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A bstract. W e analyse a period spanning 35 years of activity in the S~ao Paulo

Stock ExchangeIndex (IBOVESPA)and show thatthe Heston m odelwith stochastic

volatility is capable ofexplaining price 
uctuations for tim e scales ranging from 5

m inutes to 100 dayswith a single set ofparam eters. W e also show that the Heston

m odel is inconsistent with the observed behavior of the volatility autocorrelation

function.W edealwith thelatterinconsistency by introducing a slow tim escaleto the

m odel. The factthatthe price dynam icsin a period of35 yearsofm acroeconom ical

unrest m ay be m odeled by the sam e stochastic process is evidence for a general

underlying m icroscopicm arketdynam ics.
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1. Introduction

In the lastdecadesm uch attention hasbeen devoted to the m odeling ofassetreturns

by the Finance com m unity,the m ajordrive behind thise�ortbeing the im provem ent

ofpricing techniques for derivative contracts [1]. The pricing problem is am enable

to analyticalsolution forsom e stochastic volatility m odels [2]such asHull-W hite [3],

Stein-Stein [4]and Heston [5]. Despite di�erencesin m ethodsand em phasis,the cross

fecundation between Econom icsand Physics,which datesback to the early nineteenth

century (see[6]and [7]),hasintensi�ed recently [8].Followingthetradition ofstatistical

physics, substantiale�ort has been m ade to �nd m odels capable ofelucidating the

basic m echanism s behind recurrent features of�nancialtim e series such as: returns

aggregation (probability distributions at any tim e scale) [9,10],volatility clustering

[11],leverage e�ect (correlation between returns and volatilities) [12,13],conditional

correlations[14,16].

Recently,a sem i-analyticalsolution forthe Fokker-Planck equation describing the

distribution oflog-returns in the Heston m odelhas been proposed [9]. The authors

were able to show a good agreem ent between the return distributions ofa num ber of

developed m arketstock indicesand them odel,fortim escalesspanning a wideinterval

ranging from 1 to 100 days.

Inthispaperweshow strongevidencethattheHestonm odeliscapableofexplaining

thereturn distribution oftheS~aoPauloStockExchangeIndex (IBOVESPA)in aperiod

that span 35 years of politicaland econom ical unrest, with hyperin
ation periods,

currency crises and m ajor regulatory changes. W e also show that the Heston m odel

can explain the di�usive processofIBOVESPA from m inutesto m onthswith a single

seto param eters.However,we observe thatthe Heston m odelisinconsistentwith the

m easured volatilityautocorrelation function and weintroducean extension tothem odel

along thelinesdiscussed in [15]which exhibitsthecorrectbehavior.

2. T he H eston M odel

The Heston M odeldescribesthe dynam icsofstock pricesSt asa geom etric Brownian

m otion with volatility given by a Cox-Ingersoll-Ross (or Feller) m ean-reverting

dynam ics.In theIt̂o di�erentialform them odelreads:

dSt= St�tdt + St
p
vtdW 0(t) (1)

dvt = � 
[vt� �]dt + �
p
vtdW 1(t);

wherevt isthevolatility and dW j areW ienerprocesseswith

hdW j(t)i= 0; hdW j(t)dW k(~t)i= [�jk + (1� �jk)�]�(t� ~t)dt: (2)

Theterm
p
vt avoidsunphysicalnegativevolatilities,�isthem acroeconom iclong term

volatility and �t representsa driftalso atm acroeconom icscales.
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Interestingly,v(t)�
P d

j= 1
X 2

j(t)isaFellerprocess(1)ifX j areOrnstein-Uhlenbeck

processes(OU)de�ned as[17]:

dX j(t)= �
b

2
X j(t)dt+

a

2
dW j(t); (3)

where dW j describe d independent W iener processes. This observation restricts the

possible param eter values to d � 2 as the probability density ofthe volatility m ust

vanish at zero to be consistent with the em piricaldata. To see how the volatility

processin (1)em ergesfrom OU processesweapply It̂o’sLem m a to get:

dvt= � bdt

dX

j

X
2

j + a

dX

j

X j dW j +
a2

4

dX

j

dW
2

j: (4)

Using thede�nition ofv and thepropertiesoftheW ienerprocessesitfollowsthat:

dvt=

�
d

4
a
2
� bvt

�

dt + a
p
vtdW : (5)

The volatility processin (1)can be recovered by a few variable choices: a = �,b= 


and � = d

4

�2



. Note that,given the dim ension d,there are only two free param etersin

(1). The OU processes in (3)m ay be regarded asthe prim ary m icroscopic sources of

volatility and thecondition ofnon-vanishing volatility im pliesthat��
2
�

�2
> 1.

