law exponent de ned in our theory :_EL,:_E],
giving rise to an apparent exponent valie °am aller
than the correct value . In fact FL's procedure
gives < 1=2 for Jarge volum es| precisely the do—
main in which we expect the order-golitting e ect
tobedom nant| and therefore a dow nw ard bias for

. A though wepresent new estin atorsto addressthis

point, we believe FL's argum ent to be incorrect
since Iong-memory In order ow clearly does not
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In ply the sam e for retums, so F L’s criticism sabout
our estin ation procedure do not seem relkvent. To
address a potential problem of long m em ory in or-
der ow, we draw from a new estin ator for m ea—
suring m arket in pact [_3] and extend our previous
analysisto the 1000 lJargest NY SE stocks. O urnew
estin ation con m s that the m arket im pact func—
tion does behave as a squareroot function of the
volum e.

3.W e analyze 262 largest stocks listed In the London
Stock Exchange. O ur analysis of volum e distribu—
tion forthese 262 stocks show s that the distribution
ofvolum e decays as a power-law w ith an exponent

3=2 In agreem ent with our previous results for
the NY SE and the Paris Bourse. In fact our anal-
ysis of the volum e distrbution for the sam e stocks
analyzed by FL shows a clear power-law behavior
with exponent 3=2 | in contrastto FL’s clain .

De ne § asthe price of the stock after trade i,
p bgS; lbgS; i 1)

as the retum concom itant to trade i, so the retum over
a xed tine interval tis

r oY @)

where N is the num ber of trades in
num ber of shares traded in trade i so

t. Let g4 be the

X
Q i 3
=1

is the total volum e In Interval t. W e de ne the trade
Inbalance

ik 4)

i=1

where ; = 1 indicatesa buyer-initiated tradeand = 1
denotes a seller Initiated trade. W e denote by V the size
of a Jarge order, which can be executed in severaltrades.

1. M easuring m arket Im pact

Let p be the change In price caused by a large order
of size V, all else ram aining the sam e. O ur theoretical
approach ﬂ}'] derives a power-law fiinctional form for the
m arket in pact function E%_S’],

p VvV : ©)

W e hypothesized =
by em pirical analysis.

O urhypothesisEqg. 6'_5) pertainsto p,thetotalin pact
In price ofa large order of size V . In practice, as outlined

05 and supported the hypothesis

n Ref. 'g:], large orders are executed by splitting into
orders of amn aller size which are observed in the trade
tin e serdes as the trade size g;. The em pirical analysis
of Refs. 1] and §] refer to the relationship local price
change E ( pf) and not the price mpact E ( pyV ) that
we are Interested In. The true m arket im pact function
E ( p} ) is Indeed notoriously di cul to m easure since
the inform ation about the unsplit order size is usually
proprietary and not available, neither in our data nor in
the data analyzed by FL.

FL clain that the price in pact function grow s m ore
slow Iy than a square-root fiinction for lJarge volum es. T he
basis for their clain is the analysis presented in Ref. E_4]
thatE (p3) g wih = 05 foramallgand = 02
for arger gq. W hike E ( p3) Indeed grows less rapidly
than a square—xroot, as reported In Ref. [_1-4], E ( p#) nei-
ther quanti es price in pact of large trades, nor does it
contradict our theory and em pirical resuls [r}']. This is
because a trade by trade analysis of E ( p§) lads to a
biased m easurem ent of fill price in pact and the expo-—
nent , since it does not take into account the splitting
of trades E:,:ﬁ].

Consider an exam ple. Suppose that a large fund wants
to buy a lJarge num berV of shares ofa stock whose price
is $100. The fund’s dealermay o er this large volum e
for a price 0£ $101. B efore this transaction, how ever, the
dealerm ust buy the shares. The dealerw illoften do that
progressively In m any steps, say 10 in this exam pl. In
the st step, the dealer will buy V=10 shares, and the
price willgo say, from $100 to $100.1, and in the second
the price w illgo from $100.1 to $1002. A fter som e tin e
elapses, the price w illhave gone to $101 in Increm ents of
$0.1. At this stage, the dealer has his required num ber
of shares, and hands them over to the fund m anager at
a price of $101. The true price in pact here is 1% , since
the price has gone from $100 to $101. But in any given
transaction, the price has m oved by no m ore than $0.1.
So Ref. [_2] would nd an \apparent" price in pact ofno
more than $0.1, ie. 01% of the price. Since as the
transaction is executed the price of the stocks goes from
$100 to $101, the true price inpact is 1% . As a result
the procedure of FL w illm easure a value 10 tim es am aller
than the true value. This downward bias explains why
FL nd n Fig.2 amaxinum imnpact of 01% | a very
sm all price in pact. O ther evidence in econom ics ﬂ_liﬁ,:;[gl]

nds in pacts that are up to 40 tim es larger than that
ofFL’s analysis. Likew ise our evidence pertains to large
In pacts, captured by Fig. 2 of our paper which shows
on the vertical axis values of ¥ equal up 0,200 tines
the variance 2, ie., valulesofretum rup to 200 14
standard deviations.

