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Abstract—Testing for nonlinearity is one of the most important  from the surrogates. If the statistic value of the data degia

preprocessing steps in nonlinear time series analysis. Tigally, from that of the surrogates, then the null hypothesis may be
this is done by means of the linear surrogate data methods. rejected. Otherwise, it may not.

But it is a known fact that the validity of the results heavily . . N .
depends on the stationarity of the time series. Since most The linear methods for .Qonstralned realizations namely“Q)
physiological signals are non-stationary, it is easy to fatly detect Random shuffle (RS); (i) Random phase (RP); and, (iii)
nonlinearity using the linear surrogate data methods. In tis Amplitude adjusted Fourier transform (AAFT) surrogafel [1
document, we propose a methodology to extend the procedurewere developed to test the null hypothesis that the data came
for generating constrained surrogate time series in orderd assess from a (i) i.i.d gaussian random process, (i) linear cateti

nonlinearity in non-stationary data. The method is based on tochasti - and (i i tatic t di f
the band-phase-randomized surrogates, which consists (cwary stochastic process; and (iii) nonlinear static transfdionao

to the linear surrogate data methods) in randomizing only a & linear stochastic process. Surrogates generated witR$he
portion of the Fourier phases in the high frequency band. method are constrained to the amplitude distributid®j or
Analysis of simulated time series showed that in comparison rank distribution of the original data, while the ones geed
to the linear surrogate data method, our method is able to with the RP algorithm preserve the autocorrelatiotC(r))

discriminate between linear stationarity, linear non-stdionary . .
and nonlinear time series. When applying our methodology to and surrogates generated with the AAFT algorithm preserve

heart rate variability (HRV) time series that present spikes both the AD and AC(r) of the original data.
and other kinds of nonstationarities, we where able to obtai As the process that generates surrogate data is statidsjary [

surrogate time series that look like the data and preservesrear  there could be some situations where surrogates fail tohmatc
correlations, something that is not possible to do with thexsting  ihe data. even though théD and.AC(r) are the same for the
surrogate data methods. _ _ o ~data and surrogates, so the null hypothesis could be tyivial
Index Terms—Computational methods in statistical physics rejected. This is particulary true when data are non statipn
and nonlinear dynamics, hypothesis testing, surrogate dat heart go.5use of this. when the statistical properties of data are
rate variability. - o . .
time dependent it is not feasible to use the linear surrogate
data methods for testing nonlinearity [4] (TimmEr [5] shawe
|. INTRODUCTION that for some non-stationary processes the test is able to

he surrogate data method, initially introduced by j}!lscnmmate between linear and nonlinear data, but thisots
a general result).

Theiler _et al. ['.L] IS nqwadays_ one of th? mosF pOpL.”a]'—Erom the introduction of the linear surrogate data method,
tests used in nonlinear time series analysis to investigate

X . . . . ere has been a widespread interest in modifying it to asses
the existence of nonlinear dynamics underlying EXpe”mennonlinearit in non-stationary time series. The first apem
data. The approach is to formulate a null hypothesis for a y y )

specific process class and compare the system output to Eﬁ\sswe can tell) to apply the method to non-stationary time

hypothesis. The surrogate data method can be undertaRen > \Was done by T. Schreiber [6]. He proposed that to deal

in two different ways:Typical realizationsare Monte Carlo Wwith non-stationarity data, the null hypothesis shouldude it

generated surrogates from a linear model that providese>ép“0'tly' Because otherwise, the rejection of a null hysis

good fit to the dataronstrained realizationsre surrogates can be equally to nonlinearity or non-statlor_1ar|ty. €.Qeg
any process we can ask whether the data is compatible with

generated from the time series to fulfill the null hypothes&%e null hypothesis of a correlated linear stochastic pgsce
and to conform to certain properties of the data. The latter.

approach is suitable for hypothesis testing due to the Faait tWIth :!me .depentd::‘_n; lofal behawor.hln or?er to atnswer th|st
it does not requiere pivotal statisti¢s [2]. In order to @stull question In-a stalistical sense we have 1o create surrogate

. . . time series that show the same linear correlations and the
hypothesis at a certain confidence level, one has to generate’ ™ :

