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1.1 HEE=

1.1.1 &MmHE TR & TR DHLH

SRl PRI R S ICE D BUDRMIEONRTH D, THE TIZHE K OFEPRE
INTE (1, 2,3, 4,5, HHEIIZIXT 50 Villd) 6] X~ VFT7 77 XIVETIV (T %
AW TSGR ZB O E T MEIZIRE D, KORBBNRFEL UL TRESHEZHVE
AT B A E D€ 7V [8], multi-agent model 12 &K B B@TEHDE T IV 9] L\VWoiz
ETNR—ADFTIENL WS, SEREMRTH 2RSS (10, 11]) DA 71 =X L fE
HIZIERAINTE ., FTHREREBELEROT -V 2y M X O HiGERET 2
agent-based models (ZB@iT 5D € T WVALIZET 5 & T4 [12], rebalancers and portfolio
insurers model [13], #HEWHEZED FiLZ I Y A7z Levy-Levy-Solomon model [14] ¥
Solomon-Levy-Huang model [15, 16], percolation theory [17, 18] % <p@liiis5 2@ fH L 7=
Cont-Bouchaud model [19] , 3 & T social percolation model [20, 21] &\ > 7z FiED R
EIN, FREETTCEZ, TNSDETAR—ZADFHRFIALHH Y Iab—Yay
[22] DHIBIZHRELLFELT WD, EETIEFIBERORKEL LB ITHRE L0l E2 &
FTTWBHMTE - EEFEEEHAL, T—X NV 7 VST OA =X L% P8 T
BFRENZ IRESINTWS [23, 2, 24]. T 5 UMY - BEEEZ2 AW FEEE
T — X DRI O~ et 2R & ORI ZEUD A, HEARE T VR —AFE
#REL EEBHEETCOTFHZAREE LTS,

TG PHNEZ D U722 OMEPREIZZZ 5N TWSE —F, ZOFHIAHEMEIZIX
IR B R AMFET 5. Silver [25] 12 & 5 &, @l % & TR O 72 T35l 53 K #
BRZLIZIIDATDO 3 DOERRH B L INS.

1. NEEREZRETHAZ L DH L X
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i

BE - AT HBII20H WL HARITHEINTE D, KEBARPHELZ KIFT
BRLEMBUIGFHET S, LdioT, NFETAVPERTY - BEFEET VEAH
WCTHIZEITSHEE, YHIEITS 20+ ilHEBE INET 5 Z 20, &l
LOREBEGRERETL2OICHDRETNVEERT S Z L IFERENTH .

0. PAIHRHENE DRHENE - HeE R
ST R M A 4T LT\ B [26] L4T 7 O R H 4 256 LT
D, WEEERZEEDZORBEGRLMICEHL TS [27].

3. T—RIZEENBELLD/IAR
BFEZE THITABRIZIK, HEIIREAT—EABRIEMTHEIENEL, FDO LI
F—REAWTHEFEUETHET VIR T AN A2 EATLES.

Silver D#EHI L 7= NELSMNCH, BERDITENC L O HGOWNIHBRENZ/ILTLED
=T M N7 b (28, 29, 30, 31] FEDOHEK A BRI T ZKEEE T HERE LT
Zzohd. £72, @MTHFIEZ K OBEGHREHKIEHINS 720, FHE»ZT
Wl - o 2 FHNZHE D WTHE %2475 2 L I3Z KB BEEP ST G 2RO R e bz 8 <
faltEnd 5. SRS THIEEOME E, FHIOAREFEESHE-72THZIT5> VA2
FEFIZREVWRARAI LD TH L. BEFEZ OB EN - SRELEO BB W T
FEDT—X2y hOFHEEEZRYFv—2 8 UTTFEOMREEERZB S Z 12 L0 FiED
BLZEIET 2 Z DL fFhbNTWED, Sl FHIZE W TIZRER AR B 1
5 FHREEL LIz PHloZeM - FEEZ2 505 & 5 RN AP KETH 5.

1.1.2 FHOZEMEE T

FRDLZEVEZDWTIIR A IR EZ 51D, FTHIKE LU 246888 & U TR
THIev, REERMOLENZUTERTLOILEAONDL. AFETIRHUTD 2D
DIRW N IZBWTRHRLTE), T70bb REREREZHE VY, GRliiG kRO ENL
DA & 7% &5 2782 ik SMROESW 2 Zett e B XM e ED 5.

1. HEMHG TN T W WGk

2. MAZHOARRR T —XIZEEND /A4 KT LD TP 72 B4R



1.1. e 3

1. BEBHTRBNE A TWAEVESRE BEFLOEEF— X dEhEn D,
EFVARETARTHAGTS Z L ATERV. 20X BRIRRO T — X I A (out-
of-distribution) [32, 33] F— X L IHEHN, SRS THICES THMYE - HE R
DHECIE L HISNTW S, B RRIITIEIC BT, o PR DB - 523
PEIC & D AMFT — RICHEET 2 TR A E W EE X 5N,

2. MIHABD AR R T —RIZEEND /A RIZ XD FRDAHEN T2 KB 1220V T
i, T — X DA - NHF (in-distribution) (2B 5 TRIE L 5. €T VO FRIHEIZ5E
BECRWIZ L ABREL, FHIBHAND ) A2 2EZBLUTEENE21T S BERDH S.

Gl PO ZEMEOFHIIZ DWTIK, EEIITIIATENERFICE I 2 FaE D110,
REBVBPROBEB IOREZHKTEZLI2XE0175. AT, fllor—2AZX&7 1
IZ & DTEN X — 2 R VRIS U, RIS O 2Vt 2 R 5.

1.1.3 XEDAHE

1.1.2 BT TFHloZeN, BXOGERAETFHIZITWS 2RBIZOVWTERLEZ. 20
DEBZHEDE, DBETIEIARR/LDT 70 —=FIZONWTiR B,

FUOIZ, BERGTIRENE N TOROWTTEREANDFLIZDOWT. ET IV EY]
PR ZATD T EPTERVIMNET — X DAL, BWEE - BEEE 2 HWET L
KBWTEHT—RORRELEEVWRZ B L NTES. BT TY - EEPEET )V
FFBIIKREDT —REBEL L [34, 35], BERT — XY A XEFHE R T DEHEVEIZ
ST ERT 5. SEldiGIxEECETh Y, H2ZONEELLT 57-dEED
T—=RIIANMERZF LS FELTLES 20, MUIRFHIILERT—XE2HETER
V. TR YA ZOREIEFHRKEE DK T 721 T <, HiEOREFRN 22 [36, 37) (244
RINDZHEOMNTTGLE 2 FH T 2E2WHY, FHOLLMEEZKE BT EDH
Wb, ULEdo>T, MEPDOFERIZED T—2Y A AE2IRIEEZ LN TENT,
THloZetz2H XN TELLEZOND.

Bk s - REFESTIIBWTT — XY A ZDIKELT D FiEIEZT — X LR (data
augmentation) [38, 39, 40, 41] &FEEN, D@ FHIDTIZRS TERAICREIN TV S.
BN 2B IZ B W TR ER O [P HA KM /N, EFAGY 7 PP EFAAKERIZED
FET—REWETEH IR, FEGERBAETDEIENHSNTVWS. L La



]

4 F1E K

1 — & - SN AR BRI 2 D, B — X D & 5 12 ¥
P RURATS T EHTERL,

Z Z TARIZETIE AT HiE (artificial market) [22, 42, 43, 44] 2\ /=7 — XLk % H
89, ALTBITIEEHEH LA 22 eatmis 2 ER L, BEI 2475 BflAaTh h AL
M5 % FHWTIER U727 — X 2 BTG 7 — 2 & U TS - EEFEET VO
FEHIMHT LI LICLD, FEHT-XOLREMS ZENTES. AT, ALHiHD
BAIETG T — X 2HAOVEFETEERATRER ~—7 v M VN7 b OFFEE 5
35, ALHGYIalb—yay ECHEHZETVICE S PHIZITV, FHICIEU 247
BERE2 Y Ial—Ya VIiIKT 2 Z 8 TRHEDOITEIZHEIM VAL Z LN TE,
ZEMBIZHLTHED =Ty b VX7 N 2FETEHILeNTES.

PAE& D, ANTHGZHWZ&HET — X OIRIEESET S TR ez KE LW
EXEp I NG, UL ULBEETIZZD &S B5ehlld Z < AU »HE ST
B57, TOERLEEMNTH S [45]. HHFRE LTI, IO &S REOFIENE X 5
h5.

L ALTHSBRECEEFEHET V2 FEIE 57200 nmH - Sfimc s 7R
AR
ANLHIGIIHEARTHENE2BR T2 IFEDT—<TH Y, SEHGOMEK, ——
Vb (BER) O, N85 A —RBEEEETREERPIER TS,
MATATHGERE ECHEEEFEE T V2 EHIE 56, FETELZATHE
BIBOWE, BIUOHRBFHETNVOFZE 2 FAREIT T EENBEL D, #
Y, FEERZ 1T D 72 DITIEBEAZEHF ST Il 2 TR E 7 MG - £z 51 54
JRDPBETHS.

M 2. N Tl & £l O T
AETIEANLTHEGZ2EGTGOREL L THWS Z &2 HELTWS., LAL, =
W5 & A U & 5 e iigHa e, MIERNOKEE N THGy Iab—r 3
VIZBWTHET S Z LIXRHETH L. Stylized facts [46, 47, 48] LTINS, Eif
G RE D — R 7o G EE & S IC RS S 2 L IR BAED AN LG THRE L &
NTVWEHD0D, FREIZHETGORZFLUTHWASAZ LIF#H LW M oNnT
W3,

AP THIET, ATAisE R EH5T — X Ol Em T 5701k, Lo



1.1. "= 5

FIEZ RS 2 ERH L. Uizhi > THRRXTIE, TNZNOMBEIZHIGL, 2 BT
N Liitg & RERALTE O I X 2 0GR 2R st 2, 3 BETREMZEEZ W
EXATHET Y YR ZTS. 22T, ALHGRETEHSELRBEEET VL
U CidEE AL FE (deep reinforcement learning, DRL) [49, 50, 51] €TV 2 ET 5.
FikD@EY =T v M VRN T N EFRUEEEEITOBEG, FHET VESN T —
Vv NOITEIRIRET DI L NBE LD, —MINZ 8 (classification) & 5 WM [H
I (regression) & TIVHAKTIZZ D & 5 RATEIREIFFEB T E 2\, [TEITAN % EE
HEEFEE TV TS 2R ERIEE 2 R U 2.

Wz, HAZBORER T —RICEEND ) A R & 0 FRATMED 72 B ARBLAD
ST DNT. ZD &S P RORHED X IFBFEMA DT — X % 5 LA E A HE L
<, —fEHNZIZT — RIIRIZ & > THMBHR LAV, FHIORMHED S ITHLT 2 FBE LT
X, ETUHALHEPS 2 GRS o2 FHlZTV, RS SN2 HED» X I & 0 ITERERZ
LFTHIENERONG. KMfCTEAMD?S & AHS 2 Hke UTAA AREFY
(Bayesian neural networks, BNNs) Zf(fH L, N1 XEEFEET IV E2H WS T
HFE, BLUOFPHZHWRESERET VT AL 2RE, ERziT5. oA
AL E % T A HEN S OB EITZEIE 4 BIZTHE LI BRT WS,
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1.2  EWIHERK

AHFEOREREZ K 1.1 1IZRT. KR TIIREREETH 2 AT T HW=FE LD
e E2HEL, 1.1 ETRARZ 3 DOOBBIIH L ENENTIEREZT-oTWVW5. KX
D2, 3%, 4ENEFNTNHEEL 2, 3ITHIELTEY, 2 ZETIRALHIE L FEEHR
LB OFEIC X ZHG IR ER 7 L — L7 — 27 ORE, 3 B CIIBHEY 2 W7 —
RV T Uiy I ab—REY, 4 TR ABREEE % 72 &Rl 7 1l o R
SERIZOVWTHHLTWVWS.

2ETIFALHSGY Iab—Yay ECEERILFHETVEFEIE L2007 L —
LT —2, SMHiGE X0 —Y v MERR, RERTEE TIOUR, WMEEEGEEr %
fioTWa. 2.1 ETIREESTIZ OWTORITHEZ 2EF T 212 (2.1.1 FTIXHL I
FH, 212 BTEREERMAEE, 213 ETEATHGIZOWTO)#MEHLTWS. 22 &
TIFRETI V=L 7 =T DOFMIZOVWTBRRT WS, 221 BT 7L =47 =7 D2k
BIZDODWTHER, 222 F, 223 F, 224 BTIEHEZINETNRE TV —L 7 — 27 2T
% markes, stylized agents, DRL agents DFEEIZ DWTHERL TW5S. 2.2.5 B TIXHH
UL EEE T VOFI, FHHER, 2y M7 —HBICOWTFHHL, 226 =
TIHEERALEE E TV ORI AT RIGRBIEB DRET 217> TW\Wa. 227 BEITIEZ
NHEDT V=0T =27 DFEHENTDBRINT WS, BETL—LT =7 &2V ERE
fToTED, 228 ECERSEMZ, 229 BCEBRERZIAL, MAT 2210 BTH
BRI DU MMGEE 2T > TWVWD. 61T, BET LV —LT =2 Z2HWEBOGEE R
FPHEFEOLEBEMG % 23 ETToTHE D, 231 ECEREN %2, 2.3.2 ECHERERILY
HETFNOMEE, 234 BTERSMAEZIFHPL TV, 2.3.5 BCIHHIKERTHE SN
FERIZDOWTHH L T\W5, 24 MTHIEDEREBRRT NS,

3 ETIIEMFE (imitation learning, IL) % FHWZIEATEIET U V7 IZ DWW TS %
fToCTW5. 3.1 ETIFBEMFED LTI Z BRI (3.1.1 ETIIERFEE, 312 =T
1& latent segmentation (ZDWT) #di LT\ 5. 3.2 BTl latent segmentation & multi-
modal imitation learning %\ 72 T ~)L7a U T — X 5 & O E NS MG 28 Tk 2 25
LTWa. 321 BCTRTFEROMEE, 322 HCTRIMLE, xv bV —IME2E0E
TR EH LTS, REFEEAVAEZERIIY Iab—vary—&, EiligG7T—
AMHIZN UIT->THY, 323 HTEBRMEZ, 324 BTV Ialb—YaryT—X%&H
Wz REERRER 2, 3.25 BTENGGT - X 2HWAEERMEREZRLTWS. 33 ETIEA



1.2, GSCHERK 7

B D & REZ BT WD,

4 FETIERA AHEFE (Bayesian neaurl networks, BNN) % i\ 7z <&@t FHllic B

B ARHEN X BB EIToTWVWA. 4.1 BTIERAS AR ZEOMMIZOVWT, HHE
(4.1.1 F), ## (4.1.2 &), variational dropout(4.1.3 F) IZOIF THFHL TW5E. XA X
W EE OENEHERD - DI AR TIX 3 DDEBRET> TS, 42 BT XY
J@FE %2 EOEETYE BT 2 M P T BRFIEDIBRG 217-oTHED, 4.2.1 ETTH
RATBIUOR=ATA Ve RDZTIEIIDONVT, 422 FETR—AT7 1 VETFTILOTHIDOM
BRUZDOWT, 423 BTIREFIETH EA XERFFEEETIVORRKIZOWT, 424 =
TLHEFIFEIZDWTHH L TWA. 425 BTNV F Y —2 L7825 RHED X 5D E =
bFEERLTED, 4.26 ETERERIZOWTHENLTWAS. 4.3 ETIREMTE TH
DRFE 2 r — AT H AHMEIM TR OVWTRA AEBEE 2 HEHALTE Y, 4.3.1 =
T WZE T =Xty MIDWT, 432 BTRAS AEEFH2EHAT 5 TFHE A
J1Z22WTC, 433 BTETNDANLIRDHALBOKEHZDOWT, 4.3.4 HTREFE
ThHhDHRAAEETFEETNVIIOWT, 4.35 BTHRFIEIZOWVWTHRRT WS, HhkE
FlT4.3.6 BTMHL TWDE. BB, "M AFEREFHETVICE 2 PHIZ2EET7 VT
AL EHABDLEDLERE 44 FTIH>TED, 441 FTRA RBERFEIT X 0 FFRDY
ESND FHIGERZEHUZEEHE 7L I) ZL0HREE, 44.2 ETERIZHW:
T—Xy bOFHAE, 4.4.3 FTHEHALZRHEBOMSZE, 4.4.4 FCMEFHEIZA
T2RA AREFEETVORBZIT>TVWD., EERFERIZ 445 BTRINTVWS., XA
A FEDOIERIZ DWW T DR & ifEIL 4.5 BTHERSNT WS,

LEOHNBZITTIZ, b BTAMIELR T 2D OSNT WA,
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i
2
il

Chap. 3 IL for training simulator

Chap. 2 DRL in simulation

Chap. 4 BNN for uncertainty

1.1: AFEOHER. AR TIZHRTH 2 ALHE2AWEZE RGOS 5
SODMEZ RS 2720, 2, 3FE, 4 ETETNETNFEREZIT-o>TW5. 2 ETIE
AT e EE R FEOTEAIC L 2GR EE 7 L — L7 — 7 DiRE, 3 5 TIIHEK
FEREANWEZT =X RY) Ty Ialb—RFH, 4 BTIEARA AERESE % AV 7246l
TG FROALFEN S BBIZOWTHH LTV A.



B2E AImipE RERIEFEDEAIC
& G| EbEFE

2.1 FEEZE

2.1.1 HZEHKRFEE

POEHRIR 7B X R WESE 2 KD [52]. dTHLAYIZIE, dynamic model-based (JIFE T
WR—=2) DFEICLOBRERITE 2R T D FEP L REINTE . fle LT
snipping strategy [53], Zero intelligence strategy, risk-based bidding strategy 7% & A3%%
Fond., BETEZNETODETVR—ADEDLERY, F—X N TV THilkE ¥
HIELFEPBIHL TW5E. FHOEFIZERRETE 2 W THbEHE [54, 55, 56] 217 5 %
JE @At ##E (deep reinforcement learning, DRL) [49, 50, 51] O#EAED DI UL, SElih
GIGHEEA TS 57, 58], A#gE & LU=k~ DM & U Tid, DRL for financial
portfolio management [59], market making via reinforcement learning [60], DRL for price

trailing [61] 72 EDMFLET 5.
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2.1.2 ZFERtEE

IR EREDITMEN—ZADFRE HRAN—ADFRIZAFHI NS, flifE~R—
A (value based) DRI FE FIL [62, 63] TIX, 1TEIMEMEREZ (Q-function) % HEY:
HIZX0EBL, PRI Q-function DK ERDITEZERT L. ZD XS LFKIT
deep g-network (DQN) L IFXN 5. HEHRILFE T —MBRINTZERRINEL, e
R RAFEPRE I N TS, Rainbow [64] Tl&, double DQN [65] ¥ dueling network
66] IZRFS N D EEREERICEE O Sk 2 MAGHE S Z & TRIMIZMER A Ed
5 Z L INT WS, General reinforcement learning architecture (Gorila) [67] (Z &
D FEOEFEIZFG T HAMHNEEIMREINT WS, Ape-X [68] TlithEDITHE)E
ZEENG L UTHBT % experience replay [69] 2 WA HIFEPREI N TV S,

RN —2Z (policy based) DEEEFEFL [70] TIlER—A LR D, [TEENE (5
R) 2 EREREFZETEMT S, BT, R (actor) & ATEIMMEREEL (critic) % [H
RFZFHE 9 % actor-critic IZBAIZHFEINTE D, iFIFER & advantage DE A % e
L 7= asynchronous advantage actor-critic [71], DQN DOHLGE & UTHKFEE Z1TS deep
deterministic policy gradient (DDPG) [72], trust region policy optimization (TRPO) [73]
ERRESINT VD,

REBCEE OIS RRIA S, FHZHE 74 T4 7 — 4 49, 75, 76], HE)EER
[77) EADIRAIFAL S NT WS, —F, HEERILFEEETIVOFEHITIEE T IVOITE)
WZEDLETELTAREY I aL— X PR ETH Y, ERTEMLERERIIE) 2 EER
b8 I3 F g ETh B [18).

SETISIC B T S EERAEEISHIZEITRERG T — R 2 W TiibhTwa. fle L
TIX DRL for financial portfolio management [59], cryptocurrency portfolio management

[58], deep direct reinforcement learning [79] 72 ENFEET 5.
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2.1.3 AITHi5

ANLHEB LOCATLHEGY Iab—Yavid, Y=y bA4 7B ANT 27 F ¥ — (market
microstructure) [80, 81, 82] X <eELHIL DK [83, 84] DMIFLIZHWSNT E 7z, FRHIHEESR
ERLU-EROT -V bEHAWTY I 2l —Y 3 %175 agent based financial market
simulation [85, 86, 87] & A T.Hi B ZEHIZ EWT/A K WS T W5, rebalancers and
portfolio insurers model [13] REFWHIFIZ X 5 Tk [14) ITRIX S N B HIFAD agent based
simulation 1%, stylized facts [46, 47, 48] & IEEN 5, BLE DO GEIR RS A REDFEAM 72
MEIMEEZERTE RN o572, UL UEDEDIHFEIIZ LD, percolation theory D JitsfH
[20, 18] % fundamentalist and chartist model [9] &\ o7z FIEDBFHFE S N, TR% 1T stylized
facts DB FRE L 72 5 7=,

BRIZBW T EHEICKREDF X 217 5 mHE S| (high frequency trading, HFT)
88, 89, 90] DFEZEIZMEWV, ALHEGOMED 2D & 5 LG RO KIMAKD 5T W
5. NLHHIZET 5 high frequency trader DA & U TIX, Hanson 512 & 5058
91, 92], McGroarty 52 & 2H5% [93], Leal ©IZ K 255 [94] &\ o 72 B THIDAETE
T5.
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2.2 ANIMFZICET3RBRIELFEDEIR

2.1.2 ETHBARZ L B0, HHRRIZE T 2 HE R E T HEAMNZGRES K & < FEB
DEEL . KIFEONRTH 2 EETHS SELEHARATHD, TOANLTHNRERIZAL
TG e UT—RER T L > TWD. AR TIRESMTLOREY I2aL—X & L TA
THiGE2BAL, ALY Ialb—Yay ECEBRILEEETVEEHTETIL— A
7 — 27 DREE{To T2,

AWFGED—EBIE Journal of Risk and Financial Management TH#E L T\ 5 [95].

221 ZL—LT7—00DHE

KWFED TV —L T — 27D EEZM 2.1 IZ5RT. YIal—xB3eMifigs Lo —
Vv (RER) THEINTWDS., @EliliGREAY IaL - a VIZBTLRETH
D, T—Yxzrh OITFIRL TEDORIRAPZIL TV, AV Ialb—vavi
BWTE I VRLTEIN:: TV OFH BLO -V v b OFENIELE
TRt D% 1step &L, —RATY TOIFEFIZED 1HDYIab—vay (B
EHGIZBF 5 TET) 2L TWS., ==Yz FOHMNIEZ, UFOXRTHESIN
% flil % DERE (capital) ¢ ZIAK(LTH I L THS.

Market

c=m+ Z DiT; (2.1)

ZIZT, midz—yz v b OBEZ, p, BEY o 1% &BlHTE (26U 72 MES &
-V bOMRMEEREZRL, YIaLb—XZBHRINTVIHEGETIZONWT
ORMZFHELTWS, T—Y ¥ b IV —)UIZH D ETEERIRE1T D stylized agent &
HEEALEE I X 0 1TEREIRZ1T 5 DRL agent 2373 5. DRL agent |&— &M@ Z &
WXy NI — 27 OFEFEITD.
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Market 3. Update market DRL agent
+ Orderbook P S T
Vol|Price|Vol [’"“)‘j—’ ‘I'I'I"? ccccccc "
7503 [0 (== HHHH- e
Sell| [8]502 [0 e pa—
10[501 [ 0 CO—lH
050019
0[499]6 ||Buy
ek AN agert
Fund | ; o r_wF+wc+wN(WFF+WCC+WNN)
undamental price | ¢ — Buy order (r > 0)
(Only FCN agents Markets Agents - {Sell order (r < 0)
can access) g @+—
4’ Train DRL
@o—
i
2.1: ALY Ialb—yay ECHEEBEEEZITS 7V —AY -2, Y Ialb—

2GS -z v b (BER) fi‘%ﬁké?’bf% D, IVRLTEINZT—
Vv b OFEBE LTIV y NOTENCEDE BT ONIIREBOZ LIz L D ¥
Jab—YarviEiT LT, T—Y ¥ b stylized (FCN) agent 3 & U DRL agent
THE TN TW5S. DRL agent DFEEIZ DWW TIXX 2.3 TEHELL TW5.
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2.2.2 E£@THIZOEK

TG IEENEN, T—Y 2y FOEXEKMNT S orderbook (EXH) $ LT fun-
damental price (BEGM{HifE) 25D, T—Y Y MHPHT I MR TEBEUIUTO 35
HPFET 5.

e Limit order (¥8{H{¥3Z, LMT)
e Market order (f7{33X, MKT)

e Cancel order (¥ ¥ >N {EX, CXL)

LMT I& price (fiit%), quantity (&), side (buy X7zid sell) ZEHRK & U THD. MKT
I price ZFf7272\\72®, quantity B L WV side ZERE L L THRD. CXL IZIDOVHELT S
EXD ID THEKE NG, EXD ID FEMiisic X vikon, ToEXEZH L T—
Vv h OANCXL 2T IENTES. &/, —ERBHEL 2 0TI EENIC
WoHEEING, AROGMITTEGTREREXD—HEZM O EIHELHETEXEHFMLT S0, K
e TIEFEE LT R T2 HT CXL OAAREE Uz,

115 D& PLAE 1F continuous double auction (Efe N AW A — 2 > 3 > CDA) [96, 97,
98] 1ZHES. LMT IZDWTIHEX D side TG G BIEXDFIET 554, MKT
IZOWTIERAID side DIEXDFEET S5ERENTTON S, WEELDOFEHIZAD,
[F] —filid& DI XD EBAFAE T 258 13 ICH S NE X S IHICHET 5. FERE v &
BUFoATHRESNS.

v = min(vbuy, Usell) (22)

ZZT, Uy BEF vy PEVWEXS LUORVEXOHETHD. HWHES L U5
0¥ E PERIE, MRNEBHEOX DI 2 ThNnsd. DL EDOIESEERIE M REZRIESCR
B ETHREITS. 270, ¥Ialb—ya VB 1000 f7ENEHFERTE U THESUTE)
ZAT\N, 1000 1780 H M (RIE AT BB R IECT R TORE) 2175

Fundamental price (&85 DB 5T O A IE R HG Mtk 2 £ AN ffitk TH D, A

Ty I ab—ra Y iZB W TIAMIZERIC & B lifE 28 & BT 5720 R & 0
%. Fundamental price I% stylized agent D &AM 5B TE, DRL agent & orderbook @



2.2, ANLHGZIZE I3 ERE#RILFEEHDOEH 15

MHEHRD A6 FH%24T 5. Fundamental price (& geometric Brownian motion [99, 100] (3%
il 75 7 Vi#E), GBM) WS ATy TEET 5.

VIal—yavEIFOBIZIK, BUTFDONANR=NRTA—REEDLLEND 5.

o Tick size: fifit& D f/NRAL
e Initial fundamental price: Fundamental price O #JHi{A

e Fundamental volatility: GBM DR Z 7 « U 7 1 IH
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2.2.3 Stylized Agent DK

Stylized agent [101] &, agent based simulation T/A< HWHNTWSH T—Y v b
Thh, BEIZIEZNH) 2—v r ZUTOXRTIEHET 5.

1
r = wrF + weC +wyN 2.3
wF+wc+wN( E © N ) ( )

IThbb, r 23 DO0EHRZF, C, N OE&EVHTEHAT 5. F I fundamental term
X, BUEDO TN p, & fundamental price p; OIEFEEEZRT. F ik p, pf, B
SO timescale T ZFHWTLL RO XD IZEHEINS.

1 o
F=—1lo —t) 2.4
T & (pt ( )

Fundamental price p; OBLHNEIZ DWW TIXSRET G KW 72 EOMEIC EHN MG ) 1 R
EMATERT 256820, ULrLUABRSAFERIZBEWTIE, #BiBD /) 1 XHTIEHRS
MOPERAZNATEL-OHED p; DEZHAVTEREZIT- 7.

C 1% chart term &IEEN, flifED ML Y R2RT. Cldp, T BEFT A7 v 7
DOHGMiE pr ZFHVWTUTFO XS ICFHAEINS.

