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Abstract

W e investigate the generalproblem ofhow to m odelthe kinem atics of stock prices without

considering thedynam icalcausesofm otion.W eproposea stochastic processwith long-range cor-

related absolutereturns.W e�nd thatthem odelisableto reproducetheexperim entally observed

clustering,power law m em ory,fat tails and m ultifractality ofreal�nancialtim e series. W e �nd

thatthedistribution ofstock returnsisapproxim ated by a G aussian with log-norm ally distributed

localvariance and showsexcellentagreem entwith the behaviorofthe NYSE index fora range of

tim e scales.
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Rem arkableprogresshasbeen m adein quantitatively describing nonstationary and non-

Gaussian phenom ena,including those observed in econom ic [1]and socialsystem s. The

behaviorof�nancialm arketshasrecently [1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9]becom ea focusofinterest

tophysicistsaswellasan areaofactiveresearch becauseofitsrich and com plex [10,11,12,

13,14,15,16,17,18,19]dynam ics.Thedaily returnsrt fora given stock can bede�ned as

rt= log10
St+ 1

St
;

attim et(Fig.1),whereSt isthepriceofa an assetorthevalueofan index ora currency

exchange rate. In this paper we address the im portant yet unsolved problem ofhow to

m odelthekinem aticsofstock priceswithouthandling theproblem ofthecausesofm otion.

Ourpointofdepartureisthefam ily ofARCH-GARCH m odels.Thesefam iliesofstochastic

kinem atic m odelsneglectthe causesunderlying the price variationsand focusonly on the

equationsofm otion governing the uctuating returns. Speci�cally,the interacting buying

and selling processesare notconsidered. ARCH m odels,introduced by Engle in 1982 [20],

arestochasticAuto-RegressiveConditionalHeteroscedasticity m odels,characterized by zero

m ean and nonconstantvariancesdependenton the past. Such m odelscan sim ultaneously

haveglobalstationarity aswellaslocalnonstationary behavior.Thesim plestARCH m odel

ofstock returnscan bede�ned by

�
2

t = �0 + �1r
2

t� 1 ;

with returnsde�ned as

rt = �t!t ;

where the random Gaussian variable !t hasunitary variance and zero m ean,while �0 and

�1 are tunable param eters.Hence,the returnsrt are Gaussian distributed with zero m ean

and localvariance �2t:Only very recently hasthe physicscom m unity begun to study such

m odels,although they are com m on in the econom ics literature. In m ore generalARCH

processes,the localvariance can depend not only on the previous value rt� 1,but on any

�nitenum bern ofpreviousvaluesrt� 1:::rt� n.GARCH m odelsarea furthergeneralization

in which the localvariance can depend notonly on previousvaluesofthe returnsbutalso

on thepreviousvaluesofthelocally m easured variances.

ARCH-GARCH m odelshavesucceeded in capturing im portantfeatures(such asvolatil-

ity clustering)ofreal�nancialdata.They are,therefore,widely used,both in the�nancial
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com m unity and in econophysicsto m odelthe kinem aticsofprice variations. Nevertheless,

severalcharacteristic featuresofthe realdata are notwelldescribed. The three m ostim -

portant(and di�cultto m odel)featuresnotwellaccounted in ARCH-GARCH m odelsare

(i) the tim e scaling ofthe probability density distribution ofthe returns,(ii) the known

long-range powerlaw correlationsin the volatility (the latterbeing a m easure ofthe local

standard deviation ofthereturns),and (iii)them ultifractality ofthereturns,i.e.,volatility

powerlaw correlation exponentsarenon-uniqueand depend on them agnitudeoftheevents

considered. Asan alternative m odel,L�evy [21]and truncated (see ref.[22])L�evy distribu-

tionshave been proposed to �ttheobserved fattailed distributions.W hile L�evy processes

can correctlyreproducethetim escalingofdistributions,theycannotexplain oneofthem ost

relevantand characteristicphenom ena:them ultifractallong-rangecorrelationsin volatility

which hasbeen found to beresponsibleforclustering ofvolatility and thepersistenceoffat

tailsforlong tim elags[6,23].

Hereweproposeanew m odelthatdoesnotsu�erfrom thesedrawbacks.In orderto test

them odel,wecom parethem odelwith a typicaldataset:theNew York Exchange (NYSE)

daily com posite index price closes from January 1966 to Septem ber2001 (a totalofsom e

9000 data points).