) same time dependency of the local behavior as the data and
a given number of surrogates. Then, one evokes whatever

statistic is of interest and compares the value of thisstiati compare a nonlinear statistic between data and surrogates

computed from the data to the distribution of values eld:ite[.4]' To generate surrogates con_stralned to QAL%(T) and
time dependence of local behavior, T. Schreilhér [6] used an
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method involved dividing the signal into stationary segteento the parameter selection criteria in order to make the
then applying the linear surrogate data method to each sggnmethod suitable for different types of nonstationaritiast(
and finally joining the segments to form a surrogate timeeserionly trends). To test the proposed methodology we applied th
of the same size as the original data. The major problem withst to several simulated time series with different dyrani
this procedure is that there is not a straightforward wayrtd fi properties. We also applied the methods to HRV signals of

stationary segments in a non-stationary signal. healthy patients. Finally we conclude.
Recently, T. Nakamura and M. Smalll [8] proposed a new
methodology to apply the surrogate data method to timeserie [I. BACKGROUND

with trends, called Small Shuffle Surrogate (SSS) data ngetho pyigr to introducing the current technology in surrogate

which is a modification of the RS algorithm. The main idegata methods, it is vital to make one observation: Hypothesi
introduced in[[8] is that in order to preserve the trend of th‘%sting, such as the surrogate data method, cannot be used
data in surrogates, the randomization should be appliedionl 1, determine what the dates, only what the datas not

a small scale, in this way all local correlations in the a1@i 2] That is; if after our comparison we cannot distinguish
time series are destroyed in surrogates; but the globaMm®ha petween data and surrogates, this may be simply because our
(i.e., the trend) is preserved. selected statistic is inadequate. Conversely, if the dath a
Based on the idea of preserving the slow behavior of the Big'&%rrogates are different, then we can sate, that, with aioert

in surrogates, T. Nakamura et all [9] presented a modifioatigopapility the data is not consistent with the correspogdi
of the RP algorithm which makes it suitable for dat@y) hypothesis.

with trends. They called it the Truncated Fourier Transform

Surrogate (TFTS) data method. TFTSs are constrame@&p Surrogate data methods
conform to theAC(7) and with the correct parameter selection _ .
to the trend of data (the authors also apply the modificationl) Linear surrogate data methods:inear surrogate data

to the iIAAFT method, thus preserving théD, AC(r) and Were introduced to preclude a linear filtered noise source
the trend of data in surrogates). So, nonstationarities @ the possible origin of experimental data. The algorithms
this case caused by the presence of a trend) are includ@§d Stated earlier, generate surrogate data that fulfill the
in the null hypothesis, as suggested by A. Schmitz and Rull hypothesis of IID noise; linearly filtered noise; and, a
Schreiber [[4], [[6]. The idea of the method is to preser\;@onotonic nonlinear transformation of linearly filteredise

the slow behavior or trends while destroying all possibl'é'encg these techniques produce flawless linear data. The
nonlinear correlations in the irregular fluctuations. Thiege 2/90rithms to generate such surrogates can be stated assoll

this goal, the authors proposed to randomize phases only{% . . .
the higher-frequency domain and not alter the low-freqyenc RS A surrogate time seriegs;} is generated from the

phases (the original idea of band-phase-randomized satesg scalar time series datfr,} by randomly shuffling
was briefly proposed by J. Theiler et d[. [10] but it was not {z:}. This process destroys all temporal correlations
implemented until the work of T. Nakamura et all [9]). This (which are not expected in a IID process) but
approach is in contrast to linear surrogate methods (RP and maintains the samelD.

iIAAFT), where all phases are randomized. RP  The surrogate{s;} is generated by taking the

It is worth mentioning that other attempts have been made Fourier transform of the data, randomising the phases
in order to assess nonlinearity in non-stationay data. lesFa (replacing it by the phases of a random IID process
et al. [11] presented a method for calculating the parameter of the same length agz.}), and taking the inverse
of an non-stationary AR model. Based on this method, they Fourier transform. The surrogate therefore maintains
generated typical realizations of the non-stationary Heate the linear correlations of data but any nonlinear
Variability (HRV) signals and tested for nonlinearity, bas structure is destroyed.