1 1% >
C==1o 2.5
: g(pt_T (2.5)

N X noise term &MEEN, ATFOIERDSGEN»ST TV v r7Ens,

N ~ N(u,0%) (2.6)

2.3 ROEA wp, we, wy FHK T—=YV b ZODWTEES IV T VI %
TV, ==Yy b OIFEIILV—IVIGEWERES. wp, we, wy DY VT 2V TIZDONWT
A HEEZFHAT LI EFZoNEDY, W) Z—2 OFRUEIZH LU 1 DOFHEEED
FTENZm oW E S, BEOAEZFIHL TWAS. 889/ D scale parameter op, oc,
oy BEYIaL—va Yy DI FORTHRET 3.
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Op = 1 (27)
oc ~ N (uc,0t) (2.8)
on ~ N (un, o%) (2.9)

ZZT, wp, we, wy I EEEPIZHWAMHEMED 728, 3EDSH 120D op ZIEE
LTWa. 72, wp, we, wy 1 EXHD

XELY & —> r %2 FHl#&, stylized agent IXPAF DX TREEAME 251877 5.

prar = prexp(rT) (2.10)

Z D%, pyr(l1—k) >p, THNIE buy LMT (BWEEEX) %, pur(l+k) <p TH
L sell LMT (72 0 fEES) 2 @mtilisic i U, Zh AN THNKESATEI 2 T7h 7R\,
Z 2T, k & order margin &IEIXH, HU5IZ &2 FAAFIZED K E X 2K T, Stylized
agent OF XHE v IFHER—BR2 4 w{1,5} oYU TV VI %75,

Stylized agent (ZZ DRAIZ K D, SELTE O RIIDFF D EARNZLMEHMEE, 374
Db stylized facts [46, 47, 48] I AREL 725 Z & BRISNT WS, 7272, ARIFFED K
DT TE S 7R HEIE TF 8 9 % DRL agent WMFAET 554, stylized facts D FFHIAAIGET
HBEPIIAHETH 5.
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2.2.4 DRL agent DK

DRL agent (ZZ D& DIE D, EEEAEEIZ X D IEATEIOEIR 21T\, &lfsic
BREATS . EXUTEOERGEL UTE, AKRBEBOFHlE XUV — 1Ly MERZ A
U7z, Tbb, ARMECTENEIREZNF IOV TERERZ DRLETILVTTHIL,
FHEREZHANTLV—Ly MERTITEIZ2IRET 5.

RIR D & 5 ATENREIR 2175 720121, IR REAR T SUTEI O MFL 2 175 B ED D
5. 22T, ik, BELVoRETREINDEATEORRBIIIEE 122 FLE
U, Tho 2 TE#ERNAEL L2 BAaFE IR EREPINELR>oTLES. 22
TARFETIE, —MIIZRRATH BB W TP ERMZEE 2T b, MED S i 7= fiff
BICEXDPEINDGE3IMTH L e 2FR L, TEREREZ DEBITIRE L EED
Ml Bz o7z,

AW CIRET 2IEXATEOMBUL HiEZ X 2.2 1257, X 2.2 TlX, EXIT#E%2 A
D 507 T VICEEELL TW5.

1. Action: [Buy, Sell, Do-nothing]
2. Market: n,, 4

3. Type: [LMT, MKT, CXL]

4. Price: n,

5. Volume: n,

%9, action & UTiE Buy (HWES), Sell (580 E3), Do-nothing (FEXATHEZ L)
D3HTITIVDFET S, Buy 721 Sell D& X, EXET S @MTEZ n, (¥ —
Ty NE) DS, [EXD Type 2 LMT, MKT, CXL OHi263E RS %, LMT OHEIE
Price % n, (flit&DFEIRATEEE) /455, Volume % n, (BEDZERATEEE) F:52 5 R
5. MKT OBE IEiMEIE AR E 272728 Volume DA% n, (BEDEIRATRER) b2 5
BIRT 5. CXLIZDOWTIEHFHIFIZCZ—Y 2> PBH LU TV AEXDERPBE R 72D
BERALDNEE L. U723 TRIMPETIRIEO M B2 b U, BIEHSICE8HI TS
I—Vzrh OEXDDBEDEWMIEIKDOEX, REMNEXD 2 7T I IZhEEZE
1072, 28, FLIIBAET 20, BDEL TE2EXD R WIRET OXL 2h#E X7z
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%6, 1781% Do-nothing IZEH X N7z ETHEEHRFTHMIZRF LT 1 BEZoNn5E. D
FEFxedd e, EBRWGELRBITEE ny BUATOXIIEIRINS.

Nal = 1+ 20 (104 + Mg + 2) (2.11)

AEBRTEE——7T v POGHIZOWTEREITS 12D n,, =1 705, FXlikE
(Price) & UTIXATAD & 512, mBEXEMED» S DA% {0,2,4,6,8,10} D6 777 T VI
FA=RAT B LIz kD, MERTEOAMRE 2 EIRAEE L U7z, EIRE 7z Price DfEZ
FWWT, FEBROESULME p IZEATD XS IZFHETE 5.

estask — Price  (Action = Bu
p{pbt * ( y) (2.12)

Prestbid + Price  (Action = Sell)

Price = 0 D&, BEWEXZ 51 best ask DMifE T, 72 013X 7% 513 best bid DAff
MCHEX%EITD 728, FEEMIZ MKT IEWTENERZ27>TWA Z 21274 5. Price &%
REWGG, 0B ITHEMZMETHEXEZITD T 21272 5. Volume (Z2WTIEEH/NY
FIHAZ 1 2L, 1HBWIE5D2 AT TVITNT A= U7z, BAEX D, BEIRARER
BIATEIEIE 1 +2x 1 x (6x24+2+2) =33 &7 5.
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Action Buy | | Sell Do-nothing
Market 0\1
 Toee———
Type LMT MKT CXL
Price 0,1,2,3, Lowest, Highest
Amount [0,1,2,3,- 0,1,2,3,

Nan = 1+ 2n,,(nyng +ny + 2)

2.2: A2C ET VT T AT OBERAL 1L AREBRTIE, 1781% Action, Market,
Type, Price, Amount ® 5 A7 TV IZHFHL, TN o ORAGHLEIZ K D EIRAEERAT
BOEGEERL .
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2.2.5 DRL ETILDEEK

AEERTHWS DRL €57V & LTI, 2.1.2 B TH M L 72 policy based FiED —FE
& U T advantage actor-critic (A2C) &\ 7z, A2CIZZDHDED,

1. Advantage

2. Actor-critic

D2 DODERZEMAGOEEERICFEEFIETH S, Actor-critic [102] 1&, J3REIE
% T3 5 actor network, ¥ L OREBMHAEREE % Tl 3 5 critic network D 2 DD v k
7 — 7 % ERHIFE T A FIETHB.

Actor network DAL 9y B & T critic network DAL 9y, 1A FDORUZ L D EHHE I NS.

Op = Vylog(m(as|se; 0))(Re — V(sy;0,)) + BVeH (m(s450)) (2.13)

9, = Vo,(R: — V(s51;6,))? (2.14)

m(a|ss; 0) & actor network 12 & O FHIS Nz KB w(s4;0) D, FRINATH) o,
NS B RS RS, ARHRD X S ITTEERER 2 THIT 258, a IZFEERITER
SNFATHD I NVTHABINS. s FHHBLIOCT -V bOREERL, FffEe
L T actor network (Z AJJ N5 Z & THEKBEHDO FHRNIZKM TIN5, 0 1 actor network
DINTA—=RTH5. Ry WfIMBEIE %, V(s 0,) 1 critic network 12 X O FHIZ 154K
REMfEREE 2R L CTWB. 0, I critic network D/XT XA =X ThH 5.

2.13 ADOFE—HIT S RAM & MEXN, WK S WVTEIOERIERLPRKE BB LI
3w NI —IDEHFIND. HRABOGEOER, @ OEARMTIE7Z <, advantage
LIEIEN D, REEMHERIE D T HIME % W 7 RN R, — V(s 0,) ZHWS Z & TFE
DIRIEAER I ND Z LAREINT VWS, 213 ROFIHIZA SN D H(n(sy;0) &
FRBEBOZ Y buE—%2RLTED, TV huE—IHOE AT X O PERRITERERIZ
55 Z eI NG. pIETY buE—HOBEAERSEKIINT 52EAZRTHREUTDH
D, EE 0.01 REOMEINHAVWSNS. 2.14 NILREBMMERIE Iz OWTOFHIFLEERL,
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THRRAEDNS BB XSy MY EITS 22T, EMEIREMEEE D T
NHREE 72 5.

A2C ETNVDZFEIZE L TIX, actor network & critic network 235 v b7 —2 D —#
EHAETZZLT, FHGERVH ET LI ERHMONTWS [71]. MAT, REDITHNIC
HIRDPEFT L FEVPEE R R>TUES 2D, —EMRTI VX LTHZITOIZ L
TITERER Z 7S E 5 € -greedy [103] DEADBHEREIN TN S.

A2C ~NDA Ty b TARMEL LTIX, LFD 3FEEE H W -.

1. Price series
2. Orderbook features

3. Agent features

Price series & 50 A7 v 7T L AZHIHI U 72 20 O TG OAfidg DNRFAEDITHITH 5. i
BOREM L UTIE, market price (L DFEAMF), best ask (78 D S H5MBLE), best
bid (H\WEREAAE), mid price (fffE) O 4 FEEEZHH U 72, KEOZE 2D RS 72
b, FNENDOMIEITEA DM TERILL TWS. Price series DIXITIE 20 x 4 TH 5.

Orderbook features A0 EF 10 flif& 263 2 MED R MLV THB. HW\ig
DOBEZXINUPTLLT S0, BEWEXOHEIX -1 HFLTW5D. AT, HIROE
BE: -V b OHULEBEZTNTNIZOWTARZ MVEERKL, 20x2 DA%
YERY L 7=

Agent features & T—Y =¥ b OBEE XL OEEBEH G ICHINT 5 H4E KN E THK
SN 1+ Nmarket IKTTEDNZ MILTH Y, KREBRIZE W T nmarer = 1 D728 2IKTTD
Ry MV EeRD. D LTWAHARERREIZADK L 5.

AFBRTHO A2C ETIVDARy b7 =M ZEM 2.3 1537, AERTHWZ A2C
T, HiRD Price series, Orderbook features, Agent features 7> 5N Z 3 LSTM J&,
Convolutional (Conv) & & UF Maximum pooling (MaxPool) J&, Fully-connected (Dense)
JE& CHREE L 217, FEE 2 #5571 Fully-connected (Dense) J& T /3 5EBE£L (Action prob-
abilities) ¥ & OMRREMHifERE%L (State value) Z F#I9 5. Price series % Fi\\ 7z <@l &5 8)
[ PHNTEFEL <fThbNTED, D% <) Long short-term memory (LSTM) [104, 105]
ZHWTREBHE A2 I T W5 [106, 107, 24, 108, 109]. L7228 > TARFEERTE Price
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series 2° 5 ORFEHHIZIE LSTM 2 W72, F7z, MEEHRIFIET 5 Orderbook fea-
tures 20 & ORI HNIZIZZ < DIFFET CNN 23V SN TH D (110, 111, 112], A%
T Conv @ B & U MaxPool &% W TR H 217> 72, LSTM JE DG MEALEIEUIC
I% tangent hyperbolic BA%(%, Conv 3 & U Dense & DIEMEALEEEIZIZ ReLU B4 % H
Wz,
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Feature Network Actor Network
Pri . | | I | 1
rice series LSTM Merge
- . Action probabilities
.
Orderbook Conv Max Pool

Critic Network

r
"

Dense

Agent feature
( 2 |—I-I_;

2.3: A2CET VDALY b7 — k. AREBRTHW: 3 DDRHEE Price series, Or-
derbook features, Agent features 7*5 £ £ LSTM J&, Convolutional (Conv) & &
* Maximum pooling (MaxPool) J&, Fully-connected (Dense) J& CTHRIEHHE 217\, K
B % #%55# Fully-connected (Dense) J& T /5 5EBI%L (Action probabilities) 3 & UMRREA
EREEL (State value) Z FHIT 5. LSTM & DIEMELBIZNIZ X tangent hyperbolic B %,
Conv & U Dense 8 DTEMEALBIEIZIE ReLU B#E W 72,

State value
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2.2.6 IRENBIHDERE

FENZHW 2 HRIMBIEL (reward function) 1%, FEFERPLEEHE TV ORI UIER
WRELKHET S, HETED, &£ -V b OHMIXMA NIRRT EE cap DEKAL

cap = cash + ZpMid,iposi (2.15)
UL7eDio T, & cap DEARILE HIETIWRMBIE Roo (capital optimization reward)
BT D XS ICEEINS.

Rco = cap,,., — cap, (2.16)
Capyy . = Ca5ht+7 + ZpMid,i,t-‘erOSi’tJrT (217)
cap, = cashy + > Pidia+7P0S, (2.18)

ZIZT, t BXO 7 3MTHRAB L ORERTH 5.

MEDESIZUTEE U Reo IREKATH 50, MESEHFET S, XUDIZ, #
XOHIE U722 723556 cash B & pos DB L 72\ 728, RIBEE D 1E & AME D A
IZHKFELTLE S, AT, Reo DEETHWSEE cap,,., BEY cap, IHALRE &
D EZZB L Wz, KRERRIVavr bl ez2HAELTLES. #HleLT,
100 FHO#EE 100 #, B4% 10,000 FHEF> TWBIREEE, H& % 20,000 HEF> TW B Ik
BETI cap DAEIXF— (10000 + 100 x 100 = 20000) &7 5. LA L, —B&HAIZRELS]
IZIEHEI AN (HBEWIEAT LY F) BEET 5720, TORRIZEWTIHREDIED
MEFUWREBEEZS. LB oT cap DEIBEIZHEIIANE2ERETHI L TLD#Z
MR AEE TELEEZONDS. BHEI T A MDHBEIZODWTIZE L DFERZ I N
TWBA (113, 114, 115], AEERZTS VI alb—Ya VvEEIIBW T RIZHET S Z
CIFHE L\, F 2 TAWISETIE orderbook DIERD AN SR TE 5 ik LT, B
DRV Y 3 v & $T NTHEITETHIE U 7256 O ERFE liquidation value LV, Z &AL 7z,
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Liquidation value % FA\W7-¥RMIEAE Ry ZATFTDO LK S IZEHRE I N 5.

RLV = LVH_T - LVt (219)

ZIZT, BLIRTORY Y a vz HETERWEE, penalty price THIET 22 L &
T5. I20b5, EDORY Y a VITDWTIEHRE 0 T, ADKY Y a3 /DWW TIETGME
D 25 TR 2475, 72720, HEMZIZZTDO LS BIGEIFFHBEKR I 572\, Liquidation
value I3R T Y a VIZH U TRERRFIVT 1+ DBHET 5720, Ry Y A7 [ELERRTT
Bz R oW THLELEZONS.

FEEFIZBWTI, Roo BLU Ry 3FENY FHOHMAZ A NTLATID & 5 IZ1EHK
ftEhs.

R= 2
E[R?]

(2.20)

72, FEBATERRITE (HE DEXD orderbook EIZFEFEL RWIRRETOD CXL %)
PHER I NGEI1TIE, EFALS N2 8INIZ penalty reward R, ZINE T 5. AREBRIZES
WTH R, = —05 & L.
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/,

227 TIal—4vDERE

YIalb—R0FEEOMEEK 24 1TRT. AFRTHW Y I ab—&IE, ALl
YIalb—YarviEiTS cient &, FEEBICFEETIVERET D server IZ -3 IN5.
Client (2B W TIE Java ! T simulator 25T NTEHE D, ¥ Iab—¥ 3 vO#ETHT
s, Simulator 225X 1 AT v T T &IT iterativeDataJson.txt 12 G DIREED H N &
na. EEEAAFEEETIVIE python 2 OO =77 SV 5= a vy 7 —57—72 Flask
ST L7z 2 77 7V =Y a v LITREI TV 5.

FHREOMIEFNEZ X 2.5 1ZRT. Java ETHEITTAATLHEG Y Ialb—Yavizdn
TDRL ==Yz v MITERERMEN S 2 5 1254, http i#15 % AW T flask server D
FHEEBHIFOH TN 5. DRL €TV O FHIEEKZIFOH 9 URL i flask-url /predict ® &
IZED SN T WA, http i85 %2 AW TIEOH X 117z flask server 1 iterativeDataJson.txt
oY Ialb—a VEREGAID SHERE ERL, DRL E TV AT U PSR
SEPUTEN 2 RET S, EIITENZ client IS D http BED VARV AL L THEES
1, DRL agent DITEINS6 Y I ab—Ya VaiHEINS. DRL TR FHIZLT S
client llZREFHIRE L 25720, FIREREOMKEDRL T—Y x ¥ b OIFEILED
VIialb—YavOEERgE S, £, FEIIATERERK A D o —E &R IS
SN DB E HWTITI BEDRH D, FU LN FRIRE O TIIRES X CITELERAS
2% DRLETIVHREFELTVWBEBENRDH 5. DRL E T ILOFHIKERIL flask server B &
U predictionDataJson.txt (ZfR7F S 5.

FERONIEFIEE X 2.6 1Z5R7. DRLETIVOERIALHGY I 2L —yaizsly
L —RBATY T fibhd., ALHEYIal—ya B WTDRL ETFIVOFEE A
Ty FIZEE L 72554, http 3845 %2 AW T flask server EDFEEBEBDOH 5. DRL
T 7V OFEEELUE G T URL i flask-url /train © & 5 IZEH 5N T W5, http s
Z W TIEOH, & 17z flask server (3 iterativeDataJson.txt 3 & U predictionDataJson. txt
noYvIalb—YaVvEREE LOCTHERZIRGET 5. BRI NERE» SiHER, ¥
HIRER B ORI i U, AfdZ5H5%, DRLET VORI A —XEHZIT\, http
WBED VARV A% client 1ZJEYT. DRLETIVOFEEIZYIalb—ya v eififr LTI
5T eMTESLD, DRLEFIVODFEHIIVIalL—yaVvEKEes REBEIZHY R

thttps:/ /java.com/
https://www.python.jp/
3https://flask.palletsprojects.com/
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TAHEDFHEENAZ L, RIZFHITEICDRL ETUMNEUNH X NS £ TIZFEETEIN
ETLULRWENRHAEDFENZIENWTYIal—Ya VIFRE~RLIREEX LTWA.
KEOIZLV—LT—ZI2BWT, YIal—>araliiizETTaZ s i3ExnT
W2, WiFFERBIZEE I DOWTIE, 233 EBTEEE2EDIFIHL WS,
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Client

(& \

Simulator(Main)

Java
Market gen

.

Market data

Data manager
|terat|veDataJson txt ﬂ » Preprocessing /
setting.json

http

29
Server
A GO
Predictor
« DRL model

1

X 2.4: ¥Ialb—REHEOMEN. KEBRTHWZYIaLb—&1F, ALHEYIalL—
vavEITD client &, WEBAFEET IV EBEEFET S server 120X 5. Client 12

BWTIE Java T simulator 233 XN TH D,

vIial—yvarvolEfFiaiftbhbhsd. %

JETR b € TIVIE python DV =77 TV r—Ya>y 7L —AL"T—72 Flask TE#K L 7z

7T TV r— a3y BT EI WS
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@ call flask server
Client Server

, [ python | k-‘
{flask-url} predict; a Qas

(2 Load iterativeDatalson.txt

Client Server
| python |
‘g) P % Flask
Java
— 1
iterativeDatalson.txt |

(3 Predict and return http response and save variables

Client server

r'y
<)
13\5
-0
@]
=
m
‘_
%)
[7]
W‘ |

: 7 B
predictionDatalson.txt \

2.5: VI alb—RIZET B FHIROMETFNE. Java ECTHEITTHATLHEY I a b —
¥ a 2B \WT DRL agent (ZATEREFIEN G 2 5 N 7254, http i@{5 % AW T flask server
EOFRIBIEDIFOH X35, http @815 %2 W TIEOH, X 377 flask server |3 iterativeData-
Jsontxt 5 Y I ab—Y 3 VEREEGAID HLEEEK, DRLETIVIZADL P
HIRER D 5 FBIRITE 2T T 5. DRL €T LO FHIEE R T flask server 3 & U prediction-
DataJson.txt IZfRFE I N 5.
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(@D call flask server
Client |

Client Server
python
ﬁ %E Flask
e —— “ 4
iterativeDatalson.txt predictionDatalson.txt

(3 Train DRL and return response
Client Server

~ python
pUP %E Flask

% 2.6: ¥ aL—XIIHBITEFHGEOMMETFIE. DRL €7 IVOFEEEE, http @85 %HW
T flask server EDZFEEEBMPFEOHE XN 5. http @15 %2 AWV TIHEOH X 17z flask server
1% iterativeDataJson.txt 3 & O predictionDataJson.txt 226 I ab—v a VEEB LU
TEEREZIET 5. SIS NZEE» SHIHEE, FUKRS X OIRBEE E i L,

Afc %M, DRLETIVDNT A—XEHFHZITWV, http@fFD L ARV A% client (23K T

F 3
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2.2.8 ZEEREH

MEZEF CCMANLEZT L —L T — 2 2HWTERE2IT- 7. KAEBRIZBWTIZUATD 2
SIZDOWTCHER T A Z 2 HIET.

L FEIL Y I 2L — R CRBBICFEEET VOZEEAMTZ 50

2. EEU G RE R 2 & 5 7

2.2.5 O DRLET V% 2.2.6 FETHEH L 72 capital-only (CO) reward 3 & U liquidation-
value (LV) reward Z FHWTHEE L, ZORFAEFAET IV OMELED 72 DRL €TV D
BEMEbLWY Iab—YarE{Fo7z. DRLO¥E %2175 Ialb— 3 V% training
simulation, MREEZ1TS I 2 L —¥ a > % validation simulation & L3,

FERD /AT A — REFE R K 2.112739. Validation simulation 125\ T, epsilon-greedy
AW T VX LIRATEREIRIZ T2\, Training simulation (281} 5 7 > X L{THE)HE
K e1%0.2 & U7z, Training simulation 3 & Of validation simulation I&% #1% 41 100 [2]D
sub simulation THERL X 41, 4% sub simulation I& 1,000,000 A7 Y 7D T—Y Vv b 47
g5 & O market DEFHTHEK TN D. L72H35 T, training simulation 3 X OF validation
simulation I&ZNZNEFE 100,000,000 AT v FTHBE IS, £ sub simulation 1%
TNEHEOHGOMEEE 2E L TWa.

£oIalb—varyZliiz, YIalb—yvarvoONANN=—nNFXA—=2E IV 1000 4D
stylized agent D/XF A =X &Y > 7)) V7 UERZITS. Stylized agent (2B WTIE, &
agent IZHWVWTHE) X —VHERK 23 ROFEANT A =X wp, we, wy 227V
T ERENDHL. BENT A RIS MGP ST T v oI, FBEGHD AT —
WINT A =R ogp, oo, oy &% sub simulation Z E \ZIEBRSHER S T) v r7Xns.
Mz T, REE T B LU order margin k (&—kRDAENRSY TV VT %75 7=.

BESTEDAT —IVINT A=K op, 00, ON

DNTA=RIFERDMMEBE SO~ Gr oY 7)) v I %2iFo572. op, 00, oy I
stylized agent DXEY X — VEHERX 2.3 ROFEENRT A =X wp, we, wy 22TV
VIS BEBDHDAT —NVNRFGA=RTHY, YTV TINT op, oc, oy &
WT 1000 /KD stylized agent D wp, we, wy DY > TV VT %4757, Stylized agent
DENTA—=RIZBWTIEU RO AEROY YT v T %1To7-. F7z, stylized agent
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& DRL agent DfTEIMERZ{IZ 5728, {FAT Y T TT VX LERI N7z stylized agent
DITEIER%Z 05 & Uz, 45, ERI N7z stylized agent 1% 0.5 OMERTITHEIL,
0.5 DHEETHEE TITROMEM = —Y x> b ANERIND.

Iz 7T, DRL agent ™% sub simulation BIIRRHZ BT B2 REMRRNE 2o % EH DM D
SH TV T, FIIEEN —EE b L5NMBHEEZRETHZ LT, R MED S
VAL EEAL .

BLO BL&E cashy ZLATFD LS IZEHEL, VIHHEE -CDOEMETFTT v X ohE2EA
L.



Yo

F2mE AL & BEEMALTE ORI & 2 5 Mg 2EH

34

#2.1: ALHBIIB T 2HERILFEHETIVEEHOERSM:. 0B, N IXEHRSGE,

£72, po EHGMEDMHMETH 5.

U ZRLTWS.

Value or distribution

Category Parameter
Simulation # sub simulation (training) =100
# sub simulation (validation) = 100

# step in sub simulation = 1,000, 000
Random action prob € aining =0.2
Random action prob €yaiidqation =0

Market Initial fundamental price ~ N(500,50?)
~ N (1074, (107%)?)

Fundamental volatility

=1

Stylized agent oF

oc ~ N(0.3,0.03?)

ON ~ N(0.3,0.03?)

Time scale T’ ~ U (500, 1000)

Order margin k ~ U(0,0.05)

Action probability 0.5
Time scale 7 1000

DRL agent Initial position x ~ N(0,10%)

Initial cash my = 35000 — poxg
= 1000

Time scale T
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2.2.9 ERER

FERFER 2 LFITRY. REBRTIXIEKE LT, DRL agent & [FAERDITEMEHD S F
YRLATITHERZITS ETVICDOWTHEEREIT-72. ETVOMWRES L & EHE
I average reward R, Sharpe ratio S,, maximum drawdown MDD % F\CaFffi & 17 5.
Average reward (% sub simulation NORfTENIN$ 5 MBI DFEIIETH 5. Sharpe
ratio S, IZAFD LS IZEIR I N 5.

E[R, — Ry

VIR, — R (2.21)

p p—

ZIZT, Ry BLU R IIREBLIUORVFY—I DV R—2%, EB LTV XA

BLUODHERT. KERTIEIRVFIY—2DY X —2 R, 120 9 5. Sharpe ratio 1

ENFZIFLENZY R—2 2 B2 0 %M T 6L IR T E 5. &EIZ, maximum
drawdown MDD [116, 117] IZAFD X S IZEIR I N 5.

P—-L

ZIZTC, PBXUOLBEYIal—vavifificHEdARSVEELEZELZFIRIZEITS
BHEDETHSD. MDD IFHEEDKZ I ZFMT A EEL UTHHEAI N, NWFELZE
BERENMTZTWAI N bh 5.

Training simulation ¥ & O validation simulation (2351} % average reward DH#EFE %
B 2.7 L UM 2.8 1279, Random WHIEFIED T > X LTH)ERE TV, CO-DRL
MY capital-only reward Reo % FI\WTH¥E L7z DRL €7 )V, LV-DRL ¥ liquidation-value
reward Ry ZFWTFEE UZDRLETNVERT. 7V X LTERERE 7L OMMBIENIC
& Rco ZH W=,

2.7 %15 &, FEOMIZEWT Random B &L CO-DRL D averege reward 1% 0 {3
THHDIZH L, LV-DRLTIZEDEL 7> T\, 226 ZETihR/7ZE B, liquidation-
value reward Ry lZ3T—Y Y FDORY T a VIZHUBLU K BENERA I NG -0, 7Y
PAT D IRRETORMDOFEIEIIMEL R B LFEZ 65, LA L sub simulation DA
O Z 5124, LV-DRL € 7 )LD average reward (Z K& < EF U, 20 sub simulations
FEEHEITRICIE 0.5 R, RINBIE 2 EREL TWa Z & 2 FE T NIXIER IC BIF AR EK
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BEHRLTWSZ b5, —F, CO-DRL @ average reward (&5 8 DETIZ DN
THZEFLTWS L DD, LV-DRL & HAZ LIEFITENMETHRB L TH D, EEHB)
HITZATWRWZ Ehb»s. LEXD, RIS TRZE L 72 liquidation-value reward
Riy D3—#&i47% capital-only reward Reoo (ZEHEARZFEESNERZ2 REEMIZED -2 L3 h 5.

—%, X 2.8 1Z/R9 validation simulation Tl%, DRL €7 VO FHIKFIZ epsilon-greedy
ZHEAL TWARWZ, training simulation (2t~ CO-DRL 3 & ' LV-DRL €7 )LD
average reward DfED DT D IZHE L T\ 5. Validation simulation (ZHBWTH, sub
simulation Z &2 EFENIFET 5 HDD4RIZ LV-DRL BRIFRSEEZEL TEH D,
sub simulation Z &IZEE U2 SHRETTGRME T TEFEEH UZBEY G TH 5 T & hV0
RN

Training simulation ¥ & O validation simulation (2 31} 2 fHfig LD FH HAE R 2 K 2.2
2T, ETOVHEBEIXRETIR D average reward R, Sharpe ratio S,, maximum drawdown
MDD THfiL T\Wa. ZFHiifEfE L sub simulation Z & IZFHHE I NTEH Y, training
simulation, validation simulation Z#1Z %1 100 [{]D sub simulation D33 K VfEEH#E
RENTHINTND., £ 22 2/5L, 3D20HELTIZEWTLV-DRL €7V H9E
WIZRWHAEZ K L CT\WA. LV-DRL € 7)VI& Sharpe ratio 23 & WD IZ A Maximum
drawdown 2V/NE <, BEZEREEL LA SLEMNITHHZ LT TWa Z edbnd. 16,
training simulation {23\ T LV-DRL € 7 )V ® Maximum drawdown 23K & < 7> T\
5D, FEOPIIEFICRERBREZHLTWEZDTHLLEINLND.

