
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
31

24
89

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
ta

t-
m

ec
h]

  1
8 

D
ec

 2
00

3

Activity autocorrelation in �nancialmarkets.

A comparativestudy between severalmodels

LuigiPalatella�

INFM -Dipartim ento diFisica dell’Universit�a diPisa,
via Buonarroti2,56127 Pisa,Italy

Josep Perell�oy,M iquelM onteroz,and Jaum eM asoliverx

Departam entdeF��sica Fonam ental,UniversitatdeBarcelona,
Diagonal,647,08028-Barcelona,Spain

April14,2024

A bstract

W e study the activity,i.e.,the num ber oftransactions per unit

tim e,of�nancialm arkets. Using the di�usion entropy technique we

show thattheautocorrelation oftheactivity iscaused by thepresence

ofpeakswhosetim edistancesaredistributed following an asym ptotic

power law which ultim ately recovers the Poissonian behavior. W e

discuss these results in com parison with ARCH m odels, stochastic

volatility m odels and m ulti-agent m odels showing that ARCH and

stochasticvolatility m odelsbetterdescribetheobserved experim ental

evidences.

1 O verview

Asiswellknown,�nancialtim eseriespresentastronglyinhom ogeneoustim e
behavior.Thisisspecially truewhen oneconsiderseitherthevolatilityorthe
activity,i.e.,thenum beroftransactionsperunitoftim e.Indeed ifwelookat
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thevarianceofthereturn in a tim ewindow of,say,oneday,wewillobserve
periodsofrelative constantand regularbehaviorfollowed by otherperiods
ofstrong variation ofthe price. In the sam e way there are days with few
transactions and others where the num ber oftrades is considerably larger.
Thisgreatvariability in thevolatility orin theactivity isgenerally referred
to asvolatility clustering orinterm ittency ofvolatility and activity. In this
work wereferto both quantities.W ewillthusperform m easureson theac-
tivity and usetwo volatility m odels:(i)ARCH m odels[1]and (ii)stochastic
volatility (SV)m odels [2,3],where the relationship between volatility and
activity issetbytheusualassum ption ofproportionalitybetween them [4,5].

Asiswellknown,the tim e intervalordistance between two consecutive
transactions� isa random variabledescribed by a probability density func-
tion (pdf)  (�) which in m any cases presents an asym ptotic power law of
theform [6,7]

 (�)� 1=��: (1)

However (�)doesnottellanything abouttheindependence ofconsecutive
�’s.W enotethatifconsecutive�’sareindependenta powerlaw tailin  (�)
can explain an inhom ogeneousbehaviorin thenum berofeventsperunitof
tim e,where a possible m easure ofthisinhom ogeneity isthe distribution of
thenum beroftradesin a�xed period oftim et.AsFellerproved m any years
ago [8],ifthetim einterval� between som eparticularevents,which wewill
callm arkers,in a tim eseriesisdistributed according to a given density  (�)
and the independence condition h�i�ji = h�iih�ji fori6= j holds,then the
probability distribution to observe a �xed num ber ofthese m arkers y in a
given tim einterval,p(y;t),followsa scaling law oftheform

p(y;t)=
1

t�
F

�
y

t�

�

; (2)

where� issom epositiveexponentand F(x)isapositiveand integrablefunc-
tion.W ith thehelp ofarecently developed techniquefortheanalysisoftim e
seriescalled Di�usion Entropy (DE)[9],wewillseethatthescalingobserved
in thedistribution ofthenum beroftransactionsin a tim eintervaldoesnot
correspond to Feller’sanalyticalprescription obtained with thedensity  (�)
estim ated from data.

