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Table 1 Autocorre itions of price durations w ith intraday pattem and without intraday pattem

22 ACD

dur durs
Q(10) Q(20) Q(30) Q(10) Q(20) Q(30)
cu 97. 48 1%22 | 18432 | 73008 13485 | 17805
(0 000) (0. 000) (0000) | (0o0) | (0 000) (0. 000)
nr 11236 1 404. 3 1557 5 855 53 13231 1 650. 7
(0 000) (0. 000) (0 000) (0 000) (0. 000) (0. 000)
soyb ean 840. 65 1257 4 1482 1 644 62 10451 1318 6
(0 000) (0. 000) (Q 000) (0 000) (0. 000) (0. 000)
com 250. 09 377 26 480 69 136 32 265. 89 419 19
(0 000) (0. 000) (0 000) (0 000) (0. 000) (0. 000)
cotton 563. 45 754 10 563 07 430 97 716. 18 901 63
(0 000) (0. 000) (Q 000) (Q 000) (0. 000) (0. 000)
ws 194. 84 247 87 274 24 102 46 166. 60 216 77
(0 000) (0. 000) (Q 000) (0 000) (0. 000) (0. 000)
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2 ACD
Table 2 Coefficients of ACD model analysis of copper
cu 8 a B Y A 6 LogL Q(10) Q(20) Q(30)
Q0063 [ 00281 | 09657 - 12393 | 18 221 22 096 33 301
LNEAR (0072 3) | (0.000 0)| (0. 0000) (0.051) | (0.335) | (0 232)
ACD Q0002 | 0.0339 | 0. 9666 L 7334 - 947 17. 650 21 038 36 309
(0818 7)( (0 0000) [ (0.0000)| (0 0000) (0.061) | (0.395) | (O 19)
Q0739 0.0035 | 09262 30. 567 15 325 - 3282 579. 80 1087 4 1445 5
(Q 000 1) [(0.0000)|(0.0000)| (0 0000)|(Q 000 0) (0.000) | (0.000) | (Q 000)
Q0069 [ 0.0467 | 1 0056 - 12395 | 16 500 19 984 34 649
LOG (0 000 0) [ (0.000 0)| (0.0000) (0.086) | (0.459) | (0 25%)
ACD Q0056 [ 0.0377 | 10098 L 7315 - 9475 19. 733 22 932 33 979
(0 000 0) [ (0.000 0)|(0.0000)]| (0 000 0) (0.032) | (0.292) | (0 209)
00074 | 00143 | 08892 30. 870 15 331 -31% 455. 34 889 87 1198 3
(0000 1) [(0.0000)|(0.0000)| (0 0000)|(Q 000 0) (0.000) | (0.000) | (Q 000)
-0.0921f 00953 | 0.9990 03678 | - 12390 | 17 868 21 517 34 669
BOX (10446 7) | (0. 440 4)| (0. 000 0) (10396 3) (0.057) | (0.367) | (Q 255)
coxX - 0.060 7[ 0.063 3 | L 0036 L 7335 05972 | - 946 17. 501 20 727 33 84
(0 000 0) [ (0.000 0)[(0.0000)]| (0 000 0) (10 000 0) (0.064) | (0.413) | (0 213)
ACD Q0889 | 01128 | 09129 | 64358 | 3 N30 | Q1890 | -7112 396. 41 773 38 1045 0
(Q 799 7)((0.730 0)| (0. 0000)| (@ 0000)|(0Q 000 0) (0812 1) (0.000) | (0.000) | (Q 000)
- 0.0285[ 0.0358 | 0.9996 - 0016 0f — 12392 | 18 202 21 689 34 655
EX (10 000 0) [ (0.000 0)| (0. 0000) (Q11ruy (0.052) | (0.358) | (0 25%5)
ACD -0.0029[ 0.0416 | 0.9855 L 6504 - 0.072 4 - 10 117 | 592 01 991 18 1235 4
(0 000 0) [ (0.000 0)[(0.0000)]| (0 000 0) (/0 000 0) (0.000) | (0.000) | (Q 000)
-0.0324f 00557 | 09392 34. 034 13 053 (- 0.077 5] -278 898 92 1513. 8 1880 6
(0 000 0) [ (0.000 0)(0.0000)| (0 0000)|(0Q 000 0) (0000 0) (0.000) | (0.000) | (Q 000)
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Table 3 Coefficients 0o fACD modelw ith average volume as an explanatory factor
LOG-ACD-W CU a B Y P LogL Q(10) Q( 20) Q(30)
cu 0.014 3 0. 043 6 Q0 996 8 1738 | - 00079| -9437 15. 930 19 413 30 703
(0.0000) | (0.0000) | (0 0000) [ (Q 000 0) [ (Q 000 0) (0. 102) (0. 495) (0 430)
nr 0. 057 0 0. 0754 09201 L5335 | -00430| -832>% 17. 794 34 324 44 367
(0.0000) | (0.0000) | (O 0000) [ (Q 000 0) [ (Q 000 0) (0. 059) (0. 024) (0 044)
soybean 0. 016 2 0.0417 Q 9636 18113 (- 00108 - 10720 6 7539 919 6 17 678
(0.0000) | (0.0000) | (0 0000) [ (Q 000 0) [ (Q 000 0) (0. 748) (0. 980) (0 964)
com 0. 007 7 0. 0179 09926 1546 | -00040| -925% 4 4009 21 248 30 327
(0.0000) | (0.0000) | (0 0000) [ (Q 000 0) [ (Q 000 0) (0. 927) (0. 383) (0 449)
cotton 0.011 8 0. 0492 1L 0007 L4766 [ -000L5[ - 659 16. 683 21 274 29 902
(0.0000) | (0.0000) | (O 0000) [ (Q 000 0) [ (QO18 8) (0. 082) (0. 381) (Q 471)
ws 0.049 5 0. 008 3 0 6722 L6061 | - Q0464 - 10193 12. 040 26 462 35 985
(0.0000) | (0.1348) | (0 0000) [ (Q 000O0) [ (0Q1381) (0. 282) (0. 151) (0 209)
(11), 4
2
4 ACD
Table 4 Coefficients of ACD modelw ith open interest as an explnatory factor
LOG-ACD-W 8 a B Y 0 LogL Q(10) Q(20) Q(30)
cu 0 004 9 Q0 0377 1 009 8 17321 0 000 6 - 9474 19. 812 23 005 36 042
(0.0000)| (G0O0O00)| (0 0000) [ (0O 000O0) | (02582) (0 031) (0 289) (0 207)
nr 00111 Q0 0519 1 0019 15571 | -00009| - 841l 20 587 32 321 55 739
(0 0000)| (G0O0O00O)| (0 0000) [ (O 000O0) [ (054538) (0 024) (0 040) (0 003)
soybean 0 004 2 Q0 0197 1 0049 18834 [-00017| -10783 46 263 51 388 60 833
(0.0000)| (Q0O000)| (0 0000) | (O 000 0) [ (0000 0) (Q 000) (Q 000) (0 001)
com 0 004 6 00211 1 0049 15076 [-00002| -929%8 41181 19 449 28 149
(0.0000)| (G0O000)| (0 0000) [ (0 000O0) | (03933) (0 942) (0 493) (0 563)
cotion 00120 0 0482 1 0019 1475 [-000L5[ - 6600 17. 240 21 987 3 30 989
(0.0000)| (G0O0O00O)| (0 0000) | (0O 000O0) | (02041) (0 069) (0 341) (0 416)
ws 00128 00174 09770 16425 | -00107| - 10331 Q7271 19 841 26 047
(0.0000)| (Q0O0O00O)| (0 0000) | (O 0O00DO) | (01381) (Q 465) (0 468) (0 673)

