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W e analyze the variability in the X-ray lightcurves ofthe
black holecandidateCygnusX-1by linearand nonlineartim e
series analysis m ethods. W hile a linear m odeldescribes the
over-all second order properties of the observed data well,
surrogate data analysis reveals a signi�cant deviation from
linearity. W e discuss the relation between shot noise m odels
usually applied to analyze these data and linear stochastic
autoregressive m odels. W e debate statisticaland interpreta-
tionalissuesofsurrogatedata testing forthepresentcontext.
Finally, we suggest a com bination of tools from linear and
nonlineartim e seriesanalysism ethodsasa procedure to test
the predictionsofastrophysicalm odelson observed data.
PACS:05.40.+ j,02.50.W p,97.80.Jp

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Cygnus X-1 is one ofthe best established black hole

candidates.M assaccretionfrom itsprim aryHDE 226868

leads to X-ray em ission which exhibits a variability on

tim escalesoftenthsofseconds[1]up to m onths[2].The

shorttim evariabilityisassum ed tobecaused byinstabili-

tiesoftheaccretiondiskand isusuallyform allydescribed

by shot noise m odels [3{5]which are a speci�c kind of

pointprocesses. These m odelsare inspired by hypothe-

ses about the physics ofthe accretion process and the

processing ofX-raysby Com ptonization in theneighbor-

hood oftheblack hole.Freeparam etersofthesem odels,

likem orphologyand distribution oftheshots,areusually

tuned to �tthe observed energy orpowerspectra.

O n the other hand,starting from the observed data

and characterizing the dynam icalstructure ofthis ob-

served variability by tim e seriesanalysism ethodsm ight

yield valuable constraintson astrophysicalm odels.This

characterization can be,forexam ple,a �tofan explicit

m odelto the data or the extraction ofa feature which

captures som e typicalstructure ofthe dynam ics. Such

a characterization could eitherinspirenew astrophysical
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m odels orcould be used for additionaltests ofthe pre-

dictionsofexisting m odels.O fcourse,there isno direct

way for a characterization neither by m odeling nor by

feature extraction ofobserved data to an astrophysical

m odel:O n theonehand,although thegoodness-of-�tof

a diagnostic m odelcan be evaluated by statisticaltests,

these testsm ighthave low diagnostic powerto detecta

m isspeci�cation ofthe m odel.O n the otherhand,a cer-

tain feature discovered in the data m ight be generated

by m any di�erenttypes ofdynam ics. Therefore,before

drawing conclusions about the underlying process from

data analysis,di�erent independent approaches should

be used and the plausibility ofa �tted m odeloran ex-

tracted feature should be judged in the light ofastro-

physicalknowledge.

The �rststep ofnonlineartim e seriesanalysisisusu-

ally to study the structure ofa possible underlying at-

tractor.However,m ethodsfrom nonlineardynam icsdid

notsucceed to establish a low-dim ensionalattractorfor

X-ray lightcurvesofCygnusX-1 [6].Itisalso im portant

to m ention thattim e seriesanalysism ethodsusually as-

sum e that the underlying process presents a dynam ical

system in contrastto a shotnoisem odel.

Asan alternativeto the com m only applied shotnoise

m odels,thelinearstatespacem odel(LSSM )asageneral-

ization ofdynam icallinearautoregressivem odelsinclud-

ing the observationalnoise hasbeen proposed to m odel

theX-ray variability ofactivegalacticnucleiin [7].Two

attractivepropertiesofthisapproach are,�rstly,thatthe

LSSM can be�tted to thedata in thetim e dom ain and,

secondly,thatitexplicitly takesthe observationalnoise

covering the dynam ics into account. The state space

m odelhasbeen applied to data from CygnusX-1 in its

low state [8]. Thisanalysishasrevealed thata �rstor-

derautoregressiveprocessdescribesthe dynam icsofthe

X-ray variability well. Thispredictsa shotnoise m odel

with an exponentialdecay and a very speci�c m ode of

excitation ofthese shots.

In this contribution,we analyze X-ray lightcurves of

Cygnus X-1 from its low and interm ediate state by the

LSSM as wellas by a m ethod which is able to capture

deviationsfrom linearity.In accordancewith [8],ascalar

LSSM resultsin a �tthatexplainsthelinearcorrelations

ofthe tim e series well. However,the nonlinear analy-
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sisusing a m easure fortim e reversibility ofthe process,

reveals strong deviations from linearity on exactly that

dynam icaltim e-scale found by the LSSM .To interpret

thisresultconsistently,wediscussthem athem aticaland

astrophysicalim plications oflinear stochastic and shot

noisem odels.

Finally,we suggesta com bination oftoolsfrom linear

and nonlinear tim e series analysis m ethods as a proce-

dure to test the predictions ofastrophysicalm odels on

observed data.

The organization ofthe paper is as follows: In Sec-

tion II we introduce the data under investigation. In

Section III we discuss shot noise and linear stochastic

m odelsand theirrelation.Furtherm ore,we explain how

we use the m ethod of surrogate data to test for tim e

reversibility. Section IV presents the results,which are

discussed in Section V.