W e are thus forced to m ake the additionalhypothesis that consecutive
�’sarenotindependent.W ewillalso assum e thatthiscorrelation isdue to
the presence ofpeaks(orclusters)in the m ean activity followed by periods
ofrelativecalm .Thereforethe�i’sarepositively correlated becauseduringa
peak ofactivity theyareshorterthan them ean valuewhileaway from apeak
theyaregreaterthanthem ean.Indeed,in such acaseh(�i� h�ii)(�j� h�ji)i�
0 which im pliesa positivecorrelation:h�i�ji� h�iih�ji.
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Let�c be the random tim e distance between two consecutive peaksand
denote by �(�c)its probability density function. Sim ilarly to the distribu-
tion ofthedistancebetween two consecutive transactions (�),wewillalso
assum ethat�(�c)obeysan asym ptoticpowerlaw:

�(�c)� 1=��c: (3)

In this schem e the results ofthe DE technique can be described directly
in term s ofthe tim e distance and the m agnitude ofthe peaks ofactivity,
the latter described by a pdfh(x). W e willsee,like in ref. [10],that the
distribution ofthesizeoftheclustergiven byh(x)doesnotplayanim portant
role,becausethetim edistancedistribution �(�c)ischaracterized by a m ore
anom alousexponentthan h(x).Consequently wewillinterprettheresultsof
DE asaconsequenceofanon-Poissonian distribution ofthedistancebetween
peaksofactivity.

Therearein theliteratureseveralapproachesthattry to explain theau-
tocorrelation ofactivityand volatility.Onerecentm odel[4,5,11]isbased on
thehypothesisthattheinterm ittency ofactivity iscaused byasubordination
to a random walk,like in the case ofthe so called on-o� interm ittency [12].
Asclearly described in [5],thisprocedureshould giveforthedistribution of
distancesbetween clustersa scaling law oftheform

�(�c)’
1

�
3=2
c

f

�
�c

�

�

(4)

where f(t)isa cuto� function ensuring theexistence ofthe�rstm om entof
�(�c) and � is the tim e scale atwhich this cuto� takes place. One sim ple
choiceforf(t)isgiven by theexponentialf(t)= e� t which allowsthat�(�c)
presentsan asym ptoticPoissonian behavior.

Aswehavealready m entioned,otherpossibleapproachesto theproblem
ofactivity correlation areprovided by ARCH m odelsorSV m odels.W ewill
show thatboth,ARCH and SV,m odelslead toacorrelation in thevolatility
which m orelikelyresem blestoapowerlaw tailexponentobserved inavariety
of�nancialm arkets. W e willalso show thata particularARCH m odel,the
TARCH m odelpresented in [13],and theSV m odelpresented in [3,14]both
result in the sam e scaling law than that observed with the DE technique.
Finally,and due to the absence ofintra-day disturbancesin the tim e series
obtained by ARCH and SV m odels,wearealso ableto evaluatenum erically
the waiting tim e distribution �(�c)ofthe distance between peaks and this
distribution iscom patiblewith theem piricalevidence given by a power-law
behaviorfora (long)transientperiod followed by a Poissonian (exponential)
behavior. W e incidentally note that this asym ptotic exponentialbehavior
indicatesthatvery farclustersdo notin
uence each other.
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Thepaperisorganized asfollows.W estartwith abriefreview on theDE
technique and a sim ple analyticalproofthatthe DE resultsaredeterm ined
by them ostanom alouspowerlaw tailbetween �(�c)and h(x).Afterthatwe
show theresultsobtained by m eansoftheDE techniqueon tick by tick data
ofa Foreign Exchange (FX)m arket. W e also perform a �ltering procedure
on data in order to prove thatthe observed scaling is due to the anom aly
in the waiting tim e pdf�(�c)and notin the clustersize pdfh(x). Finally,
webrie
y describetheARCH and theSV m odelsand theresultsoftheDE
and thewaiting tim edistribution on thetim eseriesconstructed using these
m odels.