the surrogates are typical realizations, one needs a pivotaAAFT One first re-scales the data original time series so
statistic. Recently, C.J. Keylock [12] presented a modifica that it is Gaussian, then generates an Algorithm 1
of the IAAFT method based on the wavelet transform, with surrogate of the dat§p,}, and finally re-orders the
this method it is possible to generate surrogates constiain original data so that it has the same rank distribution
to preserve thedC(r) and the local mean and variance of as {p:}. This re-ordered time series constitutes the
the data, but according to our personal experience the metho surrogate{s, }. This process achieves two aims: first,
proposed by T. Nakamura et al] [9] is simpler to implement just as with the Algorithm 1, the power spectra (and
and achieves similar results. In a recent publication [13], therefore linear correlations) of data is preserved in
we presented a modification of the TFTS through which we surrogates; second, the re-ordering process means
assessed nonlinearity in data with spikes, but this method i that theAD of data and surrogates are also identical.
limited to data with gaussiadD. It should be noted that the AAFT algorithm does not deliver

In this document we introduce the band-phase-randomizagtat it promises. The phase randomisation will preserve the
surrogate methods in a rather organized way, we also predamar correlation, but re-scaling the output of the ineers
the algorithms to facilitate and promote the applicatiorihef Fourier transform{p;} to have the samelD as the original
method. In regards to the method, we present a discussaata will alter the autocorrelation structure of the data.
on the parameter selection and introduce some modificatiolithough the data and surrogate will have identical rank
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distribution, the linear correlation will only be approxately
the same. A solution to this problem has been proposed by FT
T. Schreiber and A. Schimitz [14]. Essentially, the solntis | |

to iterate the AAFT algorithm until convergence is achieved Magnitude Phase

However, there is no guarantee that this iteration will,antf
converge. This algorithm is refereed to as improved AAFT

(for a discussion on the convergence of the IAAFT algorithm Randomize the
see [15]). phases in a portion
2) Surrogate data methods for data with trendss stated of the higher
earlier, when data are non-stationary, the hypothesisaddd frequency domain

by the linear surrogate data methods are trivially rejectec
different surrogate data methods have been proposed tie tack
data with trends, the SSS and the TFTS data methods. The

hypothesis tested by SSS algorithm is that the data, while l”:T :
possibly exhibiting some trend, is otherwise just noise [8] Truncated Fourier
while the hypothesis tested by TFTS algorithm is that the Transform Surrogates

data, while possibly exhibiting some trend, is generated by
a Stat|0nary linear Systern [9] These algorlthms can be(*taflg 1. Flow chart of the Truncated Fourier Transform Suategmethod.
as follow [16].

SSS Let {i,} be the index of{z} (thatis,i; = ¢t and je  f, ~ N/2), decreasingf. until the data linearity is no
so z;, = wx). Obtain {i;} = {i; + Ag:} where |onger preserved in the surrogates (i.dC(r = 1) of data
{g:} are Gaussian random numbers, afdis an fa|Is outside the distribution of surrogates) and then quenf
amplitude (note that{i;} will be a sequence of the test with the last value of. for which linearities of data

integres, whereasi; } will not). Rank order{i;} to are preserved in surrogates.
obtain {r;}. The surrogate$s;} are obtained from

st = . If Ais an |nterr_ned|ate. value_ (e.g. 1)’B. Significance and power of the test
surrogates generated by this algorithm will preserve ) o i
the slow trend in the data, but any inter-point APPlying a statistical hypothesis test to observed data can
dynamics will be destroyed by the local shuffling ofesult in two outcomes: either the null hypothesis is reject
individual points. or it is not. In the former case there is a probabilitythat
TETS The surrogatds, } is generated by taking the Fourierthe null hypothesis is rejected even though it is true (Type

transform of the data{X,}.. Then generating ! Error), in the latter case there is a probabilify(Type Il
random phasesp,, such that¢, ~ U(0,27) Error) that we will fail to reject the null when it is in fact

if w > f.and0 if w < f. ( ¢, have to false. The probabilityy is known as the significance level, its
be antisymmetric around). Finally taking the Ccomplement — a) is the confidence level. For example, if
inverse Fourier transform of the complex serieN€ generates 19 surrogates using some algorithm, and these
{X,e*<}, (Fig. ). As in the RP surrogates, allyield a larger (or smaller) value of some statistic than the

