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W e present an em pirical study of the rst passage tine FPT) of order book prices needed to
observe a prescribbed price change ,thetineto 1 (TTF) forexecuted lim it orders and the tim e to
cancel (TTC) for canceled ones in a doubl auction m arket. W e nd that the distrbution ofallthree
quantities decays asym ptotically as a power law , but that of FPT has signi cantly fatter tails than
that of TTF . Thusa sinple rst passage tin e m odel cannot account for the cbserved TTF of lim it
orders. W e propose that the origin of this di erence is the presence of cancellations. W e outline a
sin ple m odel, which assum es that prices are characterized by the em pirically ocbserved distribution
of the st passage tim e and orders are canceled random ly w ith lifetin es that are asym ptotically
power law distrbuted w ith an exponent 17 . In spite of the sin plifying assum ptions of the m odel,
the inclusion of cancellations is enough to account for the above ocbservations and enables one to

estin ate characteristics of the cancellation strategies from em piricaldata.
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I. NTRODUCTION

U nderstanding them arket m icrostructure is crucial for
both theoretical and practical purposes ]. On double
auction m arketsthe lim i orderbook containsm ost ofthe
Inform ation about the m arket m icrostructure and price
djsoovery R ecently there hasbeen considerable e ort to
nvestigate lim i orderbook dynam ics. Em pirical studies
EBBEBBEEIIIIIIII have
been devoted to the search for the key determ inants of
price form ation, the trading process and m arket organ iza—
tion. A large num ber ofpapers have ocused on m odeling
the lim it order book w ith @,,,,] or w ithout
ﬁ,@,@,@] dynam ics. M arket m icrostructure studies
consider a large num ber of aspects of the price discov—
ery m echanisn and these studies can greatly contrbute
to the success of the m odeling of nancialm arkets. The
m arket m echanism , along w ith the com plex interactions
am ong m arket participants results in the em ergence of
a collective action of continuous price form ation. Som e
of the studies have used an agent based m odeling ap-—
proach. E xam ples are m arket m odels described In tem s
of agents interacting through an order book based on
sinple rules @,] and m odels w here the assum ptions
about the trading strategies are kept asm inin alas pos—
sible m, |E]. One of the most strking ndings was
that even if trends and investor strategies are neglected,
purely random trading m ay be adequate to describe cer—
tain basic properties of the order book E].

M ost of the above papers focus on Im it order execu—
tions, and very few dealw ith cancellations, even though
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the frequency ofthe tw o outcom es is com parable ]. The
uncertainty of execution represents a prim ary source of
risk @]. Anotherm a pr risk factor is adverse selection,
also known as "pick-o " risk. T his risk is associated w ith

the waiing tin e until order execution. D uring this pe—
riod those w ith excess inform ation can take advantage of
the liquidity provided by the lin it orders of less inform ed

traders, and hence it is im portant to accurately quantify

these waiting tines. Lo et al. ] apply survival analysis
to lim it order data, and they nd that the tin e between

order placam ent and execution is very sensitive to the
Iim it price, but not to the volum e of the order. They

also Investigate the dependence on further explanatory
variables such as the bid-ask spread and the volatility.
T he dynam ics of the lin it order book has also been in-
vestigated by using a pint m odel of executions and can—
celations in a fram ework of com peting risks'. W ithin

this approach Holli eld et al. E], by using observations
on order subm issions and execution and cancellation his—
tordes, estin ate both the distribution of traders’ unob-
served valuations for the stock and latent trader arrival
rates. Chakrabarty et al E] show that executions are
m ore sensitive to price variation and less to volum e vari-
ation than cancellations. T his Jast work also analyzesthe

1 The notion of com peting risks applies to problem s where one
deals w ith several "risks", ie., random events, of which only the
rst one can be observed @]. Forexam ple, 1im it orders are either
executed or canceled and both events can be m odeled by som e
random process. If an order gets canceled, one can no longer di-
rectly observe w hat tim e it would have been eventually executed,
and vice versa. T hus it is not possible to independently estim ate
either process w ithout a bias, if one sin ply ignores inform ation
from the other one.
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relationship between execution tin e and m arket depth.

In thispaperwe ain to go a step further, and com bine
the fram ew ork of com peting risksw ith random walk the-
ory. In particular, we analyze the di erence cbserved be—
tween thetineto 1la lim it order, which is the tin e one
had to wait before a lin it order was executed, and the

rst passage tim e @], ie., the tin e elapsed between an
Iniial instant and the tin e when the transaction price
crosses a given prede ned threshold. In addition, the
largest di erence between our approach and m ost previ-
ous studies eg., Refs. ,]) is that while those placed
m ore em phasis on the typical values of execution and
cancellation tin es, we w ill concentrate on the accurate
description ofthe rare events, and the related asym ptotic
tailbehavior of the distributions.

W e observe that ora xed price change the rstpas—
sage tim e distributions of transaction price, best bid and
best ask are quite well describbed asym ptotically by the
theoreticalform expected foraM arkov processw ith sym —
m etric jum p length distrbution (ncluding B rownianm o-—
tion) B31,134]. Theem piricaltin eto Illofexecuted orders
is am aller than the rst passage tine. W e attrbute this
di erence to canceled and expired orders. W e propose
a sin ple com peting risks m odel, where lim i orders are
rem oved from the order book when either of two events
happens: (i) when they are executed, this is m odeled
as the rst tin e when the transaction price reaches the
Iim it price, (i) or when they are canceled, the tin e hori-
zon of cancellations ism odeled as a random process that
is Independent from price changes. In this fram ework we
are able to predict constraints about the tail behavior
of the tine to 1l and tin e to cancel probability densi-
ties. Ourm odel also allow s us to estim ate the distrbu-—
tion of the tin e horizons of the placed lin it orders. W e
show that the assum ption of lndependence between the
price changes and order cancellations, whilk it is a Jarge
sin pli cation com pared to realdata, does not a ect our
conclusions signi cantly.

T he paper is organized as follows. In Section |II we
describe the investigated m arket and the variables of in—
terest. T Section we study the rst passage tine
and in Section [[V] the tine to 1l and the tine to can—
cel. Section [7] describes a sim ple lin it order m odel and
Section [V ] is devoted to testing the m odel em pirically.
Section [V I extends the resul to lin it orders placed -
side the spread. Section discusses the valdity of
the assum ptions and sum m arizes the results. Finally, in
the Appendices we show that the resuls are unchanged
if tin e is m easured in transactions. Then we present a
critical discussion ofthe tting procedure we used to es—
tin ate the tail bahavior of the tine to 1l and time to
cancel distribbutions.

II. THE DATASET

T he em pirical analysis presented in this study isbased
on the trading data of the electronic m arket (SETS) of

London Stock Exchange (LSE) during the year 2002.
These data can be purchased directly from the Lon-
don Stock Exchange. W e investigate 5 highly liquid
stocks, AstraZzeneca (@A ZN), G laxoSm ithK line G SK),
LloydsTSB G roup (LLOY ), Shell (SHEL), and Vodafone
(VOD).Opening tim es of LSE are divided into three pe—
riods. T he Intervals 7:50{8:00 and 16:30{16:35 are called
the opening and the closing auction, respectively. T hese
follow di erent rules and thus also ocbserve di erent sta-—
tistical properties than the rest ofthe trading. T herefore
we discarded 1im it orders placed during these tin es, and
focused only on the periods of continuous double auction
during 8:00{16:30. W e also rem oved lim it orders that
were placed during 8:00{16:30 but were canceled (or ex—
pired) during the opening/closing auctions. W e m easure
tin e Intervals in trading tim e, ie., we discard the time
between the closing and the opening of the next day?
F inally, whenever w e refer to prices we exclude all trans—
actions that were executed on the SEAQ m arket® and
not in the Iim it orderbook.