2 D i�usion entropy analysis

The di�usion entropy technique is basically an algorithm designed to de-
tect m em ory in tim e series [9]. DE is specially suitable for interm ittent
signals,i.e.,fortim e series where bursts ofactivity are separated by peri-
odsofquiescentand regularbehavior. The technique hasbeen designed to
study thetim edistribution ofsom em arkers(orevents)alongthetim eseries
and thus discover whether these events satisfy the independence condition
h�i�ji = h�iih�ji (i6= j) where �i is the tim e intervalbetween the m arker
labeled i� 1 and the nextone i[10,15,16,17]. Asm arkerwe use here a
very sim ple de�nition: each trade in the tim e series is a m arker. In order
to apply the DE technique we need to constructa new series�i which isa
function ofa coarse grained tim e i� �t(in ourcase �t= 1 s)and where �i
isprecisely thenum beroftransactionsthatoccurred in theprevioussecond.
W enextde�neanew random processthrough thefollowingm ovingcounting
on �i

yl(t)=
lX

i= l� t=� t

�i: (5)

Notethatyl(t)isprecisely thenum berofm arkers(i.e.,trades)in an interval
oflength tstarting atposition l.Ifwevary thevalueoflalong theinterval
[0;N � t=�t],where N is the totallength ofthe sequence,we can obtain
theprobability density function,p(y;t),ofthisrandom process.Ithasbeen
shown in [9]thatforthezero-m ean processy ! y� hy(t)iand assum ingthat
�i isa renewalprocess,then p(y;t)obeysthe scaling law given by Eq. (2).
Hence,theentropy ofthisrandom processreads[9]

S(t)= �

1Z

� 1

p(y;t)ln[p(y;t)]dy = A + � ln(t): (6)
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Figure 1:Resultsofthe DE analysisforUS dollar-Deutsche m ark futures
m arketfordi�erentvaluesofthetim e-threshold T.

From the slope ofS(t),in a logarithm ic scale,we getan estim ation ofthe
scaling param eter�.In Fig.1 weshow theresultsobtained with DE on tick
by tick data ofthe US dollar-Deutsche m ark futuresm arketfrom 1993 to
1997 with a totalof1:3� 106 data points(solid circles)[18]. The �tgives
� = 0:90. Asisshown in [9]ifcondition h�i�ji= h�iih�ji holdsthen there
existsa relation between the scaling exponent� and the exponent� ofthe
powerlaw tailofthetim edistribution ofm arkers(in ourcase,trades) (�)
(seeEq.(1)).Thisrelation reads

� =
�
1=(� � 1); if 2< � < 3;
0:5; if � > 3.

(7)

W e have shown elsewhere thatforthe FX m arket under consideration the
power law tailexponent ofthe waiting tim e distribution between trades is
near 3:5 [6,7]. According to Eq. (7) this would lead to � = 0:5 | after
a transient com parable with the m ean trade distance ofh�i = 23:6 s| in
disagreem entwith thevalue� = 0:90 obtained by DE.

W e now present a picture which takes into account peaks of activity
separated by periodswith a low num beroftransactions.W eseein Fig.2 a
schem atic representation ofthispicturein which,forinstance,theintensity

5



τc

τc

,8τcτc 7,τc 6,τc ,4 τc 5,

τc

τc

y 
(t

)
l

l (days)

,1

,2

,

200

100

300

0
200 600 1200800

x 3

,3

9

Figure 2: Schem e ofthe m odelforthe anom alousscaling foractivity and
volatility.

x3 ofthe third peak isrepresented by a black spotand thiscorrespondsto
thetotalnum beroftransactionsattributed to thispeak.

W e suppose that the tim e intervals between peaks,�c;i,are distributed
according to a pdf�(�c) which asym ptotically behaves as in Eq. (3),i.e.,
�(�c)� 1=��c .W ealso assum ethattheintensity ofa given peak,xi,de�ned
asthe totalnum beroftransactionsin thepeak,hasa distribution given by
a pdfh(x). In the context ofearthquakes h(x) is generally referred to as
the Pareto law ofthe size ofthe earthquake clusters,since asym ptotically
h(x)� 1=x�+ 1 asin theusualPareto distribution [10].