linear dependencies are preserved in surrogatédta, then the probability that this result occurred by cean
But, since some phases are untouched, TFTS d&ta %, and hence we conclude at the 0.05 significance (0.95
may still have nonlinear correlations. However, it i€onfidence) level for a one-sided test that the selectertatat
possible to discriminate between linear and nonlinely different from the surrogates. Conversely, the power of a
data because the superposition principle is only vall§st (. — 5) is the probability the null hypothesis is correctly
for linear data, so when data are nonlinear, even if tfigjected.

power spectrum is preserved completely, the inver§dearly, the probabilityy is determined by the number of trials

Fourier transform data using randomized phases wiNd the number of independent test statistics. Computirgy
exhibit a different dynamical behavior only a matter of computing probabilities. The problem isttha

. . ) the value ofg is not clear. The actual powgrwill depend on
TFTSs are influenced primarily by the choice of frequeiicy he choice of test statistic. If the test statistic is incregent

If fcis too high, surrogates are almost identical to the origingt y4ta and surrogates then the power is determined by the
data. In this case, even if there is nonlinearity in the dat& .\ her of trials [16]

may fail to detect it. Conversely, jf. is too low, surrogates are
almost the same as the linear surrogate and the local behaviq”
is not preserved. In this case, even if there is no nonlibeari '
in the data, one may wrongly judge otherwise.

In general, the correct value of. cannot be determined A- Database

priori. To select an adequate value §f, T. Nakamura et 1) Simulated time seriesto test the proposed methodology
al. [9] proposed to start randomizing a portion of the higheve applied it to different simulated time series, two linear
frequency domain (e.g. &4 of the higher frequency domain, (stationary and non-stationary) and two nonlinear (shatip

N ONLINEARITY TEST FOR NON-STATIONARY TIME
SERIES PHYSIOLOGICAL DATA APPROACH



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON BIOMEDICAL ENGINEERING, VOL. ?, NO. JANUARY 2011 4

: 5
ol I
F 2
O

1

N 0 Generate and
ol J ensemble of

_1 Band-phase-randomized
1 9 surrogates

- 2048

Fig. 2. a) Linear stationary (LS) signal, b) linear non-istary (LNS) signal,
¢) nonlinear stationary (NLS) signal and d) nonlinear ntatisnary (NLNS)
signal.

Are linear
correlations of
data present in
and non-stationary). The linear time series were genetated surrogates?

the following AR(2) procesg [5]

z(n) = ar(n)xz(n — 1) + asz(n — 2) + 1. Q)
Where YES
a1(n) = 2cos(2r /T (n))e "™ ay = =2/, Use the selected
T(n) = T. + Mrsin(2mt/Tmoq), 2) statistic to perform
~ N(0,1) a nonlinear test and
K e store the results.

To generate a linear stationary signal we uséd = 10,
Toda = 250, 7 = 50 and My = 0, for the linear
non-stationary signal we used; = 6. Increasef.

The nonlinear time series were generated by the following
nonlinear process [17]

z(n) = ay(n)z(n—1)(1—2*(n— 1))6(_12(71_1)) +asx(n—2).
®)

For the nonlinear stationary signal we usedn) = 3.4 and
as = 0.8. For the nonlinear non-stationary signal we used

: 3.0 if0<n<N/2
|34 if N/2<n<N.

fC S fcm,cw:

ai(n

End

An example of each of these signals is shown in Eig. 2 with

N = 2048'. . . . . . Fig. 3. Proposed methodology to assess nonlinearity instatmnary time
2) Physiological time series:The HRV time series of series.

healthy subjects were extracted from the MIT-BIH Normal

Sinus Rhythm Database in Physioret![18],/[19] according to

annotations for only normal beats. Sample rate was 128 Hz in

24-hr Holter recordings. 1) Band-Phase-Randomized Surrogates:

