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A bstract

Stock prices are ocbserved to be random walks in tin e despite a strong,
long term m em ory In the signs of trades (puys or sells). Lillo and Fam er
have recently suggested that these correlations are com pensated by op-—
posite Jong ranged uctuations in liquidity, with an otherw ise perm anent
m arket In pact, challenging the scenario proposed In Q uantitative F inance
4,176 (2004), where the In pact is transient, w ith a powerJdaw decay in
tim e. The exponent of this decay is precisely tuned to a critical value,
ensuring sin ultaneously that prices are di usive on long tin e scales and
that the response function is nearly constant. W e provide new analysis of
em pirical data that con m and m ake m ore precise our previous clain s.
W e show that the powerdaw decay ofthe bare In pact fiinction com esboth
from an excess ow of lin it order opposite to the m arket order ow, and
to a system atic anticorrelation of the bid-ask m otion between trades, two
e ects that create a Yiquidity m olasses’ which dam pensm arket volatility.
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1 Introduction

T he volatility of nancialassets iswellknown to be too m uch lJarge com pared to
the prediction of E cient M arket Theory [I] and to exhibit intriguing statistical
anom alies, such as intem ittency and long range memory (for recent reviews,
se 2,3,%4, 58] . The availability of all trades and quotes on electronic m arkets
m akes i possible to analyze in details the ntim ate m echanian s keading to these
anom alies. In a previous paper [], we have proposed, based on em pirical data,
that the random walk nature ofprices (ie. the absence of retum autocorrelations)
is In fact highly non trivial and results from a netuned com petition between
liquidity providers and liquidity takers. In order not to reveal their strategy,
liquidity takers m ust decom pose their orders in am all trades that are diluted In
tin e over a several hours to ssveral days. T his creates long range persistence In
the Sign’ of the m arket orders (ie. buy, "= +lorsll" = 1) 7,8,/ 91.
T his persistence should naively lead to a positive correlations of the retums and
a superdi usive behaviour of the price [, 9]. However, liquidity providers act
such as to create Jong range antipersistence in price changes: liquidiy providers
m ake theirpro ton thebid-ask spread but losem oney when the pricem akes lJarge
excursions, n which case they sell Iow and have to buy high (or vice versa) for
Inventory reasons. Both e ects ratherprecisely com pensate and Jead to an overall
di usive behaviour (@t least to a st approxin ation), such that (statistical)
arbitrage opportunities are absent, as expected. W e have shown in [{] that this
picture allow s one to understand the tem poral structure of the m arket in pact
function @Which m easures how a given trade a ects on average future prices),
which was found to rst increass, reach am axinum and nally decrease at large
tin e, re ecting the m ean-reversion action of liquidiy providers.

T he above picture was recently challenged by Lillo and Fam er [§]. A Ithough
they also nd longm em ory (ie. non summ abl powerdaw correlations) in the sign
ofm arket orders, they clain that the com pensating m echanisn that lads to un—
correlated retums is not the slow , m ean-reverting in uence of liquidity providers
suggested In []. Rather, they argue that long range liquidity uctuations, cor-
related w ith the order ow, act to suppress the otherw ise perm anent in pact of
m arket orders and m ake the price di usive.

The ain of this paper is to explain In m ore details the di erences and sin -
larities between these con icting pictures, and to present new data that support
our origial assertions []. W hilke our previous paper m ainly discussed on the
case of FranceTelocom , we also present a m ore system atic account of ourm ain
observables for a substantial set of stocks from the Paris Bourse. W e also give a
m uch m ore precise qualitative and quantitative description of the way liquidity
providers m anage, on average, to m ean-revert the price by m onitoring the ow of
Iim it orders. W e therefore argue that liquidity providers create a kind of Yiquidity
m olasses’ that stabilises the volatility of nancialm arkets, which is Indeed the
traditional role given to m arket m akers.