II.T H E D A TA

Thedatawererecorded with theProportionalCounter

Array (PCA)on board theRossiX-ray Tim ing Explorer

(RXTE). The X-ray activity of Cygnus X-1 is classi-

�ed as low, interm ediate, and high, depending on the

m ean countrate [9]. O uranalysisisbased on two data

sets:The �rstdata setwasrecorded on 22nd M ay 1996,

19:05:12 -19:48:02,while Cygnus X-1 was in its inter-

m ediate state [9]. The energy range was2.0 -14.1 keV

(channelrange:0-35). The sam pling frequency was256

Hzand thedata setconsistsof655,360 data points.The

m ean num berofcountsperbin was38.3 with standard

deviation 10.0. The second data set was recorded on

12th February 1996,9:37:20 -10:03:06,whileCygnusX-

1 was in its low state. The energy range was 2.0 -9.9

keV (channelrange:0-35).The sam pling frequency was

256 Hz and the data setconsistsof394,752 data points.

The m ean num berofcountsperbin was18.7 with stan-

dard deviation 7.1. Figure 1 displays a 3 s segm ent of

the �rst data set. A part ofthe variability ofthe data

is explained by the fact that the recording process is a

countingprocess.Thisleadstoadditiveuncorrelated ob-

servationalnoisewhich isPoisson distributed.Duetothe

high m ean countrate thisPoisson noise iswellapproxi-

m ated by G aussian noise.

III.M ET H O D S

A .Shot noise processes

Shot noise processes are a speci�c type ofpoint pro-

cesses[10].Pointprocessesare characterized by a prob-

abilistic law thatsom e eventhappensata certain tim e.

For the sim plest form ofa shotnoise m odelthe proba-

bilisticlaw ofoccurrenceofeventsfollowsa Poisson pro-

cess and the event is an exponentialdecay with initial

value M and decay tim e �.A Poisson processisde�ned

by the property thatthe probability ofan eventto take

place in a tim e interval(t;t+ �t)isproportionalto �t

in the lim itofsm allintervals:

lim
� t! 0

prob (Eventin(t;t+ �t))= ��t; (1)

where�denotestheintensityoftheprocess.Thesam pled

tim eseriesconsistsofa superposition ofthesingleshots

attim esTj whoseoccurrencefollowsEq.(1),i.e.,

x(ti)=
X

j

M �(ti� Tj)e
�(t i�T j)=� (2)

with �(z)= 1 ifz � 0,�(z)= 0 ifz < 0. W e callthis

processthe classicalshotnoiseprocess.

Thepowerspectrum ofthisprocess(2)isgiven by [11]:

S(!)=
M 2 �

1=�2 + !2
; ! 6= 0: (3)

The classical shot noise has already been proposed

in Ref. [3] to describe the observed variability of the

lightcurves ofCygnus X-1. It consists ofexponentially

decaying shots with �xed initial value which occur in

tim e with a constant rate ofprobability. Severalgen-

eralizationshavebeen proposed:Shotswith a decay rate

drawn from a certain distribution havebeen suggested in

[4,12,13].A distribution fortheinitialvaluesoftheshots

wasconsidered in [14].Vikhlinin etal.[15]introduced in-

teractionsbetween di�erentshots.Furtherm ore,thesim -

ple exponentialform wasreplaced by m ore com plicated

tim e courses showing an initialincrease from zero to a

m axim um value followed by a decay to zero [8]. These

types ofpro�les are supported by M onte Carlo sim ula-

tionsofastrophysicalm odelsofthe X-ray processing by

spatially resolved Com ptonization in a cloud ofhotelec-

tronssurrounding the accretion disk [16].

Forsom egeneralizedshotnoisem odelsthepowerspec-

tra can be calculated analytically [5,11];otherwise they

haveto be estim ated from sim ulated data.

B .Linear stochastic dynam icalsystem s

In contrastto shotnoiseprocessesgiven by Eqs.(1,2),

continuousdynam icalsystem saregiven by a di�erential

equation

_~x = ~f(~x;~�); (4)

where~�denotesrandom perturbationswhich m ightinu-

ence the tim e evolution ofthe dynam ics. An attractive

feature ofm odeling tim e seriesby dynam icalsystem sis

thatthe speci�c form of ~f(~x;~�)m ightprovideinsightin

the physics at work,see [17,18]for two exam ples from

physicsand [19,20]forapplication to physiologicaltim e

series.

2



In the sim plest case iff(:) is linear in ~x and the dy-

nam icalnoise~�isG aussian distributed and additive,the

system represents linear com binations ofdam ped oscil-

latorsand relaxatorsthatare driven by G aussian noise.

Sincethem odelislinear,allinform ation aboutthem odel

iscaptured by thepowerspectrum .Fora scalardynam -

ics:

_x = � �x + �; �� W N (0;�2); (5)

the spectrum isgiven by:

S(!)=
�2

�2 + !2
: (6)

It is im portant to em phasize that �rst order lin-

ear stochastic dynam ical system s have the sam e !-

dependence ofthe spectrum as the classicalshot noise

m odel,seeEq.(3).

M ost often,~x cannot be observed directly,but only

a scalar function g(~x). Furtherm ore,the observation y

m ight contain additive m easurem ent noise,denoted by

�:

y = g(~x)+ �: (7)

W hile the noise ~� in Eq.(4) drives the dynam ics,the

m easurem entnoise � in Eq.(7)only disturbsthe obser-

vation ofthe system .Forthe caseofa lineardynam ical

system ,Eq.(5),with white additive observationalnoise

ofvarianceR,the spectrum reads:

S(!)=
�2

�2 + !2
+ R : (8)

Sincem easured data aresam pled,discretetim edynam i-

calm odels

~x(t)= ~h(~x(t� �t);~�(t)); (9)

are often used. Ifboth the dynam icaland the m easure-

m entnoiseareG aussian distributed,and thefunctions~h

and g arelinear,i.e.,

~x(t) = A~x(t� �t)+ ~�(t); ~�(t)� N (0;Q );

y(t) = C~x(t)+ �(t); �(t)� N (0;R);
(10)

the linearstate space m odel(LSSM )asa generalization

ofthe wellknown autoregressive (AR) m odels results.