(12)
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Table 5 Coefficients of ACD modelw ith average absolute yiell as an exp hnatory factor

LOG-ACD-W & a B Y K Lod. Q(10) Q(20) Q(30)
cu Qa 019 6 0 0389 09833 17402 | - 00139 -9419 15. 388 19 386 30 009
(0.0000)| (G 0O000)| (0 0000) [ (O 0000) | (00000O) (a 119) (Q 497) (0 465)
nr 0 047 6 0 0381 09379 1598 [-00407| - 8298 Q 3843 19 928 29 087
(0 0000) | (000O) [ (0 0000)| (0 0000)]| (00000) (Q 496) (Q 462) (0 513)
soybean Q 008 7 00154 0 9959 1882 [-00067| - 10 745 39 652 42 959 53 755
(0 0000)| (0000) | (0 0000) | (O 0000) | (00000) (0 000) (0 002) (0 005)
com 0 0140 00120 0 9909 15116 | -00114] -9274 33543 18 731 27 109
(0 0000) | (00000) | (0 0000) | (O 0000) | (00000O0) (0 972) (0 539) (0 6138)
cotton 0 039 3 0 0433 0 9582 1483 [-00301| - 6561 14 288 18 913 26 710
(0 0000) | (0000) | (0 0000)| (O 0000)]| (00000O0) (0 160) (0 527) (0 638)
ws 0 016 5 00124 09784 15957 | -00141] -10273 5 3561 16 234 22 727
(0 0000)| (0 1358) | (0 0000) | (0 0000)| (01381) (0 866) (a 702) (0 826)

(13), ,

6

6

ACD

Table 6 Coefficients of ACD modelw ith average volime open interest and average absolute yield as exp hnatory factors