HETNVOHREGIZK 2.9 B LT 2.10 1277, ¥ 2.9 & validation simulation {25
7% 9 [ H D sub simulation OF5EHR %, 2.10 (¥ validation simulation (251} % 4 [A]H
@ sub simulation DFFRZ/RLTH Y, BUTIEMEZ SCIZEHE U 72 &RE (Capital), RE
P& (Position), i (mid price) DZEIR 70y hINTWAS.

B 2.9 OB LV-DRL B IERIEF L BAH 2R L TWAHITH D, REDIRTERI NG
LV-DRL IZZ%E U T capital 2’ LR U TW5A. F£7z, LV-DRL &P LA position 73 0
ETHBLTEY, VAZELSTICEEZEX T Z L IZEILTWS. LT Random
B &£ U CO-DRL & position WKE LK ERELTEDH, CO-DRL IZDWTITEFEIZILR
HMERF, Random (ZDWTIZHNGI I A MZ X DIRZICEENFREL TWA. 72, capital D
RNIEIZDWTH position DHIIEDIKE NI RKELRS>THED, VAZDEWTE%
HEIRLTWAZ Db 5. 7428, sub simulation FE(Z DWW T LV-DRL @ position A3/
L ABoTVWBZLIZDWTIE, DRLETNVOFEBPL+HTHEZEWENTHD L
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EZoNb.

—7, B 2.10 Ti& CO-DRL BMEFH R ZIKL TW5. LV-DRL A ¥ 2.9 [FRRLE
UTRIZEZ B TWBDiIzxf L, CO-DRLIZMED EFICHbE o IcEEEZBP LT
W5, LA L, CO-DRL I sub simulation 24K TH&4E position ZIEIMXETEHE D, capital
DETEHORES NS BN, EFIZVAZDEWRETEZ2ToTWAI DD
5. ZDLHIZ, EEROBETEHOT %A TH LV-DRL BMEN /MK E2 F#EHTET
Wb ENbhb.
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Average reward
o
o
o

—0.25 —— Random
—— CO-DRL
—0.501 —— LV-DRL
0 20 40 60 80 100

Sub simulation
2.7: Training simulation {251} % average reawrd R O#f%. Random 2SHLERFIED
7 VX LTEREIRE TV, CO-DRL 2% capital-only reward Rco % AW THE L7z DRL
€5 )l, LV-DRL #* liquidation-value reward Ryy ZFHWTFEE L7 DRLET L %2 KT,

S 0.6
(o]
; 0.4
o
go.z —— Random
> —— CO-DRL
< 0.0

: —— LV-DRL

0 20 40 60 80 100

Sub simulation
2.8: Validation simulation (Z$ 1) % average reawrd R DHF. Random A ELERTED
7 VX LTEREIRE TV, CO-DRL 2% capital-only reward Rco % FAWTHE L7z DRL
€5 )V, LV-DRL ?* liquidation-value reward Ry 2 W T¥E L7~ DRLET IV %2KT.
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# 2.2: IV R LMTEREIRE TV, CO-DRL ETI), LV-DRL ETFIDETFIIHEE. &F
EOMREX R, S,, MDD TiMiidh s, #EEIE sub simulation Z & IZFHRE X N, SF
¥ + RO TR I N T WA,

Simulation Model R Sp T MDD |
Random | —0.035+0.017 0.00540.005 0.111 +0.143

Training CO-DRL | 0.004 +£0.025 0.009+0.006 0.144 £+ 0.196
LV-DRL | 0.4024+0.236 0.043 £0.023 0.049 + 0.137
Random | —0.038 £0.018 0.005 £ 0.007 0.110 +0.104

Validation CO-DRL | 0.020 +0.023  0.009 £ 0.006 0.124 +0.178
LV-DRL | 0.530+0.079  0.053 £0.019 0.012 4+ 0.004
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(a) 9th Sub simulation

60000

50000

Capital

40000 -
—— Random
—— CO-DRL
—— LV-DRL

30000 1

Position

420+

400+

0 200000 400000 600000 800000 1000000
Time
2.9: 7 VX LTERERE TV, CO-DRL €75V, LV-DRL € 7 )V D78, Validation
simulation $17 % 9[FH®D sub simulation DFERZRLTED, LA SIHIZERE (Capital),
AN E (Position), ffl (Mid price) D#FE % 7y L TW5.
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(b) 4th Sub simulation

80000 1

60000 1

Capital

40000 1

20000 -

Ranaorh
—— CO-DRL
— LV-DRL

10001

750

5001

Position

250+

Random
—— CO-DRL
—— LV-DRL

4801
4701

o 460

54501

o

S 4401
4301
4201

0 200000 400000 600000 800000 1000000

Time

41

B 2.10: 7 > X LMTENERE TV, CO-DRL €7V, LV-DRL € 7V OITEMI. Validation
simulation $1F% 4 [B[H®D sub simulation DiERZRLTE Y, LA SIHIZERE (Capital),
A A& (Position), il (Mid price) D#FE%Z 70y hLTW5.
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2.2.10 FEHEEOZ LM

LV-DRL ¥ E U 7= B EHIKIZ DWW T K D EFIZR B S 21T 5 720, EIRAEERITEI O
PUSHE DA 2 H U 72, #ER 2B 2.11 1R 178137 Action-Type-Price-Volume” DL
TRRINTWVWD., file LT, "Stay” iZalH U722\ TE] (Do-nothing), ”Buy-LMT-2.0-1.0”
EEWIREESCT best ask & 0 2 flif& 73 20 Milikg, 1 8EDOFXATE) %, ”Sell-CXL-Low-”
1258 D 1ESUIR D Be/IMIIREE ST 2D H LIEXE R LTV 5.

X 2.11 # &% &, Random (DWW TIEZ D%GEHE ) 24782 IZIFFRMER TERL TV
%. CO-DRLIZDWTIX CXL 2T 2 HERINSI K FHINTWEHDOD, ZOMDTT
BN DOWTIERERL, BRTEHRIEVNFEZETCETWRWI bbb, ML TILV-
DRL TIXTEEFICTHE R AN T WS, LV-DRL TRHUERIERHPMEL o> T W
%" Buy(Sell)-LMT-0.0-5.0” $ & 0" Buy(Sell)-MKT-5.0" (& K E 2 BE CTHREZ1TD & 5
RIEXATHTH Y, —MNZHFICARRITEITH 2 72 OBPFBEMEL > TVDE I &
MHELEIND. KU TLV-DRL ETNVH% EIR L TV 5" Buy(Sell)-4.0(6.0)-5.07 1%,
WS EH F A R 22 Ak (HWiEX OGBS IREWRRAN, 720 EXOEEIEE D REA
BlAHE) TORELRBEOFEXTH D, FAEE RIAD DFEATEAEERNIEEN TV S
Zebhrd. L TLV-DRLIX THEIZEM LK TRELBEDE X EZ, HEIZA
FIZRHAE T/NS RBEDEXZITS ] 5%, AEOHTRTHEIEZ2FEHTETWS D
ENbnb.

S SITHMZRTEI NN Z — 2 e LT, #ifid 5 2178 KO 3TENC DWW THIE S & AF
BRULER U7z, $ERZX 2.12 B IO 2.13 12RT. MO T8RS 2R L, 78I
RIS 2B 2.11 OB REINATENZ AN S 0, 1, iRo75G60F52RK LT
W5, file LT, FFIZESAONSTEHITLLTTH S.

e 17: Buy-LMT-4.0-5.0 (58 » Sx B KBLED & 4 AL 2O i~ DEE 5 D EHWFEX)

e 18: Sell-LMT-4.0-5.0 (H\WE BB & 4 AL & Wik~ DEE 5 D7 D iEX)

e 19: Buy-LMT-6.0-5.0 (58 ¥ Sx B &BLED & 6 HAL 2O ik~ DEE 5 D E W)

e 20: Sell-LMT-6.0-5.0 (B \WEEBLED & 6 BLAL & WM&~ D RE 5 D78 b iHEX)

X212 BLUOH 213 275 &, KB RTFEZ—VIFR ST, HEHMIZH 2.11 O
BEDNAADOPMTEITEVWE D IZRZA D, AEBRIZBWTCIZ—EDOTEIT1IHEXDA LD H
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T ENTERNWEZD, EiGOEalTY making [118, 119] O & S5 2Rkl 2 17 5 12 138
Wid DITEI N — VWL D RBED D DD, RERIZBVWTEIZDO XS RFEH IR SN
otz TiE, AREBRTHOZZ MBI ORI 2 I GBI TS,
MOfEH TV v b BT VX LTERI NG 72 ORI NI O XA TE) % #ifi L C
TOTENHUWERETH L I ENERZEEZEZOND.

DRL agent DFEHN P T N 5 EARKN 2B &K & U T,, trend follower [120] 23281F
51 %. Trend follower |3 Hif&D b L > NITEREL 728 &178) %217 5. DRL agent * trend
follower DfTEIMKIR % 17 5 5 &, itk b L > RAGE0 H\, F R DIEHRANE BRI 5
Brhzserfansg. U UARFERTIE, Mg LY RRESRORAT LY B eEX
TTEIOIHME R MBERRIZ R S e o 7z, A TRZE L 7= liquidation value reward &
FEFNT Y A T [ 2R R INBEE T H O, DRL agent DITENZ T H B DAL AE RICHED
SVARZEHDBURPLDIZEENT WD EEZOND. £, FEERFMACHIILE, &
MBI DE%GEL, BB 7NV TY ALTHHTSREL—Y v FOBEAIZLD, LD EE
ISR 2 T B Z D[RRI B ARSI B
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0.10"
0.08 -
>
>
‘5 0.061
©
o
© 0.04
o
0.02 1
o0 —oom""r—v -—m--r——— e —_ =
'oooooooooooooooooooooooooooqééié
SOl A A A S AN 0 W N0 S SN o o 2.2
Boooooooooooooooooooooooo,_w_'}_'|_'—.'—.'II
U’OONNqvwwwwoooommqvmmwwoozxzz;;_'l_'l
EFEEEEEEEEE P Y EEEEEEEEEE T TS 2005
SSS=S=2S=Z=2=S=sEE=Z=2==Z==Z=====EkE >= >= LIS
JFFFFFFF A2 FHHH22 50505 >
Y N Y I N i I N L AL Ll Y By
5050505050 >=5050505050 >=
AVNANAVNANAOANSTAaNAVNAVNAVNAON SO
mwun mwn
Action

B 2.11: J ¥ X LTENERE TV, CO-DRL €7V, LV-DRL E 7V OATHEIHE S
1. 17813 Action-Type-Price-Volume” DJE A TR R I NTEHE D, validation simualtion
PRIZBIT2EKETNVORFBHE Z TR L TN 5.
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CO-DRL
0.010
—— LV-DRL
0.008 - Random
o)
S 0.006-
o
0.004-
0.002 1
L
R R R A e e B S B B
R I R T T T T T T T B B AT
Action

212: I VX LTERERE T IV, CO-DRL ET ), LV-DRL ETINIZDOWTO, Hfk
I 5 217ENDHE . BEEATEIRSIE R L, TEIRFAOEFIIH 2.11 ORI R X
NAITENCED S0, 1, LiR->7-FF52KT.

0.00125- CO-DRL
—— LV-DRL
0.00100 1 Random

§ 0.00075 -
o

0.00050 1

0.00025 -

0.00000 S e s S S o S——— — S —— — — —
~ [e)] (o] ~ ~ ~ ~ (o] o ~ (o] ~ ~ [e)] [o0] ~ [@)] ~ (o] [o0]
N N A T
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ [e)] ~ [e0] ~ [o0] (o] [o0] o [e)] [e)] ()] ~ [e)] (o] ~
N N R
~ ~ ~ [e)] [e0] ~ o [e0] ~ ~ ~ [o0] ~ ~ ~ [e0] [e)] [e)] o [e)]
- — — - — — o — - — - - ~— - - — — ~— o -

Action

2.13: TV X LMMTEREIRE TV, CO-DRL ETJ), LV-DRL EFIIZDWT®D, df
95 3TEIOHE . BEATEIRS 2R L, TEIRFANOF T 2.11 ORI R X
NDITENED S0, 1, Lik-o7-2F52KT..
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2.3 ERREBRCEBIROLE

22 # T, ALHBYIalb—yay ECHERILFZEET VZFEIEL 7L -4
7 — 27 DRE, F, BIOWEEEZTo72. REFBRTIE, A7V —07—2%HW7=5EER
U, #EOHEERIFEETE, DQN B L ASC DM 217572, A3C D%
WZBRL, ETFVEE IO 20 LT > TW5.

AWFED IR 1Z 2020 F AN THIREF R BE KRR THERLTWS [121].

2.3.1 ZEEREIE

KETHWEYI2ab—%&, &l T—YorMd221 5, 2225, 223 H,
224 ECMH L7z H DL AMKOEEDOLDEHWZ, GEiiEHIE1 e Lz £ -V
Y MR T VR LRIEFRTHERRA G2 60, Ti5RkEL2 GICEXDERS KUNE%
PETSH., T—Y ¥ b OEXIX market @ orderbook (AR IZEFKX 41, i
[M]#4 — 2 > 3 ¥ (continuous double auction) DFit&IkE 71 £ X & FHWTHAI AT
5. ¥ X2l —X&ITI environmental agent (BRIEL—3 x> b)) & UT stylized agent »*
10004k, ¥ T —Y x> b & LT DRL agent 23 1 K&k XN 5. DRL agent 1 2.2.5 =
[Fkk, fllit&R%1 (price series), {¥XHRIRFE (orderbook features), T— = > MEH (agent
features) Z AJJ& U, B 2.2 THMEFH UL ND 5 DDIHHE % ) & 9 511 X7 H O #ERR
fbzf7 o 7.

1. {3478 (Action): Buy, Sell, Do-nothing

2. EX DM (Type): LMT, MKT, CXL

3. fiif& (Price, LMT O &): {#{# 0, 2, 4, 6, 8, 10 HLALEfEN 7= AfiF%

4. & (Volume, LMT 8 KO MKT O &) : 1 841 d 5\ ik 5 HAL
5. UV H L 9 573 (CXLOrder, CXL DA ): best & % 1& worst

PLEDOZEMZK 2.2 OTFEIBOFHARNIZINRAT S E, DRL DHEIRTIEILTD LS
WZER I NS,
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I1+2x1x(6x24+2+2)=33 (2.23)

DRL €7 NVOFEIZHAWV BB L U Tid, 2.2 ZOEBRKERZEE X, liquidation
value reward Rpy (2.2.6 &) %\ 7=,

2.3.2 DRL EFTILDOEK

DRL €7V & LTI, 2.2 BTHWRZ A2C ([Z3G5IFER (Asynchronous) 3 % B D
A7z Asynchronous Advantage Actor-Critic (A3C) [71] & W7z, MiFER A3 D %E
WIZOVWTIH 233 BTHHL TV S,

EEREETEE UTiE, Bk A3CIZHA, Deep-Q Network (DQN) Z$#fH L5
R, W& 4T 572, DQNIZHEN— 2D A3C & B2 0 HifEBEBR—ADFETH b, &
FEIDATEMIERE R (A 2 =2 — S )Ly b7 — 2 TIERLT 5. [FERERIEZI34T
BHifERE D FHMEA D K EWTEIAERN SIS, ASCBELXUDQN DRy b7 — 71
B ZEB 214 1TRS. WMETIVIIHOEZREFER—DO Xy b7 — 7R E2 RS, filitgR41,
FESCHCRAE, T— = > MEWRD 3 DDOFEHZE St T - REE %2 £ 12, DQN
TIXTENMEMERIEL, A3C TIXGRBE S L CREMERBA TSNS, ThE N0
BB ORI 2175 2y N7 — 213 2.2.5 B ERBRITEIR U 72, k&R0 LT
IE LSTM %, 7 XHIEERIZA LTl Conv B LU MaxPool 2, T—Y ¥ MERIZDW
T Dense 2 W TREHIHE 217 - 7-.
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&R 5

ECHRIREE

I— v MER

i

//’
Lé%M

Conv

Conv
MaxPool
Conv
Conv

MaxPool

\MaxPool )

Dense
Dense

Merge

\

Dense
Dense
Dense

TENIIER %

— DQN

e

HREBE

RREMMIERI 2K

— DQN, A3C

— A3C

et

AT & R0 3 OE I & 2 HU5 | Mg 23

Hi@

2.14: HEEEALFE PRI ERTHWZ ASCB XU DQN EF LD Ry 7 — 7 %
. WETVITHEDEERRER—DO3 Y b =B ERD. HAOBIZBWTIX, DQN

TIATENMME B,

A3C TIZTI RIS L CREMEBEL FHIE N 5.
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2.3.3 WMHIFRAHEBDORE

Wi FEFRAFE OB % X 2.15 1289, WFIFERIIEE [122, 123] 28 W TiE, DRL
ET N DEAINIRNT X — X ZH&H1S 5 DRL server 8 K EBED Y I a L —¥ 3 VT
O U %475 DRL worker %\ 5. DRL sever 3 & f% DRL worker l[&[fl—D=2—7
Wty NI =27 % BFRFLTED, & server B & U worker D/38F7 X — X X HIEHDE & 752 >
TWwWa. ALHHBYIab—y3 v %475 simulator I EZNENHZUTHELTED,
simulator & DRL worker (&—X—X/& L TW5.

DRL € FIVFHIFFIZ DWW TIE, % simulator 3 & U worker T 2.2.7 # & [E#RDULEE % 17
5. DRLETNVZEERIIBIT AU ZX 2.16 12RT. ZEAY Y NE{YIab—rvay
WP SIEH I N TWA, Hil& LT Simulator #1 7> S DRL worker #1 D5 XY R A3
O XN 7546, 2.2.7 EOMBEFEEE, iterativeDataJson.txt 3 & (FpredictionDataJson.txt
"o JEREE2 SR, BEEBEKEET L, DRL worker #1 D87 X —X& 4, (ZDWTDAH
00, #EtHE T 5. TD#, HB 06, T DRL server D/)NT A —&X § ZHHFT 5.

0« 0 — adb, (2.24)

ZZT, aldfRTH 5. Adam [124] X RMSprop [125] D optimizer [126, 127] % H
WaGE, ZOEHNTRLRLEDE7S. DRL server D37 A —X Z8HH L721%, DRL
server D/NT A —2& § % DRL worker #1 D/NT A =X  1Za¥—9%. LEDLS%
AL % £ simulator 3 & U worker (2 DWW THEATT 5 Z &C, WiFIFERIIAZREE D ATHE & 72
5. MiFFERAZEICB W T, AEEER D worker DN T A — X & server DN T A —
RWEILD 20, WWY)LREED/NT X =R EAMPREH X NN ERERH L. L, I
FNZY Iab—=2avaFETL, RRLZEETICET AR Z WL/ T A — X EHIZH
WBZETHEDRO PRSI N L WIS MESH Y [122, 128], —MIITIZFIEN 7%
HEEE LTHSONTWS., AFERTIZ10MFTEEZT>TWVWS.
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Simulator #1 DRL worker #1
Network\
: params
Simulator #2 DRL worker #2 DRL server
Network | Network |
: params params

Simulator #3 DRL worker #3

Network
; paams

2.15: HEEERAL T TR IR T W 7230 5 3E [FY (asynchronous) 23 OBFE.
FIFERFE 2B W T, DRLETIIVORMINR T A — R 2413 5 DRL server 5 &
OEBDOYIal—a vy TIEUCH L %2175 DRL worker 2 i\ 5. DRL sever 8 X UO#%
DRL worker (Z[fl—D=a2—J )32y T =2 Z2ERLTE D, server B & O worker D
NI A=ZFHEDMEE 7> T WS,
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(D Calculate gradients by DRL worker
Simulator #1 DRL worker #1

3 Network DRL server
Market : Params 0,
: Network
< 00, = V9110LSS Params 0
‘ iterativeDataJson.tfl—\ErEjictionDataJson.txt

(2 Update params of DRL server

Simulator #1 DRL worker #1
)RL serve
PNetwc:rk DRL server
: arams 0,
) Network

Params 6
0 < 60— adb,

(3 Copy params of DRL server to DRL worker
Simulator #1 DRL worker #1

DRL server

Network
Params @

2.16: DRL € 7IVEHERZ 51T 2 WM HIFEF LI OBEE. simulator #1 %*5 DRL worker
H1 DEBFAY Y RBIECH XN 25E, 2.2.7 ZOMMFEE, iterativeDataJson.txt B &
U predictionDataJson.txt 72 5 JEE 2 S8, HABEHZFEH L, DRL worker #1 D/37
A—=R O IZDOWTOAR 00, #5tHT 5. TDk, AL 00, % H\T DRL server /3
TA—=K 0 ZFEHTS. DRL server D/NT A — X FEH%, DRL server D/XT A —X § %
DRL worker #1 O/XZ XA —X §, IZa¥—9 5.
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2.3.4 ZEEREH

RBETHVIaV—ZZ2HVT, DQNBLXVT A CDFEEB L Ol 2f7>7-. ¥ 32
=3 v 1i8TiE =—Y = v b OF7E) 100,000 A7 v T THEK I 1, training Tl
300 #d4T, validation TIX 100 fTDY I ab—Ya vy &{To 7.

BRETBHNITA—RIZDVWTIE 228 BEFAKTH S, NITA—XFEE K 2.3 ITR
T, A3C B XU DQN EFT N DO¥EE X OCMEEIXFTE D@ M FEFRIHTIT 5. AREBROD
Wid 7 — A —8UE 10 & U7z, REBRTIXHEBSR L UT, DQN B XU A3C L [FBROITHE)
RN O T v X LIATEREIR 21T 5 zero-intelligence agent (Z1 agent) [129, 130, 131, 132)]
WZDOWTHEREIT- 7=,



2.3, EERREMRALTE FIEO R 53

# 2.3 ALHHICB T2 @ERIGEEET VAEOERSEM. b, N ZEMDF%,

U TR E2RLTWVWS.

L7, po XTSI OWIETH .

Value or distribution

Category Parameter
Simulation # sub simulation (training) = 300
# sub simulation (validation) =100
# step in sub simulation =1,00,000
Random action prob € aining =0.2
Random action prob €yaiiqation =0
Market Initial fundamental price ~ N(500, 50?)

Fundamental volatility

~ N (1074, (107%)?)

=1

Stylized agent oF
oo ~ N(0.1,0.012)
o ~ N(0.1,0.012)
Time scale T' ~ U (500, 1000)
Order margin k ~ U(0,0.05)
Action probability 0.5
Time scale 7 1000
DRL agent Initial position x ~ N(0,10%)
Initial cash my = 35000 — poxo
= 1000

Time scale T'




54 FH2mE ALty & RERLEE O I X 25 73

2.3.5 ERER

BFHED average reward E[r] DZ2{bZE %X 2.17 8 LUK 2.18 1Z/R-F. KIZIEA sub
simulation D average reward DZABDFLHEK TN TH D,, A3C X Asynchronous Advan-
tage Actor-Critic Z, DQN I Deep-Q Network %, ZI I& zero-intelligence agent D3R
ERLTWS. 22T, AFBRIZWSIFERPTEES LORGEZIT>TH D, FHAKIZ
sub simulation IZFEFFDIEWIHIZEITL TWBHE DD, sub simulation DIEE (330K ED
FEXEEFETLH)IZE D ZOKTIHIZE T ORENFET S, TO XD EDL H D ik
@ sub simulation & [#Kd 5 & average reward DAY E R LU TWAEEDRLVE DD, fH
e UTIZA3C B LV DQN ETFIVIEH 217 1R TEHBREIZ 5\ T sub simulation @
4T & & H 1T average reward DIEA M ELTWA. Z Zh 5 MR RILTE FiEHNE ]
WHEBEETZATWAS I DN ED, MFEEZHKT 5L DOQN XD GHIZFEHEZITA
TWBZeHbhrsb., XL TA3CIEEERH T average reward DED A ELTH D, FH
ZREIT 5 Z LTI OICERMMAM LT 2RI EA oND. —7, X 218 IZR TG
BB WTiE, 2y N7 —=2DFEZTo>TWVWARWZ®, average reward O _EFAH AT
fEL7Z2W. UL, 4 sub simulation D5 (BLEY) DEWIZ & 0 EBRFERVPKRE S ETF
LTW5., BREFBEEIZOWTIEZ L D7 — 2128 W T DQN A3 A3C % LE A5 R 25 L
TW5H, DQNIF—# A E < EEZE L LTWAKERD Y, BEFFHOLEMEL WS
IE CTIEALPIELMERE 2> TS, MFEDERIZ DV TIFRITHRMIIHEEZ 1T D.

FERFERE R 24 1TRT. REEFEFEOREFERFZRL, A3C X Asynchronous Ad-
vantage Actor-Critic %, DQN I& Deep-Q Network %, ZI I zero-intelligence agent % 2%
LTWa. FEFRIL average reward E[r|, Sharpe ratio S, [133], maximum drawdown
MDD [116, 117] T{Hfi X 41, validation simulations 100 1T D5 & OEEHENR 22 AR
INTWAS.

24 2 5L, average reward ¥ &' Sharpe ratio {22\ Tid DQN 23IEH I EF
RIEAEE R LU TWA. A3C & [ABRIZET 2 average reward 3 & U' Sharpe ratio DfE %
ARUTWED, DQN &I T 5L WINEENEL > TWa. ZIIZDWTIE average
reward 3 £ O Sharpe ratio BEDEE 2 ->TH D, TEIZLDELZHELTWVWS.

—7}, maximum drawdown {22\ Tl¥, A3C D 0.001540.0007 (2% L DQN & 0.00524+
0.0093 &, DQN 2 A3C D 35 KRERBLREZHLTWS., ZOHEENS, DQN IXF
FEUTIERERMEEZZET 2 —FH, KRERBRZET Y A4S TERERZT->T0W5
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ZenDrs.

& 0 FEM R FIEM O K %17 5 72, validation simulations (23 1J % # & &5 H 5 %
2.19 B LUK 2.20 1Z/R_9. ¥ 2.19 I validation simulation 5 #47H, X 2.20 & vali-
dation simulation 59 #ATHDFERTH O, A3C (Asynchronous Advantage Actor-Critic),
DQN (Deep-Q Network), ZI (zero-intelligence agent) %L1 D capital (liquidation
value) 3 £ U inventory (REZ{RA &) DRHIZ/LE 7oy L TW5.

2.19 13 A3C, DQN Wi & B IZRNLBRETHZT>o TWAHHITH S, MFKEE
% inventory X0 ETHR L TE D, K&V A7 %[0k L 7RH SIEFHIC capital % 1
MEETW->TWA. F7z, capital DMK Z LT 5 & DQN 7Y A3C % LE 2458 %
BLTWa., ZORERIEE 2.4 D average reward 3 £ U Sharpe ratio DL & —H L T
BY, WRMLEBEEITZTVWBEEIZDOWTIE DN OFHMIEO HFBREN T WS Z &
nbhirbd.

—7, 220 OFFRTIE, AC BRRARBEETEH 27> TVWDHDIZXL, DQN I
inventory DEAYELE K U, capital HBIFMIEEZ LA TETCWVARW. ZOR{fTTH VT
Dy a3y Ialb—a VEE, stylized agent ERBETlE DQN agent [$FEH 12K & 72
RYYaviEed, HMATENSHHEL AN TIERNWI LR THNS.

ZD &S 7 HI%Z DQN agent 23& > 72JH[K & UTIE, DQN 2REM LTIV TV XLT
HBEZENEZNONS. THOE, DQNIXFIZITEMMGER D FHIEL RK & 7% 517
B2 #5720, REBIZK > TEE— D78 2 @it TR UKL, ZThIZX DRI s
VHEFIIKRELSBOTUED ZWEINS. 2O &5 RRIFHEE R FZEET IV
D [BE] LHMRTE, KRERBEPRMITTIGOARLEMERSVAZIZRDZEEZS
nas.

