arXiv.cond-mat/0407471v1 [cond-mat.other] 18 Jul 2004

P rice C Justering and D iscreteness: Is there Chaos
behnd the Noise?

A ntonios A ntoniou Constantinos E . Vorlow

M arch 22, 2024

A bstract

W e nvestigate the \com pass rose" Cradk, T F .and Ledoit, O . (1996),
Joumal of Finance, 51 2), pg. 751-762) pattems revealed In phase por-
traits (delay plots) of stodk retums. The structures cbserved in these
diagram s have been attributed m ainly to price clustering and discreteness.
U sing w avelet based denoising, we exam ine the noise—free versions of a set
of FT SE 100 stock retums tin e serdes. W e reveal evidence of non-periodic
cyclical dynam ics. As a second stage we apply Surrogate D ata Analy—
sis on the original and denoised stock retums. O ur resuls suggest that
there is a strong nonlinear and possibly determ inistic signature in the data
generating processes of the stock retums sequences.

1 Introduction

T he em pirical investigation of the dynam ics of stock retums hasbeen an area of
Intensive research since the beginning of last century (see thesis of B achelier @) ).
T he understanding of dynam ics cbserved In price uctuations are of param ount
In portance to activities such as forecasting for investm ent decision support, risk
m odelling and derivative pricing. M oreover, the com plexity of their structure,
as a result of agent-m arket interactions, is an indicator of the nature of overall
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m arket conditions and organization. T his com plexity m ay also re ect the levelof
agent’s rationality and risk tolerance. Tt becom es apparent that the explanation
of certain qualities of the structure ofm arket dynam ics, provides the opportunity
to in prove the understanding of their current and future states. C learly such an
exercise is of great in portance to allm arket participants that ain to m inin ize
their risks and protect their nvestm ents and pro ts.

V iew Ing econom ies and m arkets in particular as a dynam ical system , we can
draw m any Inferences by exam ining their cbservable outputs: sequences of stock
prices and the corresponding retums. Crack and Ledoit () have rst revealed
a \com pass rose" pattem discovered in scatter diagram s of retums against their
lagged values (ie., phase portraits), such as the one depicted in Fig.'l @). They
attributed the pattem to price clustering and discreteness and especially the tick
size and suggested reasons for its appearance:i Ourain isby using an approach
consistent w ith the tradition of econophysics, to continue their research by re—
vealing yet m ore interesting pattems and show Ing that the com pass rose is a
m ask form ore subtle dynam ics. In this paper we establish the case of existence
of nonstochastic nonlinear dynam ics via the calculation ofthe BD S statistic @) .
W e use this as a discrin nating statistic for a perm utation test based fram ew ork
(\SurrogateD ata Analysis" (SDA) by @)) that allow susto support our resultsat
various kvels of signi cance. A s a second step, Pllowing @0; 11}; 12), we reduce
the level of noise in the original retums sequences using W avelet based threshold-
ing (the W aveshrink technique by (13)). W e then recalculate the BD S statistic
on the denoised sequences and their surrogates and test again for the absence
of linear dynam ics. M eanw hile we produce the com pass rose of the denoised s
quences only to reveal an entirely di erent structure that is strongly rem iniscent
of a dynam ical attractor. Our ndings are consistent w ith the hypothesis that
the retums sequence dynam ics m ay be characterized by nonlinearities that can
be of a com plex-determm inistic character. The resuls produced here m ay bring
us closer to establishing that a signi cant part of the driving force generating

nancial prices could indeed be chaotic.

[ hsert gure 1 about here. ]

1C lustering :n stock m arket priceshasbeen an issue that concemed research since the 1960’s
€g. s refs. @;4) who were m otivated by the original ndings ofi(5)) . Ref. ib) investigated
dependencies related to clustering and discreteness. This research was ollowed by G'j) who
conducted sin ulations on price rounding and discreteness and show ed that the hypothesis ofa
geom etric B row nian m otion for daily and weekly frequencies could be reected . In general, price
clustering and discreteness is an in portant chapter of \m arket’s m icrostructure" w ith serious
In plications on risk evaluation, the optin aldesign of securities and m arket e ciency.



