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Multifractality in stock indexes: Fact or fiction?
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Abstract

Multifractal analysis and extensive statistical tests@@dormed upon intraday minutely
data within individual trading days for four stock marketi@xes (including HSI, SZSC,
S&P500, and NASDAQ) to check whether the indexes (insteath@freturns) possess
multifractality. We find that the mass exponetiyy) is linear and the singularity(q) is
close to 1 for all trading days and all indexes. Furthermeesfind strong evidence showing
that the scaling behaviors of the original data sets canedtitinguished from those of
the shuffled time series. Hence, the so-called multifragtal the intraday stock market
indexes is merely an illusion.
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1 Introduction

Econophysics is an emerging interdisciplinary field appyconcepts, theories,
and tools borrowed from statistical physics, nonlineagisces, applied mathemat-
ics, and complexity sciences to understand the complexosgétnizing behaviors
of financial marketsﬂﬂﬂ c) 4]. This field has become to flslugince the pioneer-
ing work of Mantegna and Stanley on the scaling behavior éndynamics of the
Standard & Poor’s 500 indek/ [5], which is closely relatedhe Pareto-Lévy law
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proposed by Mandelbrot in the description of cotton pricetﬂationsﬁb]. Econo-
physicists have uncovered remarkable similarities batwigancial markets and
turbulent rows|ﬂL[|4]. Such analogues include (but not kedito) the evolution of
probability densities of financial returns [7] based on tAeational theory in turbu-
lence BS Ed:]ll], inverse statistics in stock markets motivated by the
inverse structure function analysis of veIOC@[EL 16,118, ], scale-invariant
distribution of multipliers defined from volatility of ecigs @] and from dissi-
patiég energy@ﬂﬁ@%], and intermittency and nmalgfality of asset returns

[7.25].

Indeed, the multifractal nature of equity returns is onehef most important styl-
ized facts. A small part of this literature contains the sga@n the foreign exchange
rate E’@ 8, £9,130,131], gold pricel 28], com itice [32], returns
of stock price or indexeﬂﬁ[b ﬂhiﬁ 36| [@ 38,(39, 40, @d so on. We
note that the quantitprice (or its logarithm) in financial markets is the analogue
of velocity in turbulence. Similarly, the counterpart wd ocity difference in fluid
mechanics is the assegturn. In this framework, it is natural that numerous multi-
fractal analyses have been carried out on the returns fordiakequities similar to
the velocity differences for turbulent flows.

However, there are exceptions, where analysis is perfooneskveral indexes di-
rectly rather than their variations (the returns) and tlesence of multifractality in

the several indexes is claim@[ 43, 44). Specifically {rerformed multifractal
analysis on the intraday high-frequency data of Hang SedegxiiHSI), Shanghai
Stock Exchange Composite Index (SSEC), and Shenzhen StatlaBge Com-
posite Index (SZEC) within individual trading days. Theraxted “multifractal”
spectraf («) were then utilized to predict abnormal price movements a&ndesas

a risk measure in risk management. It seems to us that a tagzfiiiny on the
obtained multifractality should be undertaken based omrxtieemely narrow spec-
tra of the singularityy. Two problems arise, casting doubts on the aforementioned

analysis].

Firstly, based on the multifractal theory, there exists astant«(¢) for each mo-
mentt such that the investigated measpren the neighboB(t, /) of x scale with
[ when the scalé — 0,

p(B(t,1) ~ 120, (1)
The measurg is singular at arbitrary momentvith the singularity strength being
a(t). Wheny is defined as the sum of index prices within a given time irgkrv
w (B(t,1)) is approximately proportional th that is,«(t) ~ 1 for all ¢. This sug-
gests that the measugradoes not possess multifractal nature. This inference is fur
ther supported by the fact that the span of singularity gtteAa = a0 — Qmin ~
0 in the real dat BEIM].

