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A bstract

W einvestigate the\com passrose" (Crack,T.F.and Ledoit,O .(1996),

JournalofFinance,51(2),pg. 751-762) patterns revealed in phase por-

traits (delay plots) of stock returns. The structures observed in these

diagram shavebeen attributed m ainly to priceclustering and discreteness.

Using waveletbased denoising,weexam ine thenoise-free versionsofa set

ofFTSE100 stock returnstim e series.W e revealevidence ofnon-periodic

cyclicaldynam ics. As a second stage we apply Surrogate Data Analy-

sis on the originaland denoised stock returns. O ur results suggest that

thereisa strong nonlinearand possibly determ inisticsignaturein thedata

generating processesofthe stock returnssequences.

1 Introduction

Theem piricalinvestigation ofthedynam icsofstock returnshasbeen an area of

intensiveresearch sincethebeginningoflastcentury (seethesisofBachelier(1)).

The understanding ofdynam icsobserved in price 
uctuationsareofparam ount

im portanceto activitiessuch asforecasting forinvestm entdecision support,risk

m odelling and derivative pricing. M oreover,the com plexity oftheir structure,

asa resultofagent-m arketinteractions,isan indicatorofthe nature ofoverall
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m arketconditionsand organization.Thiscom plexity m ay alsore
ectthelevelof

agent’srationality and risk tolerance.Itbecom esapparentthattheexplanation

ofcertain qualitiesofthestructureofm arketdynam ics,providestheopportunity

to im provetheunderstanding oftheircurrentand futurestates.Clearly such an

exercise isofgreatim portance to allm arketparticipantsthataim to m inim ize

theirrisksand protecttheirinvestm entsand pro�ts.

Viewing econom iesand m arketsin particularasa dynam icalsystem ,wecan

draw m any inferencesby exam ining theirobservableoutputs:sequencesofstock

prices and the corresponding returns. Crack and Ledoit(2)have �rstrevealed

a \com passrose" pattern discovered in scatterdiagram sofreturnsagainsttheir

lagged values(i.e.,phaseportraits),such astheonedepicted in Fig.1(a).They

attributed thepattern topriceclustering and discretenessand especially thetick

sizeand suggested reasonsforitsappearance.1 Ouraim isby using an approach

consistent with the tradition ofeconophysics,to continue their research by re-

vealing yet m ore interesting patterns and showing that the com pass rose is a

m ask form oresubtle dynam ics.In thispaperwe establish thecase ofexistence

ofnonstochasticnonlineardynam icsvia thecalculation oftheBDS statistic(8).

W eusethisasa discrim inating statisticfora perm utation testbased fram ework

(\SurrogateDataAnalysis"(SDA)by(9))thatallowsustosupportourresultsat

variouslevelsofsigni�cance.Asa second step,following (10;11;12),wereduce

thelevelofnoisein theoriginalreturnssequencesusingW aveletbased threshold-

ing (the W aveshrink technique by (13)). W e then recalculate the BDS statistic

on the denoised sequences and their surrogates and test again for the absence

oflineardynam ics.M eanwhile we produce the com passrose ofthe denoised se-

quencesonly to revealan entirely di�erentstructurethatisstrongly rem iniscent

ofa dynam icalattractor. Our�ndings are consistent with the hypothesis that

the returnssequence dynam icsm ay be characterized by nonlinearitiesthatcan

be ofa com plex-determ inistic character. The results produced here m ay bring

us closer to establishing that a signi�cant part ofthe driving force generating

�nancialpricescould indeed bechaotic.

[Insert�gure1 abouthere.]

1Clusteringin stock m arketpriceshasbeen an issuethatconcerned research sincethe1960’s

(e.g.,see refs.(3;4)who werem otivated by the original� ndingsof(5)).Ref.(6)investigated

dependencies related to clustering and discreteness. This research was followed by (7) who

conducted sim ulationson pricerounding and discretenessand showed thatthehypothesisofa

geom etricBrownian m otion fordaily and weekly frequenciescould berejected.In general,price

clustering and discretenessisan im portantchapterof\m arket’sm icrostructure" with serious

im plicationson risk evaluation,the optim aldesign ofsecuritiesand m arkete� ciency.
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2 Investigating the C om pass R ose

Crack and Ledoit (2) suggested �rst the use ofphase portraits in order to re-

vealthe com pass rose. This im plied the investigation of som e sort of tim e-

dependency am ong stock return sequences. This could be linear or nonlinear,

a resultofstochastic (random )ornonstochastic (determ inistic)data generating

process(DGP),oreven a m ixtureoftheabovebehind theassetpricedynam ics.

The authorsalso proposed thatthe form ationsrevealed could be ofuse forcal-

ibrating testsofthe existence ofchaosin returnssequences. Since then various

papers have appeared on this them e (see (14;15;16;17;18;19;20;21)). W e

believethattwo issuescan beaddressed further:

1.As (22) note,observed stock prices are not always the true equilibrium

prices and hence the im age ofm arket dynam ics observed through them

could bepartial.M oreover,in m arketswheresigni�cant�xing takesplace,

there isa variableam ountoferrorintroduced into theprice levelwhich is

then passed to thereturns((see23,fora discussion on this)).