W e willnow present a proofthatthe DE technique perceives the m ost
anom alous (i.e.,the sm allest) ofthe two exponents � and � + 1. Indeed,
let�(x;t)bethejointpdfforthewaiting tim e�c between clustersand their
intensity x.W edenoteby

b�(!;s)=
Z

1

� 1

dxe
i!x

Z
1

0

d�ce
� s�c�(x;�c)

itsFourier-Laplace transform . Observe thatin term sof b�(!;s)the Laplace
transform ofthewaiting tim edistribution b�(s)and theFouriertransform of
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thesizedistribution ~h(!)aregiven by

b�(s)= b�(! = 0;s) and ~h(!)= b�(!;s= 0): (8)

W eassum ethatthetim eduration ofa peak isnegligiblewith respectto the
m ean tim edistance between peaks[19].In such a case wecan use theCon-
tinuousTim eRandom W alk (CTRW )form alism to calculatetheprobability
density function,p(y;t),thatthe num beroftradesattim e tisgiven by y.
Thus,in term softhejointdistribution b�(!;s)theFourier-Laplacetransform
ofp(y;t)isgiven by [6,7]

bp(!;s)=
1� b�(s)

s

1

1� b�(!;s)
: (9)

W ecan easily seethatass! 0 (i.e.,t! 1 )[1� b�(s)]=s� h�ci,where
h�ciisthem ean waiting tim e.Hence

bp(!;s)’
h�ci

1� b�(!;s)
; (s! 0): (10)

Notethat,ass! 0 wehave(seeEq.(3))

b�(s)’ 1� h�cis+ c0s
�� 1

; (2< � < 3): (11)

M oreover,as! ! 0 and consistently with theParetolaw accordingto which
h(x)decaysas1=x�+ 1,wehave

~h(!)’ 1+ ihxi! + b0!
�
; (1< � < 2); (12)

where hxiisthe average peak intensity.Taking into accountEqs.(11)-(12)
weseethatass! 0 and ! ! 0 thejointdistribution b�(!;s)can bewritten
as

b�(!;s)’ 1� h�cis+ ihxi! � ihx�ci!s+ b(s)!� + c(!)s�� 1; (13)

where b(s)and c(!)are such thatb(0)= b0 and c(0)= c0. W e recallthat
theDE techniquem easuresthescaling in a \m oving referencefram e" where
the average activity iszero,hy(t)i= 0 forallt� 0. In orderto obtain the
pdffor y(t) in such reference fram e we perform in Eq. (13) the following
substitution

s� ! s+ i!
hxi

h�ci
; (14)

and afterapplying the di�usive lim ith�cijsj� hxij!jwe get,to the lowest
order,

b�(!;s)’ 1� h�cis+ b0!
� + c0(ihxi=h�ci)

�� 1
!
�� 1

: (15)
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Substituting Eq.(15)into Eq.(10)�nally yields

bp(!;s)’
h�ci

sh�ci� b!� � c(ihxi=h�ci)
�� 1

!�� 1
: (16)

Thisequation showsthatthesm allestexponentbetween � and � � 1 deter-
m inestheasym ptoticscaling ofp(y;t)according to theexponent

� =
�
1=(� � 1); if � � 1> �;
1=�; if � � 1< �.

(17)

Therefore,thescalingperceived by DE isdeterm ined by them ostanom alous
exponentofthe scaling between the size ofthe clustersofactivity and the
distribution oftheirtim edistances.Notethatthecase� = 1=(�� 1)agrees
with thatofEq.(7).W ealso observethatwehaveproven thisfundam ental
result for the m ost generalcase in which there is no assum ption on the
possiblecorrelation,orindependence,am ong intensitiesand waiting tim es.