FREEER S 100 34712 B 1) B £ 5L D Sharpe ratio # & OF maximum drawdown DEHE 73
iz 221 BEIOK 22212177, WHEICHBT 25#E LT, ACIIERDIXSDE
PNX Lo TWa. FFHZ maximum drawdown (2 D WTIX 9 EL W7 — AT ORI T
JVTHBLTED, BEROI A7 ZMATATERERPITATWS Z A D5, — /T
Sharpe ratio (IZ DWW TIEFEYI T 5 & DQN L DRVMEIZHERE L TEHE D, DQN THIERMN AT
FERPITATGELHMRE EEBHERL R >T VS,

X 2.221Z"3 B0, DOQN TR 1EBREDr —ATRERBELEZHLTVNDE—F, A3C
TIEZO XS RMIFBEB TN TV, ZOERE UTIE, A3C A HERM 21 T8)ER



56 FH2mE ALty & RERLEE O I X 25 73

EIIOFETHEIenEZOND. STHOERMEREZ FHT 5 A3C TIEDQN O &
517 3if5E U C [H— DITE) % 323 5 AT REMEAME . U 7223 TITERRIRE PER R TR
HARZEL, KERBEEZRITZBREPITATVWEEERINS.

PLEDFER LD, MEBIENR—Z, HRN—AMFED L — N4 TEBEPHS 2L
otz FlRo & S ICEERALFEE TIEIZDQN R AC AN EBL S IREINTE D,
FHEFUZ X DITEIN R — U ORE T, ITHOLEMEPREKLHT L LARBI N
TW5. 5%, BELZ5EMETOERDELRLIBSNSDBFRIZED, BEMIKEE DR
ROERMEDA BT 5 Z e fFEI N5,
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081 a3
0.61 —— DQN
Y
3
2 02
® 0.0 | |
w"t'MWMW'WWWW
—-0.4- . = 50 150 200 250 300

Simulation

2.17: FHEREIZH 1T B Asynchronous Advantage Actor-Critic (A3C), Deep-Q Network
(DQN), zero-intelligence agent (ZI) @ average reward OH#EF%, #iffi7 sub simulation %,
#iEdih A sub simulation NIZ 1) % average reward DfE%Z 7R L TW 5. sub simulation (&ilfi
ST 570, FEIBIXZ DR L TW5.

0.75
2 0.501
(]
2
Y 0.25-
C
o
L 0.001
—0.25-
0 20 40 60 80 100
Simulation

2.18: MREEEPEIZH 1T B Asynchronous Advantage Actor-Critic (A3C), Deep-Q Network
(DQN), zero-intelligence agent (ZI) @ average reward OH#EFS, #iffi7Y sub simulation %,
#Edih A sub simulation WIZ 1) % average reward DfE%Z 7R L T\ 5. sub simulation (il
ST S 570, FEIBIXZ DML TWD.
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* 2.4 HEwAFEI—Y oy OHESER. A3C IX Asynchronous Advantage Actor-
Critic Z, DQN (X Deep-Q Network %, ZI I% zero-intelligence agent 2K LT\ 5. #
‘=T Elr], S,, MDD THHEi& 41, validation simulations 100D Y I 2 b —Y a3y
DB K OEER A % R

Agent El[r] 1 Sp T MDD |

A3C 0.5081 4= 0.0850 0.1609 4+ 0.0516  0.0015 £ 0.0007

DQN | 0.5943 £0.2190 0.2087 +0.1271  0.0052 4 0.0093

Z1 —0.2395 £ 0.0706 —0.0126 £0.0140  0.0120 £ 0.0076
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36500
—— A3C
| — DQN
36000 2
_ 35500
[c
2 A
& 350001 &0
34500
34000

1001
801
60 -

40 1

Inventory

20 1

—_ 2 0 i
0 20000 40000 60000 80000 100000
Time
2.19: Validation simulation 5747 HIZ B 1F 2 LEHKIHR. A3C (Asynchronous Advantage

Actor-Critic), DQN (Deep-Q Network), ZI (zero-intelligence agent) Z#£ 4D capital
(liquidation value) ¥ & O inventory (REZRA &) DIFHZlE 7oy FLTW5.




60 o ANTHE L BERAEEOTERIC & % g2

36000 A3C
—— DQN
— ZI
355001
‘© !
= | L g :
o AL
34500
34000
1004 — AC
—— DQN
— ZI
50
>
@]
S 0
Q
>
c
_50_
~1001
0 20000 40000 60000 80000 100000

Time
2.20: Validation simulation 59 i fTHIZH 1T 2K EFEER. A3C (Asynchronous Ad-

vantage Actor-Critic), DQN (Deep-Q Network), ZI (zero-intelligence agent) £ Z D
capital (liquidation value) 3 & O inventory (REZMRA &) DKL IZE 70y b LTW5.
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70-
=3 A3C
60 - — DQN
= z
50 -
>
 40-
Q
=
3 30-
L
20-
10 -
0- . L T 1

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
Sharpe ratio

2.21: Validation simulation100 X{TiZ & |} % Sharpe ratio D& A b 275 A, A3C H°
Asynchronous Advantage Actor-Critic, DQN %% Deep-Q Network, ZI %3 zero-intelligence
agent DFERZ/RLTWVD.
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1 A3C
80 1 1 DQN
1 ZI
> 60
©)
(-
Q
>
Q 40 -
L
20 -
0_
0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04

MDD

2.22: Validation simulation100 {172 B 1T % maximum drawdown O & A k75 A,
A3C % Asynchronous Advantage Actor-Critic, DQN %% Deep-Q Network, ZI %% zero-
intelligence agent DFER%ZRL TV 5.
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2.4 G e ERRE

AT LD, ZNF CTHEEADPKRETH - -&RldHIC B 2 EERILFEPA TS
DEAMZEDAREE 220, NLHGY Ialb—Ya v 2HWREET — X OHRS BTSN
RbDriol, ALY Ialb—vay ECHEERILFEHETVEYHIE 57200
YIalb—&, @iy, Y2 &KEh BMBERORE G OHmNRER, B
F OB ORI B L - BRI 5 D TH B L EZ TV A, AETIRE
L7 V=LY —=2Z2HWTHFE U EERIKIEY I 2L —Ya VEREIZBE W TIIHEMIC
&, FERE8IC &0 MO N ZZ Yt S e, AT, EBROEE®R
fb#EFiE, deep Q network (DQN) & & U asynchronous advantage actor-critic (A3C)
Z VI R 2T, RENZ FIZT D MEBEEAN — ATk, MRNRTHZT5
TRR=AFEDO U= FA 7BRERAL 2. BCFEEFEOTHRBOEITY I 2
L= a VEHOATEL, RGBT 2 HEMBFERIZHISHATE, JEHICAERZRI
RIEAT AT EEZTWVWAS.

BARIZB T 2ARFEROFEL LTE, UTFOLSLmdiEZoN5S.

1. 725 N LB~ O
2. BT EREL~ D H

3. REEAEE T —Y v NEOMHE/EH

RTINS DFEIZOWTHHT 5.

2.4.1 EBERBZANIHIZBIEADER

AREETIE, stylized agent THERKI N D A THEZNRIZE VFEBREZT-72. LArLAR
Mo, NLHBIEZDOHMIZIL USHERRERBVPREINT WS [134). Kz, @HE
sl i 2 U 7= N Tt [135, 136] ~DEH Ik, FHFEOKRATE & OFLMEEZZRE L
THHRFICHEER I A THEeEZONS. BHENSIHH Y UATEZEHTS
B, XA —LVTEFLTWEYIalb—Ya VIZERBRA T —IL2EAT S,
H—DEX TR EBDOEXATEZ2F R L 72 & D BLEWNRITEIRIE O parameterize &
Wo e FIEOWENBRETH D, ERRIAT — L OB A2, BEIFEHG (F0 s X U0F
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D) BICHEIRT B BIRICBITREL—Y 2 v POITEZ P EKET -V v b
OITENHME, TEE CORFENDE AL F > 2HENNMNHE T 5. BER LI TEIHRIE D
parameterize Z {7 2 %6, Hfl7Z one-hot XA B 1T 2 BEFAL TIEATENERMEDNZ KIZ 7%
D, FEREBEFEETIVOFEEADBENLEBRMETITA R R>oTLES 2H, L%
BEhER %2 EHD B & 5 7% parameterize FIEVNBE L 70 5.

72, BUROD stylized agent 2 W2 A THIGEREIZEWTE, HGREITHRZNA
28T, BMBEHIRMEITZELEZTWS, il LT, @EIXRMA 7T Y v dEE)
PENEE) T % fundamental price (2 ZEFEHIZR A E) % fill X % fundamental shock [137] 35 &
51 %. Fundamental shock IXBFEHIZIZ B IS 2 EHKM LA XY b (Ml 2%2 525
Za—AF) TR L THE Y, FEEHERTGREIZE TS DRL = —Y = » MTEIOR)®K
PR EMEIZ DWW THGEEA T A D L FE AT WD,

2.4.2 #HEHHIGRE~NDER

AETIIEMA DO E —THGREBEICOWTOAEREZIT->72. L L, HEDOEGE!
15 13Z < Dl e TN o OEMLEMEFERIZE DD L-oTHEY, ZD &S LEEh
GEBRBEIZEWTHEREZITOBEDN DD, HBHGHEOHEERIZOWTIE, BHUIZIE
fundamental price B3¢ S 2] 7' Z o VEENMHEZ /- E 2 BEZSNSE. LHrL
RS, BFULHBEBEROADEADE G, EEHSEFH L EERIEPnE R, —
15D A% AW -HE IS E X B aTREMED &, © U ASIIHZ S K GBI s
DN & 0 FEEDIELTDOADEND EEZ O5ND. EEHHREICEWTEHRE
BR&2ATD =012, EHHSHICAT2HE 2{EHAL THR— M 74 ) A 20 X 5 LG
EP L OHBIBEROBREPBETH 5.

£7-, LEHOHMWIZIA, BEEGREEZHWS LT, PHFAETIVOEBETY
(transfer learning) [138, 139, 140] IZDW T HMEFNAEETH D L EZ TS, FE D
BTHEUZDRLETLVZIGEHAL, MOBREIZEWTERIRND 5 WXL 2ITITEEN
PITABDETNVEWMEST S Z LI, FHYEOARST, R s MG CEENIZEHZ
HIRHIZ D3R AB L FEZT VS,
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2.4.3 ZFE®ILELFEZI—Y v NEDOHEEEH

ABETIFEEL—Y oy MUK, DRLT—Y v b 1 KO TEBEE B W TERE
o7z, BT —Y Y MIREDIL — IV R—ZATIERERE4T 5 728, —E DRL T—
Vv NPRIENATEIE 2 FE UGG, DBREIZENICHSEEZR T I LN TE
5. SHOMFETHEBD DRL T —Y v MMEIET 2HEERE, 5 WEDRLIT—Yx
Y NDADOHGRETHEBRT 2 Z A TcENE, o= —Y =Y bOfTEIZ FHlL
72 & 0 BN RATERIREE AT REE b ERX oS, AT, DRLZ—Y 2V D
ADHGEETYE %175 Z L1X, Alpha Go Zero [74] IZREFEINDB K 57, SRz HI
I S R WFEE OEBIZ DAY Y, market microstructure (231 % A FH 7 K1 R
WA RE L 72 5 L HifF I N 5.

ULrL7Zadis, #BDRLT—Y Yy b 2FHUAERIZEZT -V oy MU OHEEY
HETNVE LU GPUBRENBRE LD, WREGFIHEY Y — A8 L UGS B
IR BRTIEBRIZHEL W, RENLRETOERD GO, 7L —L7—7 BEOHE
DRETH 5.
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SEHEE A BN ESTEET Y
a7

.1

=
=

A\
JdUT
oo

QETIFYIab—4&, @ty =—Yx v b, DRLETI, BB OHEHZ XD
ANLHIGEREIC B I 2 EERAFEETVOFEEE2FEEUEZ., LA LEYNS, 1 HTHMHR
BU7zi@ 0, NTHBIEBETS e R TR 35 - EE2 > Z e o T
5. Hle LT, 2BmTHLEZALHBIZZDOHRETE, DITFDO XS A mDEEAHL .

o EEIA T —NMIzBITBYIal—Yay, HRIEORREN
o MELHEX, MIMEEF L 2ihHd & 9 5 &M F ATH)
o HUEIBAMGHIE B L OHLEHK T ERT DO HIHEAL

o Z2¥M7: fundamental price D LE L O HIGEH)

NS ITRTHEEDOSHGYE CTIEBRVMBERANETHD. FEHAIBERIEX DL IR
MEXZEFE 1 75 fundamental price DZALIZ DO W TIRETILVOHRBIZELD VI ab—Ya Yy
ICHLARAD Z E DR TH LB OD, BET—Y Y b OEXATHORERT VT Y XL
fundamental price DZE) H1EF, PRI NESNEDNL S EHGICEDLEZEAIZIERIZ
WEECTH b, £72, ¥Iab—2aryOEEIZOWVWTH, KEHA stylized facts DELH]
EEOZBUIZB I 2ETGANDELUIEA TS DD, EFGIZFIET 5L LR
XA F IV AZETIETEND LIFEVEEW. EiliGI ENZITWHE U 7252 % = 3Hil
FEREDRRP, TNIIHEHEIK VI aL—XDRBIISHEDKELFETDH 5.

T, ZZETALHGIELV—VR—ZADETIVEFHRE LTERD, BT LBV Ia
V=R =V R=ADHDTH B BEEAL, WERE T— 25T -2 K ) TVicE
T30 EZ NS, B CRANZETIZOEHADELIL, EhrE - EEFE%
FAWTHEE T LI LHHRETHS. T I TAETIE, BEEE2WOBENG T — 25
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SDEERDEXATHET Y V7 %2475, HiiREBE A& U, IZBIIIE N5 3 XATH)
EFHTEETNEBENG T —2NoFETLIET, TN TRy Ial—X&
ZVERRATRE T H 2 L IR I N5 . Rif5ta 175 BB CIREEFEHET VOFEB L UFHl
2 BEM I OBIR LY I 2L — & & UTOMAIRE L WS, FHEEOEELR Y
FHAEEFEETVOFH T 0 AEE A S NVXBRO A THGO KK L TH
HARECTH B EZ TV 5.

B E 2 W2 XATEIE T ) V7275 BUCEE RO, efthigicsilsIon
BEE), TROLY—T Y MNIYAIOANTIF Y —DEETHS. NHENPEHTDH
D, HIHIREES X O A BEARTE XATEI D % X Tk UERIIZ 2238 57 — X D37 Wi 512
i USHERIN 2 %475 720121%, SRHE» RO I 7 nife Z R U €T IVikit 2
TOMENRDH S, Hle UTARETITEEIG T — X DS E I M 2 £ > 728D
BERDITHOEATH Y, NOWE T —R ETIRERERICHET 2HHWIELILI T
ZHERFLUZEHL, BEROBEVPELLSNT — X5 THEYNEE OGRS % H
T EHEMFHFEOREEZT>T V5.
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3.1 FEEME

3.1.1 EEE

R~ E (imitation learning, IL) [141, 142, 143, 144] 1%, WNROIFEIFA]Z £ 12 BT
HEHWGEMST 2 FETH D, HERHEEE [145, 146) B ARy b LY [147], 7 — L#8(E
(148, 144] FDO QB CHEHSINTE .

M DBEIR T 2 EFFRR, BT H 12 DWW T H T EIXEE AR OB H A HEA TV
%. fil& U TIX one-shot IL [149, 150], third-person IL [151], generative adversarial IL
(GAIL) [152, 153, 154, 155, 156] &2 BT 6N 5. £z, FHE D (expert behavior) 17
8 % 5 b7 O A THEE T 5 inverse reinforcement learning (inverse RL) [157, 158,
159, 160] &, FHZEEO—FH L fRINTE 5.

AIFFEDN R T H 5@l T — X IEBD R 5 THMA 2 K DORERDITH DES
THYH, FHITLTHHUNSEBURET DI EDRZYTHDL. ZD KD BEBD ALK
D% 1T 5 FiEIE multi-modal IL & IHENT WS [161, 162]. HTH, [TEIFHFD T~V
72U T — XD 5 generative adversarial networks (GAN) [163] % F\NCTHEEBD K04 %
IS5 Hausman & DS [164] EAETESZIZLTWAS. L L, HEOSINE -
TEIEICHKT 2 & 5 REAKIROFZHIZOWTIIBREICE S £ THREI N TR,

Gl T — 22 AR E OISHABNIFET 508, WINBREWRHNZE EF - T
W3 [165, 166].

3.1.2 Latent segmentation

Latent segmentation [167] 1&, #aHEREZ CIZT — 2 DRE 2175 FHETH D, H<
IZIHEH D segment AW~ —7 T 1 V7 FIEOREFICHO SN T E 72 168, 169].
IAETIE, Za—J)baxy Y — 27 R%EEFE 2 H 7z latent segmentation & H£FE I 1
TW53 [170].
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3.2 Latent segmentation imitation learning (LSIL)

AE TG L UTHRATIGOMEIEG 7 — & 2 v, Hi5RE2 AL L TRD
EXATE) - (TEfERZ TS 2ETVO¥EEEZHEY. ZICHMELRLDIE, TN
Y — DR S, NI AT AR R IG I T — 2 13 3SCE OFRAEA TN TN S
[171,172] Z&TH D, H* DEERNED & 5 0 XATE %217 5 IR I EE R R
ThY, TNHIXLRAMSINIEEIERET — 2 ZFddikShiwv. LrL—ATHEIE
JET — 2 I WO R 2B EROITHBBEDOEETH D, 2 DEEROITEIRIE AT
5 LET 27 61E, BEAINT —X %AW CHEMARBIIEE 2175 2 LI R#EY T
HBEEZOLND.

R DHINE % FIRF 128 3 2 144 1E multi-modal imitation learning & FEIXN 5. —
#8472 multi-modal imitation learning I&, 1RO T —T =¥ MIEBDITEIE— N2 {E
U, 781E— FBICERZE 2175 2 & THEEE— FADOXIRZ21T5. UL UAED X A
IJTIRE—RBAT Yy S22 T 270, HEREE2E LIZULEE— ROFHIE &
£ RICAE T BRI £ R AT 5 TR B 5.

AIFFRTHRHR L T E2HEED T NVIR LT — X & W TAEEEG g 031X, Hilize
EfiFEHET VERAWSSGE, FHOHHENESTE 5. MIROM, L OITEIN L O
BT 205, FPRIRNSEREPDIVIIZ VWD, EFCFEIMED L IFERIT V.
ZIZTAMETIE, =T Y IYATBANTIF Y —DBIENPSE—F (b2 WVIEHKE
R) BT 2IREERE S, T— NI & 7z B o kb E % %€, €—
FOFHlZAREE U7z, BEROBOCHBEIIBHATETH 5720, G E2MET s8E
IR IZBRED 2 7 AR EZAE, 7T ARENZTIUTHRMBER 2R EL, 77 A X RKT
DRI D I RAL L ITHI D BERKRALDTIVF X A2 & UTCHBEREEZITO> LT, 7
NNV UT — R0 6 OIEOME %2 /JGE L L7z, AFE% Latent segmentation imitation
learning (LSIL) & R3S,

AWFFE D R D —E % Journal of Risk and Financial Management, Special Issue 7 Al
and Financial Markets II” TH&EL TW5 [173].



70 H3E BRFEEHWERE S TEET) v
3.2.1 FEHE

REFETIE, BEROITEHANIARMED latent segment IZ73FHI NS LIRET 5.
BRERIIZERAIUZIBE VD TWTNHOD latent segment (ZJE L, HEIREBOZE(IZIG U RZ
% segment IZHBENTBHZ L HAEETH B, HRHTEED segment IZETHI LIETE
AR

Latent segment s;(i = 1,2,--- , N) WENTNEF LB EEKEZNREXT L LIREL, %
NETNOHEMMBED HEBEE 7, (0| X;0,) &35, ZZ7T, X IEHEIRE, 0, 1337
A—RERT. 72, HREHE U CEEFEATHOERERZEE L TW5.

WE, HHIRE X 128V T latent segment s; IZJBET AEERPMTE 21T OMER%
p(si|X) LEH/RT S, AR TIEZ DEE % segment probability &I, £ segment (2
DWTOD segment probability DX 1 &7 5. 5 &, £ latent segment O FHKBEEH S
& U segment probability % FH\WC, MG CHIE N2 B (o] X) IZMLFD &
SIIIRT ZENTES.

N
w0 X) =Y plsilX)m, (0| X; 6) (3.1)
i=1

PAED & 5 REIZ & D, latent segment & ARKE U 7z i85 2R D S5 KRB D HIE 3 Al HE &
725, L72H35T, segment probability p(s;|X) 3 & U’ segment @ IKBEE 7, (0| X; 6;)
Z=a—J)Ay b7 —2 TEMT B Z L THEI T -2 h o KB EF¥E T Z LW T
%. Segment probability p(s;|X) Ziifld b =2 —F )L x v b7 —2 % segment network,
% segment D FREM 7, (0| X;0;) LT D=2 —F) 2y b7 —2 % segment level

order network & 3.

FEIZBWTHRADMEL 725 DX, segment network DFEH TH 5. RO D £1F
ST segment ZHFETE 2 & 5 RERIITFAELE T, £ D F £ Tld segment network (221
TORRZFR T DI ENTERW. £ TAFILTIE, segment T & IZHRMBIEL 7y, (0)
ZEANT L. RMEEULA segment THRETH D, [F—OEFITH U THK segment T
WA RIS, $5&, AND XS IZHMMIIFHE Elr(o) 2518 T5Z N TE 5.

N

Efr(o)] = Y p(s:lX;6,)r.,(0) (3.2)

i=1
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RIZHEDRRATH 272 51F, £ 0% < OHRMPFEIAENS1TH)% % segment (28
TEEERMTH>TWVWBIETTH Y, Elr(o)] mAIBIZ LD segment probability p(s;|X)
EFETHIENTES. UL, TNETOMRTHHIZZRICHERN TRV LA
FRINTEY [174, 175, 176, 177) T D & 5 BAKEIFFEHFENTH 5. £ I TARFIL
T, FENRNRITEIZ4T D segment s, ZHEATSHZ & TZOREDMIZX -7, s,
X — BRI 2 £, £ DEAIZL D segment probability DFIZ DWW T DHl#IE
SV (il X 0.) + p(s.|X;0,) =1 £725. s, BATHGETHEAZXNS noise trader
(178, 179] Z#RKK T B LT H I HTES. LAEKD, segment network D/3VF A —
R O T DOVWTOHRIFEATD &S IZFHETES.

—Vy, <Zp(8ilX;95)7‘si(0) +p(s*|X;95)r*> (3.3)

ZZT, ro s, OWMMZERT. r, DIEIZE > T p(s.|X;0,) DEIZKEL, HDHWVIE
INE K 72 B fERRMEIITFAET B0, Y IREEEL D scaling 12 & 0 Z ORIEIZ D 2 FEEfiF
ITEBHLEEAOND.

NRALFE DI 0121E, RMBEBIIFRRE LA — V2RO Z e PNEF L. IR
BMEUTRRANR—=UDREZONLED, KK TRTFIROAINMZR DD, ok
HEARNLR T =22 UT, BUFIZRTEXD profit and loss (P&L) % W 7= #fifi B £ %
iU 7=.

7(0) = Pmia AL + Ac (3.4)

ZZT, Pmias WEEXHREDP SHEM 7 2T #AZRERIZB I 2 0ME, AT BXU Ac i
EXTEC LD AU RARERES LUHBREROA/LETH Y, ThTndGOE
XHARENSHETEZ N TES. Al BEY Ac IFFEXOFEIIZ X D FVHELRD,
LMT($EES) B O MKT(RAITHE) 122\ TIE, A 2SEEE, Ac BEIZL S
&2 THD. Buy LMT 8L Buy MKT TIE AT >0, Ac<0 &7 b, Sell LMT
BELY Sell MKT Tld AT <0, Ac >0 &5, EXHEL b - G E1kmE 1%
WIENH 0245, LT CXLENDHELIES) TlE, ZOEIZL > Tl 5 Z AT
SENERTHD. Thbb, TDOCXLOWYHLAEDEXZWOBEI Lo 255D
Al BE Ac 28HEL, T2 15352 TitEINS. L2 ->T, buy CXL T
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FAI <0, Ac>0 &7%0D, sell CXL TIE AI >0, Ac<0 &5,

3.4 ACEAUZBMMBIBIZBENWT, REAT—VEERT 7 1F pig, AL, Ac TXRT
R 5 ZBNTA—RXTHD. LD > T, % segment DEVE 7 DIEDENTH
BB EMNTES. Hsegment T8 IZHRRD 7 ZET 5 Z & T segment network 23
FHEURE LD, IV segment level order network & FEAJRE L 72 5.

£ segment level order network I&—f%#7% cross entropy B/IMEFIEEIZ K W FETH Z
EMTESD. & segment level order network M/XF7 A —& 0, IZDWT DAL D &
IIZEIRTE 5.

N
Vo,CE(or, Y p(si| Xi)ms, (0| X4 6;)) (3.5)
i=1
Z 2T, CFE IZ cross entropy B, o, B LU X, ZBIHI S N /-1EXH L OHHRES
#x9. £7z, EATEMAUZBEBEEIX segment network D/XF A —& 0, TS T 5 Z
& T segment network D/NT A — XEFIZEH WD Z &N TE 5. Cross entropy & &L
0, DEFIZLATFD & S IZEHHEEI NS,

N N
—V, <Z p(8:| X 05)rs,(0) + p(5:] X5 05)re + CE(oy, Zp(si|Xt)7rSi(0|Xt; 0,))) (3.6)
i—1 i=1

ARWSEIZ B W T cross entropy 2 &8 0, DABLT/NT A —XEH %175 FiL% LSIL1,
cross entropy & £\ 0, DART/NT A =R EHF %2175 Fik% LSIL2 &Y, ZOD
DWW T ERZT 5 7.
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3.2.2 EFTILEK

AWFZETHWZHRBE KL LTiE, 2 ZETEHAWEZ 2 DORMHE, price series 8 & T
orderbook features % i\ 7z. Price series Id—ED A > X —/ )L T EIZHE L 72 104D
HGME DRI TH B, 1 > X —73)LIiF4 segment D time scale 7., & 10 TH|->7-f & L
7z. Orderbook features IXEE D HUIZ BT B a0 ET 10 flilEOBETH D, H
WHEXDOHEIF-1E5TEHILTRIFXLEDEMERZGIZLTVWS.

FESATEI DR OBEEE % [ 3.1 123, ESATEI DML I3 X OFERE (LMT, MKT,
CXL), FXOAfiG, BLOBEEZHWTRINEZ. 22T, MEEEECPBEZEENRX
IZOWTIX, BHEEDOEXDAZTEXTEE Uiz, EXOMit& Iz oW TidfpEd.nc BT
10 flif& TN A, BATIHE & K9 1ilik 2 Z R U AT 10 x 2+ 1 = 21 i 2 FIR v] ge 72 3
i Urz. ffEh S 10 M 0 BAEBEN 727302 DWW T, HIIREEADE R DI\ & &
ZFBURW., BEIZELUTIE, LMT 8 X0 MKT IZIEDME, CXLIZADME L, i1
TNE/NIGIHALD 5 £5E TO S HEEZFEREEL Uz, B/NIGIHRALD 5520 EORE
DIFEUTDWTIE, BEZ 5227V v YT UTHFIZHAWZ. LEX D, 21 x10 =210
A5 3V OITEIDRIRATRE L 72 5.

fENTIZH W2 LSIL €TV OfE %X 3.2 1ZRT. 321 BTHILZLBVET I
I% segment network 3 & ' segment level order networks THERL X v, MZEBFHIL 7=
segment probability & U segment level order probabilities % flA& b CTHiG2MAD
HSCHER overall order probability 23 FHIZ N 5. ETIVOFERZIE, segment DRI
BE#E & U segment probability % W CTEHH L 7z reward loss, overall order probability
& B S SCIZEHR U 72 order probability loss Dl 7 & A EIAGHHE I 1 5.