2 The In pact of trades on prices

2.1 Fommulation of the problem

In the follow Ing, we w illoconsider follow the dynam ics ofprices in tradetinen (ie.
each distinct trade increases n by one uni) and de ne prices p, asthem idpoint
jist before the n® trade: p, = (@, + b, )=2, where a, and by, are, respectively, the
ask price and the bid price corresgponding to the last quote before the trade. W e
assum e that the price can be w ritten In general as:

X
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where G describes the in pact at tin e n of a trade at tin e n% of sign and volim e
" 0;Vho, know ing that the orderboock at tin e n® is .n a certain state S,o (speci ed
by the list of all prices and volum es of the lin it orders). The assum ption we
made In [§] is that the inpact function G can be decom posed into an average,
system atic part in the direction of the trade, plus uctuations:
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where the function G was fiirtherm ore assum ed to by tin e translation invarianth
and factorisabl as: G ;n"V,0) = £V,)Gon ). The last assumption is
m otivated by theoretical and em pirical results {10, 16, 4], where £ (V) is found
to be a powerJdaw wih a snall exponent f (V) V [14, 15] or a logarithm
f(WV) vV [Ip,6]. Thenoie tem (n;rf) is uncorrelated w ith the ",0 and has
avariance m 1)D . The nalfom ofthem odelproposed in |] therefore reads:

X
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Theman nding of f_6] is that the bare In pact function G ( (') must decay w ih
the tin e Jag In order to com pensate for the lIong range correlation in the ", in
other words that the im pact of a shgl trade is transient rather than pem anent.
In their recent work, Lillo and Fam er [9] argue that it is rather the uctuations
In liquidity (encoded in the instantaneous shape of the order book S,0), that are
crucial. Theirm odel am ounts to w rite p, as:

X " OV
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wih = 03 and where is the instantaneous liquidiy of the m arket. The

di erence between V ® and InV is actually not relevant; rather, the crucial dif-
ference between Eq. (3) and Eq. () is that the in pact is transient in the form er

1T his is probably only an approxin ation sice tin e of the day, for exam ple, should m atter.



case and pem anent put uctuating) In the latter case, a point on which we will
comm ent later.

The argum ent of ref. ] In favor of the second model, Eq. ) goes In two
steps: rst, they proposs, as a proxy ofthe instantaneous liquidiy ,,thevolume
v, at thebest price (ie. ask rbuysand bid or sells): see §] section VIB . They
then study the tin e serdes of r;, = ",V =v, and nd that Iinear correlations have
nearly com pletely disappeared, at variance w ith the unrescaled series ",V that
exhibit the problm atic long range correlations. Their conclusion is therefore
that \the inclusion of the tin e varying liquidity temm apparently rem oves long—
m em ory" . Here, we want to refute this interpretation based on three independent
sets of argum ents: a) we show that Eq. (4) has less explicative power than Eq.
@); b) Eq. @) leads to an average response function (see [§] and below) that
signi cantly increases w ith tin e lag, at varance with data and c) the absence
of lnear correlations cbserved In 1, is an artefact com ing from the very large

uctuations of the volum e at the best price. N ote that our data concems stocks
from P aris Bourse rather than the LSE stocks studied In Q]. H owever, we do not
expect m a pr qualitative di erences between the two m arkets.

2.2 Response functions

W e st start by recalling the de nition of the average response function, as
the correlation between the sign of a trade at time n and the subsequent price
di erence between n and n + * [B]:

R (M= hfn R) 17 ©)

The quantity R (%) m easures how much, on average, the price m oves up condi-
tioned to abuy orderat tine 0 (orhow a sell orderm oves the price down) a tin e
* Jater. N ote that because ofthe tam poral correlationsbetween the "'s, this quan—
tity is notthe above m arket response to a single trade G () ). T his quantity is
plotted in Fig. 1 for Carrefour in 2001, 2002. A s em phasized in 16, 6], R (V) is
found to weakly Increase up to am axin um beyond which it decaysback and can
even change sign for large " (see Figs. 2, 3). For other stodks, or other periods,
the maxinum of R (') is not ocbserved, and R (V) is seen to increase (although
always ratherm ildly, at m ost by a factor 3) wih ‘: seeFigs. 2,3. Asw illbe clear
below , this di erence ofbehaviour can actually be understood w ithin ourm odel.