Having this in m ind, we return to the problem of understanding the
scalingexponent� = 0:90appearingin theUS dollar-Deutschem arkfutures
m arket.To whate�ectisduethisscaling? In otherwords,istheexponent�
determ ined by thetim e distance between clustersorby theirsize? In order
to solve thisquestion we im pose a cuto� in thesize ofthe peaksofactivity
by elim inating thosetransactionswhosetim edistancefrom thepreviousone
is below certain threshold T (note that this actually reduces cluster sizes
because the num ber oftransactions counted is now sm aller). Ifafter this
cuto� procedure the scaling rem ainsinvariantthen � would be determ ined
by the tim e distances and not by the size ofthe clusters. In Fig. 1 the
DE results are shown for di�erent values ofthe tim e-threshold T ranging
from 0 to 80 s. W e see there thatthe slope ispractically unchanged which
con�rm s the assum ption that the exponent � = 0:90 is solely determ ined
by the anom aly in the tim e distances between the clusters and notby any
anom aly oftheirsize.

3 A R C H ,Stochastic volatility and on-o� in-

term ittency m odels

Attheend ofthelastsection,wehaveindirectly shown thattheanom alous
scaling � = 0:90 observed in data isnotcaused by fattailsin the peak in-
tensity distribution h(x)butby the anom alousscaling in the waiting tim e
distribution between peaks. Another m ore direct way to prove this would
have been to single outthe peakson realdata and look fortheirtim e dis-
tribution.Unfortunately itisvery di�cult,on realdata,to de�nea peak of

8



activity and com pute the waiting tim e distribution between them . This is
because there are peaksofactivity thatappearat�xed tim es(we willcall
these\determ inisticpeaks")atthedaily openingand closing sessions,atthe
opening during the day ofother m arkets and even weekly at the opening
ofeach m onday [20]. These determ inistic peaks do not contribute to the
increase ofentropy. However,they do a�ectany estim ation ofthe waiting
tim e distribution m aking itvery di�cultto geta reliable estim ate ofit. A
possible way outfrom thissituation would be to generate an arti�cialtim e
series sim ulating the realm arketevolution. In thisarti�cialseries,the ac-
tivity would bereplaced by volatility following theaccepted correspondence
between them [4,5]and we would check there allthe scaling phenom ena
reported up tillnow.
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Figure3: ResultsoftheDE analysisforUS dollar-Deutschem ark futures
with T = 0 (solid circles),theTARCH m odel(em pty circles),theSV m odel
(diam onds),and �nally forthe on-o� interm ittency m odelasgiven by Eq.
(4)(crosses).

W e willfollow this procedure and choose two wellaccepted m odels for
reconstructing m arketactivity withoutdeterm inistic peaks:(i)theTARCH
m odel[13],and (ii)thestochasticvolatility m odelpresented in [22].W ewill
see thatboth m odelsgive thesam e resultsthan those ofthe DE technique.

9



W e�nallydiscusstheprescription given in Eq.(4)based on m ulti-agentm od-
elsto seewhetheritagreeswith ourresultsornot.

3.1 T he TA R C H m odel

ThisparticularARCH m odel,called TARCH by itsauthors[13],isgiven by

�
2

t = k+ �R
2

t� 1 + ��
2

t� 1 + �(� R t� 1)
R
2

t� 1 (18)