2 Investigating the C om pass R ose

Crack and Ledoi ) suggested rst the use of phase portraits in order to re-
veal the com pass rose. This inplied the investigation of some sort of tine-
dependency am ong stock retum sequences. This could be linear or nonlinear,
a result of stochastic (random ) or nonstochastic (detem Inistic) data generating
process O GP), or even a m ixture of the above behind the asset price dynam ics.
T he authors also proposed that the fom ations revealed could be of use for cal-
brating tests of the existence of chaos In retums sequences. Since then various
papers have appeared on this theme (see (14; 15; 16; 17; 18;13; 20; 21)). we
believe that two issues can be addressed further:

1.As @2) note, cbserved stock prices are not always the true equilbrim
prices and hence the In age of m arket dynam ics observed through them
could be partial. M oreover, in m arkets where signi cant xing takes place,
there is a variable am ount of error introduced into the price level which is
then passed to the retums ((see 23, for a discussion on this)).

2. G enerating logarithm ic or percentage retums, ie., 1lst order di erencing,
is a highpass Ier ¢Z4). In this respect, all retum sequences w ill contain
am pli ed noise. Consequently, any interesting and possibly non-stochastic
structures m ay be concealed and/or distorted. The in portance of this be-
com es even greater if we take into account point (1) above.

In the follow ng pages, we Investigate further the issue of com pass rose for-
m ations In stocks from the UK m arket. W e analyze the daily closing prices of
stocks n the FTSE ALL SHARE and especially the FTSE 100 index, spanning
the period 01/01/1970 to 5/30/2003 (@ m axinum of 8717 cbservations). A total
0of 53 FTSE 100 stocks were available w ih a full (thom ogeneous) range of prices
for the above tin e-span. Ram arkably, all 53 high-capitalization com pany prices
and corresponding retums revealed the pattems we observe and report In this
paper (som e m ore ntensively and clearly than others) E:

3 Surrogate D ata A nalysis and W aveshrink

Follow ing (9;25) (seealso ©6;27)), we nvestigated the possbility ofthe observed
structures of the com pass rose being a \oneo " situation. T he basic purpose of
the SDA procedure is to provide a fram ework that will allow us to deny the null
hypothesis that the data are generated by a linear stochastic system . It basically
com prises of two steps (see (€§; 271) foran extensive overview ) :

2 A *hough (:_2) use percentage retums, we concentrate on continuously com pounding retum
sequences (logarithm ic retums) and ocbserve the sam e pattems.



T he production of data sets from a m odelw hich captures delberately only
certain \lnhear" properties of the original sequence. These sets are called
\surrogate data".

T he reection of the null hypothesis H ; according to a calculation of a dis-
crim inating statistic. T hisw illsuggest that the originaldata isvery unlkely
to have been generated by a process consistent w ith the null hypothesis.

Ifthe value of the statistic calculated on the originaldata set isdi erent from the
sets of values obtained on the surrogate data, we have a clkar indication for the
reection ofthe null. T here are various di erent nulls, som e m ore com posite than

others and each null is usually acoom panied by its own procedure of surrogate
data generation. For the purposes of this paper we fllowed Refs. @7; 29;
28) . W e thus generated phaserandom ized am plitude-ad justed surrogates (term ed
\AAFT") to test forthe nullhypothesis that the retum sequenceswerem onotonic
nonlinear transform ation of linearly Iered noise Which isalsom aintained asthe
\m ost Interesting"). Such surrogates are expected to exhibit the sam e spectral
and distributional characteristics as In the original series, how ever they are purely
linear processes. A s a discrin nating statistic we chose the BD S test @; 30; 31;
32).

W e simulated AAFT surrogate data from the origihal retums sequences, and
produced the com pass roses forvarious stodks. An exam ple ofan AAFT surrogate
set com pass rose for the BP stock is presented in Fig. 3(c). W e can clearly
see there that both the random Iy shu ed sequence ' ig. E:(b)) and the AAFT
surrogates loose the com pass rose structure whereas the bootstrapped sequence
maintains £ Fig. 3(@)) & This was an hitial indication that the results of
clustering and discretenessm ay not bem anifestations of linear-random dynam ics.