In Fig. 4, we also plot three other, sim ilar quantities. The rst is the or-
m alized) correlation between the price change and ", InV,, :

h(pn+ N &) ) n"]rl Vn i
hin® v, 112

Ry ()= ©)

which has a sin ilar shape but is distincly larger than R iself, show ing that,
as expected, the varabl ", nV, has a larger explicative power than ", iself.
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Figure 1: Regponse function R () (n Euros) for Carmefour In the periods 2001

and 2002.
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Figure 2: Response function R (V) (In Euros) for stocks from Paris Bourse in
2002. From top to bottom : EN, EX, FTE, ACA,CGE. (See Tabk 1 for the
stocks code) . N ote that for som e stocks R (V) ncreases forall * (seeeg. CGE),
w hereas for other stocksR (') reaches a m axin um before becom Ing negative (see

eg.ACA).The dotted line correspond to R () = 0.
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Figure 3: Response function R (V) (n Euros) for other stocks from Paris Bourse
in 2002. From top to bottom : FP,BN,GLE,MC,CA,VIE. (See Tabk 1l orthe
stocks code) . Note that for som e stocks R (V) increases forall * (see eg. GLE),
w hereas for other stodks R (') reaches a m axin um before becom ing negative (see
eg.CA, for *> 5000).

Code Stock nam e Av. price Av. tick Av. spread # trades
ACA C redit A gricole 19.63 001 0.0408 379,000
BN D anone 13250 01 0154 351,000
CA C arrefour 48 54 0.0268 0.0578 555,000
CGE A Icatel 9.85 001 0.015 1,020,000
EN B ouygues 29.69 001 0.0413 240,000
EX V ivendi 2747 00126 0.0287 979,000
FP Total 15227 01 0136 759,000
FTE France-Telecom 21 .04 001 0.024 1,051,000
G LE Societe G enerale 61 .80 0.043 00735 499,000
MC ILVM H 47.71 0.0209 0.0566 437,000
VIE V wvendiEnv. 29.75 001 0.0452 226,000

Table 1: Selection of stocks studied in this paper, w ith the average price, tick size and
bid-ask spread In Euros in 2002. W e also give the total num ber of trades In 2002. T he
results reported here qualitatively hold for m ost other stocks from P aris Bourse, but

also other exchanges (see E§,I_9]) .
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Figure 4: Four di erent Yesponse functions’R (Y), Rv (), Rr () and R (Y),
(see text) In Euros for BN in 2002. This plot shows (@) that the Lillo-Fam er
variabl r, has a weak explicative power (see R1r { dashed line) and (o) that
their permm anent in pact m odel leads to a considerable over-estin ation ofthe true
response function (see R, { dashed-dotted lines, show Ing a 30 tim es increase
wih V).

In order to test the LilloFam er m odel, we have also com puted two further
quantities. O ne is the nom alized correlation between the LilloFam er variable
n, = ",V, =v, and the em pirical price change:

hEas E
Ror ()= fp“hrzif‘; = @)

T his quantity m easures the explicative power ofr;, , and can be directly com pared
toR and Ry .Ascanbesen n Fig. 4,R ¢ (V) is In fact a factor 3 an aller than
Ry (V) (see also the quantity 2 in Tabl 2, Jast colum n).
T he second Interesting quantity is:
* nx‘l ! +
Royp ()= Ino n ol @)

nl=n

The quantity m easures a ctitious average response function, which would
ollow if the price dynam icswas given by Eq. (). W esee in Fig. 4 thatR ., (Y),
at variance w ith the true R (Y), sharply grows wih 3, as a consequence of the
correlation of the "/s which are not com pensated by a uctuating liquidiy. As
we have m entioned In [6], the response function R (V) is a very sensitive m easure
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Figure 5: Sign correlations C (V) for BN, show Ing a long range, power-law decay,
and com parison between the an aller and faster decaying correlation ofthe r;, and
the 1=v,,, show Ing that the form er is dom inated by the weak correlationsbetween
an all order volum es, and not by a com pensation between m arket order ow sand
Ilim it order ows.