R t = �t�t

where�tisthevolatility,R tistheonedayreturn calculated attim et,�(x)is
theHeavysidestep function and �tisGaussian noisewith zerom ean and unit
variance.Theotherparam eters,estim ated from daily dataoftheDow Jones
IndustrialIndex from 1988 to 2000 and obtained in [1],are: k = 0:0184,
� = 0:0151,
 = 0:0654,� = 0:9282 [21]. Using Eq. (18) we generate a
tim e series for�t. W e then perform the DE analysis on thisseries (with a
tim estep of1 day)by supposing thatthenum beroftradesin thei-th day is
proportionalto �i.Theresultsareshown in Fig.3 (em pty circles)com pared
with the results on realdata forT = 0 (solid circles). W e clearly see that
the TARCH m odelpredicts for t< tP a scaling exponent � = 0:90 which
agreeswith actualdata.Fortgreaterthan a Poissonian tim etP � 100 days
the m odelyields� = 0:5. Itisworth noticing thatthe change in the slope
ofrealdata islikely due to thelack ofstatistics. M oreover,we do nothave
enough data pointsto determ ine whetherthechangeofslopetakesplaceat
the sam e tim e scale than in the TARCH m odel. Nevertheless,ARCH-type
m odels (sim ilarresults were obtained with 
 = 0 in Eq.(18))seem to take
into accountthecorrectstructureoftheinterm ittency of�nancialseries.

From theseriesgenerated usingEq.(18)wecan alsoevaluatethewaiting
tim e distribution between peaksbecause now we do nothave determ inistic
peaksand otherperiodice�ectsthatwerepresentin actualdata.Theresult
isshown in Fig.4 and asweseetherethatfor�c < tP a good �tisprovided
by thefollowing powerlaw:

�(�c)’
1

(1+ ��c)�
;

where� = 0:1 day � 1 and � = 2:1.For�c > tP a clearexponential(Poisson)
behaviorispresent. Thisresulthasa sim ple physicalexplanation: ifthere
isa �rstcluster attim e tthe probability to observe anotherone justafter
the�rstishigh whilevery distantclustersarepractically independentwhich
explainstheasym ptoticPoisson observed behaviorin Fig.4.

10



0.0001

0.001

0.01

0.1

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400

φ(
τ c

)

Time (days)

~1/τc
2.1

SVM
TARCH

Exponential

Figure4: W aiting tim edistribution forthedistancebetween clusters�c (in
logarithm ic scale) for the TARCH m odel(solid circles) and the SV m odel
(em pty circles). A distinctasym ptotic behaviorisclearly present: a power
law tailwith exponent� ’ 2:1 and an exponentialdecay.

3.2 A n stochastic volatility m odel

There exists another way ofm odelling volatility clustering. The so-called
stochastic volatility m odels [2,14,3]are an alternative choice to ARCH
m odels and they are considered to be the m ost naturalextension to the
classic geom etric Brownian m otion for the price dynam ics in continuous-
tim e �nance. Let us start with the zero-m ean return X (t) (i.e.,the log-
pricewithoutdrift)and whosedynam icsisgiven by thefollowing stochastic
di�erentialequation

_X (t)= ��1(t); (19)

wherethisequation hastobeunderstood in theIt̂osenseand � isthevolatil-
ity and �1dtis the W iener process,i.e.,�1(t) is Gaussian white noise with
zero m ean and correlation function given by

h�1(t)�1(t
0)i= �(t� t

0): (20)

AllSV m odelsassum ethatthevolatility � isitselfa random process.There
areseveralwaystodescribethedynam icsofthevolatility[2].Oneofthesim -
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plestm odels,which stillcontainsalm ostallthebasicingredientsprescribed
by realm arkets,isgiven by theOrnstein-Uhlenbeck (OU)process[14]

_�(t)= � a(� � m )+ k�2(t): (21)

Onekeypropertyofthism odelisthatitexhibitsastationarysolution thanks
totheexistingrevertingforce| quanti�ed by a| toacertain averagem ,the
so-called \norm allevelofvolatility". The stationary solution isa Gaussian
distribution and the resulting distribution for the return has fat tails [14].
In addition,stylized facts such as the negative skewness and the leverage
correlation [14,3]require that the changes ofthe volatility be negatively
correlated with the random source ofreturn changes. In other words,the
driving noisesappearing in Eqs.(19)and (21)areanticorrelated,thatis:

h�1(t)�2(t
0)i= ��(t� t

0)

where � 1 � � � 0. Forthe OU SV as given in Eq. (21) the characteris-
tic exponentialtim e decay ofleverage correlation is given by 1=a which is
typically oftheorderoffew trading days(seebelow).