% segment network ¥ X UF segment level order networks @ v b7 — 2Rk & LTI,
2 FETHIEH L7 LSTM JE 8 & f convolutional EH.LDH D% AWz, 745, price
series 7 & ORFEHHH I IXFIBR D R 2 FI\W 72158 23, 24] %5012 LSTM [104] %, ¥
SCHR G e & ORI I3 X DA E G #H (110, 180] Z & T & % convolutional 3
& U maximum pooling & [181] Z 7z, MFHZHD o il T n-REERIIHEE SN,
AL G E % W T4 network DHI IR SN 5.
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Volume

Price

MKT
Mid+10
Mid+9

Mid+2
Mid+1
Mid
Mid-1
Mid-2

~— 20 +1

Mid-8
Mid-9

X 3.1: LSIL SEERCHW 7213 XATE OB L OBEEE. 1 SUIMHifg B & OHCIRIZ B 1) % 2 H)
oA W CEERR b S vz, iR Iz DWW TR dE D T B R 10 if& Tz, BRATEESC
ZRIMEZER UG 10 x 2+1 = 21 flitg Z EIN AT gE e fmafi & U7z, BEICE L T,
LMT 8 KO MKT IZIEDf, CXLIZEDMEE U, ZTNZENHE/NIGEIRAD 5 f5ETD 5
R 2B RE L U7z,
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Conv
Conv Layer configuration of segment and
MaxPool segment level order networks
Conv
Conv
MaxPool
Market states X, AN
/ ", + Price series (Pr_r, ..., Pt) \

\ + Orderbook B,

‘{ Segment \‘,/

RN L I \ ( s t level
Network : 8, {\ Order(sy): 6, ‘ ‘ Order(s,): 6, ‘ ‘\ Order(s,): 6, } sgmen’ eve

order networks
Segment

I L d A ‘r, Y
probability : |P(S1|Xt)‘p(5n|Xt). ---:p(5*|Xt)| l 7"[51(0|Xt) ”5,1(0|Xr) |

I ——

n(aIXr):zn p(si|Xms, (01X,) + p(s.| X, (0]X,) | Overall order probability
i=1

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
Segment level I
order probabilities :
|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

x|

CE (o, m(0lX;)) | Order probability loss
f ;

\ ‘ Reward functions 7 (o) ‘ ‘ Observed order o, ‘ y

Reward loss| —E[r(0)] = —zn p(si1X)7;(0)
i=1

I
|
[
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
[
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
\

-

e

3.2: RFEBRTH 7= latent segmentation imitation learning (LSIL) & 7 VO, LSIL
E 7 VI segment probability % P[4 % segment network & segment 8D fi KEHE %=
F#I9d % segment level order networks TSI NTH O, WEHED FHIEZMAGHLE S
e THEGEROEXTEATFHEINS. €T ILOFEEIIHMBEALIZ DWW T DEKEEK,
B LUPHEXD cross entropy IZDOWTOEEEABEZH WYLV FRAT Tlrbhb. &
segment network ¥ & U segment level order networks (& LSTM & & & Of convolutional J&
ZhoE UZRA—Dxy b7 —28Ek%Z L TW5.
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3.2.3 Z=R#E

BREFEOENEAETERT 270, ALHBIZEE2YIal—varF—& BIUE
TSOHE T =X 2 HWTETIVOEEB LUK 27572, YIal—Yvarvysy—4X%
FWZFEERIZBWTIE, #BEFIED segment DT EHIRTEEIIBRET NV TYIalb—
VavETWY, BEFIEOFEMEYNITONSE DR L 2. EhiGT — X % AW 7255
IZBWTIE, SRS EBEDOHGZINE D segment (ZARHTH 20, FTHIKEER 7 —
AART 4 ZBL, REFEOEMEEZMGEEL 72.

321 BTG L7z B D, BETFIED LSIL iF order probability loss 7% H L segment
network M/N 7 X — & & HHrd 5856 (LSILL), reward loss D&M S HHd 5556 (LSIL2)
D2NR=VIZDWTERZT o7, HETERE UTIE, —#&AY7ZR imitation learning (IL)
E7 )V, generative adversarial imitation learning (GAIL) [152] €7 )V, segment imitation
learning (SIL) €T NVEHH L7z, ILETIVIXLSIL €T )LD 1 DD segment level order
network & [@ABKD A v U — Ik E RS, B0 R THEXITE 280 5. GAIL €
7 )V iX sequence generative adversarial nets (Seq-GAN) [182, 183] Z iZfE L TH Y,
HIGIREE 2 TSR 2 K9 5. SIL €T VIE LSIL € 7L & FAkkO#EE 2 H o723,
reward loss % F\) 7z segment network D %4743, order probability loss ® /Mt
DAZEHBL TN I A—XEHREZITD.

ETNOFRIMERIZL T ORBEEZ HWTHERT 5.
e Precision at k (P@k)
e Area under receiver operating characteristic (AUROC)
e Expected reward E[r(o, X)]
Precision at k [&E 7V O FHIfER LAk HIZIEMAGENDEHETH D, KERTIE
k=1,5,10 DEEIZDWTHREZEIR L 72, Expected reward Elr(o, X)| 1% LSIL ®F#l

$ % segment probability DZ 4 M Z MREET 5 72DIZEHEI N, EOKREIWETHZIFYE
)75 segment probability D FHIAITATNWS Z &Ik 5.
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324 YIal—Yavr—4aAVWEEER

REFEOEM MR T 5720, ALHGIZLEYIal—varyTF—R2HWTE
TLVDFEBLOMGEE2{To72. ATHHY I ab—Ya vilonTi, 222 ZB LU
2.2.3 B TFH U772 X 578, stylized agent DITEJ THITT HY I ab—Ya vz &ERL .
22 EDEREELRD, VI a b —XIZDRL agent [FEFKINTVWARY, ¥YIalb—Y3
> training, validation Z# %31 10 [B]D sub simulation THEAK X 31, £ sub simulation
Tl stylized agent 2349 > 7)) > 7 I 7z T 100,000 AT v T D stylized T— = > b
DIFE), B LTINS RELTIGOLH B THONSE. K¥Ialb—Ya iZBWTidE
EFIEROBENEMR D720, LATFIZR T 6 O stylized agent ZfiH U 7=.

—_

. Stylized-agent-20

[\)

. Stylized-agent-40

w

. Stylized-agent-80

4. Stylized-agent-160

ot

. Stylized-agent-320

6. Noise-agent

% stylized agent DEDEF X T—Y > b D time scale 2FK L, RETFIEOX 34
BT 7 IR L TWA. Noise T—=Y ¥ b ET7 VX LBREXEITD T—Yz Vb
THY, REFED s, IZHIGLTWA. Noise agent 1 stylized agent @ fundamental
weight wp 3 LU chart weight we 202952 & THEELEZ., £ -V b ONT
N=RFTA—=R%FK 31I1ZmRT. % stylized agent 1% 100 /K3 D, noise agent I% 400 {&H
YTV TEIND. % stylized agent 1E time scale T DI ZEIRE DT & —3T 5
EOITEEL, TNz L ITROMEMNEIZEX 2T X SMOEZFAEL TWD.

ZOMDY I 2L —=TarDNT A—=RIZDWTIE, fundamental price 235 geometric
Brownian motion (GBM) @ volatility 1% 5 x 107¢, FXOEEIFHIZ1 & L.

RETFIED segment IZDWTIE, stylized agent Dk Z H AR D & S IZE&RE L 7.

1. s1: 7=20
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CERE

T =140
T =280
;7 =160
17 =320
;7 =640
. Exceptional

B FE &2 W ATEET Y v

FERFER 25K 3.2 1R, £ 3.2 IZIXKET IO validation data (253 5 precision at
k =1,510, AUROC »E#&I N T\W5b. KZH 5 &, order probability loss & T
segment network DFEH %1772\ LSIL2 23T N T DRI D W TIEH T BIF 70 pliiE %
BLTWa, [A—7Rxy N7 — 27 EZFFDSIL & AR TH LSIL2 AR WAERZEZL TV
5205, RBEFIETHE L latent segmentation ERNZHNT WS Z &b n 5.
—75, order probability loss % F\ 7z segment network OFEH W H L 2 ->TW5B. Hl
Z T, LSIL1 8 XK LSIL2 @ expected reward E[r(o, X)] iZZHZ£40.1127, 0.0721 &3t
WIEDfEE 72> THED, ZOFEEMN S5 H segment probability D FHIAE L] 1217 T W
L5 ENRBING.
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79

# 3.1: Stylized agent ¥ & U noise agent DNA/N—=NRF A=K, LT —T x>V MIDWN
T, T—Yx Y M num agent, fundamental scale o, chart scale o¢, noise scale oy,

time scale T, order margin k DfE %
¥ b @ time scale DT KL, ZTOREMIZHEDEMD NI A —RZH]ELTNW5.
Noise agent (& ./ 1 ZEHD Ad SITERERZ1T 5.

IY=ss

X e

L TW5. Stylized agent DED T =T—T

Agent Num agent op o0¢c on T k

Stylized-agent-20 100 1.0 0.1 0.0 ~U(15,25) ~ U(0,0.01)
Stylized-agent-40 100 1.0 0.1 0.0 ~U(30,50) ~ U(0,0.01)
Stylized-agent-80 100 1.0 01 0.0 ~U(60,100) ~1(0,0.01)
Stylized-agent-160 100 1.0 0.1 0.0 ~U(120,200) ~U(0,0.01)
Stylized-agent-320 100 1.0 0.01 0.0 ~U(240,400) ~ U(0,0.01)
Stylized-agent-640 100 1.0 0.01 0.0 ~1(480,800) ~ U(0,0.001)
Noise-agent 400 0.0 0.0 0.1 ~uU(100,200) ~ U(0,0.001)

£ 32 ALHiGYIalb—Ya vy —XZud 5 FllkE Standard imitation learning
(IL) €T )V, generative adversarial imitation learning (GAIL) €7 )V, segment imitation
learning (SIL) €7 )V, latent segmentation imitation learning (LSIL1, LSIL2) € 7 JLiZ
DWTEBHZIToTED, FHIKEE X validation data (ZX)9 % precision at k = 1,5, 10,

AUROC TiHiiz 5.

Model

pal+ P@51 PQ@1071T AUROC T

IL
GAIL
SIL
LSIL1
LSIL2

0.0436
0.0166
0.0546
0.0518
0.0606

0.1764
0.0713
0.2181
0.1959
0.2439

0.2889
0.1391
0.3796
0.3446
0.4094

0.8416
0.8263
0.9071
0.9016
0.9120
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3.2.5 EmhipTr—9HBEVW-ER

Rz, EZiliGT— 22V THKROERZ T -7, EililhT—& & LT, FLEX FULL
historical data % f|fH U7z. FLEX FULL historical dataset (& HREGEFRES| AT H> & FE
SNTVEIEXBLUNERINT—XTHd ! THhb, IVHEBEMATERINZ—HD
=0 AT EOFESBHRAMMREFEINT VWS, RERTIE, ID 9022 (HFRESEKAS
#, Central Japan Railway Company) (Z2WT® 20184 1 H 1 HA2 6 H4E 12 A 31 H
¥ TD T — X% training data, 20194E1 H 1 H»5 8 H31 HE TD T — & % validation
data & U7z. Training, validation i 7 — X & v MIFIHARER 2T — X056 10> 7L
LT 1T 5 Z E TERL TWA . BEAZEIZIE 3.2.4 FE[FEL price series & & O
orderbook features Z i U, segment DFEH FEEE U 7=,

KEHRER 2K 33 189, K33 2/R5 L, SMHILSIL, LSILL, LSIL2 2N IFFFLE D
FEE &> TW\Wa. F£7z, LSIL1 8 LU LSIL2 @ expected reward E[r(o, X)] iZZ N1
0.0371, 0.0179 £ 72> THE D, EDETREDH LI Ialb—YarT—ROMREIERD &
INEIREL 72T \WB. 2206, EfigT — &7 — XX U Tl latent segmentation 7°
BIFIZIZHNTWARWZ &b rs. ik, REBRTHEE L 7z segemnt 3 & U segemnt
DHMBIEA D E D ICEHMTH Y, EHGOIE LI L TV 2 EDFHEKFE L
TEZLND. 7272, WY segment DFHE X AR I NTWIIX LSIL WA < Z &
X 3.24 ECTHERINTED, 5%, Zr7%5segment & TEMREITS ZLITXD, &
BrdET 5 LRI N 5.

Validation data 2A% i U 7z segment probability D F¥JELAFD L S 127> T\ 5.

1. p(s1) = 0.4362
2. p(s2) = 0.0517
3. p(s3) = 0.0500
4. p(ss) = 0.0893
5. p(ss) = 0.1348

6. p(sg) = 0.1835

Thttps://www.jpx.co.jp/english /markets/paid-infoequities/ realtime/index.html
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7. p(s.) = 0.0546

IhaER2 L, BEHOREE AL s, REOFEEE RAL s¢ DEIEDEL 2o
THY, FIZIFNENRITHZITD s DEEMEL Lo TS, BHEGETHEEL S DE
SUTEHADEE 2475 ¥ =7y b A—J— [184, 185, 186] IZ X DRI NTWVWB I &h 5,
LB Y e T hH D e BRTE 5.

LSIL2 € 7 WIZ & D FHI X 117z segment probability DZZB DK% X 3.3 1277, X 3.3
RZ Y, WREIZ X 2 HIRES X O market price DZEHNZLE, LSIL2 €EFILD
T T % segment probabilities BEFH L TWB Z D300 5b. EHTREIX9RE7 0014
DEETH Y, market price B’ EFA T HEFIZ, HFETRINTWVWS 5, TR0OH5EH
DR % FIADEERDOITEMERAKE S LR L TWS. ZTHIIMfiiE A8 % FH1 U 72 561
DEERPTENZTo - LRI TE, EHGORE LS LAEOETHIER AN
REFHEZLTVWELEZOND. s DEIGIZIRCATEICHL ERFLTWED, ZIT
IS A E IAL Z TWAR W, FHI L 72 segment probability %2 H & 30X, Z OHE TIE
BRERVTGLEE 2t HAEZ T LIRTH I ETES.

PLED & 512, T—2DOMWE EAPERZREEK S DY, BIFETIHOHE I & 5 —Ha3
TEEI LKA ERETIRIILIVB/L I LA TE .
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# 3.3: FLEX FULL historical dataset (ZX3 % ¥} E . Standard imitation learning
(IL) €T )V, generative adversarial imitation learning (GAIL) €7 )V, segment imitation
learning (SIL) € 7 )V, latent segmentation imitation learning (LSIL1, LSIL2) € 7 VT
DWTCHERZIT->TH Y, FHIKEE X validation data (ZX9 % precision at k = 1,5, 10,

AUROC TiMiiz 5.
Model | P@1 4+ P@51 P@l01 AUROC 1

IL 0.1344 0.4347  0.6266 0.9371
GAIL | 0.0456 0.2388  0.4155 0.9091
SIL 0.1392 0.4469 0.6381  0.9407
LSIL1 | 0.1401 0.4466  0.6376 0.9406
LSIL2 | 0.1398 0.4463 0.6371 0.9404

[ ] 51(T=20) [ ] S4(T= 160) [ | 56(T=640)
mm s,(t=40) B ss(t=320) s, (Exceptional)
Bl s3(t=80)

Prob

(O]
L
G 25040
]
<
(]
S 25020
09:06 09:07
Time

¥ 3.3: LSIL2 €72 & D FHIZ 117z segment probability DZE D] (2019 4 4 H 4
H). W8I & 5 Tk & OF market price DZBNIME, LSIL2 €T VO FHIT
% segment probabilities BWAH L TW\W5 Z LAbHN 5.
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3.3 Ihim& iRRE

AETliE latent segmentation & multi-modal imitation learning % A& > 72 {7
BFREZREL, Y2 —YavyT—XBLUOEGTGT—X2HWMEEZzEL, IR
VI UT — R0 5 OEHBATHNIE S X A2 12DOWTOAEIME 2R L /-, IRETIEITE
JAFEDTHIIBVWTRBAICHRI N TWARHFEEE =Ty bYA 7B AT 7 F v —
(ZDWT ORI B S WSR2 N L, T—X F) 72 EETNR—=ZAD/N
A T7Vy RREE LU TEAHBREDTHLLERITWAS.

REFEZALHGOY I 2V —X e ULTHWIEADKELREIL, TOhAXTA
ZHEDEITH B, WEDETIVR—ZADANLTHGIEZD/NT A — RFFIZ X D Rk% 72T
R HE T E, AWEOHINIZAbENRERERILZEE T TV 0 Pl LM g2t
ZEDDIENHRETH S, UL UAETREL 2 LSIL 3R E D G IRBIZ T U HIZ—
ERTERN A% YT 2720, HEHRACFEETNVOFE T — XIRICHWS 123 I 2
L—ya VAR TR D L RRMEME W e B X 5 5.

ANTLHGE U THWA7ZD1Z1E, WERD L WIIAERIZY I 2L —XDONERREE 2
B, YIal—va  ERICSHEREARTRERD D, UTIZEZSNEETI
DWREL KOS HBOFEZ RS,

3.3.1 ZRRAITEHEEEANDXTIG

REBRTIILEROITENENG & U TIRR I MRS 2 S EL TE D, TholdBl
FEDLRRP DM EHIE & I TN D Lo T WS, EHEOEM L HRINEEE %
AW256, ZOEFREPREL 25, EEOBRMBEEE AW R @38 € 7L 0 &#E1k
211556, DU THEEREART572L —D F 723D ORIBI A LIz 72> T L
W, FEPHEYITDNGRN, Ui THFEORMBIE TIZ AL, SHRaERENT
v AR AG DR TR DR BB EL 2 5.

3.3.2 AYLLIDERE

ARETRELUZ GAN ETVREIZ [EET—RLEWV] T—XOEREHKE T 5.
LU, BT -2 2RBEEEHETIVOEEIILL VWL HMIZKS T &, —EREFRET—
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AMORIZLFHER DY I a2l —Ya VT —XOERNPE L AEEMEDOR LITAET
hdLEZOND., TITHHOBEE LT, LT —2D [RY5 U X (authenticity) |
DEEEBT LTS, bHELAY S LXDEASIEIL, GAN O discriminator D H
TR S LI E LUTHWSZ & THS. GAN O generator IZH ASIfEE UL TARY) 5
LEOHEEZ ASL, HIAE discriminator O HIEA 05 £ 725 Z & ZHEIZY I 2
L=y avaf75 28T, HEBIHITERWTTSREBEZEOCIIZERL, FENR LTS
ZEDARETHD.

ERD X7 GAN ET NV EEZBE, GAN O discriminator DHIIfEZ AP S L & &
LTHWS Z L OZYWIEMEE 5. AYS LI BAETHNE T L K5 RETEG»S
DAEEEE DM, FEIATRERFXXATE N E 5 OB FAEL, WHE 2 MY 0 Efd
HERTERITNE, ERT—XOZLMEHMRLUTUE S, EXTH OB aEM: D
HRETVALED, SHBDO—DD L THELEFZEZT NS,

3.3.3 EFLEVIalL—49rAVEEERIEES

EHGAMNEIHENETAT X R ) TRy Ialb—XOFENERL B2, ¥
Ralb—REHWEEEBFEETVOREEZBRB LTS, ZOB, YIal—Xik
EHGOKREKE UTHWS 2, UTOERELEL RS,

1. EHiGT — X DA% Wiz #H

2. VI al—XRDAEHAWmILFEE

3. EMi - v Ial—&AMEEHWRLFEY

FEOEEBRTETL - ¥ I 2L —RliE 2 H Wi b & FEMRE O G RN
EThiE, REOHWER L 5. £/2, FHUZEREBRIEFEET IV EZHWTERICE
TG CHR| 2T OMEAEL AR5 5. AR TIEY I 2L —Y 3 VERIEICB T AR

FRETNVOFHIIER LD, EFHGORBLLUTHWSY I 2L —X0FEFIFEBL
o lzl28, FEEERIZODWTHLSBOMEL 5.
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FAaE N FE

DEE

HEHWERENS

L1 BETHRBRARZE B, &lhils Tz A2 5 HENIZE,

1. KRR ZRETHZ DL X
2. NEIHEE DEHMENE - FEE M
3. T—RIZEEFNDE LD /A A

4. =7 v b1 N7 b

EWVobDNEZ NS, TOW, NEHLEDOEMNE - EEFEES L~ —7 v b A
YRT MNDBRIZDOWTIE, 2EBB LU 3 ETEDRREZEITZ. LrL, IKRELT
DO ERIZHK T Z FHIORMHEI X IZE->TWE., FICHBEBBREZRET S 0L X
ZDOWTIE, @S IHE0OH 5D L TEROMELZ I TV AR ITEMRRTHS Z
LuEFZZDHY, BUROHEWK ETEHTE2E TNV TR THIO LMD X IX5E2ITIXEET
ERVWEEZOND. Lo T, KO HWTH 2 LemeinisTils L CRER
BREDEBNIE, SRS THIZE 2 FPHIORHE» ZIZDOWT, ZOBRRES X UFE
EIOMENPARARTH D EEZTVD.

Kendall & [187,188] IZ &5 &, FHNED AN DS L, FHILATND 2 HHDOE &
NEHETHDILLINS.

1. Epistemic uncertainty (FaakiZ 3 F 5 A )

2. Aleatoric uncertainty (fHFEM)7Z2 AN HEN X)

Epistemic uncertainty 13, ZFEF—XIZEENRVWE I RT— &, ThbbiETF— X
X B FRDOAMEN X 2K L. Aleatoric uncertainty 1% 7 — X B33 T & A \WIFH I T
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THERMENZZEKT. TD DB epistemic uncertainty (2 DWW TIET — XILFRIZ & 0 BEEHY
WificE, 2 BOANLHES LU 3 BOBEMFHOHMHIIENRFETHLLEZON
%. —J}, aleatoric uncertainty (Zxf U Cl%, FHI X ZX 27 BERBEFO TR O RHEEMETH
DT — RPLIRIT &K > TR T 5 Z L ITEEL .

Aleatoric uncertainty D& EIZH W TIE, FHEPZDETIAL, THRbLEEIBEBDOH
HNRBEL L, EEFE - EEREFEZHIIBWTID XD BAHENE DETIVEHEIX
W<, @A THZ 22 ICWS THRAICHE MTb TS [189, 190, 191). H1TH
AREFETIENRA XHEEFHE (Bayesian neural networks, BNNs) (28 H UEB %175 4%, XA
X FE UM E, Lakshminarayanan 512 & %7 > ¥ > 7IOVFE [192], Kuleshov 5
DFE (193], Sensoy 51 & 5 evidencial deep learning [194], Nair 512 & 5 Fik [195] &
Wo % K DFEMRESINT VWD, ARETHRALLAAS AFFEFEE I NS OFEROH
TH, A—DANZHUIEDD B FHIITA DI EVPREATH L. FETFEITE T 5
» S M FE 2 SR S PRI RH T 256, FHKR 2 HWRERERET VI ) X
LDREDPRBEATRTH L. TO XD BHEIZH LA ZEFFEIZ L DB NLIED
H5FHlE, XA XEi#E b (Bayesian optimization) [196, 197] & QM TEERE 7ot
AZfRETHILDBOAETHY, FEHICAHTHLEERONS. LTI TAETIEHZES
DA T B RFIEORTERIIANAS AFEEFEICEH L, FERESXOFEREZITS.

RETIEIANA REEFE OS5 RIS 2 BOMRE D720, PATFD 3 DDFEER
2115,

oy

1. BREFEIZBT S Ml X B8 TR LRGeS
2. NA RIRfEFE % O 7 kAR E) 7 30

3. BEY I al—Ya v EHOAEARIED X GO Z Y VMR EE

L RSB BT B ANl X B BT RO HEBIRG TIRRERi S FHIZR 5 2 W FHl 2
AT BT DONT, N ZEEFE S K OMOREN LA D T FHGFEE i L, FHl
DA T HB RIS 2EMEDOHER 21T 072, 2. N1 XEEEFE % Fi\ 7= BEAfhi &) 7 5 31
TIREHOHGEA TR X A7 I LR ZREEE 2 EHL, FHORHE»S 2EE L
RGBT OEEZEEET IV E OHED S, FHIAHIENOZYMRG 217572, 3. K&V
Jab—varyeAWEAHED SFHEOZ Y EMGEETIE, N1 AREEHICLVFOND
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EDH 2 FHIZEHUZBRERBRET VI XL ZREL, FENPXZZBELRWTFE
XY o ARIME R MR L 7.
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»

4.1 N X EEHEHE

4.1.1 RAXEBZEZOHE

A XRE ¥ (Bayesian Neural Networks, BNNs) [198, 199] 1%, &7 E O AT
A ZH#Edf (Bayesian inference) [200] %4175 FiETH 5. @HEOHEEFETIX, —DDA
T X AT UPREGRIIZH T y M55,

y = fo(X) (4.1)

ZIT, fol) BEREFEETI, 01F fo() DT A -2 ERKT.

—7Ji BNNs Tld, ETIVDNTA—X (%L ODEEMEEAROEAS L OEHUH) % it
RNFETERT DI LIZED, ETNVOHEN vy DFEESG py| X, 0) ZiLElT 5.
p(y|X,0) = fo(X) (4.2)
%< D BNN ETIIVIIHEBE DM D sampler & U TEHES NS, b HfliZe BNN o4 &
LT, UMFORTREINGHEANTEHESIBNN 252 5.
y = tanh(wz + b) (4.3)

ERF=a =y N =T UTHIRT 52, —IRTDAN oz (T VPR 2
T EVEBBEE S U TR IERE (hyperbolic tangent) BIZ R H L 72D TH 5. E
TIDINTA—=RZE UTIIMPERDOER w B LI CRE b BEEL, ZNSBBIFITR
TIERAMIHED LIET 5.

w ~ N(1,0.1%) (4.4)

b~ N(0,0.1%) (4.5)

— %112, BNN €7V HIES A XTI RD S iz wv. Lz -T, Tl
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BZENTNNRT A=K DHEPOEEY Y T) V7L, Bon-fEizd L IZHIED Tl Z
15, Hle LT, A—DAN 2 2L 10 HOFHZToREREZK 411R7. K 4.1
2R5E, FA—DAN 2 THUTHEEZFES72H) y DEAFESNTWEHEIADND
ABITIZIERA 7 A DI WARRIE R K 2B M2 5L - AN G BE o ndh, X
DEBD=—a2—F N3y NI —2%FWSZ 12k, EHRHE I A2RETLZ N
TZ 5.

BNN €7V OFEGEICDOWTIZ 412 ETHHT 4%, K ITIEH I AH DL
— X EEBED T — X 4D O Kullback-Leibler divergence % f/Mbd 5 & 5 12%H
215 2 &T, HAOnmomEitMiThns.
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¢ e sampled values

~1.0 —0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0
X

X 4.1: BNN Z H\W = FHIOH. /85 X =& w, b BIEFRDAEIZHS BASEE S BNN

= tanh(wz + b) (w ~ N(1,0.12),b ~ N(0,0.12)) IZ2WT, FE—DASITHL 10 B D
FHZT-> - RZ2RLUTWS., BNNZ2HWSZ & T, BE2FF>ZTFHIDTATWSZ
EDbhnsb.
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4.1.2 RAXEBZBETILOEE

BNN €7 VOEEFGEIIOWTRERDOFEPREINTVWS., VI THHEY T
71V B (Markov chain Monte Carlo methods, MCMC) [201] X 7 7 &8l [202] 12
L BFHIFEBEEPRINIGHEDLH 5720, £ OFETIIE SR Z W= Rk %
fioT\Wab. oz X 52508/bTlk, BNNIZ X 2EMDM q(w]d) & BEOHE S
q(w|D) @ Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence [203] Z&/Mbd 2 Z &2 HE L, ME%
KL divergence @ evidence lower bound (ELBO) [204] iz KALIZEE R TNT A —XEH
W iThbhs.

BNN DN T A — R FEH 23RIZIT D 720D121%, ELBO D/XF A —XIZx9 54l
ZRDZMBEND L. FEHNZARDOFHETFIEE U Tid reparameterization trick % FH W
ZHDBHSNTWD [205, 206]. ZDOFETIE, NIAXA—RXROHFIHME (L DGE
reparameterization BEZRIEMAHBRHNOND) oY v T v 7 %247\, PUNICHE
DEHMEZFET 2.

0 0 0 Of(w,0) 0w If(w,0)

59 L(D:0) = 5By [f (W, 0] = =5 By | =55 57 + ~ 5

(4.6)

ZDEIEINTA—RER/HNSOY T v 72 HNT FRMEEREZFIHET 2 F
%% stochastic gradient variational bayes (SGVB) [205, 207] & FECF, ARLEHAKID I =
Ny FRERELTHILT, YTV UIEEE 1ENCL THZECFEDVETT S Z
ENRFSNT VWS,
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4.1.3 Variational dropout

ERiRzir5H 5 —DDFHEL LT, dropout [208] #ZEn#w & U TS 5 vari-
ational dropout [209] 2MFFEd . Variational dropout 1%, Bayesian TIZ7ZR2\\ & W5
HHHFIET 2 [210) DD, J&< BNNHFETHEHI LT WS, Variational dropout Tl
AT 1 OIER A 7 A X% FH 9 5 Gaussian dropout % % v 77— 27 OFE K72
TR FHIRIZEAWS. fle LT, 2868 B =AW 128\ T, Gaussian dropout
FUTDELDIZRT I N TES.

B=(A0Z)W (4.7)

ZIT, AOZRBAN AL/ AXEDRY MEZRT. /A XEF A LEBDNRT
A—=B L MOIRYD, & & WAATOERGANOY v T ) v rInsg.

i~ N(La= 17) (48)

Gaussian dropout Hif& CIIZ M 5720, EHHDEDOEFIE1THD. 72, EH
DEDHE a ik, —fBRIZ=a2—F )V xy hT—27 THWSHN S binary dropout (23
C, dropout 2175 R TH % dropout rate p ZHWTHK T Z A TEHZ LA SNT
W3 [208]. 7z, EA W ZEHRMEPOY Y T v TInz ) A X2 FRTHI L L,
DTFOERSANOEAEZY VT V7T LEMTHS.