W e denote the best bid price® by b(t), the best ask
price by a (t) and the bid-ask spread iss(t) = at) b(b).
E xcept forvery specialcases, there are already other Iim it
orders w aiting inside the book when one wants to place
a new one. Let b(t) denote the price of a new buy
lim i order, and a (t) + the price of a new sell lin it
order. O rders placed exactly at the existing best price
correspond to = 0, orders placed inside the spread
have < 0,while > 0meansordersplaced "nside the
book". Tt ispossible to have so called crossing ordersw ith
such lJarge negative valiesof that they crossthe soread,
ie, < b)) af).Theseorderscan bepartially or fully
executed In m ediately by lin it orders from the other side
of the book. Since a trader would place a crossing lim it
order to execute (at least part of) it inm ediately, we will
not consider them as lim it orders In our analysis.

Any lin i order which was not executed can be can-—
celed at any tin e by the trader who placed it. T he order
can also have a predeterm ined validiy after which it is
autom atically rem oved from the book, this is called ex—
piry. W e will not distinguish between these m echanisn s
and we w ill callboth of them cancellation. T hroughout
the paper we w ill use ticks as units of price and all loga—

2 In ouranalyses, we rem oved the data oftrading on Septem ber 20,
2002. T his isbecause on that day very unusual trading pattems
were observed, including an anom alous behavior of the bid-ask
spread.

3 M any studies refer to this colloquially as the "upstairs" m arket.

4 In m ost of the literature the logarithm of the price is m odeled,
w hile throughout the paper we intentionally use price itself. O ur
study is concemed w ith very sm all price changes on the order
of the spread, when there is little di erence between the two
approaches. In our case it is Im portant to keep bare prices, as
stocks have a nite tick size (m inin alprice change). Taking bare
prices enables us to classify the orders into discrete categories by
price di erence. The size of ticks depends on the stock, the
possible values are 1=4, 1=2 or 1 penny.
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III. THE FIRST PASSAGE TIM E

Let the latest transaction price of an asset at time
th = 0beSp. The rstpassagetime @] ofprice through
aprescribed kevelSy+ with some xed > 0 isde ned
asthe tim e t ofthe st transaction when S (t) So +
Sin ilarly we can determ ine the st tine affterty = 0
w hen the transaction price wasbelow orequalto Sy
and we will consider this tin e as another, lndependent
observation oft. W ew illcall the distrdbbution ofthe quan—
tity t the rst passage tin e distrdboution to a distance ,
and denote :ltby PFPT; ©.

Such rst passage processes have been studied exten—
sively @]. For sin plicity we w ill restrict ourselves to
driftless processes. This is jasti ed, because in realdata
for tim e horizons t ofup to a day the d]:jg:_ofthe prices is
negligble. Thism eansthat theratio 7j t+= isanall (it
is always less than 10 ' in our dataset), where is the
m ean price change over uni tin e, and is the standard
deviation of price changes during a unit tine (ie., the
volatility) . T hroughout the paper we use realtin €.

For the follow ing analysis ofem piricaldata, it isusefiil
to review the rstpassage tin e distrbution forB rownian
m otion w ithout drift. T his is can be w ritten as [31]

2

Prpr, ()= p——t 72 ex ; 1
rpT; (© Pﬁ {o) > 7t @)

w hich isthe fully asym m etric 1=2-stable distribution . For
any xed the asym ptotics for long tin es is

Pppr; ®© / t372% )

A recent study [B24] has clari ed that this asym ptotic
behavior is valid not only for B rownian m otion but also
for any M arkov processw ith symm etric jum p length dis—
trbution® O f course, real price changes are not de-
scribbed by continuous values, and transactions and order
subm issions are also separated by nite waiing tines,

5 W e repeated the statistical analysis w ith transaction tim e and
observed a sin ilar power law decay of the rst passage tim e for
large tin es. The value of the power law exponent tums out to
be di erent for real tim e analysis and transaction tin e analysis.
See A ppendix [A] for details.

T his result is consistent w ith the Sparre-A ndersen theorem @].
A temative descriptions obtained for the asym ptotic tim e de—
pendence of the FPT of Levy ights which were hypothesizing
a dependence of the distribution exponent from the index of the
Levy distribbution have m issed the fact that the m ethod of im -
ages, w hich is extrem ely powerfulin G aussian di usion, fails for
Levy ight processes f33]. T he behavior is of course m ore com —
plex in the case of Levy random processes described by using a
subordination schem e. In these cases the asym ptotic behavior
of rst passage tin e depends on the com plete properties of the
subordination procedure ].

o

which a continuous tim e random walk formm alisn could
take into account @,@]. However, in this paperwe are
Interested In tin e intervalsm uch longer than these wai—
Ing tin es, so the discrete aspects of the dynam ics are
negligble. Thus, we willm odel prices as if they varied
continuously In tim e.

Let us now Investigate em pirically the st passage
tin e behavior. The st passage tin e distrbution for
the transaction price, bid and ask when = 1 tick is
shown in Fig. [0 for the stock GSK . The distribution
is obtained by sam pling the rst passage tine at each
second. O ne can see that there are no signi cant di er—
ences In the behavior of the three prices. Q ualitatively,
the distrdoution is sin ilar to Eq. [), and the long tin e
asym ptotic of realdata seem s to decay approxin ately as
t 372 . For tin es shorter than 1 m inute the curves sig—
ni cantly deviate both from the power law behavior and
from the prediction of Eqg. [d). W e chooseto tthe rst
passage tin e distribution w ith the finction

P © = cr : Q)
e 1+ E=Tepg ()] f°7F Per

This form , that wewilluse to t also the other distri-
butions Introduced below , is characterized by two power
law regin es. Nomm alization conditions of Eq. [3) in -

p]y that FPT > 1 and gPT < 1l.Fort TrpT () i
iSPrpr; () / t f¢7,whereas ort  Trpr () i is
Prpr; ® / t 7?7 .W e willdiscuss the m otivations for

choosing this form in Section IV and in the A ppendix.

Tabk[lcontainsthe tted parameters rpr, opy,and
Tppr () fOr
the actualvalues of rpr and 3=2 from Eq. [2) is sm all
System atic deviations due to clustered volatility or the

uctuations of trading activity could not be identi ed.
For exam ple, the asym ptotic shape of the distrdbution
does not change, even iftim e ism easured in transactions
instead of seconds (see A ppendix A]).

T he observation that rpr < 2 Inplies that the theo—
reticalm ean and standard deviation of the rst passage
tin e distribution are In nite. T hus one should be carefiil
w ith the interpretation of m eans calculated from nite
sam ples. T hroughout the paper we w ill rely on the de-
term nation ofquantiles (eg., them edian) Instead, which
are alwayswelkde ned regardless ofthe shape ofthe dis—
tribution.