They representdiscrete tim e versionsofthe continuous

tim e linearstochasticm odels.The m atrix A determ ines

the dynam ics ofthe unobserved state vector ~x(t). Its

dim ension reects the order ofthe process. The vector

C m apsthe state vectorto the observation. In the case

ofa scalardynam ics,A isrelated to the relaxation tim e

scale� by � = � 1=logjAj.Them athem aticalform alism

ofthe LSSM and proceduresto estim ate itsparam eters

aredescribed in detailin [19,21].

Totesttheconsistency ofa�tted m odelwith thedata,

atleastthreecriteria should be applied.

1. The variance ofthe prediction residualsdoesnotde-

creasesigni�cantly forlargerm odeldim ensions.

2.Thespectracalculated from the�tted LSSM forlarger

m odeldim ensionscoincide.

3.An appropriatem odelshould turn the correlationsin

the data into prediction residualsconsistentwith white

noise. In the frequency dom ain this hypothesis can be

tested by com paring the periodogram of the residuals

with theexpected straightlinein thecaseofwhitenoise

by the K olm ogorov-Sm irnov test[22].

C .N oise reduction

M easured tim e seriesofnaturalsystem soften contain

a large am ountofadditive observationalnoise. The �t-

ted LSSM can be applied asa linear�lterto perform a

noisereduction on thedata even ifitism isspeci�ed asa

dynam icalm odeloftheunderlying process.IftheLSSM

describesthe second orderpropertiesofthe processcor-

rectly,the LSSM isthe optim allinear�lter[21].

Algorithm ically thenoisereduction isachieved by �rst

applying the K alm an �lter,which yields an estim ate of

~x(t)basedontheobserveddatay(1);y(2);:::;y(t).Then

the so-called sm oothing �lter is applied backwards in

tim e to obtain estim ates ~̂x(t) based on the whole data

set [21]. The possibility to apply this sm oothing �lter

relieson theproperty oflinearstochasticprocessesto be

tim e reversible,see Section IIID. M ultiplication of~x(t)

by the estim ated C yields an estim ate ofthe noise-free

scalarobservabley(t).

Thestatisticalpropertiesofthe estim ated ŷ(t)can be

understood in the fram eofBayesian estim ation,see[23]

for a detailed discussion. The m odelwith its �tted pa-

ram etersrepresentsa prioron thesm oothnessofthehid-

den ~x(t). Conditioned on this prior a m axim um likeli-

hood estim ate ofy(t) is obtained. The estim ated tim e

seriesisthe m ostprobable one assum ing the validity of

the m odel,Eq.(10).

It should be em phasized that the estim ated tim e se-

riesdoesnotrepresenta typicalrealization ofthe �tted

m odelused asprior.Even ifthe�tted m odelisthe true

one,the estim ated tim e course isa slightly low-pass�l-

tered version ofa typicalrealization.Ifthe �tted m odel

is,however,not the true m odel,the estim ated tim e se-

ries willshow statisticalproperties which,literally spo-

ken,liebetween thoseoftheprocesswhich generated the

data and the m odelused asprior.Especially,ifthetrue

processisnonlinearshowing a strong tim eirreversibility,

thisquantity m ightbereduced fortheestim ated tim ese-

ries.Thus,the procedure doesnotlead to false positive

results.
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D .T he relation betw een linear m odels and shot

noise m odels

Linearautoregressiveand shotnoiseprocessesareboth

stochasticprocesses.Therandom nessdriving these pro-

cessesusually reectstherestricted knowledgeaboutthe

dynam ics at work. O ften,the dynam ics is exposed to

num erous inuences that cannot be taken into account

explicitly. Even ifthese inuences are determ inistic in

nature they e�ectively act as random inuences due to

theirlargenum ber.Thecharacteristicdi�erencebetween

autoregressive and shot noise processes is the way the

random nessenterstheprocess:i)In dynam icalprocesses

itdescribesa random forcethatinuencesthedynam ics

in every instantoftim e. ii)In pointprocessesitactsas

a trigger that generates a certain event only at certain

pointsin tim e.

However,thereisaform alconnection between theclas-

sicalshot noise process and the scalar linear stochastic

dynam icalprocess. Form ally,and \not in the spirit of

pointprocesses" [10],onecan transform Eq.(2)into

x(t)= (1� �t=�)x(t� �t)+ �(t); (11)

where�(t)hasthe speci�c form :

�(t)=

�

0 with probability 1� ��t

M with probability ��t
: (12)

Thus,for ��t � 1 and M following a G aussian distri-

bution,there isa form alequivalence between the scalar

linearautoregressiveprocessand the classicalshotnoise

process which is characterized by its exponentially de-

caying shot pro�le. In practice �t corresponds to the

sam pling interval. The condition ��t � 1 m eans that

theprocessishighly undersam pled,sincesingleshotsare

not resolved. The required G aussianity ofthe distribu-

tion ofthe initialvaluesofthe shotsdoes notm eetthe

physicalconstraintofpositivity in theastrophysicalcon-

text ofX-ray bursts. In the lim it ��t� 1 it m ight be

an e�ective description resulting from the superposition

ofthe unresolved Poisson process.