Follow Ing the resuls of the SDA analysis on the phase portrais, we chose
to test for independence under an SDA fram ework for a subset of 53 FT SE 100
stocks” retums. W e used the BD S test as a discrin inating statistic, and gener—
ated the AAFT surrogate sets foreadh stodk, testing thenullat 5% ,25% and 1%
signi cance Jkevels. In tabks i, and 2, we present the results ofthe SDA . In tablk
7, we quote the results or a BD S test neighborhood size of 05 tin es the stan—
dard deviation ofeach retums sequence, or signi cance levels = 5% ,25% and
1% . The resuls here refute clearly the null that the sequences are a m onotonic
nonlinear transfom ation of lnearly ltered white noise. This is a strong Indi-
cation of absence of linear dynam ics and random ness and supports the prem ise
of nonlinear determ inistic com plexity in the retums. The results of table 2 are
also supporting this nding. There we have provided m ore detail, checking for
neighborhood sizesof 1 = 05 sy, 2= 10 sy, 3= 15 sy,and ;=20 s,
where s, denotes the standard deviation of each retums sequence. The level of

3For a discussion on the di erences of bootstrapping and surrogate data analysis refer to

B3).



signi cance for tabke 2 is = 5% . The results clearly show that the above null
is strongly refiited.

[ Insert Table 1 about here. ]

[ Insert Tablk 2 about here. ]

[ Insert Table 3 about here. ]

Since the results of SDA where pointing towards m ore com plex, nonlinear
dynam ics (possibly determm nistic) we tested as a next step, the retums sequences
after these have been ltered for noise reduction. For each stock retums se—
quence we produced a lered version, using the W aveshrink (@3) approach. W e
then produced AAFT surrogates and tested for = 25% signi cance level. Tn
table 3 we produce the results for the BP stock, where the W aveshrink (34; .3)
routine has been applied for a D aubechies 8 D 8) wavelkt.i. W avekts here are a
justi ed choice In order to avoid the \blaching" of the retums sequences @5),
and preserve any delicate detemm inistic structures in the DG P s. O ur approach
is also consistent with Refs. §; 37; 38). Looking at the values of the BD S
statistic for the origihalpre ltered sequence and itsAAFT surrogates, aswellas
the p~value of the statistic for sizes of neighborhood ranging from 05 to 15 times
the standard deviation, we can safely reect the null at a 5% signi cance level
Only for a size of neighborhood of2 standard deviation 4= 0:0035 which isa
considerable size), we can rect the null at a level of signi cance of alm ost 70% .

Searching for qualitative evidence of determm inistic dynam ics and aperiodic
cycles we looked at the phase portraits of the denoised sequences. For exam ple,
in Fig. T (b) we can clearly see the phase portrait for the BP denoised retums
reveals dynam ics that are sin ilar to chaotic attractors. A detail of the core of
the phase portrait in Fig. 1 (c) exhibits dynam ics that are very sin ilar to that
ofthe M ackey-G lass attractor 39) in Fig. 1) (d). This appears to be in line w ith

@0; 43 .

[Insert gure 2 about here. ]

4Choices of di erent m other wavelkts produced sin ilar results. See also Ref. :fl_i)
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[nsert gure 3 about here. ]

A nother interesting diagram that reveals the e ects of stodk price clustering
and discreteness is depicted In Fig. 2 (@). There we have pltted the prices
of BP stock against the corresponding logarithm ic retums. W e can clearly see
pattems of correlation and anticorrelation in the sam e diagram . This isthe rst
tin e such pattems have been revealed In nancial literature and they need to be
Investigated further. In nonlinear science, the phase portraits (ie., the com pass
rose) are usually called \delay plots" whereas the plot ofa sequence of prices from
a function gainst its rst derivative are called \phase plots". T hus the diagram
in Fig. 2 @) could be bosely term ed as a phase plot. If we generate the same
kind ofdisplay for the denoised sequences (in this case for the BP stock), we see
clearly the cyclical but aperiodic behavior cbserved in the phase portraits also
repeated here Fig.2 b©)).

The resuls lead us to deduce that the presence of chaotic dynam ics can not
be exclided. Such a statem ent though should also Involve the calculation of
certain invariant m easures that characterize chaos (such as entropy or dim ension
based statistics). M oreover, these results should also be backed by a suitablke
SDA testing exercise. W e retain this as a strategy for fiture research. &t would
also be interesting to observe ifthese an oother though irregular cyclicaldynam ics
revealed in thispaper are irresoective ofthe noise reduction technique (ie., robust
under di erent noise reduction techniques).