The inset of F ig.[ll show sthem edian st passage tin e
as a function of for the ve investigated stocks. The
behavior is not exactly quadratic ( ?) as one would ex—
pect from Eq. [I). Ifprices ollowed a B row nian m otion,
the gth quantile (T4) ofthe rst passage tin e distriou-
tion would be

2
Tq= ————7 )

T2 2pmt @)
wherethemedian M [FPT]) correspondsto g= 0:5. In
reality, the power law behavior wih  is less evident,
as shown by the inset of Fig.[d. A ssum ing a behavior
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Figure 1: First passage tim e distrbutions for the price, bid
and ask quotes of G laxoSm ithK line (G SK), distance = 1
tick. The dotted line is the rst passage tin e distrbution
for Brownian m otion w ith volatility = 1=7 penny sec '™2 .
The thick solid line isa twih Eq. (3) as given in Tabl[d.
The Inset shows the m edian rst passage tin e as a function
of .

M FPT]/ would require an exponent varying be—
tween 1:5 and 1:8 depending on the speci ¢ stock and
the precise range of used for the estin ation of . A
sim ilardeviation from the prediction ofB row nian m otion
was reported in Ref. @] in the analysis of closure index
values sam pled at a daily tin e horizon.

There are many di erences between real prices and
B row nian m otion, and the above non-quadratic behav—
Jor can com e from any ofthem : the non-G aussian distri-
bution of retums, the superdi usivity of price, perhaps
both ornone. W e have perform ed a serdes of shu ing ex—
perin ents and prelin nary resuls support the conclusion
that them ain rolk is played by the deviation from G aus—
sianity. This non-G aussianity is well docum ented in the
literature down to the scale of single transactions E]. A
sin ilare ect was seen forLevy ights, whose increm ents
are also very broadly distrdbuted, and theirvalue of can
be di erent from 2, and it is related to the index of the
corresponding Levy distribution ].

v. TIMETO FILL, TIME TO CANCEL

For an executed order the tim e elapsed between its
placem ent and is com plete execution is called tim e to

1. O rdersare often not executed in a single transaction,
thus one can also de ne tine to st 1], which is the
tin e from order placam ent to the rst transaction this
order participates n. Finally, for canceled orders one
can de ne the tim e to cancel which is the tin e between
order placem ent and cancellation. The distrbution of
these three quantities w illbe in the follow Ing denoted by

Prrr ©,Prrrr (), and Prrc (), respectively.

A . Properties of the distributions

A s a rst characteristic of the order book, we nves—
tigate the distrdbution of tine to 1l and tim e to cancel
for the stocks in our dataset. Fig. [2] show s these distri-
butions for G laxoSm ihK line (G SK) for di erent values
of . Sinilarly to the rst passage tine, we tted the
em pirical density w ith the function

2 (t) = ct : 6)
TTF; = :
1+ B=Trre ()] T7°F Tre

This om [§), which we used to t the FPT in the
previous Section, isdi erent from them ore fam iliar gen—
eralized G am m a distrbution used in Ref. [8]. T he reason
for our choice is that we concentrate on the tailbehavior
oftin edistrbutions. A cocording to ourm easurem entsthe
FPT,TTF and TTC distrbutions have fat tails, which
can be well described by power laws. The generalized
Gamm a function has too slow convergence to a power
law to describe the observed tails in the tim e range of
our Investigations. A detailed discussion of this problem
is provided in A ppendix[B].

W e also em phasize that in the present study we do
not Intend to discuss In detailthe behavior on short tim e
scales. W e assum e that this regin e is sinply charac-
terized by the exponent ° only to perform a quick and
e cient t. This choice w ill have no direct relevance to
ourm ain conclisions, which always apply to the tails of
the distrbution.

N evertheless, In addition to the very good t at large
tin es the above form ula gives for som e cases an overall
good description also at short tin es. Table[d show s the
results forall ve stocks.W e nd that rrr,which gives
the asym ptotic behavior of the distrdbution, ranges be-
tween 18 and 22 orup to = 4 ticks. This is greater
than the value Ref. ] found for NASDAQ . The expo—
nent )., variesbetween 04 and 0%6. Fially Trry
typically grow sw ith , as orders placed deeper Into the
book are executed later. W e will retum to this cbser-
vation In Section [[ZCl. For > 4 the small number
of Iim it orders In our sam ple does not allow us to m ake
reliable estin ates for the shape of the distrdbution. Fig.
[2 also gives a com parison of four fiurther stocks @ ZN,
LLOY, SHEL and VOD) to show that our ndings are
quite general. The distrdbution oftine to rst 1l is in-
distinguishable from time to 1L

Fortin eto cancelone ndsa sin ilarly robustbehavior,
also shown in Fig.[2. s distrbution is again well tted
by the form

Cmt TTC
() = T Q)
1+ B&=Trrc ()] mrc™ z7c

PTTC;

w here the long tin e asym ptotics has an exponent rrc
rangingbetween 1:9and 2:4. Unlkethecassof 1rr,the



stock =1 =2 =3 =4

voT T voT v T
AZN |[1:50 0:14 58 [1:50 022 140(1:50 0:18 240[1:49 0:a11 350
GSK |[|152 0:16 62 |1:52 0:18 230[1:50 0:02 390148 021 520
LLOY||1:54 022 85|1:55 020 280|1:53 0:01 460|151 0:d12 630
SHEL||1:52 020 83|1:53 027 160|{1:51 0:02 360{1:51 0:00 450
VOD ||1:57 0:43 150(1:54 0:19 450|{1:49 0:69 720[1:51 0:66 1500

Table I: Param eters of the tting function (3) for the distrbution of
ticks and alltin es are given in seconds. T ypical standard errors for the quantities:

@]’ITFPT .

m easured values ofof 11c are In agreem ent w ith those
m easured in Ref. ] forNASDAQ .A llresuls conceming
the tin e to cancel are given in Table[IT1.

As forthe FPT, forboth TTF and TTC the asymp-—
totic power law behavior and the value of exponents is
preserved if tin e is m easured in transactions, see Ap-—
pendix [A].

B . Com parison of characteristic tim es

T he em phasis ofthis paper is on the Interplay between
order execution, order cancellation and the rst passage
properties of price. To understand this relationship, con—
sider the follow iIng argum ent proposed In Ref. ]. Im ag—
Ine that there are no cancellations. Let a buy order be
placed at the price by , when the current best bid is
at by (the argum ent goes sin ilarly for sell orders). How
much tin e does it take until this order is executed? It
is certain that the order cannot be executed before the
best bid decreases to Iy , because until then there
w il alwaysbem ore favorabl o ers in the book. O n the
other hand, once the price decreases to by w here
is the tick size ofthe stodk, it is certain, that allpossble
o ersat the price by have been exhausted, ncliding
ours. Therefore both tineto lland tineto rst 1l for
any order placed at a distance from the best o er is
greater than the rst passage tin e ofprice to a distance

,and lessthan thatto + . Sincethisistrue forevery
Individual order, one expects the follow ing inequality for
the distrbution functions of characteristic tin es:

Z . Z .
Prrp, (£)dt

0
Zt

)at’ Prpr; + (£)dt:
0

Prpr; E)dt

0
Zt

(7

Prrrr;
0

U sing the em pirical distrbutions above, a straightfor-
ward calculation yields
TTF; 8)

FPT — TITFF =

which is In clear disagreem ent w ith the data, where pro-
nouncedl ppr < TTF rrrr - I his Inequality for
the tail exponents m eans that one nds less orders w ith
very long tine to ( rst) 1lthan expected. The resolu-—
tion of this apparent contradiction is that cancellations

rst passage tin e for the ve stocks. ismeasured in
005 or gpr, 0:05Hr J,;,and 10%

have to be taken into account: O rders w hich would have
to wait too long before being executed are often canceled
and thus rem oved from the statistic. T hem easurem ent of
the cancellation tim e distrdbution su ers from the same
bias. The observed distrbution of tim e to cancel does
not characterize how traderswould actually cancel their
orders, because here the executed ordersarem issing from
the statistics.