3. T he Fokker-Planck Equation Solution

W e now outline the solution of the Fokker-Planck equation (FP) describing the

distribution oflog-returnsproposed by Dr�agulescu and Yakovenko [9].

As we are m ainly concerned with price 
uctuations,we sim plify equation (1) by

introducing log-returnsin a window tasr(t)= ln(S(t))� ln(S(0)).Using Ito’slem m a

and changing variablesby m aking x(t)= r(t)�
Rt

0
d��� weobtain a detrended version

ofthereturn dynam icsthatreads:

dx = �
vt

2
dt+

p
vtdW 0: (6)

TheFP equation is,therefore,given by:

@P

@t
= 


@

@v
[(v� �)P]+

1

2

@

@x
(vP)+ ��

@2

@x@v
(vP)+

1

2

@2

@x2
(vP)

+
�2

2

@2

@v2
(vP); (7)

thathastobesolved forthefollowingboundary condition P(x;v;0jvi)= �(x)�(v� vi).

A Fourier transform in x followed by a Laplace transform in v leads to a

partialdi�erentialequation ofthe �rst degree that can be solved by the m ethod of

characteristics[18]:
�
@

@t
+

�

�pv +
�2

2
p
2

v �
(p2x � ipx)

2

�
@

@pv

�

Q = � 
pv Q; (8)

where�� i��px + 
 and theboundary condition isQ(px;pv;0jvi)= e�p vvi.
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The unconditionaldistribution of log-returns can be obtained by inverting the

Laplaceand Fouriertransform sand integrating �rstoverthevolatility v and then over

theinitialvolatility vi:

Pt(x)=

Z
1

0

dviP
�

v(vi)

Z
1

0

dv

Z
+ 1

�1

dpx

2�
e
ipxx Q(px;0;tjvi); (9)

whereP �

v isthestationary solution forthevolatility distribution (see[9]fordetails).

Integrating (9)we�nally get:

Pt(x)=

Z
+ 1

�1

dpx

2�
e
ipxx exp

�

�

�
�t

2
� lncosh

�

t

2

�

� �t(px)

��

; (10)

where


 =
p
�2 + �2(p2x � ipx) (11)

�t(px)= ln

�

1+

2 � �2 + 2
�

2


tanh

�

t

2

��

: (12)

4. Volatility A utocorrelation and Leverage Functions

Theform alintegralof(5)isgiven by:

vt= (v0 � �)e
�
 1t+ �+ �

Z t

0

dW 1(u)e
�
(t�u)

p
vu: (13)

A sim plecalculation givesthestationary autocorrelation function:

C(� j
;�;�)� lim
t! 1

hvtvt+ �i� hvtihvt+ �i

�2
=
e�
�

�
: (14)

Theleveragefunction is[13]:

L(� j
;�;�;�)� lim
t! 1

hdxt(dxt+ �)
2
i

h(dxt+ �)
2
i
2

= ��H (�)G(�)e
�
�

; (15)

wheredxt isgiven by (6),H (�)istheHeaviside step function and:

G(�)=

D

vtexp

h
�

2

Rt+ �

t
dW 1(u)v

�
1

2

u

iE

hvti
2

: (16)

Tosim plifythenum ericalcalculationsweem ploythroughoutthispaperthezeroth order

appoxim ation G(�)� G(0)= ��1 .Theapproxim ation errorincreaseswith thetim elag

� butisnotcriticalto ourconclusions.

In the next section we sim ultaneously �t (14), (15) and the m odel (10) to


uctuationsoftheBOVESPA index ata widerangeoftim escales.