of the dynam ics of prices that allow s one to reveal subtle e ects, beyond the
sin ple autocorrelation of price changes (see also below ).

Finall, we show In Fig. 5 the rapid fall of the autocorrelation of the varables
1., that was argued by Lillo and Fam erto be a strong support to theirm odel @].
U nfortunately, this e ect is not rekvant and is due to the fact that the volum e
at the best price has large uctuations. For exam ple, in the case of FTE, the
distrbution of v is found tobewelk- tby P ) / v ' exp( v=¢) with > 1,
so that the m ost probable values correspond to v 1, whereas the m ean value
is  3000ll1]. Since v appears in the denom hator of r,, it is clear that the 1,
correlations are dom inated by tim es w here the volum e at bid/ask is particularly
am all; these am all values show little autocorrelations (see Fig. 5) &

2.3 The bare mm pact function and price di usion

W e conclude from Fig. 4 that although the variables r;, are indeed close to being
uncorrelated, they do not provide an adequate basis to interpret the dynam ics
of real price. Our transient in pact m odel, on the other hand, allow s one to
reconcike the absence of autocorrelations in price changes w ith the observed non

2A fter discussions, Lillo and Fam er have agreed that their results on LSE stocks are in fact
com patible w ith the above interpretation.
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Figure 6: P Iot ofthe sign correlations C (') fora selkction of four stocks, show ing
the long-ranged nature of these correlations. See also Tablk 3.

m onotonous shape of the average response function, provided the bare In pact
function Gy (') is chosen adequately. In f@'], it was shown that if the correla—
tion of the "'sdecays as ' , then G (%) should also decay, at large tines, as a

powerdaw ' wih 1 )=2.For > (1 )=2, the price is subdi usive
(antipersistent) and the response function R (') hasam axin um before becom ing
negative at large ‘. For < (1 )=2, on the other hand, the price is superdi u-

sive (persistent) and the response fiinction m onotonously increases (see Fig. 10
of ) . The short tin e behaviour ofG (%) can in fact be extracted from em pirical
data by using the follow ing exact relationship:

X X
R ()= hnVviG, (") + Go(* n)Cm)+ Go(*+n) Gy@m)ICm): (9)
0<n< n>0
where:
C(M=h" "y InV,i; (10)

a correlation function that can also be m easured directly (see F igs. 5,6).

Eq. (9) gives a set of Inear equations relating R , G, and C that can easily be
solved for Gy. The result isplotted n Fig. 7 for di erent stocks. O ne sees that
Go () Is st at or dses very slightly with " before Indeed decaying, for 1,
likeapowerlaw ,wih given n Tabk 2. The tused to extract thevalieof is
Gt ()= 0=(%+ ¥) ? which is sin {lar, but not identical to, the one proposed in
B]. The advantage of the present  t is that it m atches quite well the rather at
Initialbehaviour of G4 (V). W e also give In Tablk 2 the value of other quantities
such as the exponent goveming the decay ofthe " correlations. A very sim ilar
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Figure 7: C om parison betwen the em pirically determ ned G (1Y), extracted from
R and C using Eq.Q), and the tGL() = 0=(%+ ¥) 7, used to extract the
param eters given In Tablk 2, for a selection of four stocks: ACA,CA,EX,FP.

shape for G can be ocbserved for all stocks; uctuations around the critical line
= (1 )=2 (see F'ig. 8) are enough to explain the fact that R som etim es has
amaxinum , som etin es not.
C orrespondingly, the vicinity of the critical line ensures that the price has a
di usive behaviour, as is lndeed con m ed by m easuring the variance of price
changes:
D()=hf..+ R)i DYy 8% (1)
asdem onstrated In Figs. 9 and 10. The fact that D (%) is strictly linear In “ isof
course tantam ount to saying that price incram ents are uncorrelated.