Wy, ; = Qi,jgi,j = Qi,j(l + \/aei,j) ~ N(Q@j, Oégij> (49)

TIT, o BEYEERAN A X THDB. i, LEHDSTA— 2GS o BREL
BB L FROEED ) A ZHKE D05 MEND 5. w,, 0, 1< 2RI
UFOES iz ha.

et 11} =1+ VAR ISR (410)
06, ;

ERDOAIE o DI, BEEMS AP STy T v rsniz/) A X e ; D%
MRELR->TLED. 22T, UFD LS RRALWET LI TRROAREZKS L,
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a ZERRKEFCRKELITES.

wm- = Gi,j(l + \/&Ei’j) = (91"]‘ + O-i,jeij (411)

722U, 0} = a6, THB. BAED LS BAEIE Molchanov 512 & D EES N T
% [211]. FEHERHIERDMEDONYT 0 B L0 BHERA 0 23T A -2 ETHNITRW. &
B, o WIHFADFHELDH 5720, log(c?) L LTNRIA-RITEI L HITONS.

X T, variational dropout € 7V & ¥FE T 554, FEROLSHE 0L T 5720121,
AN FREZTEREZY VT VIS ER0ERDHD. AT A DIRTLE M X ny, HA
W DIRTEE Nig XNyt £ D&, YTV U TEIE M xng Xnew &85, 22T, v
TNV T EEEAMIDOVWTTIIRL, B BIZOWTIT5Zea2Ex5L, v 7V
TEIE M X gy THH, Y27V 0 7B KEIA LI EWAREL 2%, DTDLD
72Fk% local reparametarization trick [205] & IFE&. Local reparametarization trick (2

BIsH T v ITOREUTO LS IZHFHITS.

bin,j = Vm.j + \/Om,j€m,j (4.12)

ZIT, ey RIEBA ) A XTHY, vy BEV 6, BUATOX S ICHEEIND,

Ym,j = Z am,iei,j (4-13)
i=1

Omg = Y ny 07, (4.14)
i=1

% 7z, local reparametarization trick (3B AAAJEIZEHEHATRETH 5 [211]. BAHIAA
EOGED v, BEO 5, OFFRIFLLTO XS IZf7bhs.

Ym,; = vec(Ap * O) (4.15)

6m,; = diagvec(A2, * o) (4.16)
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Z 2T, vec lfFHIDRT MVILILELZ, diagvec (XITHI DR MHERD %, A, x0, BLO
x0p [FEAAANIEE KT, BAAALHIIHEATEUTO LS IZEIHRINS.

(X «W); _b+§:§:mmaﬂﬁm (4.17)

=0 m=0

ZIT, (X«W); EAT X IZTHU sxs 78] W &2 HWTEAAAMIZ 1T > 722D
11810 0,5 %, bIXEBIEZ, w,, & W D 1L,m D%, vigjem X Dit+lj+m
ko) & 9

BAEIZ & 0 variational dropout D/8F X — XALIZEKII L 72D, Kx v v 7 —27 DFHEIC
I Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence DTl z17T 5 B8 A H 5. KL divergence DL
B LT, Kingma 512XV IREINZHD 212 £H DD, a »¥1 L ETIERWIEM
IZIE 78> TWRW. FIRD Molchanov 512K > T, AFD XS 1A ED o ITDWTE
BRIIZ R VIRl E 22 2 AR I T\ 5B [211).

—Dxw(q(wij10i 5, 0 )| Ip(wi ;) & kio(ky + kslog(ey ;) — 0.51og(1+ ;) + C (4.18)

ZZT, k =0.63576, ko = 1.87320, k3 = 1.48695 TH 5. LALED X S 4FiE% sparse
variational dropout (SVD) & &,

Variational dropout D F&EMSE X sparse variational dropout BARE® 2 < 2RI N TV 5.
e L Cld, Kharitonov & OFEERRA X% W7 Fik [213], Liu © D variational Bayesian
dropout [214], Wang 5 @ Si-vdnas [215] 72 EAMFAES 5. Variational dropout (2 & D 58
fbFEOMREZ [ L X E 5L HFAET 5 [216].
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4.2 HBRRBFRICHEIT DML SEEBFED LB

BIR D@D, HEFEIIE T 5 A HE» S FMTFEIL BNN DAMNC B L S REIN TS
D, FRARAATTHRREZZEIT TS, KETIEENS OFEOENMEZ KT 57290,
FHEERFHEGT — X 2 AW fRREGHN 2 A7 2 HEL, FEMOKETT> 7.
Z DO, EEROFAMEEZ T TR, FHAITDOZEWERT — Xy MIEEL BV
AR O T — 2T 2 FRRE R Z LI U, FHEP» X TR DO Z S MEZMEEL TV 5.

AREBRIZB W TEMFRI TR EGET —X2HWTWA B E LTIE, FHIXA
2 UTELHAVWSLNT WS EMBEITOND. 1.1 mTEMH LB, SlERIIZ
TN EE R R AT THY, DX D 2T HUBREE LR TRIER IR Z1T S DIX
YT, — GG 2 A7 ZRS ARSI NTE D, @SfETTHlZT S FEKE
CEEINTWS [217]. MAT, W7 — 226 U TIEARMIETHRE T 5 & D Wi
T—RDERBBEATHSD. —/T, EEHNZ X7 CTRHAUZER-RFEE TV
GPUNCHHAT 2 2 2 idTEd, MEBEREIP Ry b—7 — 7 HSE, RN Tl % 1T
S7DDETIVEEDRBEL LS.

AWFED KR 2019 FF AN LHIGEF 2 RE RS THEKL TWD [218].

4.2.1 FRHEIRIER—ATA Y

TR A2 & UTIE, FHSEFEBSET — X MNIST [219] Z AN TFE U ZETIVITE
TUSNDOEGT -2 % AN, ETVOTHEREH#HAT. FHETVOEAREL LT
&, HGGEN R A7 TIRKHWONTWSEAAAZ2—F )V 2y b7 —2 (Convolutional
neural networks, CNN) [220, 181, 221] ZH\\7z. CNN & FHIA AT T — X126 UALE
Wl %A 5 72 ORISR RS T — X O FRIZEN, pooling X batch normalization
[222] LW o PR HAGLE L Z L TEWVWTHIEE 2 LB TE 5.

FIRLEBEDOR—=25 14 UTHWAS CNN DXy b7 —2fEa X 4.2 10879, N—
A4 %, Conv(BEAAA)E%, MaxPool(lxKiET—V > ) %, Flatten(Z) J&
%, Dense(&HEE) B THKINTWS. & Conv/EIX3 x3D7 1 )L R— 64 il THEEK
H, TEMEALREENICTIE ReLU [223] 2 L7z, % MaxPool Bl 7 1 VX —H 1 X 3 x 3,
AMTAR2THY, ANEGDFZDY A ZDHTIAFF 5415, Dense JEH 5 1% 10 IX
TLDOHANREON, TOENTNL 005 9 £ TOEFITHIL U 7z logit GRELHEE &) %
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x£9. Ubkoxy hT—2%, —f#7% cross entropy loss [224] Z L U, Adam
optimizer [124] ZH\\WTH#EE 2175 7-.



4.2. FEBREHETFE

[

B
Ii

BT 2 M7 X B @ TR D LEARES

28 x 28 Image

3 x 3 Conv, 64

3 x 3 Conv, 64

3 x 3 MaxPool, stride=2

v

14 X 14 x 64 Hidden

3 x 3 Conv, 64

3 x 3 Conv, 64

3 x 3 MaxPool, stride=2

v

7 X 7 X 64 Hidden

Flatten

Dense, 10

'

10 Logits

4.2: MNIST FPHIZ A2 TR=Z L UTHWZCNN DXy b7 —2785E. 2y b7 —
7 % T 58 (layer) Z RHOHRTRLTH D, Conv HAEAIAA (convolutional) fE
%, MaxPool 23 Kfl 7' — 1) ¥ 2 (maximum pooling) &%, Flatten A AJI DL )E %,
Dense 73 24E 4 (fully connected) %2 /R LU TW5., ETIVIL 28 x 28 IRITTDHf AT % 5%
JHELD, 025 9 FTOENENDEFIZHIGL 72 10 IRITD logit DMfF 5N 5.

97
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4.2.2 R—ASAVETFILOEES

R=Z2FA4 e UTHWSETIVEADEBGIZN L 10 IRITD logit ZFHH U, logit A3
BARERDB T AEFRRERE TS, 22T, THIOEEMED 2 WVIEAMHEN» S Z25Hiid 5
7212 LUFIZ/RT softmax BAEIZ & 5 logit D IEREA TN 5.

exp l;
p= = 4.19
Zj expl; ( )

ZIZT, L i BEHDIZ T AT S logit DEEFKT. Softmax BEIEUITIE KR & #
HMERB Y, ZOWMAIZED, logit DFZ LIZHIZ, &2 7 AR T 5 HEIR 72 fE =R
ELTHS Z N TES.

FEHULZETIOVIRYER, PHICHWAET —XICHM L ZFHEERHFET — XL TR
EMERTHEITS 2 ENTES. LrL, BFEUNOXTR ) 1 Xk, #ET—xL
R R OEGIZH LU TR 2 FHIZIToTCLED. TOLIRFEET—&, I
RT—REBRIRDFGEER DT — X2 MFT — & (out-of-distribution data) [225, 33] &
RS, fle LT 3FBEOIMET —XIIHL, R—=AF71 VETLVTTHZIT> AR %
B 431287, TITEMET—RELTTAT7 7Ry bD A, ¥V U 7XFO il
THEFEET, RO—OMIZEDE ) 1 X% £ 9 % white noise D 3 D% AT
L THY, Softmax BAEGEFHE D logit D% confidence ( FRSHEM: %2 3 Ml) & L TfH
FALTWS. M43 2R5E, TNODHMET —RIZHLTH, R—AFAVETILD
F ISR Tl confidence 28 11238\, §78b05, @WHEEZ R > Cilto 72 FHlZ4T-oCL
EFolleDbhb. ZOLSIZ, BHEO=a2—F)V3y NI I EF NI TFHRERORE
FHEIZOWCTOFEMRDB AT THY, [FiES>TWE0d L] FilllE Rik< Z e A
N#THEZ bbb,
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A

O 9 9

8 1 8 1 8

7 1 7 7

6 6 1 6

5 5 5

4 1 4 1 4

3 3 3

2 2 2

1 1 A 1

0 1 0 1 0
0 1 0 1 0 1
Confidence Confidence Confidence

X 4.3: MNIST FHIX A2 TR—=ZA & UTHWZ CNN OAME T — I3 5 Tl M5
T—=RELTTNATZ7 7Ry DA, FVUTXFDnIZx)nd % FEE LT, white noise
D 3FEFEDOM G ZFH L TWad. Confidence & U Tl softmax BIZEUE FH# D logit DAE %
FALTWS., FHIEERLD, R=Z251 VETNVEINMNET — X2 UEWERE 2> T
oz FHIZIToTUE 722 D05,
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4.2.3 BNN EFILDO#ERK

422 BOMER & MRS 5728, BNN DEAZITo72. BNN & LTI 4.1.3 ETE
i U 7z Sparse variational dropout Z#¢f L, baseline ET NV EH UKD Xy 7 —2
IZ Gaussian dropout & A9 5 Z & TE T IVD Bayesian b %217 - 7=.

EEIZHH LA BNN ETLVD4y bY—IfE M 44 1289, X=XV F
TNV®D Conv B LT Dense JEIZ sparse variational dropout (SVD) & A$ 5 Z & T,
4y b7 =20 BNN fbZ2{7oTW5. AJIE28x28 DE/ ZOEHETHY, ZLHD
sparse variational dropout convolutional (SVDConv) & A JJRFIZIE 28 x 28 x 1 {RITIZZ2
ahd. &SVDConv @ik 3x3 D7 1 VX — 64l TR TN, AHIORKRELE
LW S IZHBEDNT 1 > 7 %fT>5TW5. SVDConv fE% 2@ L 722IZA T4 R
2 O maximum pooling (MaxPool) EZ#EH L, E&EOY 1 Xfi/Neit>Tnwad. BLED
IR 2 [T\ 7 X 7 x 64 DR Z B BREE 3136 IRTTDO N2 MVITIIRAHE, &
FAHJIZ sparse variational dropout fully connected (SVDDense) &2 T 10 {RITD 1 A3
LND.

BNN €7V OFRNCIE, @HEOEREFEET IV L FAKROIEERBICINA, EHEER D6
MoD)AXDY VT ) TR ELD. /A ZXDY YT 2 T3 SVD EO H IR
TLRMEL R D0, BERY VT VI

28 X 28 x 64 x 2+ 14 x 14 x 64 x 2 4 10 = 125450 (4.20)

b, EFIZZ DY T U ITBRBEE B DY, local reparametarization trick @
WHIZEY, BEFEETIVONI A —ZBAKRBIARESHIFETETWS, BNNET IV
D¥HIF 4.1.3 BTMHH L -BEBEHIZ LV ITbN5.
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[

B
Ii

28 x 28 Image

3 x 3 SVDConv, 64

3 x 3 SVDConv, 64

3 x 3 MaxPool, stride=2

v

14 X 14 x 64 Hidden

3 x 3 SVDConv, 64

3 x 3 SVDConv, 64

3 x 3 MaxPool, stride=2

v

7 X 7 X 64 Hidden

Flatten

SVDDense, 10

'

10 Logits

4.4: MNIST FMIZ 27 CHW/ZBNN & v bV —2fE. 2y b7 —2 KT 58
(layer) Z RAKDPETE L TH Y, SVDConv A sparse variational dropout convolutional
J& %, MaxPool 23 KA 7' — YV > 2 (maximum pooling) &%, Flatten 7 AJJDEE
%, SVDDense %* sparse variational dropout fully connected %R L TW5. €T
28 x 28 RTCDME AT ZZITHLD, 025 9 ETDENENDEHFITNIE L 72 10 IRTD
logit B3 65N 5. FHIOEIZ SVDConv B LT SVDDense @26 H > 7)) v 7R3 f7hh
5728, HA—DAZHUTEDD D FHlZITH I LVAETH 5.
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4.2.4 LWEBFE

AREBRTIZBNN ETFI)UZINZ, TEREINT VS RHED XA T2 ik FEE U
TERUZ., BN 2FEE2 D TIIRT.

1. Sigmoid activation

N—=2AF 4 VETIVTHW softmax activation &, logit DIEDIHI K72 K E X %
g 5. ZFAUIX U, logistic regression [226, 227, 228] & THW 5415 sigmoid
activation oy 1&, PRV Y TURES 5 AR 2R E MRS 2.
U7zD3o T, SMET — R U T3l (422 Z AIZH U confidence DfEAY
0) 2475 Z LA HER LA[BETH B. LA L, &2 ALK THSICEEZ21T5 72
DFERIPEL 725, confidence DRIV 1 2 KEBALHILARIN S B, &
Wo RS AT 5.

2. Temperature scaling
Guo [229] H1F, =a—F)bx vy b7 —27 OHIJIHMEIZ calibration (BIE) 2175 Z &
X0, AHENPIFHMEOZ YR ETEHI 2 HELTWS. HTH, softmax
H B\ E sigmoid BIEZ 9 B HIIZ logit % EXUE T 5 temperature scaling 7 i
& BAF 2 i % R LU T\ 5. Temperature scaling [&HR)VY < V3 DOIRE (H 2\
PR IZHRL TWA.

3. Label smoothing
Label smoothing [230] (%, #AIE TV EEHRITEMR T RV ¢ € 0,1 ITHBLH
t=(1—-a)t+ & z2fidZiz&y, @¥E 231 BT L FETHL. @
DIEfRZ )V % T, cross entropy tlog(p) + (1 — t)log(1 — p) O ix/Mb% His
354, softmax activation & % WM& sigmoid activation # D FRIFER p 1L 0 F 7=
ik 1i13ED<, T7205 logit IFMRICKE R (HDWIINIR) BT LES.
Label smoothing D#AHIZ & D, logit O HEAEIZ LR - FRMEDER T o4, @RI7Z28
FA=XDFEEPIMH ST ND 720, FHEEENKEI NS ZePHREINTNS.

4. Evidential deep learning
Evidential deep learning [194] &, Sensoy H6IZ K W IEINLFILTH D, @K D
FE TV & e b 7 — X D Bayesian evidence ¢; > 0 [200, 232] =2 —F )b 3y
N7 —2oTCiEMT S, FAMEFHIT A0, HITEOTEWALEREBIZIX ReLU » 5



4.2.

EERRE T E BT 2 D S B ETIED LG 103

Wi softplus BIE Z FH\W 5. FHI X 7172 Bayesian evidence Z JGiZ, 7 7 AIZX G
3% confidence ¢; $ & U uncertainty(£ D7 7 ZIZEEI RWHER) u [ZPARD &
IITEIREINS.

€;

"= % (4.22)

F TV T B evidence e; DR EWEETEEZFi->7-FHIZ1TS5. FHITHEN
734612 Dirichlet distribution [233] Z & LHEEBPEREI N TN S.

BHBTHEO XYy T —IREEE LTI, K42 TRUER=ZAIAVETIVERILD

DO L 7z. Sigmoid activation, temperature scaling 3 & U label smoothing (&%

3 4

DR—=AF4 B LV BNNETIVIZEA U7-. Evidential deep learning 12 2W T, H
J1JE DIEVEILBEEIZ softplus BAZH L ¥ 8 217 - 7=.
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4.2.5 AEHIIFEMOEEZIL

BIEFEE T IV ORMED S I DOWTHRGEET 2 720D121F, 4.2.2 BED X 5 RHEN R
721 T, EEMNREEIC X 2FHEiA K ETH B [229, 234]. RFEBRTIIRRA 2F
LS A RE 72 FEE & U T Lexpected calibration error (ECE) [235] %\ 7z. ECE I
UToXTitEINn5.

M
B
ECE = E ’—T:J]acc(Bm) — conf(B,,)| (4.23)
m=1

Z 2T, M % confidence DT} 537z batch £, B, #* m & H®D batch, |B,,| ' B,
OV TIVE, n Y TV, ace(B,,) ¥ B, ® 1IEf#3% (accuracy), conf(B,,) 7 B,
D FRUSHTEM:DEIFMETH 5. ECE iE confidence & accuracy DAEHEE %% L, confidence
& accuracy DT BIFE /NS ffiz &b, ECEZHWAZ & T, EEMIZET VDR
e I FEMDOZ Y M2 G T 5 Z LA TE 5.
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4.2.6 FERER

BNN & &K O FHEE TV E %2 FAWT MNIST #AlE TV E2%E U, RiEHT— X1
HUKES KU ECE 25MHE U7z, BEREL LT, #@HlX 227 OFHEIZIA < Hvs i
TW5 F1 score [236] ZfH U7z, fHR%E2#K 4.1 129, ZI T, temperature scaling (2
DWTIX baseline €TV EFEENZL L R\ FL#E L TV,

#4125 L, Flscore IZDWTIEAEFETRERNZ &A%, MNIST 23 FH
RAZEUTIRHEMTH 72720, TRTOFETREZRTFHUBITIATNS Z Db
%. 7272, evidential deep learning D AMUDFiE & 0 TREMERV. T HIEXFEFED
FEGEDIELSIWRE L 2> TWE Z Db rb.

X LT ECE IZ2WTIX, label smoothing Z i & \WAR—Z2F 4 ' E LU BNN €7 )L
MRIFEBFEZEL TWAD. EEEBREEIZ DWW TIX, label smoothing % fit U 7256 @ A
sigmoid activation ARWEZHLTWS. LU, ZOU5I3FEE T — X &7 R#%E £
DT —ZIZH U CTOMETH b, IMNET — X 2 RHED S G- D 22 4 M IMGE T &
TR,

AT — RIZKES 2 R S G 2 BGEET 5728, BTG % [BfE X SRR 722 405
T—REERL, BET VAN LUTTFHRERZ U, A1 UTHAHL ZE& %
451K T. RERTIE, BFO6IZHEL-ZFHEEHERBGEEZ —EAETOMZIESZ
&T, A OIEIZIATZAT ZEGERINZFER L 72, X 4.5 IZFRI NS EBGRLSIN
HRkA RAEDEEEGZER LA T —RE LTWA, tHifs L, BHFEDIIZEWD
180 ERIFEERIEAF T — X2 FEZ 6N, ETIVHW/NI LA (KE 7 confidence)
2T eI NS. HLUT, TNoholNZEBIZREIFENET —XITE
DL EeFEZON, ETIVHRKELRAHENS N7 confidence) & FHIT 2 Z & A3FFX
na.

HETNVOTPHFREZM 4.6, 4.7, 48 ITRT. R—=AF1 VET ), BNNETILIZD
WT I softmax activation $ & OF sigmoid activation, temperature scaling D4, label
smoothing DA % 2L X VL% 1T - 7. Evidential deep learning € 7 )V IZDWTIZE
AR D FIRIZEA D N2 72 DEHDET NV DO FHFRDOAZRLT WD,

FHlFERZ R AL, AT —RIZHTEEETIVOARMEN S FHEAKE S BRBHI N
bbb, X 4.6 & H5 & IERIEZ X 72\ softmax activation € T I)VIEEMAEEL TKE
7% confidence D% FHIL T\ 5. Softmax activation (5E%& EAMET — X 2 K& L 22
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72, FERT—R LB BRHERFOT — X2 L THKEA confidence Z FHILTL F
IGENLZNEEZ NS, TS DREIL temperature scaling 3 & OF label smoothing
EWV o ZEAMEDBEAIZL D HEREREI N, JLHBS KU 180 B RIEZE 4 5 A%
DN B 12D confidence DIENNI K 72> TWA. UL, BRIRTFRIILERS &
confidence VHEDZEMMIZH UREL ETEILTH Y, FHIPALETHD I L PEHES
na.

Iz, X 4.7 1289 sigmoid activation € 7V TlE, ERLZEZ R WEETH R
RPRAITA TS, IEAMEZ L 7255413 confidence DFHARD 5 NITR>T W 5.
4.6 LR % & confidence @ _ENES IR LK, ZELZFHINTETWSZ L
Nbirbd.

&2, 4.8 IZ/” evidential deep learning € 7 )V 1%, sigmoid activation €7 )L &
DEIZRIFRFHAITATWS. KER confidence 2MRF X N A EHRIZH L Tlid 11238
W confidence 23 Fll X 41, #IZ/INE W confidence AR X 315 H/EIZX LTIk 0 1Z8EW
confidence B FMMINT WD, T 51T, 180 EHIZDFIHKEERIZDWTIE, 0EAHTIZH
ARE T confidence DEMMEL 72> THYD, HFED I DEGE D/NI LENEZHINTET
WBZENbhsb.

4.6, 4.7, 4.8 DFEBRTH W/ HEIL 28 x 28 DEEE DK VERTH D, [/
WL DEBRPRESE LD, FHITNS confidence DEAKE L EREILTWAS.
PR DK E WSR2 FHWTERZITS 28T, £ DS A% confidence DEALDEHIT
&, ETNVOEHBGMEIZET 2EHZAROMB AT NG.
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& 4.1 AHED T PO AR, MNIST 77— Xty b2 HVWTHEET LV EFE L, MNIST
DIRGFET — X IZDWT Fl score 8L ECE 258 U7z, CNN2BR—ZX 51 VET I
%, VDCNN 7 sparse variational dropout BNN € 7 )L %, Evidential CNN 2% evidential
deep learning €7 V% KT,

Method Activation function | F1 score ECE
CNN Softmax 0.9947  0.0042
CNN Sigmoid 0.9947  0.0042
CNN + Label smoothing Softmax 0.9946  0.0625
CNN + Label smoothing Sigmoid 0.9948  0.0374
VDCNN Softmax 0.9948  0.0035
VDCNN Sigmoid 0.9951  0.0043
VDCNN + Label smoothing Softmax 0.9957  0.0656
VDCNN + Label smoothing Sigmoid 0.9954  0.0422
Evidential CNN 0.9642  0.0208
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6/ w2 9 9 9 0§

4.5: ANET — RIS B A D X T D Z Y MEMEEIC B U 72 AJEBR T — X BT
D6 IZHIG U - FHEEGEE —EMET OIS I LT, NFE»SHFIZITET
5 EGRN 2 ER U 72, JtHiGE KT D 9 1T\ 180 FERIEAE R 1256 U I3/ 2 A K
M (K& confidence) BHIFI N, TNOPSHMNMTIZRDIFERSILAMENS
DIFFSI 5. sparse variational dropout BNN

1.0

o
[

WV A

—— CNN(Softmax)
CNN(Softmax)+Calib

—— CNN(Softmax)+LS

—— VDCNN(Softmax)

—— VDCNN(Softmax)+Calib

—— VDCNN(Softmax)+LS

6 | ‘ | é
4.6: Softmax activation & TV D[EHEEERIZN T 5 FPHIFER. CNNBR—ZAF7 1 VET

)%, VDCNN 2? sparse variational dropout BNN € 5 )L %, calibration #* temperature
scaling %, LS %% label smoothing % %9

Confidence
o
(<}

0.4

0.2
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gos
S h
2 —— CNN(Sigmoid)
5041 —— CNN(Sigmoid)+Calib
—— CNN(Sigmoid)+LS
0.2 —— VDCNN(Sigmoid)
—— VDCNN(Sigmoid)+Calib
0.0 —— VDCNN(Sigmoid)+LS

9 A a6

4.7: Sigmoid activation € 7 )V D[AELERIZ T 5 FHIFER. CNNOBIR—ZAF A VET
)%, VDCNN 2? sparse variational dropout BNN € 5 )L %, calibration #° temperature
scaling %, LS %% label smoothing % %9

Confidence
o o =
()] oo o

o
IS

o
[N]

A

—— Evidential CNN

o
o

g

|

O

2 59

o o

| &

4.8: Evidential deep learning & 7 )L O [A]#EH R 12573 5 FHIHE R,
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4.3 ZEER:BNN % A\ 7= k@& %8

4.2 BETIIMGER X A 712 U BNN O RIME2MEERL 72, W TAETIX, SRl
GO ERNR T — X & AW AMiEEA PR X A 2128 U BNN 2 #@HL, PHBES LU
TS RENE D FEBHRE 217 5.

AAFFED R F International Conference on Decision Economics (DECON) (2019) T
FEFRLTWD [237].