W e can quantify the bias in the above exam ple. Sup—
pose that a trade of size V is split nto K = V. (10
in our exam ple) trades of equalsize gq= V=K = v! ,
wih 0 < < 1. Then the apparent inpact p incurred
by each trade (0.1 $ In our exampl) willbe 1=K (1/10




In our exam ple) of the totalprice inpact V.. (1% in our
examplk), ie. p=V =K =V . Soapower law t
of pvsq, such asthe one presented in Fig. 2 of FL, will
give p qowjth i_é]

0= )= )<

T he \trade by trade" m easurem ent of the price im pact,
asperformm ed by R ef. E_Z,:ff], leadsto abiased m easurem ent
0 of the exponent  of the true price in pact.

It is to address this bias that we exam ne E (? ) n
Ref. [_]:]. A s iswellestablished em pirically, the sign of re—
tums is unpredictable in the short temm , so the reasoning
in Ref. B] showsthatE (D) willnot be biased 1.

Our analysis [I] was presented with data for the 116
m ost actively traded stocks. To check if the result of

= 02 for large volum es presented in Refs. 'Q] and f_4]
could arise from increasing the size of the database, we
now extend our analysisto the 1000 Jargest stocks in our
database for the 2-yrperiod 1994-95. Figure @) con m s
thatE (?9) Q aspredicted by our theory.
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FIG .1: (@) Conditional expectation finction E (rzjg ) of the
squared retum for a given volum e for t= 15 m in for 1000

largest stocks in the NY SE, Amex and NASDAQ for the pe-
riod 1994-95. W e have nom alized r for each stock to zero
m ean and unit variance, and Q is nomm alized by its st cen—
tered m om ent. T hisnom alization procedure allow s for a data
collapse fordi erent stocks and the plot represents an average
for 1000 stocks. Regressions in the range 3 < Q < 70 give
valuesoftheexponent = 105 0:08. (o) Conditionalexpec—
tation function E rzj:j1n ax of the squared retum for a given
Chax Or t= 15min. Here gn ax is the largest trade size in
thel5m in interval. Power-law regression givesthe value ofthe
exponent2 = 1:09 006 consistentwith = 0:5. (c) Condi-
tional expectation function E r’ 5 .« ofthe squared retum
fora given ¢ ax for xed numberoftradesN = 40. P owerlaw

regression gjy'els the value of the exponent 2 = 110 006.
Source: Ref. Bl.
2. R obustness of estim ation against long-

m em ory of order ow

FL argue that the em piricalanalysis that we presented
In support of the squareroot finctional form ofm arket
In pact is \invalidated" by the \long-m em ory nature of
order ow". FL’s argum ent is based entirely on the as—
sum ption that retums due to each transaction i can be
written asr; = ;g where ; = 1 for a buy trade and

;= 1 fora selltrade. Under this assum ption, FL then
argue that ourestin atorE (9 ) isa ected by the long-
range correlations in the trade signs ; 'g, :_L-g] FL give
som e num ericalevidence forthispotentiale ect forsm all
to m oderate volum es.

A lofthe tests shown by FL are fora ctitious retum
f; constructed on a tradeby-trade basis as f; = iq; .
FL’s argum ent and the tests shown In Fig. 1 of FL are
for the ctitious retum. In reality, retum can certainly
not be expressed as r; = ;q;, with ; being the trade
indicator. Indeed, if this were true, retums them selves
would be Iong-range correlated | a possibility long known
to be at odds with em pirical data. Since the sign of
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the retum r; and that of the trade sign ; are clearly

notequal, FL’sargum ent about ourestim ation procedure
being a ected by the long-m em ory nature of the trade
sign ( ;) is ncorrect (See Ref. 5] on a related point).

A though FL’s argum ent is incorrect, to address the
m ore general concem that the autocorrelations of the
trade signs ; m ight bias our analysis, we draw from a
forthcom ing paper E], w hich perform sthe follow Ing anal-
ysis ij.]. Foreach intervl tde ne g ax asthe size ofthe
largest trade. In our theory, if the largest trade Vi, 4x i
large, twillhaveathem aprin uence on the value ofre—
tum, so that onew illhaver? V2., ., -Henceq, ax
gives us a diagnostic value of the behavior of the largest
trade, independently of a potential collective behavior.
W e detail this in Ref. B]. W e compute E (2 7, ox) and

nd Fig. ®)].
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In addition to the above, to ensure that our estim a—
tion is robust to varying number oftradesin a xed t,
we have com puted E ( T ax) ©r xed num ber of trades
instead. Figure (c) shows that E @ Th ax) Chax DX T
over N = 40 trades.

W e would like to em phasize that In Fig. we consider
very large tradesthat areup to 70 tin esthe rstm om ent
ofvolum e. T hey correspond to retums ofup to 14 stan—
dard deviations of retums. This con m sthat we study
very large trades and ]:etums| the ones that are relevant
for the study ofpower law  uctuations, while in contrast
FL’s analysis does not system atically treat large trades.