2.4 Econom ic interpretation of the shape of the bare In —
pact

T he econom ic interpretation of the non m onotonic behaviour of G is as follow s.
Suppose that you are a liquidity provider, m aking pro ts on the bid-ask spread
and Josses on large price excursions, and that you seea ow ofbuy orders com Ing.
In the absence of new s and for typical buy volum es,?. the natural strategy is, on
short tin es, to biais the ask price up to be abl to sll higher while there are

3The Pllow .ng discussion is intended to describe typical situations. O bviously, if the buy
volum e is anom alously large, liquidity providers would anticipate som e insider inform ation and
react di erently.

10
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Figure 8: Scatter plot of the exponents ; extracted from the tofG o and C.
T hese exponents are seen to lie in the vicinity of the critical lIne = (1 )=2
(dotted line), as expected from the nearly di usive behaviour of prices (see F 4.
9), and [g1.

Stock D) . % Co 7

ACA 1.69 063 | 163 | 044 | 058 | 0425| 035
BN 79 175 | 31 | 026 | 081 | 061 | 037
CA 313 071 | 74 | 022 | 083 | 057 | 027
CGE 084 020 | 89 |0275| 049 | 035 | 048
EN 275 066 | 92 | 027 | 083 | 057 | 027
EX 179 047 | 153 | 026 | 045 | 040 | 020
Fp 70 146 | 22 | 015 | 079 | 069 | 028
FTE 39 047 | 203 | 030 | 052 | 041 | 023
GLE 437 073 | 07* | 013 | 086 | 058 | 028
MC 347 067 | 31 | 019 | 095 | 058 | 026
VE 28 038 | 025% | 012 | 075 | 063 | 026

Table 2: Summ ary of the di erent quantities and t param eters for 11 stocks of the
Paris Bourse during the year 2002. G, (V) is tted asy Go() = 0=(%+ ¥) 2, and
C() = Co=", both n the range *' = 2 ! 2000. D (1) and ( are In cents of
Euros. The * means that the t of Gy for an all ' is not very good. The last colum n
m easures the relhtive explicative power of the Lillo-Fam er variable, com pared to our

own:Z = Ryr 1)=R (1).

11
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Figure 9: Plot of D (Y)=" (n Euros) vs. " for ssveral stocks. Apart from BN
and FP (forwhich the tick size is large), this quantity is roughly constant with Y,
show ing that prices are to a very good approxin ation di usive, even on shortest
tin es scales. From top to bottom : BN, FP,GLE,FTE,MC.
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Figure 10: PIot of D (V)=" (In Euros) vs. ' Por all other (an aller tick) stocks.
From top to bottom : CA,VIE,EN,EX,ACA,CGE.
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clients eager to buy. However, you now have a net short position on the stock
that you want to eventually shift back to zero. So you would like to buy badk, in
the near future, at the cheapest possibl price. In order to prevent the price from

going up, you can/should do two things: a) create a barrier to further price rises
by placing a Jarge num ber of sell orders at the ask, o which the price w illbounce
back down b) place bid orders as low as possiblk. Both e ects act to create a
liquidity m olasses that m ean revert the price towards its nitialvalue. Both these
e ects can actually be cbserved directly on the data.