Secondly, in the analysis of multifractality in turbulerarehigh-frequency financial
data, the moment ordershould not be greater than 8 in order to make the partition



function converge. Specifically, it is shown that the sizedime series should be
no less than one million to ensure the estimate of its eigtdbrgartition function
statistically significaniﬂﬂG]. The situation is sinmifar high-frequency financial
data ]. Hence, it is of little significance to compute paoh function for higher
orders. In the analysis of minutely (or five-minute) datehivita time period of one
day @@@4] the size of the intraday high-frequencydsino more than 240
while the moment order is taken to bd 20 < ¢ < 120. This usually broad interval
of ¢ casts further doubts on the reported multifractality initiceexes.

Despite of the specific considerations discussed abowvewibrthwhile to put fur-
ther comments in general on the investigation of multifrtt in financial data.
The multifractal features in financial series have attihgieat interests, however,
the origin and significance of the extracted “multifradiglis less concerned. On
one hand, it has been shown that an exact monofractal firanowel can lead to
an artificial multifractal behaviomW]. On the other haadjme series of the price
fluctuations possessing multifractal nature usually hdeeefat tails in the distri-
bution or long-range temporal correlation or bath [48]. Hoer, possessing long
memory is not sufficient for the presence of multifractalityd one has to have a
nonlinear process with long-memory in order to have maltfality @]. In many
cases, the null hypothesis that the reported multifractalne is stemmed from the
large fluctuations of prices cannot be rejec@ [50].

In this work, we focus on the presence of multifractal featur stock market in-
dexes and testing whether the obtained empirical multdiag stems from random
fluctuations. To address these issues, we adopt the bgoégipeoach by shuffling
the intraday index series and perform multifractal analgsi them. The results are
compared with that from original data. This paper is orgadias follows. In Se€l 2,
we describe the data sets we investigate. The basic mattafr@method is explained
in detail in Sec[ B. Multifractal analysis of the data setgrissented in Set] 4. Sta-
tistical bootstrapping tests are conducted in 8kc. 5. Kirgéc[® concludes.

2 Data sets

To gain a more profound insight into the multifractality mtriaday stock market
indexes, we investigate four important indexies, the Hang Seng Index (HSI),
Shenzhen Stock Exchange Composite Index (SZSC), StandBab&s 500 Index
(S&P 500), and the National Association of Securities Deafautomated Quota-
tion (NASDAQ). HSI and SZSC are selected since they were uséte original
work of this topic @2,@3&4]. Both the Hongkong Stock Exepea and Shen-
zhen Stock Exchange are emerging markets. The S&P 500 an®ARA$hat are
representative of mature stock markets are chosen for atsopa

The data have been recorded at each minute in trading dagd$hindex covers



from Jan. 2, 1997 to May 28, 1997, the SZSC index is from Noy20P1 to Aug.
17, 2006, the S&P 500 index is recorded from Jan. 2, 1997 to Z&k1999, and
the NASDAQ index ranges from Aug. 18, 2000 to Oct. 30, 200@nHating the
weekend, holidays and, the days having recording errcese lre 101 days for the
HSI data, 1149 days for the SZSC data, 448 days for the S&P &@0 ahd 45 days
for the NASDAQ data, respectively.

3 Method

We use the box counting method following the work|of [@@1 # investigate
the multifractal nature of the index series of each tradiag ®enote the intraday
index seriesa$l(t) : t = 1,2,---, T}, whereT' = 240 for HSl and SZSCT" = 405
for S&P 500, andl” = 390 for NASDAQ, respectively. For a given box sizewe
obtain N = T'/1 boxes and construct a measuren each box as follows,

l
p(nil) = p([(n =1+ Lnd]) =3 I[(n— 1)l +1i] (2)
=1

where[(n—1)l+1, nl] is then-th boxand € [1,2,3,4,6, 10, 15, 20, 30, 40, 60, 80,
120, 240] for HSI and SZSCJ € [1,3,5,9,15,27,45,81, 135, 405] for S&P 500,
and! € [1,2,3,5,10,13,15,26, 30,39, 78, 130, 195, 390] for NASDAQ, respec-
tively. The sized of the boxes are chosen such that the number of boxes of each
size is an integer to cover the whole time series.