In Section[V]we w ill present a sin ple m odel that gives
Insight into the features pointed out so far. However,
before doing so, wew ould lke to present one fiuirtherpoint
conceming the em pirical data.

C. The role of entry depth

How do order execution tim es change as a function of
the entry depth ? Sin ilarly to rst passage tim es, the
am pirical distribbutions found fortime to 1/cancel have
a slow Iy decaying tailsuch that them eansm ight diverge.
T herefore, In the follow ing we w illuse the m edians ofall
quantities as a m easure of their typical value.

In Fig. @ we show that the median oftine to 1l is

em pirically well described by
M ITF]/ % ©)
which isquite di erent from theM [TTF]/ 2 expected

naively from Eq. [4) and a B row nian m otion assum ption,
and also from the !® 1¥® behaviorcbserved orthe rst
passage tin e. W e show that cancellationsplay an in por—
tant role in these discrepancies.

Let us m ake a surrogate experim ent w ith the data of
the stock GSK . W e select all lled orders, and from the
tin e of their placem ent we calculate the rsttim e when
the transaction price becom es equal to or better than
the price of the order. If one plots the m edian of this
quantity versus the of the orders, the resulting curve
is lndistinguishable from themedian oftine to 1 Fig.
B eft), curve labeled as"TTF/FPT lled ord"]. Thusthe
exponent 1:4 does not com e from the di erence between
order executions and rst passage tin es.

In another surrogate experin ent we keep the tin e of
order placem ents, but shu e the values between or-
ders. Thisway we destroy correlationsbetw een volatility
and order placem ent. W e record the corresponding rst
passage times. The resulting curve is labeled as "FPT



-1 o
102 i 10
10°- i 1071
-3
10 ] 1077
—~ ~ ]
|_||:|_ 10 5 | i (E 10
T 10° . a 1071
A =1 tick . A =1 tick
1074 © a=2ticks N 10°] o a=2ticks
v A=3ticks T 4| v a=3ticks
10%] & a=4ticks 1071 » a=4ticks
vy slope -2.0 ey slope -2.0 R
10° 10" 10*  10° 10  10° 10° 10" 10*  10* 10 10°
TTF (sec) TTC (sec)
10" . . . . . 10° = . . . .
107 i 10"+ 2%, ]
2
1 0-3 i i 107 1 o o 7
0] " ]
-4 TTC 3 N
104 1 \
™ ~ 10™ 1
L 495 i @) 8
10 N .
E E 10°] S S
@ 10° T o, >
o AZN, A =1 tick 1079 o AzNa=ttick | o ]
1074 ©° LLOY,A=1 tick 1074 ° LLOY,a=1tick e 2 .
& SHEL, A = 1 tick & SHEL, A = 1 tick N
1084 - VoD, A =1tick 10%4 v VOD,a=1tick AN A
vy B slope -2.0 vy B slope -2.0 N N
10° 10" 10°  10° 10" 10° 10° 10" 10*°  10° 10" 10°
TTF (sec) TTC (sec)

Figure 2: Top left: distrbbution oftineto 11ofGSK for = 1:::4 ticks,and tswih Eq. ([B). The dashed line is a power law
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tin e to cancel for three typical stocks, = 1 tick, and tswith Eq. ([@). The dashed line is a power law w ith exponent 290.

stock =1 =2 =3 =4

voT voT voT voT
AZN [[200 00 65[1:9 0:0 100[{1:8 0:0 120{1:9 00 200
GSK [|1:9 02 68|19 02 150{1:8 0:4 190|18 0:3 320
LLOY|[2:0 0:1 85(|1:9 0:1 160{1:9 02 240(1:9 02 350
SHEL|[1:9 021 77|19 02 110{1:9 00 270[(1:8 0:1 250
VOD |[1:8 0:4 190/1:8 0:5 490{1:8 0:4 980 { { {

Table II: Param eters of the tting finction () or the distrbution of tine to 1l or the ve stocks and > 0 ticks. A1l
tin es are given in seconds. D ata are m issing where the statistics was inadequate for tting. Typical standard errors for the

quantities: 0:d r trr, 0d or %..,and 10% OrTrrr.

tributions requires m ore Involved argum ents which are
beyond the scope of this paper.

shu . allord". Thisnew curve now agreesw ith the st
passage tin e of price [curve "FPT, price (pook only)"]
when > 8 ticks, which corresponds to a m edian tin e
of about 1 2 hours. The origin of the anom alous -
dependence is, at least In the large case, therefore the
presence of cancellations. T he explanation of other con—

T he dependence of m edian tin e to cancel on the en—
try depth  has a less clear functional form , as shown
by Fig. [4. W hie M [ TC] appears to be a m onotoni-
cally increasing function of , the curves for the di erent



stock =1 =2 =3 =4

T voT T v
AZN [[22 06 87|22 06 90 |22 06 85 [22 0:7 100
GSK |[|22 05 110{2:0 0:5 90 [1:9 0:55 94 |19 06 170
LLOY|[2:3 0:5 130|222 0:4 140 |20 0:4 120 [2:0 0:55 250
SHEL||[2:4 1:1 150{2:3 11 140|233 11 68 [22 10 56
VOD |[2:0 0:9 300|2:1 08 1000{22 0:6 1500[{1:9 0:5 1000

Table III: P aram eters of the tting finction (d) for the distrbution of tim e to cancel ©or the ve stocks and

> 0 ticks. A1l

tin es are given in seconds. D ata are m issing when there were no orders at all, or the statistics was inadequate for tting.

T ypical standard errors for the quantities: 01 or rrc,

stocks show only a qualitative sin ilarity. O ne ofthe rea—
sons m ay be that di erent cancellation m echanisn s are
treated together.

V. ASIMPLEMODEL OF THE
CHARACTERISTIC TIM ES

The problem of the interplay between tine to 1l and
tin e to cancelis an exam pl for com peting risks @,@].
In this fram ew ork m utually exclisive events are consid—
ered In tine @,@]: In our case after its placem ent a
Iim it order is either executed or canceled. Each of these
events has its own probability distribution for the time
when it w ill occur, but only the earliest one ofthe events
is observed. In this section we present a sinpl Ppint
model” of lin it order placem ent and cancellation that is
ofthistype. W e w ill see that the m odel gives predictions
that can be tested against realdata. M oreover, it also
gives Indications on the statistical properties of a quan—
tity that is directly unobservable: the "lifetim e" an agent
iswilling to wait for a lim i order to be executed.