In sum m ary,scalar linear dynam icalprocesses are a

certain form allim iting case ofshotnoise m odels. O nly

in the case oflinearity,there is no interaction between

the excitations and tim e course ofthe shots. It should

benoted that,in general,nonlinearstochasticdynam ical

system s cannot be form ulated as a form allim it ofshot

noisem odels.

E.B eyond linear m odels: T im e irreversibility

An im portant property of linear G aussian processes

istim e reversibility,i.e.,the statisticalpropertiesofthe

processarethesam eforward and backward in tim e[24].

An intuitive explanation is that the statisticalproper-

ties ofthese processes are com pletely captured by the

autocorrelation function,which isby de�nition sym m et-

ric under tim e reversal. Shot noise processeswith non-

sym m etric shot pro�les are not tim e reversible as are

m any nonlineardynam icalsystem s. The G aussianity of

thenoise�(t)ofa linearautoregressiveprocessiscrucial

forthetim ereversibility.Anydeviationfrom G aussianity

leadsto tim eirreversibility even in thecaseoflineardy-

nam ics[24].Thisisofspecialinterestin view ofEq.(12).

W hiletim ereversibility hasbeen used to testfornonlin-

earity in dynam icalsystem s,[25{28],we willuse ithere

as an indicator for a shot noise m odel. A test for tim e

irreversibilityin thiscontextwillbediscussed in thenext

section.

F.N onlinear analysis: T he m ethod ofsurrogate data

The theory of nonlinear dynam ical system s o�ers

notions to characterize processes beyond linearity, see

[29,30]for a review. Di�erent quantities have been in-

vented to revealwhether an observed tim e series is a

realization ofa chaotic system ;am ong others,the cor-

relation dim ension [31], Lyapunov exponents [32],and

nonlinear forecasting errors [33]. It has been observed

laterthatdueto the �nitesizeofdata,noise,and linear

correlations,the algorithm sto calculatethese quantities

can givefalsepositiveresults.

Totestthereliability oftheresults,them ethod ofsur-

rogatedata hasbeen invented independently by di�erent

authors,e.g.[34{38],but has been m ade m ost popular

by [25]. It has found wide applications in the analysis

ofastrophysical[36,39{41],geophysical[42{44]and bio-

physical[45{47]data.

The generalidea isto sim ulate tim e serieswhose sta-

tisticalpropertiesare constrained to the nullhypothesis

one wantsto testfor[48]. In testing forlinearity thisis

achieved by random izingthephasesoftheFouriertrans-

form ofthedata and transform ing theresultback to the

tim e dom ain. A possible static nonlinearity in the ob-

servation,g(~x)in Eq.(7),isknown to produce spurious

signi�cantresults[49].Therefore,aproperadjustm entof

thedistribution ofthetim eseriesdata isperform ed.For

m any realizationsoftim eseriesfrom thisprocedure,the

sam e algorithm as to the originaldata is applied lead-

ing to a distribution ofthe feature calculated by the al-

gorithm assum ing linearity. A signi�cant di�erence be-

tween the distribution of the feature produced by the

algorithm forthesurrogatedata and theoriginaldata is

taken as an indication that the process underlying the

originalis not a G aussian,stationary,stochastic,linear

one. A signi�cantresultofthe testdoesnotnecessarily

indicate chaoticity ofthe process,since this is only one

possibility to violatethe nullhypothesis.

Form er analysis revealed that it is unlikely that the

Cygnus X-1 as wellas other com parable X-ray sources

represent a low-dim ensional chaotic system [6,50,51].

Therefore,we apply the surrogate data test to look for
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deviationsfrom the nullhypothesisin general.

The results ofthe surrogate data test fora feature f

areusually reported assigni�canceS :

S =
jf � hfi

surr
j

�surr
; (13)

wherehfi
surr

denotesthem ean ofthedistribution ofthe

feature for the surrogatesand �surr its standard devia-

tion. Assum ing a G aussian distribution for the feature

a value ofS = 2:6 correspondsto a signi�cance levelof

�= 0:01.

W e propose here a surrogate data analysis based on

tim ereversibility.G eneralizingasuggestionofW eiss[24],

a sim ple m easuredenoted by Q (m )fora deviation from

reversibility for a certain tim e lag m was introduced

in [25]:

Q (m )=




(x(t+ m )� x(t))3
�

h(x(t+ m )� x(t))2i
: (14)

M orecom plex m easuresfortim e irreversibility based on

conditional, respectively joint probability distributions

aredescribed in [26{28].