We then construct the partition functiqn as

W =% [L”l)] , 3)

n=1 er\rszl :u(m7
and expect it to scale as
Xq(l) ~ 179 (4)

which defines the exponentq). The local singularity exponet of the measure
w and its spectrunf(«) are related ta(¢) through a Legendre transformati[51]

{ a = dr(q)/dq
fla)=qa—7(q)

In order to keep the comparability of our results with thm@], we also pose
—120 < ¢ < 120.

(5)

When p(n; 1)/ > u(m;l) < 1 andg > 1, the estimate of the partition function
x Will be very difficult since the value is so small that it is aoftthe memory.
To overcome this problem, we can calculate the logarithnhefdartition function



In x,(1) rather than the partition function itself. A simple manigiibn results in
the following formula,

N : 4 -1
B w(n;l) mn%x{u(m, )}
) =i 2 [mgx{u(m; oy T TSy | ©
wheremax{p(m; 1)} is the maximum ofu(m; () form = 1,2,--- | N.

4 Multifractal analysis

Four dates (Jan. 8, 1997 for HSI, Nov. 26, 2001 for SZSC, Febl1997 for S&P
500, and Aug. 22, 2000 for NASDAQ) are taken as examples te she results of
multifractal analysis. Figurid 1 shows the dependence gbainétion functiony, (/)

on the box sizé for different values of; in log-log coordinates. Excellent power-
law scaling ofy, (/) with respect td has been observed and the scaling range covers

all the selected values of The solid lines are the best linear fits to the data.
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Fig. 1. Plots ofy,(/) as a function of the box sizefor different values ofy in log-log

coordinates. The solid lines are the least-squares fitetddta using linear regression (in
log-log coordinates) corresponding to power laws. (a) I91SZSC, (c) S&P 500, and (d)
NASDAQ.

The scaling exponents(q) are given by the slopes of the linear fitslioy,(/)
with respect toln! for different values ofg. Figure[2 plots the dependence of



the mass exponentgq) as a function of the moment order One observes that
there is an evident linear relationship betweegn) andq for all the four exam-
ples. The solid lines are the least-squares fits to the damslopes of the lines
are respectivelyg = 1.000 + 0.001 for HSI, @ = 1.000000 + 0.000003 for SZSC,
a = 1.00000 + 0.00001 for S&P 500, andv = 1.0001 + 0.0001 for NASDAQ, re-
spectively. All the corresponding correlation coefficenf the linear fits are equal
to 1.0000. Furthermore, the linear relationships are also hold foeotrading days.
Therefore, there is no evidence of nonlinearity in the fiomg+ and the intraday
stock market index do not exhibit multifractal nature. 8in¢q) = dr(q)/dq, we
expect thatv(q) ~ 1 for all ¢, as expected in our discussion in Sdc. 1.

15 15
a . b
100 (@) 100 ()
50 50
Z 0 Z 0
] ]
-50 -50
-100 -100
-150- -150-
=150-100-50 0 50 100 150 =150-100-50 0 50 100 150
q q
15 15
c . d
100 © 100 (d)
50 50
Z 0 Z 0
] ]
-50 -50
-100 -100
-150- -150-
=150-100-50 0 50 100 150 =150-100-50 0 50 100 150
q q

Fig. 2. Dependence of the scaling exponef) on the orderg. The solid lines are the
least-squares fits to the data. (a) HSI, (b) SZSC, (c) S&P &t (d) NASDAQ.