Band-phase-randomized surrogate data method is, as
mentioned, a modification of the RP algorithm in which not
B. Proposed procedure all phases but a portion of the phases in the high-frequency
It is widely accepted that most biomedical systems almnd are randomized.
dynamic and produce nonstationary signals [20]; the peserUnfortunately, as stated by [10] it is difficult to automale t
of slow varying trends is only one type of nonstationaritiesrocedure in order to make it applicable to all time series.
present in physiological signals. So, the novelty of th&he methodology proposed ihl[9] to find de correct value of
present document is to propose a methodology based fon(i.e., the correct portion in the frequency band in which
the TFTS data method (which from now on will be calledhe phases are to be randomized) is only useful when data
band-phase-randomized surrogate data method) that alldvese a slow varying trend, because when this statement is not
us to assess nonlinearity in data with different kinds dfue, the stoping criterium is never met (i.edC(7 = 1) of
nonstationarities (e.g., spikes, abrupt changes in thamjoal data falls outside the distribution of surrogates ) and se on
behavior). The proposed procedure is depicted infFig 3. always ends up using the iIAAFT algorithm even when data is
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a) b)

not-stationary. In[[13], we propose that the stoping cuter 1w,
should be the similarity between data and surrogates, i. :
surrogates should preserve the local behavior of the data. E
when the data is in fact nonlinear this criterium fails. Nex
we present a new method for selecting the correct parame ¢

A -
of the algorithm. I . 1 oy

It should be noted that the use of the end-phase-randomi: |
surrogate data method will not improve the type Il errc || "™ e,
because if the method fails to reject the null when all phas ‘
are randomized (using some statistic) then it certainlymat 0 =m0 Tooo % 200 =00 750 1000
be able to reject the null when just a portion of the phas. fe o

are randomized. On the other hand, the type | error will be
improved by means of this method. , _ _ .

2) P ter selection: To overcome the arameterF'gf 5. Normallz_ed rms difference b(_etvveen local mean (cmlsslllne) and

) _arame : : p variance (dotted line) of data (a) LS signal, b) LNS signaINES signal and
selection problem we propose not to use just one value d)fNLNS signal) and Band-Phase-Randomize surrogates asctidiu of f...
fe but a set of values. The proposed methodology is ABe local mean and variance was calculated using windowsnofth 64 with
. 50% overlap.

follows: First, we select two valueg.,,. ~ N/2 and f,., ;. .
Within this range, we select a set of values fr(e.g., 10
values), then we generate Band-Phase-Randomized Ses0gt ause at the moment, there is no optimal method for
using all those values and finally we perform the nonlingaribmbedding such data [21]

test (one deSt ensure tr]:at I|rr]1ear colrrelatl(f)ns of the d&a §erefore, as discriminant statistics we chose the Average
prheserve in surrc|>gates orgose va uez“g i Mutual Information ¢(7)) [21]. The Z(7) is a nonlinear
There are several ways to determine the vafie, ; if the | o cion of the AC(7). It can answer the following question:

Fourier transform magnitudeS(n)) has a pronounced I:’eakOn average, how much does one learn about the future from
the past? So, we expect that if our data is not just a reaizati

then, f. . is selected above the peak (see Eig. 4 a)p(if)
does not have a pronounced peak (or has several)f1en  of 4 'jinear non-stationary noisy process it would have agdarg
should be selected as the lowest value for which the IOCfSﬂT) than that of the surrogates

mean of the data is preserved in the surrogates (sedJFig. 5); '

when data have a pronounced peak, both criteria result in a

similar value off,_. . D. Implementation
Prior to the application of the methodology, we normalize
C. Selection of the discriminant statistic the data to zero mean and unit variance and find the largest

: ... .sub-segment that minimizes the end-point mismatch (tejs st
Dynamical measures are often used as discriminatin . .
7 ; . . ; IS extremely important and can be done automatically as
statistics, the correlation being dimension one of the most P

. ) . uggested in4]); if the data have a trend then one can apply
popular choices[[16]. To estimate these, we first need {95 breprocessing methodolo roposedn [9]
reconstruct the underlying attractor. For this purpose,  a brep 9 gy prop j