a) One observes a strong correlation between a buy (resp. sell) m arket
order m oving the price up and the subsequent appearance of lin i orders
at the ask (resp. bid) 17, 9]. Ifa Wall of lim it orders appears at the
ask whik the bid ram ains poorly populated, the probability that the price
m oves down upon the arrival of fiirther m arket orders becom es Jarger than
the probability to m ove up. O ne can visualize this e ect m ore clkearly by
separating the totalprice change into tw o com ponents: price variations due
tom arket orders, v pn, corresponding to the change ofm id-point between
the quote Inm ediately prior and the quote inm ediately posterior to the
n-th trade, and price variations due to 1im it orders, P, corresponding to
changes of m id-points Inbetween traden and traden + 1. By de nition,

nX‘l
Povy R = [P+ Bkl @+ By + ©uvr R (12)

k=n
O ne can then m easure the response function restricted to price changes due

to m arket orders:
Ry (=hEnsy Ry %7 13)

and compare it (seeFig. 11) toR (V). W e dbserve Porallstocksthat Ry (V)
and R (") have the sam e overall shape. ForFTE, orexampl, Ry (V) also
bends down and becom es negative for large ‘. But sihce by de nition

M P = "Gy wih Gy 0 (a buy m arket order can only m ove the price
up or kave it unchanged), the fact that Ry (') decreases In plies that Gy
is antdcorrelated w ith ", " . In other words, s=ll orders ollow Ing buy orders
In pact the price m ore than buy orders follow Ing buy orders, as expected if
the orderbook 1lIs in m ore on the ask side than on the bid side after a buy
m arket order (and, of course, sim ilarly for the sell side).

b) there isan anticorrelation between buy orders and the subsequent m otion
of the bidask inletween trades. This is seen both from the fact that
Ry ()> R (V) for Ynot too large (see Fig. 11), in plying that the response
finction restriced to lin it orders is negative. Furthemm ore, one can study
the correlation between a m arket order induced price change y p, and a
later Im it order price change 1 pn+ -, which is found to be negative (as

13
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Figure 11: M ain gure: Com parison between the full response R (circkes) and
the response restricted to m arket order induced price changesR y  (squares), for
FTE In 2002. Inset: Integrated correlation functions, corresponding to h y pa

M Pa+ 1 (full Ine), and h y Pa LPn+ 1 (dotted line). The fomm er is clearly
positive, and is com pensated by the negative correlation between m arket orders
Induced shifts and subsequent changes In the m id-quotes.

also reported In [§,9]) . T his com pensates the positive correlations betw een
M Pn and y Pa+ @ndbetween p, and 1 pn+ ), that would otherw ise
lead to a superdi usion In the price.

In order to m ake our point even m ore clkarly, i is usefiil to em phasize the
antagonist forces present In  nancialm arkets:

The dealworld for liquidity providers is a stable, xed average price that
allow sthem to eam thebid-ask soread at every round-tum . Volatility isthe
enean y'-'f:, Jicquidiy m olasses isthe solution : a vanishing long term im pact (ie.
Go@ )= 0) isaway to Ilm it the volatility of the m arket and to increase
the liquidiy provider gains. Reducing the volatility of nancial m arkets
is in fact the traditional role given to m arket m akers in non elctronic
m arkets. N ote that we do not assum e any kind of collusion between liquidity
providers: they all, ndividually, follow a perfectly reasonable strategy.

4 Insider inform ation is also the liquidity provider enem y, but this situation is rather rare on
the scale of the thousands of trades happening every day on each single liquid stock. H ow ever,
creating a liquidiy wall is indeed risky for the liquidity provider in the case where som e true
Inform ation m otivates the m arket orders. In that case, the insider can use his Inform ation
w ithout In pacting the price.

14



C onversely, perm anent in pact is what the liquidity taker should hope for:
ifthe price risesbecause ofhis very trade but stays high untilhe sellsbadk,
his In pact is not really a cost. On the other hand, if the price de ates
back after having bought it, it m eans that he paid to much for i The
correlations created by solitting hisbid in an all quantities also help keeping
the price up.