4 Conclisions and future research

W e have investigated the dynam ics of sequences of daily closing prices and the
corresoonding retums for stocks traded in the London Stodk Exchange in the last
three decades, as these are cbserved through the com pass rose phase portraits.
O ur resuls suggest that the am ount of noise Inherent In the exam ined sequences
m ay be covering m ore \interesting" dynam ics. U sing wavelet based noise reduc-
tion technigqueswe Iered the retum sequences only to uncover a strong aperiodic
nonlinear behavior, characteristic ofm any phenom ena that are govemed by com -
plx determ inistic dynam ics. The SDA hypothesis testing fram ew ork em ployed
here also suggests the absence of stochastic random ness and linear dynam ics for
both original and denoised retums sequences. O ur results show that the appar-
ently random dynam ics and discreteness cbserved in closing price sequences, m ay
conceal via the generation of noise in the retums, a m ore delicate structure and
aperiodic cyclicaldynam ics. H owever, further research in needed to m aintain the
hypothesis of nonlinear determm nign In stodk price tin e serdes dynam ics.
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Tabl 1: SurrogateD ata A nalysis results on actualretums or 53 com panies in the
FTSE100. D iscrim Inating statistic: BD S test. Neighbourhood size = 05 s,
where s, = standard deviation of x. Biases and standard errors (se.) reported
for signi cance kvels = 5% ;2:5% and 1% .

= 5% = 2:5% = 1%

BD S Statistic bias s.e. bias s.e. bias s.e.
FTSE ALL SHARE -PRICE INDEX 27.11 25.29 1.01 25.38 1.14 25.13 1.05
FTSE 100 ~-PRICE INDEX 31.9 31.61 1.24 31.41 1.05 31.82 0.91
ALLIED DOMECQ 18.68 18.64 1.08 18.83 1.1 18.65 0.94
AMVESCAP 32.51 32.38 0.7 31.86 0.98 32.25 0.90
ASSD BRIT FOODS 28.44 28.44 0.96 28.26 1.01 28.35 0.90
AV IVA 22.57 22.18 0.98 22 .43 1.06 22.45 1.03
BARCLAYS 23.1 22.29 1.06 22.40 1.02 22.45 0.98
BOC GROUP 23.19 23.19 1.11 23.16 1.01 22.97 1.03
BOOTS GROUP 19.99 19.55 1.27 19.45 1.06 19.46 1.04
BP 17.27 16.95 1.13 16.97 0.9 17.03 1.08
BRIT AMERICAN TOBACCO 17.76 17.43 1.23 17.57 1.12 17.53 0.97
BRITISH LAND 36.57 36.36 1.27 36.19 0.97 36.57 1.09
BUNZL 25.95 24.82 0.78 24 .68 1.32 24.95 1.17
CADBURY SCHW EPPES 24 .89 24.55 1.26 24 .44 0.93 24.36 1.00
DAILY MAIL ‘A’ 34.58 34.10 1.19 34.21 1.22 34.12 1.04
DIAGEO 23.41 23.33 1.11 23.23 1.11 23.31 0.99
DIXONS GP. 25.12 24.65 0.98 24 .54 1.25 24.72 1.09
EMAP 33.47 32.82 0.9 33.04 1.13 33.04 1.01
EXEL 31.92 30.59 1.27 30.88 1 30.97 1.05
FOREIGN & COLONIAL 25.76 25.04 0.8 25.23 1.1 25.35 1.02
GKN 22.41 22.37 0.89 22 .43 1.06 22.22 1.03
GLAXOSMITHKLINE 18.48 18.05 0.94 18.04 1.14 18.27 1.13
GRANADA 31.42 30.44 1.16 30.35 0.95 30.42 1.11
GUS 43.46 43.23 1.29 43.28 0.9 43.31 1.16
HANSON 23.26 22.95 1.19 22.58 1 22.76 0.99
HILTON GROUP 22.41 22.23 1.1 22.15 1.05 22.12 0.92
MP.CHM .INDS. 21.56 21.43 0.96 21.50 1.04 21.35 1.05
JOHNSON MATTHEY 28.6 27.32 0.9 27.76 1 27.61 1.13
LAND SECURITIES 26.82 26.36 0.79 26.31 1.15 26.33 1.05
LEGAL & GENERAL 24.83 24.67 1.23 24.67 1.08 24.62 1.03
MARKS & SPENCER GROUP 22.22 22.10 1.22 22.25 0.9 22.26 1.06
MORRISON (WM)SPMKTS. 22.36 21.71 1.22 21.91 1.11 21.86 1.08
NEXT 23.44 23.05 1.05 23.05 0.9 22.85 1.06
PEARSON 29.34 28.47 1.05 28.56 0.78 28.63 1.15
PROVIDENT FINL. 32.23 31.93 1.13 31.53 1.03 31.45 1.04
PRUDENTIAL 23.3 23.13 0.87 23.12 0.95 23.14 0.96
RECKIITT BENCKISER 23.43 22.62 1.29 22.62 0.76 22.45 1.00
REED ELSEV IER 24 .67 24.40 1.37 24.29 0.93 24 .43 0.92
RENTOKIL INITIAL 29.41 28.93 0.78 29.09 1.07 28.91 1.04
REXAM 26.26 26.08 1.03 25.63 1.1 25.97 1.05
RIO TINTO 23.14 22.48 0.8 22.58 1.21 22.52 1.15
ROYAL BANK OF SCOTLAND 27.18 26.85 1.11 26.83 0.92 26.81 1.11
SAINSBURY (J) 27.13 26.78 0.92 26.66 1.07 26.62 0.99
SCHRODERS 32.63 32.39 1.17 32.45 1.05 32.46 0.95
SCOT.& NEW CASTLE 28.46 27.93 1.25 28.43 1.08 28.27 1.05
SHELL TRANSPORT & TRDG . 24.07 23.36 0.96 23.69 0.86 23.47 1.05
SMITH &« NEPHEW 28.28 28.07 0.74 27.76 0.98 27.78 0.91
SM ITHS GROUP 25.67 24.30 0.99 24.00 1.14 24.07 0.89
STD .CHARTERED 33.79 32.78 0.71 33.03 0.92 32.88 1.09
TESCO 20.95 20.58 1.12 20.53 0.78 20.49 0.92
TOMKINS 27.42 27.36 0.95 27.57 0.89 27.42 1.05
UNILEVER (UK) 23.95 23.70 0.81 23.25 1.14 23.48 1.03
W HITBREAD 22.32 21.59 1.14 21.64 0.82 21.81 1.06
W OLSELEY 26.37 25.03 1.2 25.16 1.13 25.50 1.00
W PP GROUP 34.11 33.73 0.86 33.80 0.94 33.64 0.91