: . Lo . In order to reject a null hypothesis we generdte = 99
time-delay embedding reconstruction is usually appliedt B . . : . ;
: . S ... surrogates using an improved Amplitude Adjusted version of
this method is not useful for data exhibiting nonstatiotmesi .
the band-phase-randomized surrogate data method, because

as theZ(r) depends on the datdD, we have to generate
surrogates with equadD as the data to avoid false rejections.
Then we compute thé(r = 1) for the ensemble of surrogates
and for the original time series (in a previous study we sltbwe
that Z(r) is sensible to the type of dynamics only for small
lags [22]). If Z(r = 1) is greater than that of the surrogates
we reject the null hypothesis at the 0.01 significance level;
N otherwise, we do not reject the null.

o(n)

IV. RESULTS
=10

A. Numerical results

Prior to testing for nonlinearity we normalized each
Fig. 4. a) FT magnitude (note the logarithmic scale) and b)phRases time series to zero me_an and unit _Va}“?‘nce’ and SeIeCFed
as a function ofn. for LS signal with N = 1940 (continuos line) and one & subsegment of the signals that minimized the end-point

Band-Phase-Randomize surroggte= 291 (dotted line).S(n) for data and mismatch, we end up with N= 1940, 1954, 1996 and 2023

surrogates are equal for all, but ¢(n) is equal only forn < fe.. In this : : :
case we are randomizing 70 of the higher frequency domain. In b) thenumber of data points for each time series.

difference between the FT phases of data and surrogatespilactd form Fig[E shows the normalized root mean square (rms) difference
cero for clarity. between data (a) LS signal, b) LNS signal, c) NLS signal
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0.80 a) 0.63 c) 0.23 €) ~0.135 9)
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0.80 - 0.62 0.23 ~0.139
0.81 ) 0.6 d) 1.2 f) 0,8 h)
-
I l
=
1] trnet] 1
[ I [
I 11 Il
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Fig. 6. (Color online) a), c), e) and gAC(7 = 1)of the original time series (a),b) LS signal, c),d) LNS sigre),f) NLS signal and g),h) NLNS signal)
(continuos vertical line) andAC(r = 1) of an ensemble Band-Phase-Randomize surrogates (5th.ab@t95th percentiles) as a function £f (f. = 0 is
the result of using the IAAFT algorithm). b), d), f) and h) theme as above but using tE¢r = 1).

and d) NLNS signal) and Band-Phase-Randomized surrogaiest (the same curve as f{g. 6 d), is obtained when the value
as a function off. (when f. = 0 Band-Phase-Randomizedof M7 in (@) is slightly modified, the range of values ¢f
surrogates and the IAAFT surrogates are equivalent). It céor which the null is rejected vary wittd/r).

be noted that for linear data it is possible to obtain suriega Two other important aspects can be noticed in Elg. 6, first, it
with almost the same local behavior as the original tims remarkable that when local mean and variance of surregate
series while for nonlinear data the local variance of suateg are similar to data AC(r = 1) of ensemble of surrogates is

is never similar to the data (except fgt = N/2). This almost the same as data, this can be seen in[Fig. 6 a) and c)
result is expected because the variance is a nonlineastatatifor f. > 300 and f. > 500 respectively (compare this with the
and surrogates are only constrained to sample mean, samphlts shown in Fid.]5 a) and b)), but the same results are not
varianceAD and AC(r) of data. observed when local variance of surrogates is not similar to
From Fig.[® we notice thatf. . = 280, 400, 50 and data (although the local mean of surrogates is similar ta)dat
50 for each time series. Anyhow, we uge , = 0 and this can be seen in Fi§l 6 e) and g) respectively (compare
fema. = N/2 —10 for the following result. this with the results shown in fig.5 c) and d)). Second,
Fig. [@ shows theAC(r = 1) and Z(r = 1) from data besides differentiating between linear and nonlinear sevées
and Band-Phase-Randomized surrogates. It can be noted (ktionary or not), this test can be used to discriminate
for linear stationary data (fig.J6 a) and b) ) the hypothesitween linear stationary and linear non-stationary data,
tested by the iIAAFT algorithm cannot be rejectefd & 0) the former case the hypothesis of linearity will be accepted
and as expected, randomizing only a portion of the hightar all values off., while in the latter this will occur only for
frequency domain, does not affect this result. When datadertain values off. (as shown in Figl16 d)).