W e m ake the follow ng assum ptions:

1.W e consider one "representative agent” @]. At
tine t = 0 the agent places a siglk buy® Iim it
orderata > 0 distance from the current best of-
fer. A generalization to 0 is given in Section
[V II.) W e treat all the otherm arket participants on
an aggregate kevel.

2. The agent isnot w illing to wai inde niely forthe
order to be executed. Instead, at the tim e ofplace—
m ent the agent also decides about a cancellation
(or m ore appropriately expiration) tin e t° for the
order. Thisisa value drawn random ly from the dis—
trbution Prr, ). W e will call this finction the
lifetim e distribbution. If the order is not executed
until t%, then the order is canceled. The agent has

7 Ref. @] show s that sin ilar argum ents give a very good approx—
in ation for the average shape of the order book.

® N ote that throughout the paper we use the language of buy or—
ders, but analogous de nitions can be given for sell orders. A 1l
m easurem ents include both buy and sell orders.

01 or %,.,and 25% HrTrrc.

no additional cancellation strategy. This assum p—
tion isvery restrictive (cf. Ref. [14]), but as Section
[V TITA] w i1l show, it does not a ect our resuls sig—
ni cantly.

3. The m arket is very liquid and tick sizes are am all.
A s a consequence,

(@) before its execution, the e ect of the agent’s
Iim it order on the evolution of the m arket
price is negligble. This point neglects that
traders reveal private inform ation about their
valuation of the stock by placing lin it orders.

(o) the Interval between the tim e when the best
bid reaches the order price and when the
agent’s order is executed is negligble. W e
also assum e that such inm ediate execution is
Independent of the volum e of the agent’s or-
der. A sinple way to m otivate that the vol-
um e present at a given price does not strongly
a ect execution tim es is to m easure the typi-
calratio between tineto Iland tineto st

11 as a function of the volum e of the order.
For at least 75% of the orders of any volum e
this is close to 1. The only exceptions can
be very large orders with = 1. Here the
price reaches the order quickly, but it takes
about 20% longerto execute it com pletely (see
also Ref. [9]). M oreover, for real lin i orders
the median tine to 1l does not depend too
strongly on the volum e of the order, except
for very large volum es, see F ig. [3.

In ourstudy we included SHEL and VO D which are
known to have large tick/price ratios, so A ssum p—
tion 3 would be invalid. Contrary to our expecta—
tions, we did not nd any indication of anom alies
like in other studies [14,/4d,/44,[43), and the m odel
proved useful for these stocks as well.

Under our assum ptions one can write a pint densiy
function that describes both the price di usion process
and cancellations. T he probability P (t;t°) that the price
reaches an order placed at a distance > 0 from the
current best 0 erat tine t (and then i can be executed
inm ediately), and that the agent decides to cancel the
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Figure 3: Left: The dependence of characteristic tin es on the entry depth for GSK . Em pty squares show time to 1, the
curve for the surrogate rst passage tin e assigned to lled orders is indistinguishable from this one. The dotted lines are
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from Brownian m otion.
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Figure 4: The dependence of m edian tim e to cancel on the
entry depth ofthe lim it order. T he curves have an increas—
ing tendency and they are qualitatively sin ilar across stocks.
H ow ever, they do not ollow any obvious fiinctional form .

order a tin e t° can be w ritten as a product of two inde—
pendent distributions:

P t)=Prer; ©Prr; ©): 10)

Foreach lin i order values oft and t° are drawn from P .
The lin it order is executed ift < t° or it is canceled if
t> t° Thetwo cases are illustrated i detail in F ig.[4d.

' than by the naive ansatzM [ TF]/ 2

VI. THE PREDICTIONS OF THE M ODEL

C om peting risk m odels are often estim ated by the pro—
cedure introduced by Kapln and M eier [44]. This is
a statistically consistent, non-param etric m ethod to es—
tin ate the m arghhal distrbutions Prpr and Ppr from
Prrr and Prrc under the assum ption that execution
and cancellation are ndependent as we already assum ed
in writihg Eq. [Q). W e will now calculate these esti-
m ates in another, but strictly equivalent analyticalway.

Let us denote distrbution fiinctions as follow s:

2
Py, G 9= Py, ()d; 1)
t

where X can be any process introduced above FPT, LT,
TTF,TTFF,TTC).W ewillom it the lower Index for
brevity. Let us 1rst express the previously introduced
quantities in tem s of the pint probability P ;1% and
via Eq. [10). For executed orders t < t% thus the distri-
bution oftime to 1l is given by

P © = R Prpr ®Prr & 1) _
rrr (B = & =

01 Prpr ( )Prr & )d
N Prpr ©Prr & DIt 12)

W e Introduced the operator N [ ], which nom alizes a
function to an Integralofl. Symm etrically for tine to
cancelt< t:

P > P \
Prrc ) = Ry rpr > DPrr (B _
o Prer & )Prr ()d

N Prer & ©Prr @O 13)

As [12) and [[3) are two equations w ith only one un—
known function, nam ely the lifetim e distrloution P11 (t),
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crossing, the order is canceled at its cancellation tin e (the end of the thick line). Right: O rders are executed when the st
passage tin e is less, and canceled when larger than the intended lifetin e.

one can calculate that from ,eg., Eq. [I2), and then see if
the solution is consistent w ith Eq. [I3). W e can express
from Eq. [I2), that

Prrr (©

P >t/ ——— 14
rr ¢ P © (14)
and thus
d dPrrr (®
P ) = —P > t) = —_— 15
rr © G LT (o) T — 5)

Tt is also possible to estin ate the sam e quantity directly

from Eq. [13):

Prrc ©®
P =N —FF 1
vt (©) Pror & O 16)

Let us elin inate the lifetim e distrloution, and substitute
the large t asym ptotic power law behavior of all proba—
bilities. A fter sin ple calculations one nds that

TTF = TTC * a7

T hen we substitute this result back into Eq. [14) to nd
that the lifetim e distrdbution also hasto decay asym ptot—
ically asa power law :

Pir®)/ t '; 18)



w ith

rpT t 1: 19)

LT = TTF rpr + 1= r1C

Eq. [I7) is in good agreem ent w ith the results of Sec—
tion[V], where t7p = 18 22,and rgc = 19 24.
This is a clear in provem ent com pared to Eq. [B). The
Introduction of the sin plest possble cancellation m odel
gives a good prediction forthe di erence betw een the ex—
ponents describing the asym ptotics of the st passage
tineand tineto 1L

M oreover, one can now observe the hidden distribution
of lifetin es. By substituting the typical values Into Eq.
[[9), onegets 11 1:6. In com parison, a paper by B or—
land and Bouchaud @] descrbes a GARCH -lke m odel
obtained by introducing a distrlbbution of traders’ invest-
m ent horizons and the m odel reproduces em pirical val-
ues of volatility correlations for pp = 1:15, which isnot
far from our estim ate. M ore recently i hasbeen shown
@] that the lim it order price probability distribution is
consistent w ith the solution of an utility m axin ization
problem in which the lin i order lifetin e is power law
distrdbbuted w ith an exponent r ' 1:75. The origih of
the power law distrbution of lin it order lifetim es is not
clear. Unfortunately the data do not allow us to separate
Individual traders. Therefore we do not know whether
such a result arises from the broad distrdution of the
tin e horizons of each trader, or sim ply a distribution of
tradersw ith di erent Investm ent strategies. Based on an
em pirical nvestigation at the broker level, in Ref. @] i
is argued that heterogeneity of investors could be the de—
term inant of the power law lifetin e distribution. N otice,
how ever, two points: (i) W e are not speaking about how
Iong the investors hold the stock. Instead, Ppr is the
distribution ofhow long investors are willing to wait for
their lin it orders to be executed and before they cancel
or revise their o ers. (ii) N one ofthe lim it orderswe are
discussing here are truly long-tem . E ven the ordersw ih
relatively long lifetin e spend at m ost a few days in the
book.