Them odelisinspired in therecent�ndingthattheprobability density distribution ofthe

localvariance �t issim ilarto a log-norm al[4]. Otherkey �ndingsinclude the long-range

correlationsfound in the absolutevalueofthereturnsand them ultifractalbehaviorofthe

returns[7].Ourproposal,based on these�ndings,isthefollowing m ap fortheevolution of

thevolatility:

�t+ 1 = e
[a+ b!t+ 1](�t)

d
; (1)

with returnsde�ned as

rt= �t ~!t ; (2)

where ~!t and !t are independently distributed unitary Gaussian variableswith zero m ean

thatarealsoindependentfrom each other.Notethattheindependenceofthesetwovariables

contrasts with ARCH m odels,forwhich they coincide. W e discuss why this is preferable

below.Thetunableconstantsa,band d arerelated tothenearly log-norm alform of�t:The

valueofd m ustbeclosebutsm allerthan 1 to guaranty thestationarity ofthereturns;a is

related to thetypicalsizeofthedaily volatility,and bto thetypicalsizeofitsuctuations.
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The term �t representsthe average with respectto lastT days,from t� T to t.(W ehave

used below a sim ple unweighted average but,in principle,we could have used any type of

m oving average,forinstancea powerlaw orexponentially weighted m oving average.)

Usingthism ap,wegenerateadatasetof9000returns(Fig.1(b))withthefollowingchoice

ofconstants:a = �0:1,b= 0:1,d = 0:98 and T = 10.W ethen com parethestatisticaland

scaling propertiesofthe tim e seriesgenerated with the realdata set. Note thatthe above

m odelcan reproducevery welltheclustering ofvolatility,asisevidentcom paring Fig.1(a)

with Fig.1(b).Nevertheless,weproceed with a quantitativecom parison ofboth thescaling

ofthedistribution and them ultifractalpowerlaw correlations.

W e nextstudy the probability density ofreturnsforthe proposed m odel. W e estim ate

theprobability density ofreturnsusing

P(r)=
1

N

N
X

i= 1

1
p
2��

expf
�(r� ri)2

2� 2
g

with a sm oothing window of� = 0:001 (Fig 2a).The r i can beeitherthe realorarti�cial

data and N istheirnum ber(about9000 forboth).Thedashed and dotted linesin Fig.2(a)

show thedistributionsofdaily (onebusinessday)returns,forboth realand arti�cialdata.

Typicalof�nancialtim es series istheirinvariance underrescaling oftim e. Therefore,we

estim ate with the sam e sm oothing window the distribution form onthly (25 businessdays)

returns(Fig 2b)
P

25

i= 1ri+ t

(25)�
=

1

(25)�
log

St+ 25

St
;

using them easured value� = 0:53 ofthescaling exponentboth forrealand arti�cialdata.

Notethatthe theoreticalcurve (solid line,see discussion below)isexactly thesam e in the

two�gures,thereforeboth realandarti�cialdataexhibitalm ostperfecttim escaleinvariance

ofthereturn distributions(seealso [23]).Thelack ofagreem entforsm allm onthly returns

isdue to short-range (1 day)correlationsin the signsofthe returnsthatare neglected in

ourm odel,butthatcould easily be incorporated [23]. Com pared to otherm odelsofstock

returns,thism odelshowsrem arkably good agreem entwith realdata.

W enextcom paretheseprobability distributionsofrealand arti�cialdata with a \theo-

retical" prediction (solid line in Figs.2). The m odelproposed leadsto a distribution that

isa Gaussian Pt with log-norm ally distributed localvariance.W ecan �nd Pt by convolving
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Gaussiansofvarying widths:

Pt(r)=
Z

�(�)
e
� r

2

2�2

p
2��

d� (3)

�(�)=
1

p
2�s�

e
� 1

2
(
log �� m

s
)2 (4)

W e have used the em pirically found values s = 0:41 and m = �0:34. The solid lines in

Figs.2 leaveno doubtthatthisdistribution isoneofthebestcandidates| ifnotthebest|

for describing the distribution ofprice variations. The agreem ent found is exceptionally

strong.

It is known that daily returns have no auto-correlations for lags larger than a single

day,consistentwith thee�cientm arkethypothesis.Thisfactcan bealso checked by using

Detrended Fluctuation Analysis(DFA)[24]and related m ethods.Considerthecum ulative

returns�t(L),de�ned asthesum ofL successive returnsdivided by L:

�t(L)=
1

L

L
X

i= 1

rt+ i (5)

One can de�ne N =L non overlapping variables ofthis type,and com pute the associated

variance�2(�(L)),whereN � 9000 isthenum berofdata points.According to thecentral

lim ittheorem ,uncorrelated (orshort-rangecorrelated)rt would lead topower-law behavior:

�
2(�(L))� L

� �
; (6)

with exponent� = 1 forlargeL.Theexponent� both fortheNYSE index and them odel

proposed hereisnear1 (seeFig.3),con�rm ing thatreturnsareuncorrelated.

Thelack ofcorrelationsdoesnothold trueforquantitiesrelated to theabsolutereturns.

In ordertoperform theappropriatescalinganalysis,weintroducethegeneralized cum ulative

absolutereturnsde�ned asthesum ofL successiveabsolutereturn powersjrtj;:::;jrt+ L� 1j,

divided by L

�t(L;)=
1

L

L
X

i= 1

jrt+ ij
 (7)

where isarealexponent(notingthatthesequantitiesdonotoverlap.) Using thism ethod,

ifthe autocorrelation for powers ofabsolute returns exhibits a power-law with exponent

�()� 1 forlargeL,then weexpect

�
2(�(L;))� L

� �()
: (8)
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(Note,however,thatifthejrtj areshort-rangecorrelated orpower-law correlated with an

exponent�()> 1,then wewould notdetectanom alousscaling in theanalysisofvariance,

becauseitisnotpossibleto detect� > 1 using them ethod discussed here).