nonlinear (stationary or not) the test rejects the null ilgpsis ~ To test the robustness of the method we performed the same
of linearity for all values off. within the selected range of analysis presented here addingd&B5white noise to each time
values. As shown in fig.]6 g} C (7 = 1) of data is not similar series and found similar results.

to that of surrogates for some values £f this implies that

linear correlations of the data are not well preserved in tiie Application to HRV signals

surrogates and one should not perform the nonlinearitfdest  pespite the fact that nonlinear dynamics are involved in
these values of.. In spite of this, the hypothesis is rejectedihe genesis of HRV as a result of the interactions among
The most interesting case (at least for the purpose of themodynamic, electrophysiological, and humoral varigble
present document) is the linear non-stationary case; ® t[p3], there is no proof that the recorded HRV time series
situation nonlinearity is detected using the IAAFT aldomt (ysually derived from an ECG) reflects this nonlinearitys th
(fig. B d), fo = 0), so a careless application of the lineamyst be proven in each case. In this section, we apply the
surrogate data method would result in a false detection Qfoposed methodology to assess nonlinearity in HRV which
nonlinearity (type | error). But, as shown in figl 6 d), theyre known to have spikes and nonstationarities due to imiat
nonlinearity is detected only for certain values £f in this  of the patient activity (see Fil 7 a).

case wherf. > 500 nonlinearity is no longer detected by therig. [7 a), shows a 1 hour record of the HRV of a healthy
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a)

32 year old male, the starting time is about midnight and tt 0.825
patient is at rest. Figl7 b), depicted one surrogate timeser
generated using the classical method (IAAFT surrogate
while surrogates presented in Fig 7 c), where generat
using the band-phase-randomized surrogate data methbd v ¢ g,3
fo = 360. 08
The original time series has much of its energy concentrat
in the high frequency components, and as in the iAAF
surrogates the high frequency energy of the original tin I
series is blurred in all the frequency spectrum, one ge (g4 I 1 T 1 I ‘ ‘
surrogates that are not simular to the HRV signal, allowing 0 500 1000 f 1500 2000
trivial rejection of the null hypothesis. Band-phase-ramized

surrogates overcome this problem by preserving the phases Fig- 8. a) AC(r = 1), b)I(r = 1) for the HRV signal and
portion of the frequency spectrum, in this way, high freqzyen Band-Phase-Randomize surrogates as a functiofy. .of

and low frequency components of the original time series are

preserved in surrogates, as can be seen in(Fig. 7 a) and Cjy 5 nonlinear monotonic static observation function) and
Using the proposed methodology it was found that,, = nonlinear time series. This method is different from prewly

200 and f.,,,, = 2300, with this information, FiglB was ,r550sed nonlinearity tests because: i) we do not randomize

generated. _ the phases in all the frequency domain but in a portion of the
As expected, the null tested by the IAAFT surrogates fgequency domain , and ii) we do not select a correct value of

rejected (. = 0), but as seen in Fid.]6 d), this is not ans. put a correct rangéf. . ., f.. ], and within this range, a

indicator of nonlinearity, but of nonlinearity or nonstatarity, set of values for the parametgr.

and as in this case it is acknowledge that the tested sign@|ylying this test to physiological time series, we foundith

is nonstatioanary, this test is not giving any new infor@ati yonjinear correlations are present in HRV signals of a hgalt

about this signal. But the proposed methodology is; it cafale, this confirms that nonlinear dynamics are involvedén t

be noticed that wherf. is within the selected range, the nullyenesis of HRV, but as mentioned, every times series should

hypothesis is always rejected (and the linear correlatiilise  pe tested because there no a priori method to determine if a

original time series are always preserved in surrogates)a& given signal represent the nonlinearity of the process.

was already noticed (Figl] 6 f) and h)), this is a clear indicat |t js worth mentioning that as pointed out by many authors (

of the presence of nonlinear correlations. By this means, 8, [10]), the linear surrogate data methods are only bigta

confirm that there is a complex nonlinear physiological BSSC for stochastic like data, and as the present methodology is

underlying the HRV. based on that, the same limitations apply.

HH
HH
H

AC(t=1)
—_—
—
—H
—H
——

I(t=1)
—
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