Tablk 2: Surrogate D ata Analysis results on actual retums for 53 com panies
In the FTSE100. D iscrim inating statistic: BD S test (embedding din ension 3).
Neighbourhood size 1= 05 Sy, 2= 10 sS4, 3= 15 syand ;=20 s,
where s, = standard deviation of x. Biases and standard errors reported for
signi cance kvel = 1% .

Statistic (BD S) B ias Standard E rror
N eighbourhood size 1 2 3 1 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
FTSE ALL SHARE -PRICE INDEX 20.8 23.87 26.81 28.72 18.61 21.45 24 .32 26.37 1.11 1.13 1.17 1.23
FTSE 100 ~-PRICE INDEX 21.25 15.31 15.27 13.02 21.41 15.44 15.41 13.09 1.1 0.92 0.87 0.99
ALLIED DOMECQ 13.73 15.09 16.38 17.17 13.72 15.01 16.25 16.99 1.02 0.97 0.99 1
AMVESCAP 25.6 24.1 22.33 21.13 25.13 23.55 21.74 20.52 0.95 0.89 0.91 1
ASSD BRIT FOODS 22.73 245 23.7 22.53 22.50 24.33 23.49 22.41 1.06 1 1.04 1.08
AV IVA 18.31 19.37 19.79 20.26 18.44 19.37 19.75 20.18 1.11 1.18 1.14 1.11
BARCLAYS 18.25 20.46 22.67 23.97 17.82 19.74 21.82 23.12 1.04 1.09 1.03 0.98
BOC GROUP 18.3 17.06 16.67 16.13 18.25 16.93 16.48 16.00 0.91 1.02 1.06 1.01
BOOTS GROUP 15.77 16 17.12 18.31 15.19 15.32 16.44 17.74 1 1.01 0.99 0.99
BP 12.89 13.62 13.8 14.07 12.68 13.36 13.44 13.69 1.02 0.94 0.93 0.95
BRIT AMERICAN TOBACCO 14.28 16.3 16.96 17.67 14.50 16.34 16.91 17.55 1.07 1.21 1.19 1.13
BRITISH LAND 28.42 29.97 30.8 32.2 28.28 29.80 30.44 31.82 1.01 1.01 1.01 1.05
BUNZL 21.76 19.84 18.87 15.15 20.55 18.16 17.00 13.30 1.03 0.9 0.99 1.19
CADBURY SCHW EPPES 20.53 22.39 23.32 23.81 20.00 21.82 22 .68 23.11 0.97 1.05 1.04 1.1
DAILY MAIL A’ 28.24 28.42 26.45 22.3 27.93 27.91 25.90 21.72 1.14 1.26 1.22 1.07
DIAGEO 18.05 18.36 18.96 19.04 17.58 17.75 18.32 18.45 1.18 1.15 1.17 1.12
DIXONS GP. 20.6 20.62 20.17 19.48 19.95 19.95 19.59 19.08 1.14 1.09 0.95 0.84
EMAP 27.63 22.23 19.17 17.41 27.25 21.93 18.94 17.17 1.04 1.03 1.08 1.08
EXEL 25.56 23.08 19.81 17.98 24.13 21.34 18.02 16.34 0.78 1.03 1.18 1.2
FOREIGN & COLONIAL 20.47 19.83 21.56 22.04 19.97 19.22 20.87 21.46 0.96 0.97 0.98 0.99
GKN 17.02 18.68 18.42 17.65 16.55 18.15 17.85 17.07 1.04 1.04 1.13 1.16
GLAXOSMITHKLINE 14.12 15.45 16.11 16.3 13.89 15.17 15.77 15.95 0.89 0.89 0.82 0.93
GRANADA 24.34 26.02 24 .88 22.38 23.31 24.73 23.46 21.01 1.05 1.06 1.06 0.99
GUS 29.9 25.99 24.7 22.03 29.71 25.71 24.45 21.82 1.02 1.03 0.92 0.87
HANSON 19.56 19.93 19.53 18.07 18.57 18.89 18.55 17.22 1.07 1.13 1.1 1.11