4.3.1 T—FtEv k

ARSEERTlX FLEX FULL historical data % 7—& % v b & UTCTHMH L 7. FLEX FULL
historical dataset I& BIGFEHIEI AT SIEI N TV EIEXS KOWERINT — X TH
% 1 @HHEEG] (high frequency trading, HFT) [88, 89, 90] 23F&#E L 72 BIfETIE, IV
MHEATREOEXPHHZIZERINT WS, FLEX FULL IZ2WTH, KER#MHT
E—FIZ 10 AP LD - #IE T — X HFET H. FLEX FULL historical data 1%
BENGT—2ThH, REBROFHIZ A L UTHEH (1 BA» S L) Ohig T
Wz475. MHOTGEINIED 2BEBIEOTHEIRELN S FRITE 2 REDD &, ET IV
DFHEZEIZIZ FLEX FULL 7— 2 » 5 S T E 2 T RED A% F\W 7z,

FLEX FULL OEXS S UCRET — X OflZK 4.9 1ZR9. M 49 DLI 8T —XH
B, WEZLIZHELTWS., &7 — XIZIZHA (time), $4#0 (code) &\ o 725K
MERIZINA, FE3X - FIENR (message), Tl (market_price), B 5EMHE (best_ask,
best_bid), 1 (mid_price), HIFH (buy_book, sell_ book) BWEENT WS, K 4.9 DT —
ZIZIFPAR D 3 DD - ERBPIFAEL TV S,

1. tag’: "1P’, 'price’: 205207: 20520 [ TDHIFE

2. 'tag’: "VL’, 'volume’: '200”: 200 #RDHIE

3. 'tag’: "QB’, price’: 205207, 'qty’: '200-;0’: buy_book ® 20520 M DELE A 200 H* 5
0 {Z A

Thttps://www.jpx.co.jp/english /markets/paid-infoequities/ realtime/index.html
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TRbL, BE200 DY FITEXADH Y, HOOBREKEEXDVHE L 722 &b
5. IS DOEHRD S BHEE S & O H KB FERL LR 217 5 7=.
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{'Data': {'time": '09:54:18.711868', 'code": '9022', 'status": '20', 'message": [{'tag': 'QS', 'price":
'19960'", 'qty": '900->800'}], 'market_price': '19950', 'best_ask': '19955', 'best_bid': '19945',
'mid_price': '19950', 'buy_book': {'19945": '200', '19940": '400', '19935": '800', '19930": '600",
'19925": '700", '19920": '600', '19915": '700', '19910": '1400', '19905" '1300', '19900": '500',
'19895": '400', '19890'": '500', '19885": '200', '19880": '100', '19875": '300', '19870": '300', '19865":
'300', '19860'": '100', '19855": '400', '19850": '300', '19845": '200'", '19840": '200', '19835": '300',
'19820': '100', '19815": '100", '19800": '200', '19795": '100', '19790': '100', '19785": '300", '19780":
'200', '19775'": '400', '19770": '200', '19765": '200', '19760': '500', '19755": '100', '19745": '200',
'19740': '100', '19735":'1900', '19730": '100', '19725'": '100'", '19720": '100', '19715": '100', '19710":
'200', '19705'": '100', '19700": '100", '19695": '200', '19640': '500', '19555": '100", '19550": '500',
'19535': '100', '19520'": '400', '19500": '300', '19490': '200', '19480": '100', '19460": '200', '19450":
'400', '19430": '100", '19400'": '1100', '19385": '100', '19380": '100', '19350": '100', '19325": '100',
'19320": '100', '19310": '300', '19300": '400', '19290": '200', '19280": '400', '19270": '200', '19260":
'200', '19200'": '1400', '19160': '400', '19155": '100', '19150": '100', '19130": '300', '19100": '600',
'19080': '100', '19040'": '500', '19030": '100', '19000': '2100', '18970": '100', '18950": '100', '18920":
'400', '18910'": '100'", '18900": '500', '18880": '100', '18800'": '600', '18700": '100", '18600": '100',
'18500': '1400', '18460': '100', '18400": '200', '18300': '100'", '18200'": '200', '18100": '300', '18005":
'100', '18000": '900', '17900": '100", '17820": '100', '17800": '200', '17700': '1500', '17655": '100’,
'17525':'200', '17500": '100", '17430": '100', '17150": '100', '17000': '400', '16200": '100", '16000":
'1100', '15800'": '100", '15615": '200'}, 'sell book': {'19955'": '100', '19960'": '800', '19965': '800',
'19970": '900", '19975": '900', '19980": '1600', '19985": '2100', '19990": '600', '19995": '700',
'20000'": '3300', '20005": '200', '20010': '500', '20015": '100', '20025": '100', '20030": '300', '20035":
'200', '20045": '100'", '20050": '400', '20065": '100', '20080": '100', '20100': '1300', '20105": '100',
'20120':'400', '20130": '100', '20150": '100', '20155": '100', '20160": '1800', '20180": '100', '20195":
'100', '20200": '1500', '20205': '700', '20210": '100', '20220": '300', '20240': '400', '20270": '200',
'20290": '100', '20295": '100', '20300': '800', '20335": '100', '20350': '2200', '20355": '100', '20360":
'500', '20390': '200', '20400'": '400', '20420": '100', '20425": '200', '20450": '300", '20480": '500',
'20490': '100', '20495": '100', '20500": '4500', '20505": '300', '20545": '100', '20580": '100", '20600':
'400', '20620': '300', '20650'": '200'", '20680": '100', '20695": '100', '20700": '300", '20720": '300',
'20750'": '500', '20780": '100', '20800': '100', '20820": '100', '20830": '100', '20840": '100', '20880":
'100', '20900": '700'", '20945": '100', '20950'": '300', '20990": '100', '21000": '4500', '21100': '200',
'21110': '100', '21195": '100", '21200": '500', '21270": '100', '21280'": '200', '21295": '100", '21300":
'1200', '21350": '100", '21380': '100', '21400'": '400', '21445": '100", '21450': '100', '21495": '100’,
'21500": '1800', '21550": '300', '21600': '100', '21700": '200', '21755": '100', '21770": '100', '21780":
100", '21850": '200', '21880'": '100', '21900": '200', '22000": '1900', '22020": '100', '22050": '300',
'22100': '100", '22225": '100', '22300'": '200'", '22330": '100', '22500': '500', '22555": '100", '22900":
'100', '23000": '1500'", '23185": '100', '23190": '100', '23195": '100', '23275": '100'", '23285": '100',
'23500': '100', '23600': '100'} }}

X 4.9: FLEX FULL historical data ®fl. £, fIE T L IZARKD X 5 IEWRHIFAE L
TW5.
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4.3.2 FRIZYR Y

AREBRTIIFEROMED EA T2 FHIT S Z 2 HET. BEEEET VIEERX A
JIZHAGER 2 A 0 DS DREIRGED L W, LT O K S ITEROMiEZE %2 3 7 5
AL TR ZTS.

L. Up Pth < Pmid,t+At — Pmid,t
2. Stay: —pwm < Pmidt+at — Pmidt < Pth

3. Down: pumidi+At — Pmidt < —Dih

ZZT, pumiar PREZ ¢ 128 Bl (midprice), py, BUEWEZET. t BT At
LUTI, EREAT—VBLPEXRAT =R EZ 5N, ERBAT —VDEEIES
WX 108, EXAT —IVOEEIF 20 EXER 100 FEX R E Vo7 At DIEBREZ S
N5, KERTIEEXDE I NZREGEOHGRETIEZ 92X v 73 7078\,
RIS U D 72 0 DIFE BTG OLEEHE IR E S HRpeEZ NS, Lizho
TARFEFRTITILER TG E LR E DS —ERESXA T —VERA L. £72, At 2 KEL
WMOTELLIDT—XEy hOHHS TIHBNTERVANER (BT EE RITT
ARY M IICRELSELAINDZD, At =20 & U, FEEITHCEREREEOHIGES % 73
Wk e Uz, 22T, KERTHWSHMIZOWTIE, 20 FXXEIZTEE LT 15 FEEE
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4.3.3 Feature engineering

ARSEERTIEFIAZE L U T, FRIRE A S EMT 100 3% BLR D 3 ¥RJGIT parameterize
LU, 100 x 3 IRITTDRFI AT ZER L 7=.

1. Tprice = P — Pmid,t

2. Tamount = log(a)

3. Lmidprice — Pmid,t — Pmid,t—1

ZET, p BNESCHKE, paas AVESCHE (K2 £) 1251 B, o VSRR, pusast
DEFOMETH S, BWEXDHE L Tpice <012, 7BDEXDHE 2phe >0 £ 78

5. BOHEUEXS K OBATEIB R U RV, FxXiitg s & OME I3 ERL L7z ETA
e eizky, BEEHETNVOZEEGEDOM L2 HIEL /.
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4.3.4 BNN EFI

AREBRTADE LU THWSHHZBIZIZRRIIERPEENT VWS, 2D XS5 22R5
iz &8 A0S OREHIHEIZ1E, convolutional neural network (CNN) [238, 239] &
%\ & recurrent neural network (RNN) [240, 241] 2V SN B 5EV LW, T THHE
IRDIE, FEXCRINEEHEE L OFERINE (D500 RFMERi>T\Wd] 2&TH
4. EHETKEOF XA BB INABROEETIETIX, BEXEATUDEREDEX %
SIBLUTWA LIRS T, BT 2HEXIIETPANEDLLZLEEINSE. 20
& S I m B R SCRAIOfITIZ R U, Tsantekidis [110] & X HA [180] 5 1% CNN % W
BT OEREEITTNS. L2 o TARIFZE TS CNN X—2D BNN €7 V% [
WTEEZITS.

fffT 2475 BNN E7 L& LTI, 4.1.3 T L 72 variational dropout BNN % %
FAU7z. KREBRTHA L7 BNN €7V ORIEZ M 4.10 (IZR7. HEXNGE U@
CNN €5 )V & dropout DRI ZKiIZ 5728, SVD Conv /& & Conv BEAFHL TW5.
F 7z, BTN E R E R 72020, —HFIZUOHD Conv B THREWRITZ 1 IXITIT
Fro7=27-&, Y D Conv, SVDConv 5 & U MaxPool J& TlIiF: X IRIT H AT E A A%
LTWb. mEOEFEEE T 3IRTdD logit (N4 Up, Stay, Down (ZXf L TW5)
HiEnsg. FHIOEIZSVDConv Er oY > ) v IhiTbn b 720, [EER->7-F
WA ATRETH 5.

FEFE A BNN €7V EAOCTIHT 2B, SACH LHAEDOY > T v 72 2h
ZN 100175 . 135072 10044D confidence (softmax(logits)) Z ¥ L, Fifll confidence
BLUFHT AN E L. 2O KD 2 FHIEDORH /57%IF Bayesian prediction [242] 3 &
* ensemble methods [243] Z5&IZL T\ 5.
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100 x 3 Order series
3x3 Clonv, 64
98 X 64‘Hidden

3 Corllv, 64

3 I\/IaxPooII, stride=2
49 X 64¢Hidden
3 SVDClonv, 64

3 Corllv, 64

3 I\/IaxPooII, stride=2
24 X 64‘Hidden
3 SVDClonv, 64

3 Corllv, 64

3 I\/IaxPooII, stride=2

12 X 64¢Hidden
Flatlten
DenLe,B
'

3 Logits

X 4.10: BRGFH X A2 THWA BNN v b7 =278, 2y MY —27 2HKT 58
(layer) Z B A OHTRL TH Y, Conv A convolutional &%, SVDConv A% sparse
variational dropout convolutional J&%, MaxPool 23 KfH 7 — Y > 2" (maximum pooling)
J&%, Flatten 2’ AJIDEJE %, Dense #° fully connected EZRL TW5. €T
100 x 3 IRITDIEXRIN AT 232 FHD, Up, Stay, Down £ Z UK G L 7z 3IRIGD
logit 2336505, FHODEIIZ SVDConv EH SV > 7 ¥V I fthbhs.
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4.3.5 HE®FEX

LR & U T, variational dropout % fti X 72\ Vi D CNN, B X O logistic regres-
sion (LR) [227, 228] ZfH\7z. BNN & x v b7 — 272 i 2 5728, CNN TiE SVD
Conv DX Y IZ Dropout + Conv EZEIE L TW5. BNN [Hkk, CNN XU LR
DHJIME% confidence & U TRtz EHE L 7=.

4.3.6 ERER

FLEX FULL O FZ7 5840 (3407: JuAbEK, 4188: =ZZFET I ANEF—ILT 1 VT X,
4568: H5— =3k, 5020: ENEOS F—I)VT 1 Y F A, 6502: BZ) IZDWTENT 247 - 7=.
ETIVHGEET — RN T B FHIREEZ R 4.2 BX O % 4.3 12K 7. K 4.2 TIX Accuracy
(IEfEE) 8 &L O F1 Score %, & 4.3 Tlk Down (FK&) 8L Up (EF) 7 7 ATxd
% Precision (IEf##R) 2/ RL TS, KEBRTHWZT — XX Stay (£E7%L) 2 7 AD
HEMWRKEWZD, Accuracy 8 & F1 Score (ZHA Precision DEDI/NE 72> TUL E
5. BMEEZILEST 25 &, REFIETHS BNN A CNN P LRITHARGWREE 2L T
WBHZEWNbn5.

R TS HEVE D2 Y M 2 MGES 5728, confidence DAEIZ L EWEZFREL, LEWV
fliLA E® confidence DY~ FIVD AT Precision ZFHHE L 72, #EEZK 4.11, 4.12,
4.13, 4.14, 415 12K 3. FEBRTHHA L 225 4MIOWT, Bz U & Wiz, #ithiz L
S UVMELL_ED confidence DY > TIVIZHF T % precision D% 7oy b LTHH, Jav
PR WAE Z E S TWAIEEZ YR FRIGEMEFMEATETWS I L 2RT. MERS
&, BRI DOVWTREFETH S BNN DBRIFLFERZZLTEH D, Bayesian DEAIZ
& 0 confidence FHIOZLHENRT ELTWAE Z eAbh 5. £/, X4.13 % X 4.15 D&
12U EWEIZR U TIEFAIZ precision 23\ ELTWA#RbH 25—, K412 DK 51
U EWMEIZH U precision VA& T 5 LK b @Bl Nng. ZHIFLEWEEZEHZZ
2L D UZEWEM ED confidence DTl X 7z > TIVBIERICZA R K 72D, precision
DIENALZEIZ > T L E S22 THBEEZOND. BIHEHC XY b—7 — J
DHBIZ LD ZFENELZWET LI LT, LOZYA confidence DFRMATEEIZZR S Z
R E NS, MAT, BNN O FHIZEEE QY > 7Y 72 nBEe§ 5780, @
D CNN (ZHARY > T ¥ ZEUHE Ot Rk B E 2 Z L HRED DO TH 5.
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% 4.2: FLEX FULL 7 —ZIZxf3 58 FiED Accuracy B K F1 Score. TYO ID &
FOHGEZ NG DN ID &2 & U, 3407: fUALRL, 4188: =ZZET I WA —NVT 1 VTR,
4568: HFH— =4 5020: ENEOS vs—)V T 1 V7 X, 6502: HZ TH5.

BNN CNN Logistic Regression

TYO ID ‘ Accuracy F1 Score ‘ Accuracy F1 Score ‘ Accuracy F1 Score

3407 0.875 0.855 0.873 0.853 0.699 0.754
4188 0.845 0.843 0.835 0.837 0.681 0.752
4568 0.828 0.792 0.827 0.791 0.445 0.549
5020 0.908 0.901 0.907 0.900 0.810 0.847
6502 0.905 0.887 0.908 0.889 0.785 0.823

# 4.3: FLEX FULL T —ZIZx 3 5 & F1ED Precision. TYO ID X FEEEZHS| i D
BARID 2 L, 3407: JBALAK, 4188: =ZFE/7 I AN K —ILT 14 VT A, 4568: F— =1,
5020: ENEOS A—IVF 1 VY7 A, 6502: HZ TH5.

‘ BNN CNN Logistic Regression
TYO ID ‘ Down Up ‘Down Up | Down Up

3407 0.238 0.319 | 0.233 0.273 | 0.107 0.115
4188 0.195 0.248 | 0.173 0.243 | 0.135 0.143
4568 0.383 0.319 | 0.370 0.309 | 0.105 0.110
2020 0.279 0.245 | 0.303 0.220 | 0.130 0.133
6502 0.343 0.371 | 0.385 0.378 | 0.162 0.162
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1.09'— BCNN 1.091'— BenN
—— CNN —— CNN
0.84 — LR 0.84 — LR
506 S 061
0 0
(@] (@]
g g
& 0.4 a 0.41
0.2 1
0.2
0.0
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Threshold of probability Threshold of probability
Company: 3407, Label: Down Company: 3407, Label: Up

4.11: TYO ID 3407(JHALK) (2359 B FHRMEHENE D Eigkli 3. B#lAY confidence D U
S\WEZE, Mt L 2 WEBL ED confidence DY > TS 5 Precision (1Efi# 3 D fE
2RY. MOFM, AL oI, RkEodiRsZnZ£ 4 BNN, CNN, logistic regression
IZDOWTORRELRT. )

0.71 — BCNN 071 BCNN
—— CNN " | — CNN
0.6
— LR 0.6 — LR
0.5 0.5 4
5 5
5 047 © 0.4 -
i o
g 03 & 0.3
0.2 0.2
0.1 0.1
0.0 - 0.0 A
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Threshold of probability Threshold of probability
Company: 4188, Label: Down Company: 4188, Label: Up

4.12: TYO ID 4188(=ZZF 7 I AN A —I T 1 ¥ 7 ) IZxT 2 FRUSENE D Hhiks .
K{Hf S confidence D U E WMl %, #tdlATL & WELL LD confidence DY > FITxT %
Precision(I[EfSRDfE% KT, KOFME, 4+ LI, HEOHIRAZNZ N BNN, CNN,
logistic regression (Z DWW T DFERZRT. )



120 HAE A XEBFEEHNAHEPS DERE
CNN 0.7 -
0.8
0.6 1
506 5051
o v
(@] (@)
o 0 0.4
[a [a 8
0.4
0.3
0.2 0.2 1
0.1
00 02 04 06 08 1.0 00 02 04 06 08 1.0
Threshold of probability Threshold of probability
Company: 4568, Label: Down Company: 4568, Label: Up

4.13: TYO ID 4568(% — =1%) 12309 2 FHEHEME D ik . Bi#lAY confidence D
UEWME%Z, Mt L & WELLED confidence DY > TIVIZH G 5 Precision (IEf#R D
2RY. MoFM, AL oM, fEofiRs £ BNN, CNN, logistic regression
WDOWTORERERT. )

1.0 — BcNN 1.0 — BcNN
CNN CNN
0.894 — LR 0.81 — LR
506 5 0.6
-] .
(9] O
g g
a 04 x 0.4
0-2 0.2 _
0.0 T T T T T T 0'0- T T T T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Threshold of probability Threshold of probability
Company: 5020, Label: Down Company: 5020, Label: Up

X 4.14: TYO ID 5020(ENEOS x—J)V T « ¥ 7 Z) 1239 5 FHRGHENM O bkl =,
fifiA% confidence M U & \WEZ, #HflA L Z WHELAED confidence DY > Tz xtd %
Precision(IEfERDEZ R T. MOFM, AL UM, kEolifih % Z 1 BNN, CNN,
logistic regression (Z DWW T DFERZRT. )
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1.01 — BCNN 1.0 — BcNN
CNN CNN
0.84 — LR 0.84 — LR
S5 0.6- 5 0.61
0 0
(9] ()
g g
& 0.41 @ 0.4
02 T 0.2 4 m
0.0 A
0.0 T T T T T T T T T T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Threshold of probability Threshold of probability
Company: 6502, Label: Down Company: 6502, Label: Up

B 4.15: TYO ID 6502(3RE) (2K 9 % FRUSHEAMED LG R, #ililiAY confidence D U &
Wil %, #MitihAt L 2 W EBL ED confidence DY TIVIZHT B Precision (IEf#R Ol %
9. MOFH, AL IH, REOHIRIZNZ N BNN, CNN, logistic regression (2
DWTDiERZEXRT. )
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4.4 FEERRI/EIAL—2arvERAWEREINITTMEDZY
MR EE

4.3 ETIHMMEE PR X A 7126 U BNN 28U, FRUSEMED FHINZ Y1247 2
5L EMERUZ. ARETIEI SITBEINSI T — X2 HWHEY I 2L —Y 3 > (back-
testing [244, 245, 246]) 24T\, HEFEEE TV O LMD S FHEIZ & 0 220 D8R
BEHWDTZ B0 E D DR U7, EERRIZER L, AHENIFHMEiZEH LU 72#%&E 7L TV
ALDREETo 72,

ARFFED—EB X, 2019 8th International Congress on Advanced Applied Informatics
(ITAI-AAI) B & O International Journal of Smart Computing and Artificial Intelligence
THRELU TS [247, 248].

4.4.1 BNN % B\ 7= EHIk

BEYI 2L —Ya VEHWEFERIEEZITS 72012, ET VO FHFERZFHE L
BETNT) AL ERETTD2MBENDH L. ARFETEET VO FHE, LTBNNOF
Wz L0350 2 FRIBERZE 2 W R E S EHNNER 2 56T U7z, BUNIZZ DFF %
RY. BB, il FHIETVOHIE L TiX 4.3 BTHIA L {Up, Stay, Down} ® 3 2
TAEFZZRD.

Score-Based Process
FEUDIIN=ZAT A4 & LT, RERNRTFHFIETHRMAAEEZ score (H D\
confidence) N — A DL EYIWr#EME %2 /R, KF{E%E score-based process & IFI.
Score-based process Tl&, HEHMZUTDO L SITRT.

1. Buy (yup > max(tvystawydown))
2. Sell (Yaown > max(t, Yup, Ystay))

3. Stay (otherwise)

ZZ VC“’ Yup, Ystay » Ydown 6i%M%M{ﬂﬁ%Lﬁy E’ﬂﬁtﬁ l-/, TB%K?WE\?L%?YEU score
(Yup + Ystay + Ydown = 1), t 1 score DU EWVETH 5. yyp DD VIE yaown HMED
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77 AT D score KD HRKEL, POLEWVMELDEREWVWEGS, Hwbhd
WIZFE D DA T E N5, Buy 25\ sell DFFEIHAEINS Wizi54, HiHIRE
I UEEI Mt hNng. 22T, AN ONEIERIZZHALEL, EERHDT
 FEEV S (limit order, LMT) 12 & % HX5[ 713 X (market order, MKT) (Z & %
BEIRZET 6N 5. ARIIRRGLEXONEZ HIETHE, HEIREE TIC R
ISEREXATE 24T 5 BED B B [249, 250]. U UABIZEIZ B WTIE, HXTH)
AT TN TV ZLOEHIZ KD FHMEFEES LT U TU E S & FEME O g AN#EY)
WATARLK > TUED. MATEITEIZ L 2B & S5 HE 3 X b [251] A
FAES 2 HIEDYG, WG &2 17D FEBUZ AL TEEOHFAHEN /NS <o T
LES. Lo TRERTIE, MME puna Z2FEMMR & UTHEI2175 22T,
FlaAPZEHTELESICT2L2 1T, BETNLITY XL X BFERADHE
DFEAELZRVE DI U7, Ml pug ZHWTEE v OEEI 217556, HEED
BEDZbE Ac IFUTD XS ITRIND.

AC = —Pmiqv (4.24)

ZZT, BEIEE v FEWEXTIXIEDMHE, BOEXTIXADHE 5. B5IHE
v IFBA R D XS IZHRET B

(C+pmid [)7"
V= Pmid (Buy) (425)
_ (c4pmiaD)r (Sell)
Pmid

ZZT, I FEEZEDOHRIEOHRALRERE (inventory) %, r [FHEEHIE (investment
ratio) &K 9. c+pual FHEOEMELZRL, BEZIZZORMEEZHET. £z,
Inventory I DAEIZIZ ERR Iy, B L FR i, 2ED S, Lin ZATOXTEEA
INs.

ZIZT, LiFb ALy Y (leverage) [252, 253] THD. LA EEd &IT, HEBE v 1
UFDESIZEHAEINS.
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mid

3 (C+pmid1)r
min <+,max Lim — 1,0 ) Buy
- (hiw — 1,0))  (Buy) .
— min <(Cz’+“])r, max (lyy, + 1, 0)> (Sell)

mid

Score-based process D7)V IV X L% Algorithm 1 1Z/7_7F . JEE OWRE K2 HEY
HETNTIE, 2v FT7—=2DFHIME y D score L LTHWSN S, BNN IZHW
T, BEEOFRDFEEME y; Y score & LTHWSLNS.
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Algorithm 1 Score-based process @O Fifll& & & H[Wr 7'+ A

Require: prediction NN (BNN) £(-)

Parameter: score threshold ¢, investment ratio r, and leverage [
Get current cash ¢ and inventory [

Get market states X and mid price pmiq

Predict scores [Yup, Ystays Ydown] = f(X)

Get inventory limit Iy, = _(C+§§i§11)l

if yup > max(?, Ystay, Ydown) then
. c+pmial)r
v = mm(%, max (ly, — 1,0))
else if Yqown > max(t, Yup, Ystay) then
v=— min(w, max (ly, + 1,0))

else
v=20
end if
Update cash ¢ < ¢ — puiqv
Update inventory [ <— [ +v
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Std-Based Process

FHIORHEN X 2 BB T AL CHREZRDYMNER2WNET LI N TE 5. Aif
28 TIE, BNN IZ X 280 FHIOEHERA o, Z WS Z & T, BAFD K 51T score
DIE % IEd 5

y =y — ko, (4.28)

ZITEkIIfRETHS. A 4.28 DML lower confidence bound (LCB) [254, 255]
Z 62 L TW5. Lower confidence bound %721 upper confidence bound (UCB) (&
A Xl (Bayesian optimization) [196, 197] TH#EFEAEK (acquisition function)
ELTHVWONTWBEBD 1 DThHsb. N1 XAEHiE Gaussian process (GP)
256, 257] 12 & o THI T N7 BRI AMITHE S Tl A0 % F W THEERGHE 258, 259]
2T FIERTH Y, BRARZIE T 2 EARMOERIZERGRICKE HET
%7, LCB 8L UCB OIIERGEV\H VTR LTHO TS, X 4.28 O
FREC K 1XIEH (utilization) & #EER (search) D ML — KA 72 RTMETH D, AEER
IZBEWTIE, k2 RELTNXT B IEELEEARITEER 275 L1245, filf
WEAaT o %ZFHW7z std-based process DEFEZE 7L TV XL 2 1ZRT.
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Algorithm 2 Std-based process O FifllE & R E W 71+ A
Require: prediction BNN f(-)
Parameter: coefficient k, score threshold ¢, investment ratio » and leverage [

Get current cash ¢ and inventory [
Get market states X and mid price pmiq
fori=1,--- /N do

Sample Scores [Yi up, Yistays Yi,down] ~ f(X)
end for

Get modified sores y,, = Ely; up — b/ VYiupl Yitay = ElVistay] — kv/V[Yistay;

/ _
ydown - yz down k \V yz down

I
Get inventory limit Iy, = _CJF;’ml; )l
mi

if yup > max(t, ystay’ ydown) then
. c+pmial)r
v = mm(%, max(l, — 1,0))
else if yéown > maX(t’ yl’lp’ y;tay) then
. c+pmial)r
v=— mm(%, max ([, + 1,0))
else

v=20
end if
Update cash ¢ < ¢ — puiqv
Update inventory [ <— I + v
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4.4.2 T—FEv k

AREERTIE 4.3 # L [ARKIZ FLEX FULL historical dataset 2 57— X+ w s & U THW
7-. BiR D@ Y FLEX FULL IEBGGEHIG IO - X B TCNET — X TH D, HH
ERENZ X ORI N2 1 HB 7 0 BUi» S HHRED T — X TRV L>TW\W5.
FLEX FULL (23T O#MDFIEL TWB D, SEIEEAE I — N 9022 (HRIFMREHE)
ZIEIRL, 2019FD1H1H»S6H30HZZET—Xi1Z, THIH”»S8H31IHZET
ERGET—R & LT-.

4.4.3 Feature engineering

KEBRTIE, EEBFEHETIVOANELT, AT 2O EEL2{FHL 7.

1. Price series

2. Orderbook features

Price series (% 10 @ market price (i5{lit&) DRINTH O, EXRFRDP SEXAT —
VT 10T DMl Tl Z INEE L TWB. b b, IH ¢ IZ8B1) % market price %
P, TESXRERZ t =0 &3 price series 1& {p_g0, P80, P70, " ;P0} DK DITHKES.

Orderbook features | FHIFFRDHRIEHRZ — IO T MVICELUZREETHS. F
IR RUHRIC BRI N TV RDEXDHED S5 B, PEHIT BT 10 fitg D D D A % HY
DL, flFEIEICERS Z e TERE NG, 22T, BWEXB LOEVELEET N
KAL®TLT5720, BEWVEXDOHEIZ -1 5L CTW5s. Orderbook features D%
4.16 127
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Sell Price Buy Orderbook
Volume Volume feature
3 505 0 3
2 504 0 2
4 503 0 4
8 502 0 8
10 [501| 0 |=» 10
0 500 9 -9
0 499 6 -6
0 498 3 -3
0 497 0 0
0 496 1 -1

4.16: Orderbook features DAERMH]. FHIFFIZARUIZEIK I N T VWA FEXDEED S
5, MEFIZ ETF 10O EDODAZEOH L, EWEXOHEIX -1 5L 72 ETffi
MENELZ A N TR E ZER L T W 5.
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4.4.4 FHETIL

AREBRTHWEZEEEEET VO XY b7 — &2 417 12583, REBRTHWS
Price series 3 & U Orderbook features 7 S FEE VT S N, #EI Nz LTS
(Dense) (2 & D il DZHHS 3 2 7 A (Up, Stay, Down) TFHIT N5, 2.2.5 T L [FRD
M T, Price series 2 5 ORHEHHHIIZIX LSTM %, Orderbook features 7> & D4 HY
ZiE CNN HW7z. LED XS BET N ERXR—ZAF A ~ (Baseline NN) & UL THW3.

HREFEETIVOARENIIZRETIEL UTIE, 4.3 Z[AF#k sparse variational dropout
BNN % A\ 5. BIfE sparse variational dropout ( Dense 3 & O Conv J&IZ 8 H alHE 74
728, ARHEERTIE Baseline NN @ Dense XU Conv J§% SVDDense $ & ' SVDConv
JEIZiE S 2T BNN ET )V &MER L 7Z.