Since itisnotclearbeforehand atwhich lag m a pos-

sibledeviation from thenullhypothesism ightresultin a

signi�cantQ (m )statistics,thesigni�cancesS(m )willbe

evaluated foralllagsup to a m axim um lag. This leads

tothestatisticalproblem ofm ultipletesting.Itisim por-

tant to em phasize that this has an im pact on the level

ofsigni�cance �,i.e.,the probability to reject the null

hypothesis although it is true. Ifthe nullhypothesis is

tested in n independenttests atthe level�,the proba-

bility to rejectthe nullhypothesisatleastonce isgiven

by

~�= 1� (1� �)n : (15)

For exam ple,for � = 0:01 and n = 10,the actualsig-

ni�cance level ~� is 0:1, leading to a ten tim es higher

probability foran incorrectrejection ofthe nullhypoth-

esisthan expected.A sim ple cureto thisproblem isthe

Bonferroni-correction [52]. Therefore,Eq.(15)issolved

for�:

�= 1� (1� ~�)1=n : (16)

Since ~� � 1, the right hand side of Eq.(16) can be

approxim ated in �rstorder,resulting in the sim ple rule:

�= ~�=n : (17)

This procedure is known to be extrem ely conservative,

i.e.,while itguaranteesthatthe signi�canceleveliscor-

rect,the test loses its diagnostic power to detect a vi-

olation ofthe nullhypothesis. For som e test statistics,

proceduresare known to obtain teststhathave the cor-

rectsigni�cancelevelaswellasa good diagnosticpower,

see e.g.[52{54]. Itisnotknown to the authors,how to

apply an analogousstrategy to theQ (m )statistics.The

m ain problem isthatthe correlationsin the tim e series

produced by theunderlying dynam icsoftheprocesslead

to correlationsbetween the Q (m )statisticsfordi�erent

lags. Thus,the only cure known to the authors is to

check whether the resultsofan analysisofone tim e se-

ries can be reproduced by the analysis ofindependent

m easurem ents. Therefore,we subdivide our tim e series

into segm entsoflength 20,000 data pointseach and cal-

culate the averaged Q (m ) statistics and its con�dence

interval.

To revealtheexpected behavioroftheQ (m )statistics

forshotnoiseprocesses,wesim ulatean exponentialshot

noise processwith intensity � = 0:1,� = 15,initialval-

uesM i drawn from a uniform distribution in theinterval

[0,1],and apply the Q (m )statistics. Figure 2a showsa

segm entofthe sim ulated data. Figure 2b and c display

theQ (m )statisticsand thesigni�cancesS(m )fordi�er-

entlagsm based on a realization oftheprocessoflength

20,000 data points. The m onotonically decaying behav-

iorofthe S(m )curve doesnotdepend on the intensity,

the relaxation tim e orthe distribution ofthe shotnoise

process.O fcourse,thequantitativebehaviordoes.Clas-

sicalshotnoise and �rstorderlinearstochastic dynam i-

calsystem scan notbe discrim inated by linearm ethods

since their spectra coincide. The sim ulation showsthat

higher order statisticalproperties allow for a discrim i-

nation. Next we apply this concept to the analysis of

m easured data.

IV .R ESU LT S

W e discussthe resultsforthe tim e seriesofthe inter-

m ediatestatein detail.Forthelinearanalysis,theresults

forthe interm ediate and low state data are com parable.

Di�erencesforthenonlinearanalysiswillbepresented in

m oredetailin Section IV B.

A .Linear analysis by state space m odels

W e �t linear state space m odels (LSSM ), Eq.(10),

ofincreasing dim ension to segm entsofthe interm ediate

state tim e series oflength 20,000. In accordance with

the resultsof[8]forthe low state,the residualvariance

isconstantforallm odelsofdim ension largerthan zero.

Furtherm ore,the analysisrevealsan equalcontribution

ofsignaland noisetothetotalvarianceofthetim eseries.

Figure3 displaystheperiodogram ofthe�rstsegm ent

and the spectra calculated from �tted one- to three-

dim ensionalm odelson alog-linearand on alog-logscale.

Thespectrum calculated from the�tted param eterswell

explainsthe over-allperiodogram ofthe data. Further-

m ore,thereisno signi�cantdi�erencebetween thespec-

tra of�tted di�erentdim ensionalprocesses. The relax-

ation tim eofthescalarm odelis14.2 sam pling unitscor-
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respondingto55m s.TheK olm ogorov-Sm irnovtestdoes

notrejectthe hypothesisofwhite noise residualsatthe

1% levelofcon�dence.

W ith respect to the dim ension ofthe m odel,a �t of

LSSM sofdim ension onetothreetotherem aining31seg-

m entscon�rm sthe resultforthe �rstsegm ent. Forthe

piecesof20,000data pointsaswellasforthewholedata

setthespectracalculated from theestim ated param eters

do notdi�erfrom the spectra ofthe scalarm odel. The

estim ated relaxation tim esrangefrom 12.4 to 17.4 sam -

pling units,corresponding to 48 to 68 m s. Forthe data

set from low state the qualitative results ofthe linear

analysisare the sam e asforthe interm ediate state,but

therelaxation tim esrangefrom 40 to 56 sam pling units,

corresponding to 150 to 220 m s,in accordance with the

resultsreported in Ref.[8].

Linear analysis m ethods, like spectralanalysis,only

capture the second orderstatisticalpropertiesofa pro-

cess.Forlinearprocessesthehigherorderpropertiesare

afunction ofthesecond ordercorrelations.Thisdoesnot

hold fornonlinearprocesses.Therefore,itcould bepossi-

ble,thatthereissom enonlineardynam icsatwork in the

processunderinvestigation which isinvisiblefora linear

analysis. Ifsuch nonlinear dynam ics can be described

by Eq.(4), it can be concluded that its dim ension is

notlargerthan one.Any higherdim ensionalcontinuous-

tim e system would have led to a di�erence between the

spectra ofthe one and the higher dim ensionalLSSM s,

sinceitwould producelinearcorrelationsforan orderof

at least the dim ension ofthe process. In the sam e line

ofargum ent,a nonlinear �rst order dynam icalprocess

should havee�ected the higherorderspectra.Thus,the

linearanalysisstrongly suggestsa linearstochastic �rst

orderprocessfora description ofthe data in the fram e

ofdynam icalsystem s.