HILTON GROUP 17.77 18.17 18.48 19.22 17.17 17.28 17.44 18.27 1.02 1.01 1.04 1.03
mMP.CHM .INDS. 17.11 18.92 19.68 19.58 17.28 18.84 19.45 19.38 1.05 1.01 1.03 1.05
JOHNSON MATTHEY 22.63 21.34 20.24 17.27 21.60 19.93 18.77 15.94 1.09 1.13 1.08 0.99
LAND SECURITIES 21.54 22.95 24.18 25.44 20.93 22.33 23.57 24.93 0.9 0.9 0.87 0.92
LEGAL & GENERAL 19.17 20.94 22 .65 23.96 18.98 20.72 22 .36 23.57 1.13 1.08 1.04 1.07
MARKS & SPENCER GROUP 17.69 19.03 20.36 20.98 17.93 19.25 20.58 21.24 0.95 0.92 0.85 0.8
MORRISON (WM)SPMKTS. 19.14 18.52 17.87 15.61 18.71 17.76 17.14 15.00 1.16 0.93 0.94 0.97
NEXT 17.35 18.96 21.43 21.21 16.96 18.41 20.83 20.68 1 1.06 1.11 1.08
PEARSON 23.95 24.97 23.55 22.58 22.81 23.65 22.22 21.38 0.92 0.91 0.94 1.04
PROVIDENT FINL. 23.8 22.06 20.06 18.6 23.10 21.24 19.10 17.76 1.19 1.08 0.96 0.94
PRUDENTIAL 18.21 19.09 21.01 22.67 17.52 18.38 20.40 22.19 0.86 0.92 1.02 1.1
RECKITT BENCK ISER 19.09 20.73 21.89 22.29 18.03 19.43 20.45 20.91 1.06 0.93 0.92 0.97
REED ELSEV IER 19.57 19.57 19.44 18.94 19.15 19.02 18.87 18.47 0.79 0.9 1.04 1.03
RENTOKIL INITIAL 23.14 21.06 21.56 20.11 22.77 20.42 20.90 19.50 0.84 0.99 1.06 1.02
REXAM 20.18 19.56 18.95 18.24 19.89 19.18 18.50 17.66 0.87 0.95 1.02 1.02
RIO TINTO 17.96 18.65 18.84 18.71 17.02 17.46 17.57 17.42 0.85 0.84 0.96 1.06
ROYAL BANK OF SCOTLAND 21.44 21.5 22.06 21.63 21.15 21.16 21.64 21.08 1.06 1.06 1.02 0.99
SAINSBURY (J) 21.44 22.58 23.46 22.49 21.16 22.18 22.85 21.79 0.9 0.91 0.96 1.04
SCHRODERS 25.54 27.25 26.83 25.09 25.43 27.05 26.39 24.92 1.17 1 1.08 0.91
SCOT.& NEW CASTLE 21.71 21.8 22.32 22.31 21.38 21.37 21.82 21.76 0.86 0.86 0.98 1.06
SHELL TRANSPORT & TRDG . 19.4 20.45 20.78 20.38 19.14 20.11 20.39 20.00 1 1 1.17 1.24
SMITH & NEPHEW 22.05 22.23 20.99 20.91 21.76 21.77 20.43 20.34 1.12 1.11 1.03 1.06
SM ITHS GROUP 20.72 20.23 19.2 18.16 18.91 17.98 16.78 15.94 1.02 1.11 1.09 1.03
STD .CHARTERED 26.61 25.67 24.1 21.95 25.44 24.23 22.63 20.53 0.97 1.14 1.17 1.21
TESCO 16.39 15.57 15.6 16.05 16.14 15.20 15.06 15.44 1 1.18 1.19 1.22
TOMKINS 21.92 14.76 15.41 13.84 21.79 14.55 15.25 13.67 1.07 0.92 1.02 0.95
UNILEVER (UK) 19.48 20.62 20.74 19.9 18.71 19.76 19.96 19.30 0.83 0.88 0.94 0.92
W HITBREAD 16.91 17.65 17.6 17.21 16.26 16.79 16.73 16.37 0.89 0.84 0.9 0.94
W OLSELEY 20.51 19.06 17.85 16.49 19.71 17.82 16.45 15.20 1.14 1.01 0.88 0.88
W PP GROUP 27.81 22.97 20.73 23.13 27.38 22.23 19.98 22.17 1.06 1.02 1.3 1.34