LOG-ACDW| © a B v P 0 K Logl | 0(10) | 0(20) | Q(30)
cu 00208 0.0410[ 09698 | 1 7433 (- 0010 1] 00064 |- 0011 3-93%8| 15730 | 20.707 | 30 880
(0 000 0)(0. 000 0)[(0. 000 0)|(Q 000 0)|(0 000 0)|( @ VOO 1)[(0. 000 0) (0.108) | (0.415) | (0 421)

nr 00664 00437]09092| 15837 |- 002 1|- 0001 94— 0.036 § - 8 277| 11. 573 | 22 894 | 29 587
(0 000 0)|(0. 000 0)|(0. 000 0)|(Q 000 0)|(0 000 0)|( @ 663 2)[(0. 000 0) (0.315) | (0.294) | (Q 487)

soybean | 00344| 00353 0.9430| 1 8140 |- 0 007 - Q 008 - 0. 013 7— 10 02| 6 6114 | 9 3453 | 17 674
(0 000 0)|(0. 000 0)[(0. 000 0)|(@ 000 0)|(0 000 0)|( @ V00 0)|(0. 000 0) (0.762) | (0.979) | (Q 964)

com 00136| 00112 09855| 15159 |- 0 003 2- 0000 2- 0.007 § - 9248 3 7128 | 20.078 | 28 991
(0 000 0)(0. 000 0)[(0. 000 0)](Q 000 0)|(0 000 0)|( Q@ 551 6)[(0. 000 0) (0.959) | (0.453) | (0 518)

cotton | 00532| 0.0462| 0.9145| 1 4981 |- 0 018 (- 0 005 9- 0. 019 9 - 6 514| 13.985 | 22 600 | 31 377
(0 000 0)|(0. 000 0)[(0. 000 0)|(Q 000 0)|(0 000 0)|( @ 082 1)[(0. 000 0) (0. 174) | (0.309) | (Q 397)

W 0189 5|- 00229 0.3849 | 1 6104 [- 0 058 3— 0103 §— 0. 028 §— 1 0167 15 026 | 28 582 | 37 830
(0 000 0)|(0. 010 1)|{(0. 000 0)|(@ 000 0)[(0 000 0)|( @ V00 0)|(0. 000 7) (0. 131) | (0.096) | (Q 154)
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Abstract By niroducing four ACD models and four types of distrbutbn of resduals the paper aims to find
the appropriate ACD model of Chna futures matket and the appwopriate distrbu ton of residuals Furthemorg

average vohme in duratbn average absolute yield in duratbn and open nterest of the tin e point are added in
the previous ACD models to analyze he mpact of trade mtensity, price volatility and market depth on price
duraton. The empirical study shows that the canp licated models can not outperform the smpk ones to de-

scribe the durations but different choices of distrbu tbn of resduals have a sien ificant inpacton he descrp-
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tion ability The average volumeand average absolute yield in durations have negative mpacts on price dura-
tions while open nterest hasweak mpacts The extended ACD models perfom better than the classical ones
Key words duratbn ACD model m icrostructurg cluster effect

( 0 )

[13]Wang CJ XiY G. Modelng and analyss of single machie scheduling based on noncopemtive game theory[ J|. Acta
Autan atica Sinica 2005 31(4): 516- 522

[ 14]Wang CJ XiY G. Noncooperative Gam e on Scheduling The SingleM achine Case[ C] //The 16th IFACW orld Confer

encg Czech 2005

[15]Luh P B, HoiomtD J etal Schedule generatbn and reconfiguration or pamallelmachmnes| J|. EEE Transactons on Reo
botis and Automatbn 1990 6(6): 687- 69a

[ 16]Kutanoght E;, Wu S D. On canbiatorial auction and hgrangean relaxation for d strbuted resource scheduling[ J]. 1IE
Transactons 1999 31(9): 813- 826

Price of anarchy analysis for scheduling selfish tasks on parallelm ach nes

WAN G Chang=-jun, JA Yong—i XU Qi WANG Xiaofeng
G lorious Sun School of Business and M anagement DonghuaUniversity Shanghai?200051, China

Abstract Consider he problan of schedulng selfish tasks ( or agents) —whose objective is them nm izatbn
of their heterogeneous regu lar or non-regular objectives - on dentical parallelmach nes n order tom ni ize a
global ob jective Because of tasks’ selfishness anarchistc canpetiton w ithoutmechanisn or global coordina-
torwou ll deteriorate the global perfomance and then price of anarchy. H ence correspond ng noncoopera-
tive gane is introduced to model the case of identical parallelmach ne and an equilibrim result naned N ash
equilbrim schedule is gven The ex Btence ofN ash equilbrim schedule is poved and the tight price of an-
archy in he different situations ( the system’ s perfomance ob jective is selected as m inin izaton of total can-
pletbn tine orm inin izatbn ofm akespany and the task’ s is regular or ab itrary ) are analyzed quantiatvely.
The results show the price of anarchy may be extramely poorwhen the system’ s performance ob jective is to
m nm ize he total canpleton tine or the independent task’ s is non-regular

Key words price of anarchy schedulng sequencing mode] game theory