B .N onlinear analysis

First, we apply the surrogate data based search for

deviationsfrom linearity asdescribed in Section IIIF to

segm entsoflength 20,000 up to a m axim um lag of1000

sam pling unitscorresponding to 3.9 softheobservation.

W e use 100 surrogate data sets to estim ate the m ean

and the varianceofthe Q (m )statistics,Eq.(14)forthe

nullhypothesisoflinearity to calculate the signi�cances

S(m ),Eq.(13).

Forthe�rstsegm ent,atabovelag 800 thesigni�cance

S(m )ofthe Q (m )statisticsfortim e reversibility results

in a valuelargerthan 4 (Figure4a).Thiscorrespondsto

a probability forthe nullhypothesissm allerthan 10�4 .

As discussed in Section IIIF, the results of the non-

linear analysis by the surrogate data m ethod using the

Q (m )statisticshasto bebased on theconsistency ofthe

resultsforindependentm easurem entsduetothem ultiple

testing problem .Figures4b{d display theresultsforthe

following 20,000 data pointsegm entsofthe tim e series.

Thereisno consistentdeviation from thenullhypothesis

forany lag.

Linear analysis reveals that the signalto noise ratio

isequalto one ifm easured in relative am plitudes. This

largeam ountofobservationalnoisedim inishesthe diag-

nosticpowerofthesurrogatedata testto detecta possi-

bletim eirreversibility.Asdiscussed in Section IIIB,the

LSSM can be applied to estim atethe noise-freedynam i-

caltim eserieswithin aBayesianfram ework.Figure5dis-

playstheresultsfortheK alm an (and sm oothing)-�ltered

data based on the one-dim ensionalLSSM analogous to

Fig.4.Forlargelagsno signi�cantchangesappearapart

from asm ootherbehaviorofthecurvewhich resultsfrom

thelow-pass�lterpropertyoftheestim ationprocedureas

discussed on Section IIIB.Butforsm alllagsthebehav-

iorofthecurveschanges:Figure6showsthesigni�cances

S(m )ofthe Q (m )statisticsforthe �rst100 lags. Con-

sistently,a signi�cant deviation from linearity is found

for exactly those lags up to the tim e scale ofapproxi-

m ately 15 sam pling unitsthatwasfound astypicaltim e

scaleby thelinearanalysis.NotethattheresultingS(m )

curvesforthe K alm an-�ltered data resem ble the decay-

ing curve expected fora shotnoise m odel,Fig.2,while

theraw data suggesta m axim um ataround 10 sam pling

units.The sim ilarity ofthe resultsforlargertim e scales

and the di�erences for short tim e scales can be inter-

preted in the fram e ofshotnoisem odels.Forlagsm uch

larger than the relaxation tim e of the shots, the data

are independent and the Q (m ) statistics is expected to

vanish. The appearance ofthe S(m ) is determ ined by

correlated uctuations,asdiscussed in Section IIIF.For

tim escalessm allerthan therelaxation tim eoftheshots,

the Q (m ) statistics is signi�cantly di�erent from zero,

seeFig.2.Thedi�erencebetween theresultsfortheraw

and the K alm an-�ltered data is an e�ect ofthe lag de-

pendent signalto noise ratio. This is m ostpronounced

fortheshortestlags,sincethetim e-courseofeach shotis

continuous,butthe observationalnoiseisdiscontinuous,

leading to a decreasing signalto noise ratio for sm aller

lags.Thisisthe reason why S(m )tendsto zero forlags

closeto zero forthe raw data.

Since the K alm an �lter is linear, it is not expected

to lead to arti�cialresults. This has been con�rm ed in

a sim ulation study. W e use the �tted one-dim ensional

LSSM to generate data and calculated the signi�cance

S(m )ofthe Q (m )statisticsforthese data and data ob-

tained by theK alm an �lter.Theresultsaredisplayed in

Fig.7 and show thattheK alm an �lterdoesnotproduce

spurious results for processes that are tim e reversible.

Sim ulation studiesusing shotnoiseprocesseswith added

observationalnoise show that the K alm an-�ltered data

reproducethe behaviorofthe S(m )curve forshotnoise

processesasdisplayed in theFig.2.Thus,thesigni�cant

results are not due to the Bayesian estim ation by the

K alm an �lter(Section IIIB).Thisisreasonablesincein

theworstcasethislinear�ltering \pulls" thedata in the

direction ofbehaving m ore linear. That m eans thatan

existing tim e irreversibility would be decreased,but no
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spurioussigni�cante�ectsareintroduced.

Figure 8 shows the m ean and 2� con�dence region

ofthe signi�cance S(m )ofthe Q (m )statisticsobtained

from the 32 segm entsoflength 20,000 based on the raw

and the noise-reduced tim e seriesfrom the interm ediate

state. Figure 9 displays the corresponding plot for the

19 segm ents from the low state tim e series. For both

data setsthe S(m )curvesforthe raw and the K alm an-

�ltered tim e seriesare statistically indistinguishable for

larger lags. Signi�cant di�erences arise only for sm all

lags. Based on the analysis ofthe raw data,any kind

ofshotnoise m odelwould be rejected. Forthe analysis

based on the K alm an-�ltered data,the S(m ) curve for

the low state tim e series suggests a classicalshot noise

m odelby its decay for sm alllags and insigni�cant val-

uesforlargerlags,com pareFig.2.Forthe interm ediate

state tim e series,a signi�cantm axim um occursata lag

m of30 sam pling units,corresponding to 117 m s. This

m axim um cannotbe reproduced by a sim ple shotnoise

m odeland callsform orecom plex processesdiscussed in

Section IIIA.