Tabl 3: Surrogate D ata Analysis results on D 8 pre— tered BP retums. D is—
crim inating statistic: BD S test (embedding din ension 2). Neighbourhood size
1= 05 s4, 2=10 s4, 3=15 s,and ;=20 s,,wheres, = standard
deviation of x.

N eighbourhood Size

set 1= 9¢ 04 1 = 0:0017 2 = 0:0026 4 = 0:0035
1 922.89 444 .06 31655 280.90
2 837.02 417.54 300.76 266.65
3 934.51 446.17 317.84 281.37
4 933.59 446.77 318.31 281.97
5 880.90 430.70 308.58 273.29
6 936.90 446.80 318.40 281.44
7 889.16 432.69 309.08 272.54
8 928.31 444.19 316.63 279.94
9 916.11 441.64 316.03 280.41
10 881.64 431.72 308.36 273.35
11 916.71 441.76 315.27 279.04
12 932.64 446.76 318.92 282.99
13 832.50 417.22 300.04 266.62
14 932.27 446.08 318.41 282.52
15 925.76 444 .06 317.08 280.87
16 941.02 447.37 318.04 279.56
17 913.54 440.37 314.19 278.49
18 888.79 433.23 309.91 274 .35
19 935.24 446.81 318.27 281.28
20 831.79 416.32 299.63 265.58
21 799.68 406.98 292.95 259.33
22 832.68 416.32 298.47 264.23
23 865.91 425.52 305.02 269.74
24 884.16 432.43 310.04 275.97
25 882.36 431.60 309.22 274.49
26 872.69 427.79 306.57 271.06
27 903.62 437.21 312.30 276.44
28 943.29 449.77 320.33 284.10
29 927.47 444.60 317.18 280.81
30 897.28 435.32 310.77 274 .88
31 931.34 446.29 318.95 283.01
32 892.41 434.36 311.11 276.10
33 921.26 441.78 315.33 277.76
34 882.30 432.09 309.36 274.94
35 938.17 448.33 319.22 282.41
36 935.55 447.50 318.72 282.32
37 809.99 409.72 295.84 262.73
38 919.59 442.14 315.87 279.80
39 885.79 432.02 309.67 274.05
40 877.49 430.08 308.29 273.56
0 riginal 1793.68 567.17 337.70 273.50
Signi cance 23.07 11.43 3.61 0.40

p-value 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.69
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Figure 1: The BP stodk retums com pass rose @), details of the denoised BP
retums phase portraits (o,c) and the M ackey-G lass attractor d).
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Figure 3: D etails of com pass roses of the original @), random Iy shu ed (),
AAFT surrogate (c) and bootstrapped (d) BP retums sequences.