W e conclude that the procedure used in Ref. E_Z:] has
a downward bias of the price Inpact of large trades.
W hen we perform m ore appropriate analysis, we con m
that the 1=2. T his corroborates our hypothesis 'EJ, -'_5]
that large uctuations in volum e cause lJarge uctuations
of prices.

3. H alfcubicpower-law distribution ofvolum es

The last clain ofFL pertainsto the very nature ofthe
volum e distrbution. They present the results of their
analysis of three stocks in the London Stock E xchange
and clain their analysis show s no evidence for a power-
law distrdbution.

W e analyze the sam e database w hich records all trades
for all stocks listed in the London Stock E xchange. From
this database, we st exam ine one stock { Vodafone,
VOD | which is analyzed by FL. For this stock, we
com pute the volum e distribbution and nd clear evidence
fra powerlaw decay Fig.d@)]

P@ gq *°' (7)
with exponent 4 = 15 0:d, in agreement with our
previous results for the NYSE and the Paris Bourse 'E:,
:_l-g], but in sharp contrast to the FL resultswho clain a
thin-tailed distrdbution for the sam e data.
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FIG.2: (a)Probability density function of trade volum es for
Vodafone Inc. (VOD ) for 2001. A power-aw t In the region
10 < g < 1000 gives value of the exponent 4 = 15 0.
In contrast F1. ndsmuch m ore rapid decay. () P robability
density function oftrade volum es for 10 Jargest stocks listed in
the London Stock E xchange, show Ing clear evidence of pow er—
law decay with exponent 4 = 15 0:, consistent with our
previous resuls [I3] fortheNew York Stock E xchange and for
the Paris Bourse. Here g are nom alized by is rst centered
mom ent, so all 10 distrdbutions collapse on one curve. W e

nd an average exponent 4 =1.59 0:09. (c) Same as ()
for all 265 stocks In our sam ple where g is nom alized for
each stock by its rst centered moment. We nd 4= 14
0:09. (d) P robability density function of trade volum es for 30
Jargest stocks listed in the ParisB ourse obtained by the sam e
procedure. We nd 4= 149 0203 {_E':].

For the 10 largest stocks in our sample, Fig. ;_200)
show s that P (g) is consistent with the sam e pow er-law
of 4= 3=2 | consistent with ourearlier nding for the
NYSE [13]. W e extend our analysis to the 265 largest
LSE stocksand nd sin ilar results Figi 2 (©)].

T o test the universalnature of this distribution, we an—
alyze data for 30 largest stocks listed in the P aris Bourse
and nd that P (@) is consistent with the a power-law
w ith aln ost identical exponents 4= 3=2 IFjg.:g @anl.

In summ ary, the analysis of Ref. i’_Z:] pertains to an all
to m oderate trades. FL’s estin ation is biased for large
trades, so FL can detect only very an all price im pacts,
less than 0.1% . W hen we use our m ore general proce—
dure and study signi cantly larger data, we con m our
Iniial nding ofa square root price im pact function. W e
conclude that the available evidence is consistent w ith
our hypothesis 'E.', "5'1'] that large uctuations the volum e
traded by large m arket participants m ay contribute sig—
ni cantly to the large uctuations in stock prices B].

A cknow ledgm ents. W e thank the NSF'’s econom ics
program for nancial support, and JoelH asbrouck, Carl
Hopm an, G deon Saar, Je W urgler and especially G illes

Zum bach for helpfiil conversations and help w ith ocbtain—
Ing the data analyzed.

N ote added in press: A fter our initial subm ission,
it has becom e clear that FL’s clain of a non-pow er-law
distribution of trade sizes 2] for the LSE stocks is based
on Incom plete data. FL's analysis excludes the upstairs
m arket t_l-gl] tradeswhich contain the largest trades in the
LSE . In contrast, our resul ofa 3/2 pow erJdaw exponent
for the volum e distrbution is based on data containing
all trades (poth the upstairs and the downstairs m arket
trades) in the LSE . By excluding the large trades In the
upstairs m arket, FL set an arti cial truncation at large
volim e, so FL’s nding of a non-power-law distribution
ofvolum e ism erely a trivial artifact of lncom plete data.
A lthough FL clain in their note added that \it hasbeen
shown that arge price uctuationsin theNY SE (includ-
Ing the upstairsm arket) and the electronic portion ofthe
LSE are driven by uctuations in liquidity" their new
analysis and ndings are tainted by the sam e problem s
as in their present comm ent: (i) incom pleteness (absence
of the upstairs m arket trades) of the data analyzed and

(i) they do not take into acocount the splitting of large
orders.

G abaix et al. i_]:,-iﬂ] and FL 'Q] discuss tw o distinct pos-
sbilities respectively: (i) large price changes arise from
large trades and (i) large price changes arise from  uc—
tuations in liquidity [14,17]. W hile we believe that both
m echanisn s play a role in determm ining the statistics of
price changes, our em pirical ndings support the pos-
sbility that the speci ¢ power-law form of the retum
distrbbution arises from large trades.
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