Forboth tim e series,ouranalysisshowsthatthe lin-

ear state space m odelis not an appropriate m odelto

describe the data,since the signi�cant tim e reversibili-

tiescalculated based on the�tted m odelscontradictthe

assum ption ofthesem odels.Itis,however,im portantto

note thatthe LSSM can be used to perform an e�cient

noisereduction.

V .D ISC U SSIO N

W ehavedeveloped m ethodsand havediscussed how it

ispossible to decide based on m easured data whethera

tim eseriesthatevencom prisesalargeam ountofadditive

observationalnoisehasbeen produced by a scalarlinear

stochasticdynam icalsystem ora shotnoiseprocess.W e

have shown that linear spectralanalysisdoes not allow

foradiscrim ination.Thenonlinearproperty oftim eirre-

versibility ofshotnoiseprocessesform thebasisforasig-

ni�cantdistinction.A straightforward evaluation ofthis

feature is ham pered by the statisticalproblem ofm ul-

tiple testing and e�ects ofadditive observationalnoise.

W ehavediscussed how theseproblem scan beovercom e.

W e have applied m ethods from linear and nonlinear

tim e series analysis to two X-ray variability lightcurves

ofthe black hole candidate CygnusX-1. The �rsttim e

series was recorded while Cygnus X-1 was in an inter-

m ediate state [9],the second represents the low state.

Such data are usually described by shot noise m odels,

a speci�c kind ofpoint processes. Although point pro-

cesses are fundam entally di�erent from dynam icalsys-

tem s,they share som e propertieswith the latter. First,

thespectrum oftheclassicalshotnoiseprocesscoincides

with that of a scalar continuous tim e linear G aussian

stochasticprocess.Second,m ostshotnoisem odelsshare

theproperty ofm ostnonlineardynam icalsystem sofbe-

ing tim e irreversible.

Firstly, we have �tted linear state space m odels

(LSSM )ofincreasing dim ension to segm entsofthedata.

Thevarianceoftheprediction residualsisnotdecreasing

for m odels ofdim ension larger than zero and the spec-

tra calculated from the�tted param etersofthedi�erent

m odels coincide, suggesting a scalar dynam icalm odel.

Testing the consistency ofthe prediction residuals with

white noise has revealed a good over-all�t. The linear

analysisshowsthatiftheprocessisa dynam icalsystem ,

itislinearand one-dim ensional.Any higherdim ensional

or continuous-tim e nonlinear dynam icalsystem s would

have led to di�erences between one and higher dim en-

sionalLSSM swith respecttothespectracalculated from

the �tted param etersand the variance ofthe prediction

residuals.Furtherm ore,the analysissuggestsa signalto

noiseratio ofone.

Fitting a LSSM to data in the tim e dom ain isasym p-

totically equivalent to �tting its spectrum to the peri-

odogram ofthe data in the frequency dom ain [55]. The

spectrum of the classical shot noise process is identi-

calwith the spectrum ofa �rst order linear dynam ical

process. Thus,even ifa goodness-of-�t test in the fre-

quency dom ain doesnotrejecta LSSM ,no discrim inat-

ingconclusionscan bedrawn with respecttothequestion

whethera dynam icalsystem ora shotnoise processhas

generated the data. Therefore,astrophysicalinterpreta-

tionsofthe param etersof�tted LSSM s[8,56,57]should

be treated with care.

Astrophysicalstudies indicate that the processes un-

der investigation follow som e kind ofshot noise m odel

[3{5,8,13,16,58{60].In general,shotnoisem odelsarenot

reversible in tim e. Surrogate data testing for tim e irre-

versibility fordi�erentlagsintroducesthe m ultiple test-

ing problem . Therefore,we have investigated whether

consistentresultscould be obtained from an analysisof

segm entsofthe tim e series.

For the raw data of the low state tim e series, no

signi�cant deviation from linearity has been detected.

However,we have found a double wellbehavior ofthe

Q (m )statisticsin thecaseoftheinterm ediatestatedata

(Fig. 8). Both results contradict a sim ple shot noise

m odel. This m ight have been caused by the low sig-

nalto noise ratio. In the fram e ofBayesian estim ation

based on a �tted LSSM ,we have applied the K alm an

�lterto geta noise-reduced tim e series. Based on these

noise-reduced data,wehavefound a signi�cantdeviation

from linearity at that tim e scale found by linear analy-

sisthatarein accordancewith resultsforsim ulated data

from a sim ple shot noise m odel. W hile the results for

the low state tim e series are in agreem ent with a sim -

pleshotnoisem odelwith independently decaying shots,

theinterm ediatestatetim eseriesshowsa m orecom plex

behavior. Apart from the decay for sm alllags the sig-

ni�cances show an additionaldistinct m axim um . O ur

results are based on the estim ated noise-reduced tim e

seriesobtained by theLSSM .Any noisereduction proce-

dure im posesassum ptionsaboutthe underlying process
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and m ightlead toartifactsiftheassum ptionsarenotm et

asin thepresentstudy.In thecaseconsidered hereavio-

lation oftheassum ptionsofthem odel,in theworstcase,

leads to less signi�cant results since the �lter is linear.