Although the OU m odelhassom e disagreem entswith observations[22],
itiscom plex enough tocatch allthestatisticalpropertiesthatwearestudy-
ing here. W e therefore sim ulate the SV m odelwith the param eters esti-
m ated from daily data ofthe Dow Jones Index from 1900 to 1999. Thus,
the reverting force is equal to a = 0:05 days � 1, the noise am plitude is
k = 0:0014 days� 1,thenorm allevelofvolatility readsm = 0:011 days� 1=2

and thecorrelation coe�cientis� = � 0:5 [14].The resultsofthe DE anal-
ysis are reported in Fig. 3 (diam onds) while the waiting tim e distribution
between clustersisshown in Fig.4 (em pty circles).In thiscase,and analo-
gously to theTARCH m odel,wealso observea powerlaw behaviorfollowed
by an exponentialdecay. The only di�erence isthe value ofthe Poissonian
tim etP which forthism odelisnearto 40 dayswhilefortheTARCH m odel
isapproxim ately 100 days.W ehavechecked num erically thatthisdi�erence
isduetothefactthattheparam etersde�ningeach m odelareestim ated from
theDow Jonesindex overa di�erentperiod oftim e,m uch largerfortheSV
m odelthan forTARCH m odel.In any case,we cannotdiscard any ofthese
approacheson thebasisoftheem piricalresults.

3.3 O n-o� interm ittency m odels

The interm ittentm odeloftheactivity isalso predicted and studied by sev-
eralm ulti-agent orm inority gam e m odels [4,5,23]. These m odels can be
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connected to on-o� interm ittency and they generally im ply thatthe persis-
tency ofactivity issubordinated to a random walk which indicatesthatthe
waiting tim edistribution hastheform given in Eq.(4).Assuggested in [4,5]
we also obtain the so-called variogram ofthe data,although the resultsde-
notethat,ifa 3=2 tailispresentlikein Eq.(4),causing a

p
tbehaviorin the

variogram ,thetaillastslessthan 5 daysprobably becausetheFX m arketis
m oreliquid than theonesconsidered in [4,5].Furtherm oretheDE analysis
perform ed on aseriesgenerated accordingtoEq.(4)alsoleadstoatransient
followed by the exponent� = 0:5 ofthe asym ptotic behaviorwhereas,asis
clearly seen in Fig. 3,the transient never exhibits the exponent � = 0:90
beyond 1 day butpresentsaconstantly increasing exponentwhich ism ostof
thetim egreaterthan 1.

4 C onclusions

W e have perform ed the DE analysison the activity ofthe tick by tick tim e
series US dollar -Deutsche m ark futures from 1993 to 1997. The results
clearly show the presence ofan anom alous scaling,forthe probability dis-
tribution ofthe activity p(y;t),nearthe exponent� = 0:90. W e have also
im plem ented the sam e analysison the volatility obtained with the TARCH
m odeland with theOU stochasticvolatility m odel.W e�nd in both casesan
excellentagreem entbetween thescaling m easured eitheron theactualdata
and on theconstructed series.

W e com pare the results with the schem e of the subordination of the
volatility to a random walk leading to Eq.(4)observing that a power law
exponent� � 2forthetailofthedistribution ofthedistancesbetween peaks
�(�c)ofvolatility ism ore plausible. W e believe thatthe m ain reason why
theTARCH and theSV m odelsgivebetterresultsisthatin on-o� interm it-
tency m odelstheoccurrenceofa peak can beconsidered assubordinated to
a random walk buttheweak restoring force(which hasto beincluded in the
m odelin orderto describem ean reversion)notonly causesthe�nalstation-
arity and thePoisson tailofFig.4 butalso a�ectsthe processofregression
to equilibrium m odifying in a fundam entalway (from � = 3=2 to � ’ 2)the
transientbehaviorof�(�c).
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