Figure[3 presents the multifractal singularity spegtfa) obtained through Leg-
endre transformation of(¢) defined by Eq.[(5). The curves in Fig. 3 have the
geometrical features of the conservable multifractal trpe@,@], which makes
them look as if there is sound evidence for the presence difractality. However,
when looking at the disperseness of the sigularity stredgth® o, — Qmin, We
find that A« is very close to zero. It is well-known th&« is an important pa-
rameter qualifying the width of the extracted multifracsplectrum. The larger is
the Aq, the stronger is the multifractality. According to Fig. 3ea in the case
of —120 < ¢ < 120, Aa < 0.002 for NASDAQ. One can see that the values of
A« for other indexes are much smaller than that of NASDAQ. Thisenvation
indicates that there is no multifractality in stock markedexes.
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Fig. 3. (Color online) Multifractal spectré(«) obtained by the Legendre transformraf;)
for different indexes.

5 Statistical tests for multifractality
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Fig. 4. (color online) Comparison of multifractal spectsdracted from real and shuffled
stock marker indexes. The solid lines are the real dataevitnd dotted lines are the shuffled
data. (a) HSI, (b) SZSC, (c) S&P 500, and (d) NASDAQ.

We access further the statistical significance of the eeadimultifractality in the

sprit of bootstrapping. For a given intraday time series reghuffle the series to
remove any potential temporal correlation and carry oustrae multifractal anal-
ysis as for the original data. For the four examples disaiss8ec[#, we compute
the multifractal spectra of ten reshuffled time series faheadex. The results are
illustrated in Fig[#, where the solid lines are associatéth veal stock market



indexes, while the dotted lines are obtained from the shiiffiaéta of the corre-
sponding indexes. We find that the multifractal spectra efrdal indexeg («) and
that of the shuffled datg..q(«..q) are almost overlapping together in [Eig.4 (b) and
(c). Although the solid lines and the dotted line can be dggtished clearly in Figl4
(a) and (d), the differences betweeranda,,q are ignorable. In other words, the
multifractal nature in the real indexes is insignificanthie$e examples.

For each intraday time series, we shuffle the data for 1008stimihe associated
multifractal spectra are obtained. For each singularigctpm, we calculate two
characteristic quantityda and F' £ [f(ammin) + f(Qmax)] /2. Figure[$ shows the
scatter plots off},q for the shuffled data versus the corresponding,q for the
four example trading days. Clear linear relationship betwg.,, and Aa,,q for
each case is observed and we have

Frnd - kAarnd +b ; (7)

wherek = —30.31 andb = 1.00 for HSI, £ = —30.10 andb = 1.00 for SZSC,
k = —30.05 andb = 1.05 for S&P 500, ands = —30.31 andb = 1.06 for
NASDAQ, respectively. The open circle in each plot of Fib.regents the values
of F andA« for the real data.
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Fig. 5. Scatter plots of the dependence of the shufflgd and the corresponding.a,q.
(@) HSI, (b) SZSC, (c) S&P 500, and (d) NASDAQ.

Two striking facts emerge from Figl 5. First, the 4000 powft$Aa,,q, Fing) COI-
lapse on a same linear line since the valueg ahdb are identical for the four
plots. Second, the four points 6A«, F') for the four real data sets also locate on



the same line. For other trading days, we have observedssiptienomena, which
put further evidence on our conclusion that the real andufélsd time series have
undistinguishable scaling behaviors.

The values ofA« and F’ for each original time series are compared with the aver-
ages(Aa,,q) and(F},q) of the 1000 corresponding shuffled data sets. The results
for the four indexes are illustrated in Fig. 6. The solid lisethe main diagonal

y = x. We find thatAa ~ (Aay,q) and F' =~ (F,,q) for all cases, which implied
that the multifractal spectra of the shuffled data are vesgeeto that of the real data
and thef (a) curves of real index data can be completely interpreted &yahdom
fluctuations of the original data sets. We stress that ther@@ extreme values in
the intraday index prices so that one can not attribute tlservied multifractality

to tail fatness that is absent in the present case. Henceyuhiractal property in
high-frequency stock market indexes obtained by partitimction method is not
statistically significant. It is just an illusion.
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Fig. 6. Comparison of' and A« obtained from the shuffled data and the real data. (a) HSI,
(b) SZSC, (c) S&P 500, and (d) NASDAQ.