5. Fitting IB O V ESPA data

5.1.The data

Three data sets were used. IB1 consists ofdaily data from IBOVESPA inception on

January,1968toDecem ber,2002.IB1wasadjusted totakeintoaccounteleven divisions
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Figure 1. Left: Large deviations in daily log-returns with identi�able exogenous

causes:New York Stock M arketCrash (1);Econom ic Plans(2-4);Presidentialcrises

(5),Recovery from M exican,Asian and Russian crises(6);Asian and Russian crises

(7) and Currency crises (8). Right: (Top) M acroeconom ic trend in the log-prices.

(Bottom )Trend and 
uctuationsin the lastten years.

by 10 introduced in the period fordisclosure purposes[20]. IB2 consistsofdaily data

from January,2001 to August,2003. IB3 consistsofhigh-frequency data from M arch

3,2001 to February 14,2003 and from June6,2003 to August26,2003.

5.2.Trim m ing

Large deviations are explained both by endogenous dynam ics and by exogenous

shocks. An adequate m icroscopic m odelforthe price form ation processhasto explain

spontaneouslargem ovem entsandthesystem responsetoexternalshocks.However,here

weonly intend to m odelthetypicalbehavioratm esoscopicscales(pricedynam ics).In

em erging m arkets,largem ovem entswith exogenousidenti�ablecausesarefrequent.In

orderto obtain a reliable�tting forthetypical
uctuationsweexpunged from thedata

setlargedeviationsconnected tom ajorstructuralchanges,in Figure1weidentify those

externalities.Fora briefhistoricalaccountofrecentBrazilian econom y see[19].

5.3.Filtering the M acroeconom ic Dynam ics

In Equation 6weextractthem acroeconom icdrift�ttofocuson price
uctuations.This

driftatlong tim escalesre
ectsthee�ectofin
ation,econom icgrowth,businesscycles

and therisklessinterestrate.Toextract�twehaveem ployed alow-passSavitzky-Golay

sm oothing �lterofdegreetwo [21]with averaging overafouryearsm oving window (i.e.

one Brazilian presidentialterm ). In Figure 1 we show
Rt

0
d��� forthe whole data set

(top)and the
uctuationsaround thetrend in thelastten years(bottom ).Thischoice

ofsm oothingtechniqueisheuristicand m ay introduceartifactsattim escalesoflengths

com parable to the m oving windows (4 years in our case). W e,therefore,restrict our

analysisto a m axim um period of100 daysand leavea thorough analysisofthisaspect
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Figure 2. Top:Volatility autocorrelation:IB1 (circles),Heston m odel(dashed)and

twotim escales(solid line).Bottom :Leveragefunction:IB1(circles)and approxim ate

Heston m odel(see text,solid line).

to anotheroccasion.

5.4.Fitting Param eters

After�ltering the trend we have to �tfourparam eters: the long term m ean volatility

�,the relaxation tim e for m ean reversion 1=
,the volatility 
uctuation scale � and

thecorrelation between priceand volatility �.Itbecam eapparentin [10]thata sim ple

leastsquares�tthattakesintoaccountonly(10)yieldsparam etersthatarenotuniquely

de�ned.Thetaskof�ndingparam eters�ttingallthem ain stilyzed factssim ultaneously

isnottrivial. In thispaperwe do notintend to focuson param eterestim ation,hence

weadopta heuristicprocedureand do notproviderigorouserrorbars.Thesequestions

willbe addressed som ewhere else. W e �rst estim ate the long term m ean volatility �

directly from thedaily log-returnsas:

�̂=
1

N � 1

NX

j= 1

x
(1)

j

2

; (17)

wherex(1) standsfordaily detrended log-returns.

A proper�tm ustbealso consistentwith thenon-vanishing volatilitiesconstraint,
d

2
>

2
�

�2
� 1. W e,therefore,m inim ize a constraintfree costfunction and adjust� to

attain consistency with theconstraint.