VII. AN EXTENSION TO 0

So farwe only considered ordersw ith priceswhich were
worse than the best o er at the tim e of their placem ent,
ie.,, > 0. However, this group only accounts for less
than half of the actual lim it orders. M easurem ents for

0 orders give the surprising resul that these execu—
tion tin es are described by statistics very sin ilar to those
for > 0. One exampl stock (GSK) is shown in Fig.
[[(eft). The resuls of our tting procedure perform ed
with Eq. [@) are given .n Tabk[lV] orall ve stocks.

A ccording to ourm odel, these orders should have been
executed within a negligble time of their placem ent.
W hile this is true for a num ber of them , certainly not for
all. Let us assum e that we are placing a new buy Im it
order. Iffour order has = 0, then it willbe am ong the
best o ers at the tim e of its placem ent. If our order has

10

< 0, then i becom es the single best o er in the book,
and hence it w ill trade w ith certainty if the next event is
a buy m arket order. W hy can our order still take a long
tin ebefore being executed? T he answer isnaturally that
before our order is executed, a new buy lim it orderm ay
enter the book. If this new orderhas < 0 Wwhere
now has to be m easured from our order), i m eans that
it has an even better price than our order and it will
gain priority of execution. O n the other hand, our order
now e ectively has > 0, and the origihalm odelcan be
applied.

In order to test such a hypothesis, we carried out the
follow ing calculation. For the sake of sin plicity, we w il
considerthe tine to rst llinstead oftime to 1L Sec—
tion [V] arqued that for the m a prity of orders the di er—
ence between the two is negligble. From the tin e of its
placem ent, we tracked every single at least partially lled

0 orderuntilthe tine t was rst lled. W e de ned
the reduced entry depth ( % and the reduced tine to
st 1L TTFF O) for these orders as ollow s

1. Fororders, where from theirplacem ent to their rst
11 there were no even m ore favorable orders both
placed and then at keast partially lled, %= 0and
TTFF'= TTFF.

2. For orders where after their placem ent but before
their »st 1lthere was at least one new, m ore fa—
vorable order introduced with Ly < 0 and then
this new order was at least partially lled, we se—
lected the st of such new orders placed after the
originalone and set = new - Thus, 0isthe
new posiion of the original order, after the new
one was placed. TTFF? is de ned as the tine to

rst 1llofour orderm easured from the placem ent

of thisnew order.

T he typicaldistrbution of T TFF® for di erent groups
in  %isshown ; Fig.[d(right). Fororderswih %= 0
this is { except for here uninteresting very short tin es
{ well described by g stretched exponential distribution

Prrero () = %eXp % 2
where there was no better o er m ade, and hence their
execution tin es were purely determm ined by the incom ing
m arket orders. T he distrdbution isvery close to the distri-
bution ofthe tim es betw een tw o consecutive transactions
of the stock [see F ig. [ (right) 1.

Fororderswih %> 0, one recovers the results of the
previous sections, and the distrbution of reduced tin e
to rst 1l asym ptotically decays as a power law wih a
power close to 2:0. Egs. [[7) and [19) are expected to
bevalild Prorderswih < 0Oand °> 0aswell, given
that we use them in temsof °and TTFFC.

Asasummary, tine to rst 1l for ordersw ith 0
is a two-com ponent process. If there is no better order
placed before the rst 1, then tine to rst 1l is basi-
cally identical to the waiting tin e distrdbution between
opposite m arket orders. If there is a better o er subm it
ted, then the order e ectively becomes > 0, and the

These are the orders,



stock

AZN
G SK
LLOY
SHEL
VOD

22 0:6 110
22 05 110
22 0:5 120
22 04 110

271 05 160

22 1:0 230
271 1:1 180
21 1:0 150
21 1:0 120

2:0 11 130

231 12 320
22 13 410
20 12 220
21 1:0 140
{ £ d

11

Table IV : Param eters of the tting finction (J) or the distrdbution oftin e to 1l orthe ve stocks and 0 ticks. A lltin es
are given in seconds. D ata are m issing when there were the statistics was inadequate for tting. Typical standard errors for

the quantities: 0:1 ©r 7y, 0l or 2..,and 25% OrTrrr.

stock

AZN
G SK
LLOY
SHEL
VOD

23 00 130
2:1 06 130
22 05 120
233 10 220
2:0 0:7 200

20 0:7 90
19 07 90
19 07 70
22 10 130
1:8 0:8 120

19 08 72
18 0:8 50
18 09 85
20 10 160
{ A {

Table V : Param eters of the tting finction (d) for the distrbution of tin e to cancel or the ve stocks and

0 ticks. A 11

tin es are given in seconds. D ata are m issing when there were no orders at all, or the statistics was inadequate for tting.
T ypical standard errors for the quantities: 01 for rrc, 0:1 for gTC,and 25% PorTrre .

di usion approxin ation applies. A s this latter process
has a much fatter tail than the form er one, long waiting
tin es and the tailexponent of the pint process are again
dom Inated by a rst passage process.

V ITI. D ISCUSSION
A . Lifetim e distribution

Before discussing the resuls let us analyze the m ost
In portant sim plifying assum ption of our m odel, nam ely
the Independence of the lifetin e of the order from the
evolution ofprice. This would m ean that traders decide
about an expiry tim e of their lim i orders at the tine
of their placem ent, and then do not cancelthem earlier,
which resem bles the random cancellation process as in—
troduced in Ref. E]. In order to see the relevance ofour
assum ption one should calculate the cross-correlation co—
e cient of rst passage tin es and the lifetin e process.
However, as m entioned in Section [V] we are lim ited by
the fact that the lifetin e is hidden. It is not possbl to
calculate crosscorrelationsbetween tineto lland tine
to cancel either, because for the sam e order one cannot
observe both variables. T his issue is related to the iden—
ti ability problem of com peting risks ].

W e suggest the follow Ing approach to resolve the above
issue: Let us consider canceled orders only. T here one
can observe the values of the lifetim e, because they were
realized asan actualtin e to cancel. M oreover, ourm odel
assum ed, that the orderwould have been executed at the

rst passage tin e (the tin e ofthe rst transaction at the
order’s or a better price) . Now it is possble to quantify
cross-correlations between these two quantities, but one
has to keep In m ind three points. Note that we will

consider orderswih = 1 to have the largest possble
sam pl.)