In the presence case, to test the presence of multifractiitounts to testing
whether the local singularity exponeat # 1, or Aa # 0. As a last step, we
impose a very strict null hypothesis to investigate whetherf(«) spectrum is
wider than those produced by chance. The null hypothedreifotlowing:

Hy: Aa < Aaypg - (8)

We can compute thg-value, which is the probability that the null hypothesis is



true. The smaller the-value, the stronger the evidence against the null hypothe-
sis and favors the alternative hypothesis that the preseinoemultifractality is
statistically significant. The false probability is esti@e by

p1 = Pr(Aa < Aapng) - (9)

Under the conventional significance level(®f5, the multifractal phenomenon is
statistically significant if and only if; < 0.05. While p; > 0.05, the null hypothe-
sis cannot be rejected. A similar null hypothesis can bertde=t as follows:

Hy: F > Foq, (10)
where the false probability is
po = Pr(F > Fiq) - (12)

Using the conventional significance level @5, the multifractal phenomenon is
statistically significant if and only if, < 0.05.

For the four examples shown in F[d. 5, we find that= 1 andp, = 1 for HSI,

p1 = 0.108 andp, = 0.109 for SZSC,p; = 0.452 andp, = 0.456 for S&P 500, and

p1 = 0 andpy, = 0 for NASDAQ. Obviously, we can not distinguish the real data
from the shuffled data beside NASDAQ for the chosen trading dé/e also find
thatp, ~ p, for all the trading days. More generally, Table 1 shows thadistical
tests for the all the each trading days. About half of theitrgdlays can not pass
the statistical inference, indicating that multifradials absent in the those trading
series.

Table 1

Statistical tests for the presence of multifractal natorthé four indexes investigated.

Indexes HSI SZSC S&P 500 NASDAQ
0.05 54.6% 56.1% 54.4% 53.9%
0.05 54.4% 55.8% 53.6% 53.6%

Percentage qf;

NN

Percentage gf,

6 Conclusion

We have investigated the multifractal features in intrachéryutely high-frequency
stock market indexes (including HSI, SZSC, S&P 500, and NAQDfor indi-
vidual trading days. The resultant scaling functionig) have been confirmed to
be linear and the singularities are close to 1 so thah« is close to 0. This
analysis implies that there is no multifractality in the éxés. Further evidence
based on bootstrapping technique shows that that the gdadimavior of the shuf-
fled data is undistinguishable from that of the raw data. Bipatty, we find that,
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(1) almost all point§ A« F') of the raw data sets locate on the same straight line
Frna = —30Aa;,q + 1 extracted from the pointS\a,,.q, Fing) Of the shuffled data;

(2) for each time seriesha ~ (Aay,q) and F' =~ (F,4); and (3) the two rather
strict null hypotheses cannot be rejected for about halheftime series. There is
thus no doubt that the reported multifractal nature in tliekes of HSI and SZSC
[@@@] is not a fact but a fiction. This conclusion is fent verified by two
indexes (S&P 500 and NASDAQ) in a developed stock market. 8lieve that our
analysis and conclusion apply for other market indexes amnaon stock prices
when one concerns intraday stock prices or indexes ratharttteir returns.

In addition, we cast doubts on the efforts to use this illnary multifractal feature
to forecast the stock mark43] and to define a risk indexigk management
[@]. However, to be more conservative, we do not deny thergal usefulness
of those techniques proposed based on some nonexistergriiesp The idea to
use multifractal nature to predict or to manage risks inlstmarkets should be
investigated based on the returns or other alternativediabgquantities. After all,
one cannot build a palace on a sand beach.
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