Thefollowing costfunction isem ployed:

E (
;�;�)�
1

I

IX

i= 1

"

1�
LE (�i)

L(�ij
;�̂;�;�)

#2

+
1

L

LX

l= 1

"

1�
C E (�l)

C(�lj
;�̂;�)

#2

: (18)
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Figure 3. Probability densities ofIBOVESPA returns from 1 to 100 days for the

dataset IB1. The verticalscale is logarithm ic and is m ultiplied by a constant for

bettervisualization.

Theem piricalleveragefunction is[13]:

L
E
(�)=

1

M

P M

t= 1
x
(1)

t

�

x
(1)

t+ �

�2

�̂2
; (19)

wherex
(1)

t = ln

�
St
St� 1

�

� �t and theem piricalautocorrelation function is:

C
E
(�)=

1

M

P M

t= 1

�

x
(1)

t

�2 �

x
(1)

t+ �

�2

�̂2
: (20)

W ethen em ploy theparam etersobtained aboveto �ttheprobability density ofreturns

and adjustthe param eter� to the em piricaldata m inim izing the m ean squared error.

W e willdiscussa m ore system atic approach to param eterestim ation elsewhere asour

m ain aim hereisrestricted to showing thedescription capability oftheHeston m odel.

Theparam etersfound arein thefollowing table:

param eter IB1 IB2-IB3

� 7:8� 10�4 days�1 5:2� 10�4 days�1

1=
 9:0 days 5:8 days

� � 0:20 � 0:15

� 1:3� 10�2 days�1 1:1� 10�2 days�1

d 2.03 2.98

Figure 2 showsIB1 data and curve �ts. Itisclearthat,underthe vanishing volatility

constraint,a single relaxation tim e isnotsim ultaneously consistentwith leverage and

autocorrelation functions. The best �t for the autocorrelation is shown as a dashed

line.W edealwith thisinconsistency in the�nalsectionsofthispaperby extending the

Heston m odelto includetwo relaxation tim es.
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Figure 4.Probabilitydensitiesofreturnsat5;10and 15m inutes,overnightand lunch

tim e jum ps(datasetIB3).

5.5.Intraday Fluctuations

At�rstglance,itisnotclearwhetherintraday and dailyreturnscan bedescribed by the

sam estochasticdynam ics.Even lesscleariswhetheraggregation from intraday todaily

returns can be described by the sam e param eters. To verify thislatterpossibility we

have to transform unitsby determ ining the e�ective duration in m inutesofa business

day Teff. The dim ensionalparam eters are,therefore,�(ID ) = �=Teff,

(ID ) = 
=Teff

and �(ID ) = �=Teff. In orderto avoid the e�ectsofnon-stationarity we also use data

from thesam eperiod (IB2 and IB3).From IB2 and IB3 wefound thee�ectiveduration

ofaday tobeaboutTeff = 540m inutes.TheS~aoPauloStock M arketopensdaily at11

a.m .and closesat7:30 p.m .localtim e,resulting in exactly 510 m inutes.Thee�ective

durationinfered from dataexceeds,therefore,in30m inutestherealdurationofanorm al

businessday,anam ountthatisexplained bythee�ectofovernightandlunchtim ejum ps.

In Figure4 weshow a histogram ofjum pscom pared to intraday returnsat5;10 and 15

m inutes. Considering both overnightand lunchtim e jum ps,between 10 to 30 m inutes

m ustbeadded toanorm albusinessday,justtherightam ounttom akeTeff com patible

to the hypothesesofa single setofparam etersdescribing tim e scalesfrom m inutesto

m onths. In Figure 5 we show observationsand data forIB2 and IB3 with param eters

given by the table above. These �ndings are suported by sim ilar results presented in

[22]forhigh-frequency returnsofindividualstockstraded in NASDAQ and NYSE.

The datasets IB1 and IB3 yield Teff = 600 m inutes, the 90 m inutes excess is

explained by the wellknown non-stationarity ofthe param eters revealed in the table

above,thatshowsthatthe m ean variance in the 35 yearsperiod (IB1,� = 7:8� 10�4

days�1 ) is higher than the m ean variance observed in the last two years (IB2,� =

5:2 � 10�4 days�1 ). It is interesting to stress that in an em erging m arket like the

Brazilian structuralchangesrelated to politicaleventsarefrequent.In Figure6 wetry

to putthe the m acroeconom ic non-stationarity ofthe m ean variance �̂ in a historical

perspective,identifying som eim portantpoliticalevents.Therobuststatisticalbehavior
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Figure 5. Left: Probability densitiesforintraday returnsfrom 1 m inute to 4 hours.