Thus,the procedure is statistically conservative even if

the m odelism isspeci�ed.

By its qualitative di�erence to the results for sim ple

shotnoise m odelsforthe interm ediate state tim e series,

the Q (m )statisticsasa m easure fortim e irreversibility

posesa constrainton astrophysicalm odelsforthisphe-

nom enon.Ithasbeen shown thattheclassicalshotnoise

m odel(1{3) does not satisfactory describe the process

underconsideration [9].Therefore,onehasto search for

m ore com plex m odels. Forsuch m odelsthe signi�cance

oftheQ (m )statistics(Fig.8)providesan additionaland

independenttestbeyond the usually applied energy and

power spectra. For exam ple, our results exclude shot

noisem odelswith sym m etricalriseand decayoftheshots

asdiscussed in [58],sincesuch m odelswould notlead to

a violation oftim e reversibility. In general,one has to

K alm an-�lterthedata generated by theproposed m odel

in the sam e way asthe observed data and testthe com -

patibility ofthe resulting S(m )curvestatistically.

No explicittestto decidewhethera dynam icalsystem

orashotnoiseprocessunderliesam easured tim eseriesis

known to theauthors.Sum m arizing theresultsfrom the

linearand thenonlineartim eseriesm ethods,theanalysis

stronglysuggeststhatashotnoisem odelisatwork.This

is in accordance with astrophysicalconsiderations: X-

raysundergo m ultipleCom pton scattering in thecorona

ofhotelectronssurrounding CygnusX-1.Theshotsrep-

resent the projection ofthis spatio-tem poral,reaction-

di�usion likeprocesseson thetim eaxis.Thelossofspa-

tialresolution causes that the resulting process cannot

be form ulated asa dynam icalsystem anym ore.Thisre-

vealsan interesting aspectofsurrogatedata testing that

m ight also apply for other applications [41]. Initially,

testing by surrogateswasintroduced to supportthe de-

tection ofchaoticdynam ics.Later,itwasrecognizedthat

arejection ofthenullhypothesisoflinear,stochastic,sta-

tionary,G aussian dynam icsdoesnotnecessarily indicate

chaos,i.e., a specialtype of nonlinear,stationary, de-

term inistic dynam ics,since there are other possibilities

to violate the assum ptionsofthe above nullhypothesis

[61{64].Furtherm ore,surrogatedatatesting wascharac-

terized asnottoo inform ativeifsim pleinspection ofthe

data revealsa deviation from thenullhypothesis[61].In

the present case,the linear analysis looks prom ising at

�rstsightrendering the surrogatedata testinform ative.

Buthere,thereason fora signi�cantsurrogatedata test

is not chaotic nonlinearity,but the projection from the

spatio-tem poralinto thetem poraldom ain.Thus,theX-

ray variability data o�era new possibility fora rejection

ofthenullhypothesisofa lineardynam icalsystem :The

system isnota dynam icalsystem oftheform _~x = ~f(~x;~�)

atall.

In sum m ary,followinga quotation ofG .E.P.Box:\All

m odelsarewrong,butsom e areuseful",we proposethe

useofthe m isspeci�ed linearstatespacem odeltogether

with them easureoftim ereversibility inspired by nonlin-

eardynam icsasan additionaltestto theusually applied

energy and powerspectra to evaluate the validity ofas-

trophysicalshotnoisem odelson m easured data.
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FIG U R E C A P T IO N S

Fig.1 A 3 ssegm entoftheinterm ediatestatetim eseries.

Fig.2 Analysisofasim ulated shotnoiseprocess.(a)Seg-

m ent ofa realization ofan exponentialshotnoise

process with intensity � = 0:1 and decay tim e

� = 15 sam pling units. (b) The Q (m ) statistics,

Eq.(14).(c)Signi�cancesS(m ),Eq.(13).

Fig.3 Periodogram ofthe data (dots)and spectra (solid

lines)calculated from the estim ated param etersof

the state space m odelof dim ension one to three

in log-linearscale(top)and log-log scale(bottom ).

Note that the spectra are virtually indistinguish-

able.

Fig.4 Signi�cances S(m ) ofthe Q (m ) statistics for lags

up to 1000. (a)Firstsegm entofthe interm ediate

state data set.(b{d)Resultsforthe second to the

fourth segm ent.

Fig.5 Signi�cances S(m ) analogous to Fig.4. Dashed

lines:Resultsfortheraw data.Solid lines:Results

fordata afterK alm an-�ltering.

Fig.6 Signi�cances S(m ) ofthe Q (m ) statistics for lags

up to 100.Dashed lines:Resultsforthe raw data.

Solid lines:Resultsfordata afterK alm an-�ltering.

Fig.7 Results from a sim ulation study using the �tted

LSSM .The signi�cancesS(m )ofthe Q (m )statis-

ticsarecalculated fortheraw data (solid line)and

the data afterK alm an-�ltering (dashed line).

Fig.8 Signi�cances S(m ) ofthe Q (m ) statistics and 2�

con�denceregionscalculated from the32 segm ents

oflength 20,000 ofinterm ediate state tim e series.

Dashed line:Raw data.Solid line:K alm an-�ltered

data.

Fig.9 Signi�cancesS(m )oftheQ (m )statisticsand twice

thestandard errorcalculated from the19 segm ents

oflength 20,000ofthelow statetim eseries.Dashed

line:Raw data.Solid line:K alm an-�ltered data.
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