1.For very short tin es the price dynam ics is dom i
nated by bid-ask bounce, and other non-di usive
processes . Our model is not valid in this
regin €, because rapid order executions are not gov—
emed by a rst passage process. Hence we discard
all orders which were canceled wihin L = 4 m in—
utes of their placem ent.

2. In orderto avoid problem sarising from thepossible
non-existence of the m om ents of the distribbutions,
we choose to evaluate Speam an’s rank-correlation
ooe cient ° (), instead of P earson’s correlation co-
e cient. The quantity has further favorable sta—
tistical properties, for exam ple it is not very sensi-
tive to extrem e events.

3.Aswe can only consider canceled orders, we know
that FPT > LT . This constraint alone, and regard—
Jess of the choice of correlation m easure, w ill cause
strong positive correlations between the two quan—
tities. Even if FPT and LT are independent, the
conditional pint distrbution reads

P FPT = ;LT = *FPT > LT) =
N[ t)Prpr ©OPr ) @0)

° This is de ned by rst, for both quantities separately, replacing
each observation by its rank in the sam ple (ie., assigning 1 to the
largest observation of rst passage tim e, 2 to the second largest,
etc., and then repeating the procedure for lifetim es). T hen the
usual cross—correlation coe cient is calculated for the ranks [@].
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Figure 7: Left: Exam ples of the distribbution of tine to 11/cancel for
of reduced tine to rst 1L (TTFF°) as a function of the reduced entry depth

distribbution iswell tted by the stretched exponential% exp [ (
2:0. The solid line is the distribbution of waiing tin es between two consecutive

as a power law with an exponent close to
trades of G SK .

where isthe Heaviside step function. D ue to our
restricted ocbservations this is clearly not a product
of two Independent densities.

Instead, a m ore convenient null hypothesis is to
m easure the correlationsbetween FPT=LT and LT .

= 4m in was chosen such that or = 1 the dis-
tribution ofthe rst passage tin e is well describbed
by the power law

FPT 1

L FPT 1 o : (21)

Pepr EE> L)
IfFPT and LT are ndependent, then

P FPT=LT = x;LT = *FPT > LT) =
N[ &® 1Prpr &Py 1=
N[& D1x 7] N Ber P ] @2

Eqg. [2I) wasused Prthe second equality. The nal
result is a product form in functions of x and of
t% which m eans that FPT=LT is independent from
LT, given that we restrict ourselvesto FPT > LT.
R em em ber that the only assum ption for this result
isthat rstpassage tin esare asym ptotically power
law distribbuted, which seem s to hold very well In
ourdata down to L 4min.

W e calculated Speamm an’s rank correlations between
FPT=LT and LT in our restricted sam pl for various
stocks, this we w ill denote by 5. Resuls are summ a—
rized in Table[V 1. O ne ndsnegative correlation betw een
the two quantities at allusual signi cance Jevels.!’ This

10 T he error bars were estim ated by the bootstrapping procedure
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m eans that those lim it orders that would have been exe-
cuted laterwere canceled earlier, ie., that tradersupdate
their decision on when to cancela lm it order by track—
Ing the price path. This is In line wih the resuls of
Ref. @]. To prove that this value of truly com es from

correlations, w e generated surrogate datasetsby random —
izing the pairs FPT=LT and LT whilke keeping the con-
straint FPT > LT . According to Tablk V1 this com —
pltely destroys the correlations between FPT=LT and
LT,

surr = 0.

Tt is In portant to rem em ber that this value of s is
not the actual correlation coe cient between the st
passage tim e and the lifetin e process. To quantify the
true value of crosscorrelations, we introduce e which
is Speam an’s rank-correlation coe cient between LT
and FPT . W hil this cannot be m easured directly, there
is a procedure to estim ate i from a known valie of g
based on M onte Carlo sinulation. Let us assum e that
FPT and LT are adequately described by power law dis—
tributions w ith the known tail exponents. W e m odel the
cross-correlation between the two processes by copulas
(see Ref. @]) . M orgenstem’s copula reads

P e >t =Prpr & Py & 1)
f1+ 3 tmell  Prpr & DI Pr & )lg;  23)

wih some 1=3 < ye < 1=3, whilk Frank’s copula

suggested in R ef. @] (for m ore details see R efs. therein).



assum es
" #

o
e Prpr (> t) l)(ePLT >t 1)

1
Pet>t)=—mh 1+
e 1

24)
lei:hsgnfe 1 < < 1. HereP (G t> t) =
. d L d%(; 9whih isthe pintdistrioution func-
tion.

M onte Carlo m easurem ents based on random pairs
from these copulas suggest a nearly linear relationship be-
tween the true and the restricted correlation coe cients.
W ith the substitution of the typicalvalies of rpp and

7 one ndsthat
@5)

true = T res’s

where r 166 for M orgenstem’s and r 155 for

Frank’s copula. T he resulting estin ates are given in Ta—

bl 1. Naturally, the shu ed surrogate datasets yield
true = res= 0.

These calculations have shown that there is a strong
negative correlation between the rst passage tine and
the lifetin e of an order In agreem ent w ith Ref. M] but
contrary to our m odel assum ption 2 and Eq. [I0). So
the key question is: How m uch does the presence of this
correlation a ect the predictions of ourm odel? W e per—
form ed a serdes ofM onte C arlo sim ulations of the execu—
tion and cancellation processes by using the em pirically
observed value of tail exponents and cross correlations
(Tabke[T).W e Pund that ora xed valie of ppr and

7 the introduction of such correlations increases the
valiesof rrr and trc by about 0:, which is com pa—
rable to the error bars of our estin ates, and the power
law behavior is well preserved. M oreover, the central
part of our argum ents, Eq. [I7), rem ains valid. Thus
the presence of a dynam ic cancellation strategy does not
signi cantly a ect the validiy of ourm odel.

B . Conclusions

In thispaperw e focused on the tails ofthe distributions
of characteristic tim es In the Iim it orderbook. O ur em —
pirical cbservations, based on ve highly Iiquid stocks on
the London Stock Exchange, underline the in portance
of cancellations when com paring the rst passage time
to the tin e to execute an order. W e found that the dis—
tributions follow asym ptotically power law s for the st
passage tine, the tine to ( rst) 1 and time to can—
cel. The di erences between the statistical properties of
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these characteristic tim es are inform ative of the inter-
dependence of order executions and cancellations. T hese

. observations are quite robust and can be seen as "stylized

facts" characterizing the order book.

W e did not nd signi cant di erence between the be-
haviorofbuy and sellorders, in contrastw ith R efs. [d,[51]
for US m arkets, but in accord with Ref. ﬂ] for the
case ofE ricsson stock traded at the Stockholm Stock E x—
change. W e are therefore not abl to conclude whether
the sym m etric behavior we observe in the London Stock
E xchange is comm on to m ost m arkets or speci cto som e
ofthem orto certain tin e periods.

In addition to the empirical ndings summ arized in
Tables[T, [ and we introduced a m odel, where order
execution tim es are related to the rst passage tin e of
price, and orders are canceled random ly with lifetin es
that are asym ptotically power law distributed. T his can
be considered as the sin plest possible m odelto take can—
cellations Into account. In this fram ew ork we show ed that
the characteristic exponents of the asym ptotic pow er law
behavior ofthe rstpassagetine, thetineto ( rst) 1L
and tim e to cancel are related to each other by sinple
rules which are iIn agreem ent w ith our em pirical observa—
tions. These results are in contrast w th another study
(the NASDAQ data ivestigated in Ref. []). Therefore
further investigations are needed to clarify whether or
not our ndings arem arket speci c.