W e �nd thatboth the realdata and the m odelshow sim ilarm ultifractalbehaviorwith

non-unique scaling exponents,i.e.,�() 6= constant. Note that the function �() is not

universal[4,7]butdependson the particularassetconsidered. M oreover,the values�()

wecom pute do notcoincide forrealand arti�cialdata,neverthelessthisisnota drawback

ifone takesinto accountthe non-universality. Forcom pleteness,we note thatin orderto

obtain fullagreem entforthem ultifractalexponentsofany speci�ceconom icseriesonem ust

generalizethevolatility asfollows:

xt+ 1 = e
a+ b!t+ 1 (xct)

d
: (9)

where the exponentcin the volatility average would allow fora �nercontrolofthe e�ects

caused by extrem alevents.Also theresulting returnscould bewritten as

rt = (� + xt)� ~!t� �t ~!t: (10)

with � representing an intrinsic constantcontribution to daily volatility.

W e now com m enton the m otivation forusing two independentGaussian variables,one

forreturns and one forvolatility. Indeed,this choice separates the tem poralevolution of

volatility and returns.Besidesgivingreasonableagreem entwith experim entaldata,thereis

a deeperunderlying m otivation forthisapproach. In ARCH-GARCH m odelsthe present-

day volatility dependson thepreviousday’sabsolutereturn.Any traderknowsthattoday’s

sentim ent about volatility does not depend on the previous day’s variation ofprice but

ratheron otherthingslike previousday intraday volatility,im plicitvolatility in derivative

products and public (or less public) inform ation. Therefore,the previous day’s absolute

return (which can be sm allafter a fearfulm arket day with enorm ous variation ofprices)

doesnotdirectly inuencethepresentday volatility and sotheevolution ofthelattershould

bekeptseparate,exactly aswehavedonein them odelproposed.

In conclusion,the proposed stochastic m ultifractalm odeloflong-rangecorrelated abso-

lute returnsisable to reproduce featuresofreal�nancialdata thatarenotwellaccounted

forby existing m odels. Speci�cally,ourm odelisable to overcom e the inability ofARCH-

GARCH and L�evy m odelstoadequately explain (i)thefattailed distribution ofthereturns
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and itstim e scaling,(ii)the long-range powerlaw volatility correlations,or(iii)the m ul-

tifractality ofthe returns. The m odelpresented here also represents an advance due to

the exceptionally im proved agreem entwith realdata. W e hope thatthisadvance in m od-

eling the kinem atics of�nancialtim e series further contributes to the em erging study of

econophysicsand towardsa betterunderstanding ofwiderclassesofcom plex system s.

W e thank M ichele Pasquini for useful discussions and for a critical reading of the

m anuscript.Thiswork wassupported by theBrazilian research agenciesCAPES and CNPq

and by theAlagoasStateagency FAPEAL.
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FIG .1: Real(a) and arti�cialdata (b) obtained from the m aps in Eqs.1 and 2 with constants

a = � 0:1, b = 0:1, d = 0:98 and T = 10. The striking resem blance between the tim e series

generated by thethekinem aticm odeland therealdata isfurtherveri�ed by quantitativeanalysis,

asexplained in the text.
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FIG .2:Sym m etrized probability density distribution p(r)ofthereturnsr�m easured overlags(a)

� = 1 d and (b)� = 25 d (aboutone businessm onth),shown forthe arti�cialdata (dashed line),

the realdata (long dashed) and com pared with the \theoretical" distribution (solid line)). For

� = 1 d allthree distributionsare alm ostidenticalwhile for� = 25 a sm alldiscrepancy appears

forrealdata forsm allreturns.Thisdiscrepancy isdueto shortrangecorrelationsin realdata not

included in them odel,asexplained in the text.
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FIG .3:Variance�2(�(L;))� L� �() ofthegeneralized cum ulativeabsolutereturnsasafunction

ofL on doublelog scalesfor(a)theNYSE index and (b)theproposed kinem aticm odel.Data for

the absolute m om entswith  = 2 (square)and  = 4 (diam ond)are com pared with the variance

�2(�(L))� L� � ofthecum ulativereturns(circles).Both dataand m odelclearly show m ultifractal

behavior,sincethereisno uniquescaling exponent.Theexponentsofthebest�tting straightlines

(dashed lines)are,respectively: �(2)= 0:734� 0:013;�(4)= 0:979� 0:003 and � = 1:007� 0:01

for the NYSE index;�(2) = 0:386 � 0:008;�(4) = 0:556 � 0:009 and � = 1:025 � 0:008 for the

m odel.Theability ofthiskinem atic m odelto generate m ultifractalbehaviordistinguishesitfrom

the well-known fam iliesofm odels.
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