Circles are em pirical data from IB3 while lines correspond to the theory. Right:

Returns from 1 to 100 days. Circles are em piricaldata from IB2. A single set of

param eters(seeTable)isused through alltim escalesconsidered.Theverticalscaleis

logarithm icand ism ultiplied by a constantforbettervisualization.

here reported are particularly surprising when one considers the extrem ely abrupt

structuralchangesthattakeplacein an em erging m arket.

6. M ultiple T im e Scales

It is clear in Figure 2 that the Heston m odel is not capable of describing the

autocorrelation function. To rectify this inconsistency we propose the inclusion ofa

second,slower,tim escaleintothedynam icalm odelalongthelinesof[15].W eassum ea

stochasticdynam icalm odelwherethestochasticvolatility revertstoasecond stochastic

volatility with m uch longerrelaxation tim e
1 � 
2.Thenew m odelreads:

dS = S(t)�dt + S(t)
p
v(t)dW 0(t) (21)

dv = � 
1[v(t)� �]dt + �1

p
v(t)dW 1(t);

d� = � 
2[�(t)� �0]dt + �2

p
�(t)dW 2(t);

where
2=
1 << 1 edW j areW ienerprocessesde�ned as:

hdW j(t)i = 0; (22)

hdW j(t)dW k(~t)i= Cjk�(t� ~t)dt;

whereC isa correlation m atrix with Cjj = 1,C12 = �and C 13 = C23 = 0.

In thism odeltheautocorrelation function acquiresthefollowing form :

C(�)=
e�
 1�

�1
+
e�
 2�

�2
; (23)

with �2 =
2
2��

�2
2

,where �� stands forthe average of� given �0. In Figure 2 we show a

�tofthisautocorrelation function to thedata,the new relaxation tim e is

�1

2 = 144:9
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Figure 6. Historicalperspective for the non-stationarity ofthe m ean volatility

calculated using the datasetIB1 and a two yearswide m oving window.The num bers

identify the m ain political events as follows: m ilitary dictatorship ends after two

decades (1), �rst presidential election (2), presidential im peachm ent (3), second

election (4),reelection (5),third election (6).

daysand �2 = 1:0� 10�4 days
�1
.Itispossibleto solvetheFokker-Planck equation for

thisextended m odelin the lim itwhere �2 � �1. W e willdiscussthism odelin detail

elsewhere [23].

7. C onclusions

W eshowed thattheHeston m odelcan reproducethedi�usion processofa35yearslong

tim eseriesofIBOVESPA returnsatawiderangeoftim escalesfrom daystom onths.W e

also show thatthe Heston m odelcan explain the aggregation ofreturnsfrom m inutes

to m onths with a single set o param eters that change in the m acroeconom ic scales.

However,theHeston m odel,with a single relaxation tim e,isnotcapableofexplaining

the behavior of the autocorrelation function. W e, therefore, proposed an extended

version ofthe m odelwith the addition ofa slow stochastic dynam ics that yields an

autocorrelation function consistentwith theobservations.

It is surprising that a single non-trivial stochastic m odel m ay be capable of

explaining the long-term statisticalbehaviorofboth developed and em erging m arkets,

despite the known instability and high susceptibility to externalities of the latter.

W e believe thatthis robust non-trivialstatisticalbehavior is evidence for m ore basic

m echanism s acting in the m arket m icrostructure. Perhaps the search for underlying

com m on m echanism s(orlaws)thatcan explain em piricaldataisthem ain contribution

ofPhysics to Econom ics. This contribution m ight be particularly usefulto the �eld

ofEconom etrics in which a com m on view isthata theory builtfrom data ‘should be

evaluated in term softhe quality ofthe decisions thatare m ade based on the theory’

[24].Clearly,thesetwo approachesshould notbeconsidered asm utually exclusive.
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