T he observed heterogeneity of cancellation tin esm ay
be driven by traders having di erent tim e horizons or
by traders follow ing di erent cancellation strategies In
di erent m arket environm ents. M ethods that can dis—
crin Inate between these m echanian s represent a m a pr
ob ective for fiture research.
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Appendix A :RESULTS IN TRANSACTION TIM E

The typical tin e between transactions strongly de—
pendsonm arket conditionsand it isvery far from strictly
stationary. This fact, also closely related to volatility
clustering, could In uence the distrlbution of rstpassage
tin es, tin eto lland tim e to cancel. M any recent studies
m easure tin e in transactions in order to rem ove uctu—
ations in trading activity. In order to better understand
the role of activity uctuations, we repeated our calcula-
tions in transaction tim e, but we did not nd any changes
that a ect the conclusions of our paper. Fi. show s
com parisons between real tim e and transaction tin e for



the probability distrbbutionsof FPT , TTF and TTC (for
the stock GSK, = 1 tick). The short tine regine

is quite di erent, whilk for long tim es the uctuations
In trading activity are lss relevant, and all the distri-
butions rem ain pow er law s asym ptotically. T he changes
In the values of the tail exponents are also small. The
bottom right panel of F i. |8 com pares Prpr, Prrr and
Prrr In transaction time. O ur argum ents still hold, as

FpT < TTF TTC -

Appendix B:FITTING FUNCTIONS FOR THE
DISTRIBUTIONSOF TIME TO FILLAND TIM E
TO CANCEL

In this Appendix we present a critical discussion re—
garding our decision to t the em pirical distrdbbutions of
FPT,TTF and TTC w ih the functional form presented
in Eq. [B). In our prelim inary investigations, we tted
the distrdbution of FPT, TTF and TTC wih two di er—
ent distrbutions. The rst one was the one we consider
throughout the paper, ie.,

L. CBl)
1+ @&=T) *+ °°

Pz (0 =
T he second one w as the generalized G am m a distrdbution

PI (DP ! expl
()

t
()p]; &2)

Pg (O =

which has been used in som e of the existing studies on
TTF (g.Ref. ]) . Another comm on form , the W eibull
distrlbution, is a specialcase of Eq. B2) or = 1.0ur
em pirical analysis show s that the W ebull distribbution

ts the data poorly and it w ill not be considered in this
Appendix. For large values of t the density of Eq. B
behaves as

1
P; © T

B3)
T he asym ptoticbehavior of P (t) depends on the sign of
the param eterp. Ifp < 0 (as Por the investigated data)
it can be w ritten as

exp ( o=t9)

Ps () ar o)

®4)
where ¢ is a constant. Thus the generalized Gamm a
distrdbution, sin ilarly to Eq. [BIl), is consistent with
a power law tail, although it is m odulated by an expo—
nential function which becom es less and less In portant
ast! 1 . In order to estin ate the optin al param eters
ofthe distrbutionswe used a M axin um Likelihood E sti-
m ator M LE).For illustrative purposes, here we consider

15

the case of TTF for AZN and = 0 but the resuls are
sin ilar for other stocks, other values of and for both
TTF and TTC.

Fig[d(eft) show sthe distrdoution of TTF forA zZN and
= 0 together with tsby Egs. (BI) and B2). Both
P, and Pg give a good t both in the tail and in the
body ofthe distrbution. One ndsthatPs hasa slightly
larger lkelhood L than Py . Since the two distrdbutions
have the sam e num ber ofparam eters (degrees of freedom )
the likelhoods can be com pared directly. H ow ever if one
com putes the tail exponents of the distrlbbution from the
tted param etersone ndsa puzzling result. T he tailex—
ponent obtained from the generalized G amm a distribu-
tion tis4:5,whereasthe tailexponent obtained from the
P; tis22. Such a di erence in the exponent should be
detectable in data. Still, F ig.[d (eft) show sthat both dis—
tributions t the tail reasonably well. T he reason ofthis
contradiction is shown in the inset of Fig.[d(left). This
plots the local tail exponent of the generalized Gamm a
distribution, given by dlogP (t) Fdlogt], as a function
of t. The local exponent of the generalized Gamm a dis—
tribution converges extrem ely slow Iy to the asym ptotic
value 45 and in the range of the TTF from 10° to 10°
the localexponent is between 2 and 3, which is approxi-
m ately consistent w ith the values obtained from Py .

As we have repeatedly stated, In this paper we are
Interested In the tail behavior of the distribution of the
tineto lland tim e to cancel. T he analysis sum m arized
in Fig[d(eft) show sthat the param etersestin ated from a

t to a generalized G amm a distrbution are not suitable
to estin ate the tail exponent of the distribution, or at
least not n the regin e of TTF and TTC values that can
be explored wihin our dataset. In other words, even
if the generalized G am m a distribution gives a (slightly)
better t in tem s oflikelhood, it ishard to estim ate the
tailexponent from the tted param eters due to the slow
convergence of the local exponent. O n the contrary, the
param eters estin ated from the t wih functional form
ofEqg. [BIl) give a better estin ate ofthe tailexponent. In
order to support this clain , we estin ate independently
the tail exponent by using the H ill estim ator @, E].
Tn Fig.[d(right) we show the Hillplot ofthe tine to 11
of AZN wih = 0. It is clear that the H ill estim ator
converges to a value which ismuch closerto 22 (@s in the
P, distrdoution) than to 45 (as in the P¢ distrdbution).

In conclusion our analysis show s that, although the
generalized G amm a distrdbution gives a slightly better
overall toftimeto Illand tin e to cancelthan our pro-
posed om [Eq. [BI)], the param eters cbtained from the

t ofP¢ suggest an unrealistic value ofthe tailexponent.
O n the contrary, our fiinction P, allow sustoboth tthe
data reasonably well and to obtain values of the tail ex—
ponent which are consistent w ith the H ill estin ator.
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Figure 8: Com parison of the distribution of characteristic tin es in realtin e and transaction tin e, allplotsare orGSK, =1
tick. A s a reference two power law decays w ith exponents 1:5 and 2:1 are also given. Top keft: FPT, Top right: TTF, Bottom
eft: TTC, Bottom right: all three quantities, only in transaction tim e.
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Figure 9: Left: P robability density function of the tine to 1l of lin it orders with = 0 for AZN (pboxes). W e also show

the M axin um Likelihood best t according to the generalized G amm a distrlbbution P; ofE q.m (red dashed line) and to the
finctional form P, ofEq.[BI used in this paper (solid blue line). The inset show s the local tail exponent of the generalized
Gamm a distrbution (dogPs (t) Fdlogt]) as a function oft. Right: H ill plot of the sam e data used in the left panel, show ng
the estin ated tail exponent of the probability density fiinction as a function of the fraction of points used in the estim ation
(black line). The dashed red line and the solid blue line are the values of the exponent cbtained from the tby Ps and Py,
respectively.