T hese are the basic ingredients ruling the com petition betw een liquidity providers
and liquidity takers. T he subtle balance between the positive correlation in the
trades m easured by ) and the liquidity m olasses lnduced by liquidity providers
m easured by ) is a selforganized dynam ical equiliborium . Tts stability comes
from two counterbalancing e ects: if the liquidity providers are too slow to re—

vert the price ( < (1 )=2), then the prce is superdi usive and liquidity
providers lose m oney on average [2:1:]; therefore they increase . If the mean
reversion is too strong ( > (1 )=2), the resulting long term anticorrelations

is an lnoentive for buyers to wai for prices to com e back down to continue buy-—
Ing. Liguidity takers thereby spread their trading over longer tin e scales, which
corresoonds to an aller values of .

A dynam ical equilbriuim where @ )=2 therefore establishes iself
goontaneously, w ith clear econom ic foroes driving the system badk towards this
equilbriim . Interestingly, uctuations around this critical line leads to uctu—
ations of the local volatility, since persistent patches corresoond to high local
volatility and antipersistent patches to low local volatility (see also R2] for a
sin ilarm echanisn ). Extrem e crash situations are wellkknown to be liquidity cri-
sis, where the liquidity m olasses e ect disappears tem porarily, destabilising the
m arket (on that point, see the detailed recent study of {12, 18]).

F inally, the m ean-reverting nature of the regponse fiinction is of crucial In -
portance to understand the In uence of volum e and execution tim e on the actual
in pact of trading on prices (on this point, see {19, 20)).

3 Summ ary and C onclusion

The ain of this paper was to challenge Lillo and Fam er’s suggestion that the
strong m em ory in the signs of trades is com pensated by liquidity uctuations,
w ith an otherw ise perm anent m arket in pact, and con m the m ore subtle sce—
nario proposed in our previous paper [§], in which the in pact is transient, w ith
a power-aw decay in tine. The exponent is precisely tuned to a crtical value,
ensuring sin ultaneously that prices are di usive on long tin e scales and that the
resoonse function is nearly constant. Therefore, the seam ngly trivial random
walk behaviour of price changes in fact results from a ned-tuned com petition

5The salesm an knows nothing albout what he is selling, save that he is charging a great deal
too much for it. O scarW ilde)
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between two opposite e ects, one leading to superdi usion { the autocorrelation
ofm arket order ow ; the other lading to sub-di usion { the decay of the bare
In pact function, re ecting the m ean-reverting nature ofthe lin it order ow . W e
have shown that m ean reversion com es both from an excess ow of lim i order
opposite to the m arket order ow, and to a system atic anticorrelation of the
bid-ask m otion between trades. N ote that in the above picture, the random walk
nature ofprices and their volatility are lnduced by the trading m echanian s alone,
w ith no reference to realnew s. T hese of course should also play a rol, but proba—
bl not as in portant aspure speculation and trading that lead to excess volatility
(see the discussion and references n [§)).

The above ne tuning is however, cbviously, not always perfect, and is ex—
pected to be only approxin ately true on average. Breakdown of the balance
between the two e ects can lad either to large volatility periods and crashes
when the liquidity m olasses disappears, or to low volatility periods when m ean-
reverting e ects are strong. The an all In balance between the two e ects there—
fore leads to di erent shapes ofR (') (m onotone Increasing or tuming round and
changing sign). A s em phasized In {§], our nding that the absence of arbitrage
opportunities results from a criticalbalance between antagonist e ectsm ight jis-
tify several clain s m ade in the (econo-)physics literature that the anom alies In
price statistics (fat tails in retums described by power laws 23, 24], Iong range
self sin flar volatility correlations §,'9], and the long ranged correlations in signs
6, 9]) are due to the presence ofa criticalpoint in the vicinity ofwhich them arket
operates (see eg. 5], and in the context of nancialm arkets R§, 27, 28]) . From
a m ore practical point of view , we hope that the present detailed picture ofm ar-
ket m icrostructure could help understanding the m echanian s leading to excess
volatility, and suggest ways to controlm ore e ciently the stability of nancial
m arkets.
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