72, R—=ZAF714BLV BNN iZhz, EAMEE UT L2 regularization [260, 261] %
MATIGBEITDOWTHEE 2TV, FHRZ KL .
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a) Baseline NN
Market states X

| Price series Orderbook

Conv
Conv
MaxPool
Conv
Conv
MaxPool

Merge

Dense

L= |

(yuplystay'ydown)
Price change y

b) Bayesian NN
Market states X

Price series Orderbook

//r SVDConv

SVDConv

L MaxPool

(Ls™ ] SVDConv
SVDConv

MaxPool

Merge
SVDDense
\\‘ SVDDense ‘//

(yuprystay'ydown)
Sampled price change y

417 EV I a2 —Ya VERTHWZX Y M7 —2/E. Price series 3 & O Or-
derbook features 7° & RFEE D X, #5E X5, Price series DRFEHIHIZ 1L LSTM
A, Orderbook features DFRFEFHHIZIXBEAAAED, fEE I N REE» S DHJIE
DEMIZIEEEEPHVO N, MiEOEHN3 2 I ATFHEINS. BNNIZBEWTI,
Conv D& 0 12 SVD Conv JEHY, Dense D11 D iZ SVD Dense JEBMHH X 1, ED

HoELNBPRONS.
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4.4.5 FERER

EBRRZ U TIORT. ZUDICREBRTHNWZ 4 DDETIVIZDOWT, T IVIGE

— XIS S PR 2 LR U 7. FEEIREE UTE, JEFEOMH X A7 i TIR < H
WH TS area under a receiver operating characteristic (AUROC) [262], false-postive
rate 95% (FPRO5) [263], area under precision-recall curve (AUPR) [264, 265] Z FH\ 7z,
AT, FHAIT DOZLMMEED 728 4.2.5 FETH G L 72 expected calibration error
(ECE) 2 Hl\W . #R2R 441257

F a4 %2R5e, FHKEEIZDWTIX SVDBNN + L2Regu 23 FEWHE 2K L T
L5HDD, R=ZAF74vEL0 BNN EFTANREFHLTWSEZ b 5d. 5L TECE
ZHR2Z L, SVDBNN B3R—Z2 51 Va2 KEL EEZHZEL TW5B. @O & A
2L UTHEHUAER—-AT A VETIVTHR, HIEEEZESAOELEZ BRIZFET 5
BNN TIXFHIEEMESBIFICSE L 22 BERIN 5.

WITBREY Iab—Ya VORRERT. H#EYIaV—YaVviEETIUVRGEET — X %
FWTAT, Bk Algorithm 1 3 & O Algorithm 2 125> TITENERZ 1T > 72, Score-
based process IZBWTIEL E\WME ¢ D% {3,0.4,0.5,0.6,0.7,0.8} DHTL{LTEY
Jab—Y3arv%&iro7z. Std-based process [ZHEWTIIRE k % {0.5,1,2} DFT, L
WMl ¢ Dffiz {0,0.1,0.2,0.3,0.4,0.5} DFTELIEY Ialb—Ya v &{To7z. #ER
R 45 BEURK 4.6 ITRT.

B EFERKL total return rate T, Sharpe ratio S, maximum drawdown MDD % F\\T
AT X 417z, Total return rate XA RO A TIZHA I NS.

CaPeng — CaPgpart

cap start

1T, =

(4.29)

ZIZT, capyoy BERO capog 1F¥ I ab—2 a3 v ORBRS KUK TIRROERE cap =
¢+ pmial ZFKT . total return rate |FHMEFEDOIENNEKR L UTHIRTE 5. HIRTEHE
INTz T 1% 250 S NAFERITHE I 5. £72, Sharpe ratio S, [133, 266, 267] LA T
D&> ~3Jrf%éﬁ’bé.

g, = Llfa = Bl (4.30)
V[Ra - Rb]
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ZIT, Ry BIU R BEREBIURVFY—ID)X—V %, EBLVCV IIHIFHE
BLUODBHERT. KERTIEIRVFI—2DY) X —2 R, 120 9 5. Sharpe ratio 1
ENFZFLEMNZY X— 2 HE 50 2i i ¢ 2fELMINTE 5. &RIZ, maximum
drawdown MDD [116, 117] A FD K S IZEIR I NS.

P—-L

ZIZT, PBIUOLIEFYIabv—Ya Vil Td RESWEELEZHE UZRIERIZBITS
HEDETH S, MDD IFHEIDOKES I 25T 2L UTHHI N, NIWEELZE
BEENMTZATWAIENb) 5.

£ 45 BLIUOK 46 2HRB L, 2RIZL EWHE t DN ITHIXREEFZ total return
rate 3 & F Sharpe ratio DIEFESNTWB Z &b h b, —BRIIZ, ULEWEt 2K
ELTNETBIFE ) AT 2T - RN RENTEDLLEZONS. LrLEEIR
MRS AARERICBEWTIE, t ZRKE LT EL L HERSID, FITLZENITH
WEBITLONHEIZ R -T2 FERAOND.

FHMOEEZ 4 5 &, 2412 SVDBNN 7% Baseline # LR 2 FEEE L TWE X512
W2 % —4, score based process & std based process D Tld, &R 2455 M % K4
e RERAFGFELBEVRRIZEZS. TZTETIVH, BIUOERETLVITY XLHOD
EPERETHEDWEES 5720, HIROFHIiHEREZ AW T t ME %2175 72. Baseline €
TV (t = 5) XUV SVDBNN E 7V (score based process, ¢ = 1) DHEHEREK 475
L O™ 41812, SVDBNN E 7 (score based process, t = 1) & U SVDBNN £ 7 )b
(std based process, k = 0.5,¢t = 0) DIIEHFERZ K 48 B LUK 4.1912R7. KR 4.7 %
5 ¥, Baseline € 7/V8 LU SVDBNN € 7LD TIE MDD LLELD p A+ 312N X
<, ® 4187 5% SVDBNN ET NV AHRIZENT VWL e bhrd. —f, £48%H
% &, L2 regularization % fili X 72\ 54O MDD, 8 & (' L2 regularization % fii L 7235 &
D Sp FE T pEIMEL B> TWVWEHDD, MEDENERIZL EZHIZEE p HIXHE
R X TV, Score based process 3 & U std based process (ZZFEHFAE T IVIE R Y
T =0 DNFRA =X (EA) BPE—THYH, FHFKREE—DOLOKRESHRENE TN
Mol EZEZoNb. RETFIETH S std based process DR T FHI D ALHEN X EET
HY, SHEEIAANEFRLUZEMETTYIab—va v aiTd iz &k b BNz E
BTN TE L LI NS.
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F A4 AV 2L —va VEBRTHWZET VO PREE. FHKE X FLEX FULL ©
MREET — X % FHHWTCEMA & 41, area under a receiver operating characteristic (AUROC),
false-postive rate 95% (FPR95), area under precision-recall curve (AUPR), expected
calibration error (ECE) THHili L 7z. KD L2Regu (& L2 regularization % K7

Model AUROC 1+ FPR95 | AUPR 1 ECE |
Baseline 0.5627 0.9322 0.3767  0.1087
Baseline 4+ L2Regu 0.5599 0.9336 0.3727  0.1145
SVDBNN 0.5504 0.9167 0.3725 0.0068
SVDBNN + L2Regu 0.5603 0.9081 0.3819 0.0089

BEYIaL—va vOEFHZRK 4.20 1IT5RT. X 4.20 TIE20194E8HIHD T — X
IZOWT, HEFIERTHREY Iab—Yarz17\W\, EiE (Capital), #RARAERL (Inventory),
B L O (Mid price) DZfLZEZ 7By P LAk, R=AFAVETNVIZBWTIE t =5 D
B%6%, BNN ET)IUIZEWTIE k=05, t=0DHE2HE LU TGERLZ. X420 %
B3 & 2RI capital DIEA EFEIL TWA DY, SVDBNN ER—ZAF 1 VETFIVIZH
RETHEHP DL, BEMZEEZBMEE TV ZENTETWS, £/, RIFaHER
Z5 U7z SVDBNN (2B WTH2RNIZ Inventory DFEMELR K E < moTH Y, RS
NBHHPFANTRERI AT 2 Lo THREZRITOTWVWD I EDDNE. TD KD RITHEER
ZDOWTIRESBRBEDORMA D D LEZT V5.
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#* 4.5: Score-based process DHFHEY I 2 L — 3 V.
BHEADR—=ZF 4 B L BNN ETI)L%EHNTITW,
v, Algorihtm 1 (ZHE > TITENRERD R I 7z,
ratio S, maximum drawdown MDD % I\ CaHli & 7z,
Z DB L OBERFAPRIREINT VWS, RiLDBR\WE

T ECRETHVRATDON LD 5.

T 224

BEYIal— /a/ﬁ%ﬂ
ETIVMRGEET — & (12
BEE AL total return rate T, Sharpe
FLIRERIHEBEIZEIRE S 1,
GATIZOWTIE, L EWHEAKR

Model t T, 1 S, 1 MDD |
Baseline 1/3 | 0.9379+£1.3388  0.0138 £ 0.0197  0.0016 = 0.0004
(Score based) 0.4 | 0.8338+1.3769  0.0121 +0.0194  0.0016 % 0.0004
0.5 | 0.5159+1.1397  0.0076 & 0.0170  0.0017 = 0.0004
0.6 | 0.1867+1.3677  0.0020£0.0199  0.0018 £ 0.0004
0.7 | 0.0655=+1.3935  0.0006 == 0.0205  0.0015 = 0.0006
0.8 | —0.0573 £1.1387 —0.0033 £ 0.0212 0.0012 = 0.0006
Baseline 1/3 | 1.2575+1.6847  0.0174 +0.0206  0.0014 & 0.0002
+ L2Regu 0.4 | 1.1952+1.7257  0.0162£0.0210  0.0014 & 0.0003
(Score based) 0.5 | 0.8636+1.7033  0.0102 +0.0215  0.0016 % 0.0003
0.6 | 0.4135+1.4812  0.0031£0.0199  0.0017 = 0.0005
0.7 | 0.3654+1.5046  0.0027 £0.0232  0.0015 = 0.0006
0.8 | 0.2087+1.1344  0.0048 £ 0.0236  0.0011 = 0.0006
SVDBNN 1/3 | 1.1951 + 1.5409  0.0169 + 0.0207  0.0013 % 0.0003
(Score based) 0.4 | 0.6977+1.6765  0.0080 & 0.0228  0.0015 = 0.0003
0.5 | —0.0024 +0.8229  0.0017 £ 0.0230  0.0009 = 0.0010
0.6 | —0.1827 £0.7854 —0.0013 & 0.0212 0.0007 = 0.0014
0.7 | —0.0259 +0.1088 —0.0117 4 0.0138  0.0001 = 0.0003
0.8 - - -
SVDBNN 1/3 | 1.3602 +1.3615  0.0208 +0.0197  0.0013 + 0.0003
+ L2Regu 0.4 | 0.6145+£1.2419  0.0085=0.0202  0.0015 = 0.0003
(Score based) 0.5 | —0.0487 +1.2490 —0.0006 & 0.0215 0.0014 = 0.0006
0.6 | —0.1248 +0.7760 —0.0018 & 0.0261 0.0006 == 0.0005
0.7 | 0.0018£0.0117  0.0100 = 0.0000  0.0000 = 0.0000

0.8

o CTHED S
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BAT NS XRFFEE T AED S DB
#* 4.6: Std-based process DFEE Y I 2 L — 3 VEHE.
Model kot T.1 S, 1 MDD |
SVDBNN 05 O 1.2450 4+ 1.4619 0.0177 £0.0191  0.0013 £ 0.0003
(Std based) 0.1 1.3119 £ 1.4066 0.0192 £0.0190  0.0013 £ 0.0002
0.2 ] 1.2634 +1.4551 0.0180 £0.0194  0.0013 £ 0.0002
0.3 | 1.2748 +£1.6564 0.0175 £ 0.0208 0.0013 £ 0.0002
0.4 ] 0.5462 4+ 1.7732 0.0052 £ 0.0222  0.0018 £ 0.0005
0.5 —0.2973 £0.9135 —0.0053 £ 0.0194 0.0009 £ 0.0015
SVDBNN 1 0 1.2243 + 1.5536 0.0169 £ 0.0199  0.0013 #+ 0.0002
(Std based) 0.1 1.2976 £+ 1.5561 0.0182 +£0.0206  0.0013 £ 0.0002
0.2 ] 1.2374+1.6341 0.0170 £ 0.0208  0.0013 4+ 0.0002
0.3 1.2111 +£1.4363 0.0170 £0.0192  0.0014 £ 0.0003
0.4 | —0.4022 +1.1832 —0.0058 +0.0190 0.0013 4 0.0015
0.5 | —0.2971 £0.8451 —0.0061 £ 0.0196 0.0008 4+ 0.0015
SVDBNN 2 0 1.0663 £ 1.6193 0.0138 +£0.0208  0.0015 + 0.0006
(Std based) 0.1 ] 1.2235 4 1.6485 0.0163 £ 0.0212  0.0015 £ 0.0005
0.2 | 1.0241 +1.5412 0.0136 £ 0.0206  0.0014 £ 0.0003
0.3 ] 0.7311 4+ 1.5499 0.0091 £0.0212  0.0015 £ 0.0004
04| —0.2767 £ 0.9115 —0.0052 4+ 0.0190 0.0009 £ 0.0015
0.5 | —0.0097 £ 0.0796 —0.0020 4+ 0.0200 0.0000 £ 0.0001
SVDBNN 05 O 1.4327 4+ 1.2971 0.0224 £0.0196  0.0012 4 0.0003
+ L2Regu 0.1 ] 1.4289 + 1.4009 0.0213 £0.0191  0.0013 £ 0.0003
(Std based) 0.2 | 1.3262 4+ 1.4027 0.0201 £ 0.0198  0.0013 £ 0.0003
0.3 | 1.4454 +1.3298 0.0224 +£0.0195 0.0013 £ 0.0003
0.4 ] —0.1249 £1.2795 —0.0020 £ 0.0205 0.0017 +0.0013
0.5 —0.1191 £ 0.7834 —0.0042 4 0.0221 0.0006 £ 0.0005
SVDBNN 1 0 1.3759 £+ 1.3126 0.0212 £0.0175  0.0014 + 0.0004
+ L2Regu 0.1 ] 1.4013 4+ 1.2687 0.0214 £0.0174  0.0013 £ 0.0003
(Std based) 0.2 | 1.4828 +£1.5593 0.0223 £+ 0.0209  0.0013 £ 0.0003
0.3 ] 1.44534+1.3713 0.0216 = 0.0182  0.0013 £ 0.0003
0.4 | —0.0479 £ 0.8866 —0.0092 4+ 0.0224 0.0006 £ 0.0005
0.5 — — —
SVDBNN 2 0 1.2509 4 1.2408 0.0191 £0.0177  0.0013 £ 0.0003
+ L2Regu 0.1 ] 1.1639 &+ 1.3837 0.0173 £0.0193  0.0013 4+ 0.0003
(Std based) 0.2 ] 1.3471 +1.4619 0.0206 £ 0.0204  0.0013 £ 0.0003
0.3 | 1.0053 £1.3677 0.0155 £0.0212  0.0015 £ 0.0004
0.4 — — —

0.5
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% 4.7: Bascline(t = 5) €7 )8 LT SVDBNN E 7V (Score based process, t = 5) —#
Mo, HEY I ab—Ya URERIZHT 2 t BUERER. M€ 7LD HIR®D Sharpe ratio(Sp),
maximum drawdown(MDD) IZ DWW Tt MUEZ T\, 5Nz pEZ L TWS. XKD
Without L2 & & OF With L2 1% L2 regularization DA% £ L T\ 5.

P value Sp MDD

Without L2 | 0.438 5.31 x 1074

With L2 0.353 8.85 x 10~*

0.0020 1

0.0018 -

0.0016 1

0.0014 -

0.0012 1

MDD(BNN, score)

0.0010 1

0.0008 1

0.00075 0.001000.00125 0.00150 0.001750.00200
MDD(Baseline, score)
4.18: Baseline € 7 V3 X SVDBNN E 7 )V (Score based process) D, & I 2l —
¥ a Iz B I B HIXR Maximum drawdown @ R 7' 1w b, L2 regularization % fiti L C %
BULZETVEOEEZRLTVWS.
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% 4.8: SVDBNN € 7V (Score based process, ¢ = 1) LT SVDBNN E 7 )L (Std based
process, k=0.51t=0) —FMD, HEI Ia L —Y 3 VEFITHT 5 t MERE. WE
TV D HIRD Sharpe ratio(Sp), maximum drawdown(MDD) IZ DWW T t ME %247\, 155
N7z pEZEEEL TW5. £O Without L2 $ & OF With L2 1% L2 regularization D4 %
ZLTW3.

P value Sp MDD
Without L2 | 0.561 0.134
With L2 0.146  0.605

0.06 1

0.04 -

0.02 -

0.00 -

Sp(SVDBNN+LZ, std)

—0.02 1

—0.04 1

-0.04 -0.02 0.00 002 004 006
Sp(SVDBNN+L2, score)
4.19: SVDBNN <E 7 )V (Score based process) 3 & U SVDBNN E 7 )V (Std based pro-
cess) D, HEY Ia L — 3 ITHT B HIK Sharpe ratio DH#E 7 Hw b, L2 regularization
ZRLUTEELUZET VEIOERZRLTWS.
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Baseline SVDBNN SVDBNN
(Score) (Score) (Std, k=2)
Baseline SVDBNN SVDBNN
+L2Reqgu —— +L2Requ —— +L2Requ
(Score) (Score) (Std, k=2)
1e8
1.020
1.015-
I
‘5 1.010-
S
1.005
1.000
8 212001
S
S
= 21100

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000
Time
B 4.20: HEY Iab—2a VOETFHL. 200198 HSHDT —RIZDOWT, FEFIET
BEY I ab—Ya v RN, EE (Capital), B X O#E (Mid price) DZA L% 71y b
L7, R=AFAVETINIBWTIE L =1 DEFAZ, BNN ETMTEWTIE k=0.5,
t=0DHEEHE UTERLUZ. KOMT27E8kE£T.
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4.5 5w & FRR

ARETIE, XA AGHEFH (Bayesian neural networks, BNNs) ZJ&H U, &@litis7T—
RIS T PR AT 2BIZONVT, FHENIZRBOZYMZMET L2, 1.1 ETHIEAR
72 B 0SS FINCIET — ZILE TN U ENROCFHO A HEEERFIEL, HiE
FHETNVEKDO FRIAHEIEEEZ R 2 M EI BRI, DBl PRl Es T
BV, RETIZE OIS AEEFEEUCERORBYE BT 2 N S BEFIEE
POBHRET U 72, EBREE R 513 A ZEEFE LM £ evidential deep learning D & 5
CAHE D T EHIC BN R FIEOFENRB I NN, FHENPZ 2FR U FHE1T S B,
H AR DRI S BEREEIRE T 0 AR T & 5 R X EE D BRI
BRI N7z, @RTEE TRIOREKRN R X A7 TH 2 flikEEN TR, B L O 7% 1%
U 7= BB BRI B W T AR A AR H A T2 R 2 ek L, emltis s
PR AT B AMHEN S ZEOEREZ R LT,

ARETH > - FEBRIIEE FEHM R EMRIGEATE 25D TH Y, HITE ZIEAREDEER
TIEFCHMEETCE TWARWHIED L. il ULTiZ42 ETHWEMSMOEEFHIZE
\F B RED S B ETIEOERMEMRG, 4.4 FmCRELZUANOFTEIEERE 7 LT XL
BT BHBERVZETONS. hTH, KFFEOHMNTH 2alMiEFHl, BRIk
EZIRS T &, DIRIZZEIS S 2 A KRERSBOFEL LTHEITOND

4.5.1 FHEHERBREZELUANAOFRENSEZERFEEAVREERRE

ARBETIEINAS AR FHEZ AW FHIZ X 0 E SN2 FHIEMERZ 2 TEH U ERER
ETNVT)ALERELZ. LU, XM AEEFE2HWTHE SN HIED S ILIE
WA TdH 2 RN RN, BEHER A DA DR E Fl 72 & 0 RN mUIERE 7 )V
TV XLDHFKENHEETH D LEZT VD [268,269]. fle LT, vy 7V rvrzd el
FTHEOEER M 2R L, BHEHMIZHAWDEFEREZ SNDED, RERY YT
BOLINHEL L. MAT, KETIHEMLBIEE U T ReLU BIZ VT W 2523,
KO ENTINCIR & 2T WIEMELBEE R WS Z s &k b, HES A & BRIk E RO
B ULTHRL, 2wty 7)) v 78 s FRIKEE 2RO HFZ 6N 5.

E7z, N XBEEFPEUNORMEN I ZREFEZHCZHERRRET VIV X LD
BIRE SHBDOLHEHE LTEZIOND. 4.2 ETIEARA XEREFHE LA H evidencial deep
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learning W AHEN S Gl & U CRIFRAFEZZL TH O, AFEOFHlZ HW-EERE
LEEMTHD L FHRINDD, XA XREEFH L B FRBHERENG S NNz,
Bayesian evidence O FHIEZ H W2 U & WEFIZ X 2 BERE LT HW. A—DA
TN UIED B 5 T %1T D 720121, XA AFRBEEERT V¥ 2 TIVEEDOEADEGR)
THHEEATND.

4.5.2 ANImigbLORERIELEZEDHEAEDLE

AEQNERIBRRTIE 2 5P 3 B DREMNES Lo TS, 5RO GHE LT, N
1 AREFE A 2 N LHGBREICE 1 5 RERCZE IS TSI L 2F A TW5.

2 ETRELZAICBIUDQN ETIIIERFHOAHENL I 2ZRTETE ST, ¥
H T — ZIFIE LU R W GRAESE, FHIDIARHED T 72 BRI U T HHE(E 2 R > 7= Tl
ZI7-oTCLES. T I CHEBILFHEETVDORAS X217\, A3C THIEHEBEK
B L CREEAMERIEL, DQN THIIITEMIMERI O K OBHERA 2 BT 52 &
T, ARETHRZEL 7 std-based process Z#HT 5 LN TE, FHEFEENKES WG T
BT E 2 TD R VHEAHEETH D, I SICHAL LR LTI, R1 XEEFE %
HAWTHONE FRIO AR X 2 HERALFEET VR ATIE UTZITED, RE»E D
REWHHTIEV A7 DDRNTEN ZEBINT 5 X5 I0FHE2TS I enFEZIoNS.

SETRELUBEMFAHET NIIDOWTE, XA XLETD ZEIZLVIRDOD BHERS
HOFHBAHEL 5. ULH L3 EBOHMIZIES Uz ETEERODIE, HEHREOHE M
AYSLIEAVMA—INTELLIBRFIETH D, Bl ZHFHITIEERIE
TERVWEEZTWVWS., TZTH5EDOAHE U THRIFTLTWEDIE, X1 AEEFHIZE
DEONLTHGTFHORHE»ZZYIaLb—varvDEEe LTHWSAZ ETHS., ¥4
EREEGDDI-OICRHMOTESHRERER LW E, ERLZYIab—YaryTF—X&
DHEN SRS ZEBZEETIVIZE D FHORENPSIBREVEDEZERT S, H5W0IZE
FHORHENPENKREL LD EIITT—ZDEREITS 22L&y, FHlOZEMR EIZ
By Ialb—yavT—ROERMTAEDTIERVNEZEZT VWS,
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S

A\
JdUT

5.1 AXIHRDOEM

A DERRZ X 5.1 1Z7RT.

NI & R E O I & 2 I IS A ENE, T & THERN, Sz 2N
PofTONTIAn o7, NLHGREIZE T SEERIEEETVOFEEELN TS
DTH5. WEBMFET -V MIFE 2T o NLHGEREIEIG U, FERET NI
BWTL P ORI ATHRER 217 5 72, AWSEORBRERE IZHRFE 5T AR 125
M DTH 2N, FEBIEEETIVHIERITEHINEE 2175 2 LR S, A
TGz W7 — XIRVBEFERN RS D LR o 72, A THREBRILTEFIED IR
F0, FRIZT YV bR FHORNEZRIUSIER U BEOoXE R TE, wEml
FE & W ERRGEDZ VR BTy UAHZMEME SR I .

B2 % W7 B ITEIE TV v IR, RSB 52 @i 5 3 R D17
IS ORI A2 EAT DI LT, IO ZYLEETHOET IV IEFEHTLIHEDTHS.
SRLTG ORGSR E R D IAAF B I N B HFEET VIERVWHSEDY I aLb—& &
UCHBEL, BIEWGCIIRBIHIORZ v > 25y F ) A2 4K, BT —% %2 Fille
FILOFEENGE UTHMT 5 Z & TPlloz et FIcEme 5. AT, ~x—7 v b
RAZUBANI 7 F ¥ —IZEWTHHABMEMEIZE DA, I 70458, H50IE
ETNR—RARFEPSOTHFHUOFREIZDORNZ LI NS,

NA REREZE AW ALHENSIZEIE, MO 2R TIXEETE A, aleatoric un-
certainty (4 3) DFEAEAREL THEDTH L. T—XILRTIIMRTER W/ 1 AT &
T HDOAHEFEM 2 FEFEFIEORBIZLDZERL, ETUNABE A NPT 2D
CAATEIRIE 2 B LS B D, RN XFERBFEBICE VBONDIEDDH L Tl E V=178 T
LTY ZLZDONWTIFHEDORMDH B H D, XA ABEEFEEDOE A D WTIIEREICE
NIFERVBBON, THEDN X BEDOLENEN EADF LIS MR- 7.
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ATHiGEFREREFEDFERICK G 1 HBIRFEE
+ ATHIBRIRICE T2 RERELFE DRIR
» FRIREELRRICH T SRR

RIPFBZRBWIRETEET) VY

- RBBT—EN5DTIaL—2%E
N—=7v YA IORFIFv—ICEIT 3R

N1 AFBEEZRHWAEHIEERE
« Aleatoric uncertainty (BRI GREHN T)DEE
¢ FEHISEZEEOLZEEEEADFTE TR

5.1 ABIZEO R, A T8 & BRI B O & 2 NG IR, o E %
7= RETTE T ) V2, A1 RERFR & N7 FREA S % 82 2 NSl 7
WO %RV IS 5T 2 HRERT TV 5.
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5.2 S1EORE

RBELZ7V—L7 =27 T, B—HGr OWREREXOREIXRESh, RET—Y
v MR, EEMeFEE -V o v b OfTEEAIL 33 @ 0 CHREMRILFEEET LS
Hffieb D ThHo7-. AL L EERILFEHOKE, NLHGEREORK, HE®RILT
HETNVOBA[ES KOCENS OEKITHEIZFHRD T, BEISRENFET L. BT
ATHGEREOHRBIZDOWTI, SHRBERMRES EEZTVWS. MAT, ALHGRE
2B B EE R E AR OTE TG R I O F 5, SRl ORI BRI RB
RHEBIZH WS ERTIGE U TCOEHAY, =7 Y bYAZ0A NS 7F vy —IIlBIT5A
MRz Db LT E 5.

BEE 2 B ETETET Y V20E, =T v YA 220 ANT 7 F v —1TREX
NBETIVR—ARTTu—F&, BWEE  BEFPE 2T N TV T 7
O—FD5 &5 EHENIMIEL TWD. [k, HERTH Z7EEIIRFTEET P,
TR DB HE T % 7D N THIBEDS B T WUEARIIZE O FAEMIE X HIR T 55, Thidxd
RS EBHEREIEA S, R TH - AL ED, @S IS £ 0 ICEXRTEMT
HH, B—DHHPETVETWHTHES DT — X TABEZHD ZRYTIERN. BB T T
O—FRFETNR=ABIVOT—X R T UVBRTEOMETHLEZONS. AHET
fEZ U 7= latent segmentation imitation learning &% D & 5 R EDEBFITH O, —E
DEFRIFEEF DD, FEEFFREMIZ . FHCERERE 9T 2 W O #%EHE
IR LD TH o7z, EHGT —RXIZBIBHERD T 7 ARV ¥ FI3IEE N
Thh, BEFEOAEMEIZRUIZS W, 250V o 2 EOMIIZ IV BRI b DIk &
D IEMER P2 TRL, ETIVR-ZADMLE, T—X R 7TV OMFEHEICE > THHA
BRAIRMHTHY, SBOISRIEEVPUPFINS.

RA XGEREEE % O T2 A HED B RIIATR D 2 58 L IXHA R 0, SRl - X
TGS TR 5 72\ aleatoric uncertainty (SRR AN ) DETMALEZHIE LTW
5. ZO &S L HMNDFEREREIANA ZEEAEHOMIZEHE SREINTHY (4.24 #),
—RI TR R X2, SRS THZ A2 12 OWTHIERERZ1T75 28T, I5REHE
PHIRFEI NG, £7-2, K TIIHMERBAMEIIRELR P o72500, FHIX N A
SEREA LU -LZRBERRET VI ZLOFFELMEING. fEROPER TRl
O ERE Ta 2 A%, FHZLRM - ARE B O Ty Pl I R#EYTtHh 5
ZEIEARMILTHRANZEBDTHY, T — XILERCFRRFF OB TITRIL T E 2w,
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AL TIRELEZALHSOEMRIZD K £ TG FHloZ e[ Lz 120
FETHY, HUERDZOIZIIALTHSS LA LHGUN DR 225281 51158
DT L, TNODVRHWIHAEEHT 2HENRH L. HEROITEFEMEZ I 7 0 flmin
SRS A=y N4 O ARNTIF ¥ —%, T—X06ZDORARMZ EMICFET
LY - R AT EORBIIZOREZZHTH S, SHBREBDIEDSNETH S
5 BRSO U, AHETRELZFERZTO—endeELW. @050
wx DFBEND, KRIXDOFED LT 5.
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