2.Generating logarithm ic or percentage returns,i.e.,1st order di�erencing,

isa high-pass�lter(24). In thisrespect,allreturn sequences willcontain

am pli�ed noise.Consequently,any interesting and possibly non-stochastic

structuresm ay beconcealed and/ordistorted.The im portanceofthisbe-

com eseven greaterifwetakeinto accountpoint(1)above.

In the following pages,we investigate furtherthe issue ofcom pass rose for-

m ationsin stocks from the UK m arket. W e analyze the daily closing prices of

stocksin the FTSE ALL SHARE and especially the FTSE 100 index,spanning

theperiod 01/01/1970 to 5/30/2003 (a m axim um of8717 observations).A total

of53 FTSE100 stockswere available with a full(hom ogeneous)range ofprices

forthe above tim e-span. Rem arkably,all53 high-capitalization com pany prices

and corresponding returns revealed the patterns we observe and report in this

paper(som em oreintensively and clearly than others).2

3 Surrogate D ata A nalysis and W aveshrink

Following(9;25)(seealso(26;27)),weinvestigated thepossibilityoftheobserved

structuresofthecom passrosebeing a \one-o�" situation.Thebasicpurposeof

theSDA procedureisto providea fram ework thatwillallow usto deny thenull

hypothesisthatthedata aregenerated by a linearstochasticsystem .Itbasically

com prisesoftwo steps(see(28;27)foran extensive overview):

2 Although (2)usepercentagereturns,weconcentrateon continuously com pounding return

sequences(logarithm icreturns)and observethe sam epatterns.
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� Theproduction ofdata setsfrom a m odelwhich capturesdeliberately only

certain \linear" properties ofthe originalsequence. These sets are called

\surrogatedata".

� Therejection ofthenullhypothesisH 0 according to a calculation ofa dis-

crim inatingstatistic.Thiswillsuggestthattheoriginaldataisveryunlikely

to havebeen generated by a processconsistentwith thenullhypothesis.

Ifthevalueofthestatisticcalculated on theoriginaldatasetisdi�erentfrom the

setsofvaluesobtained on thesurrogate data,we have a clearindication forthe

rejection ofthenull.Therearevariousdi�erentnulls,som em orecom positethan

others and each nullis usually accom panied by itsown procedure ofsurrogate

data generation. For the purposes of this paper we followed Refs. (27; 29;

25).W ethusgeneratedphase-random ized am plitude-adjustedsurrogates(term ed

\AAFT")totestforthenullhypothesisthatthereturn sequenceswerem onotonic

nonlineartransform ation oflinearly�ltered noise(which isalsom aintained asthe

\m ostinteresting"). Such surrogatesare expected to exhibitthe sam e spectral

and distributionalcharacteristicsasin theoriginalseries,howevertheyarepurely

linearprocesses. Asa discrim inating statistic we chose the BDS test(8;30;31;

32).

W esim ulated AAFT surrogatedata from theoriginalreturnssequences,and

produced thecom passrosesforvariousstocks.Anexam pleofanAAFT surrogate

set com pass rose for the BP stock is presented in Fig. 3(c). W e can clearly

see there thatboth the random ly shu�ed sequence (Fig. 3(b))and the AAFT

surrogatesloose the com passrose structure whereasthe bootstrapped sequence

m aintains it (Fig. 3(d)).3 This was an initialindication that the results of

clusteringand discretenessm aynotbem anifestationsoflinear-random dynam ics.

Following the results ofthe SDA analysis on the phase portraits,we chose

to testforindependence underan SDA fram ework fora subsetof53 FTSE100

stocks’returns. W e used the BDS testasa discrim inating statistic,and gener-

ated theAAFT surrogatesetsforeach stock,testingthenullat5% ,2.5% and 1%

signi�cancelevels.In tables1 and 2,wepresenttheresultsoftheSDA.In table

1 we quote the results fora BDS testneighborhood size of0:5 tim es the stan-

dard deviation ofeach returnssequence,forsigni�cancelevels�= 5% ,2:5% and

1% . The resultshere refute clearly the nullthatthe sequencesare a m onotonic

nonlinear transform ation oflinearly �ltered white noise. This is a strong indi-

cation ofabsence oflineardynam icsand random nessand supportsthe prem ise

ofnonlineardeterm inistic com plexity in the returns. The resultsoftable 2 are

also supporting this�nding. There we have provided m ore detail,checking for

neighborhood sizesof�1 = 0:5�s
x
,�2 = 1:0�s

x
,�3 = 1:5�s

x
and �4 = 2:0�s

x
,

where s
x
denotesthe standard deviation ofeach returnssequence. The levelof

3For a discussion on the di� erences ofbootstrapping and surrogate data analysis refer to

(33).
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signi�cance fortable 2 is�= 5% . The resultsclearly show thatthe above null

isstrongly refuted.

[InsertTable1 abouthere.]

[InsertTable2 abouthere.]

[InsertTable3 abouthere.]

Since the results ofSDA where pointing towards m ore com plex,nonlinear

dynam ics(possibly determ inistic)wetested asanextstep,thereturnssequences

after these have been �ltered for noise reduction. For each stock returns se-

quence we produced a �ltered version,using theW aveshrink (13)approach.W e

then produced AAFT surrogatesand tested for�= 2:5% signi�cance level. In

table 3 we produce the resultsforthe BP stock,where the W aveshrink (34;13)

routinehasbeen applied fora Daubechies8 (D8)wavelet.4.W aveletsherearea

justi�ed choice in orderto avoid the \bleaching" ofthe returnssequences (35),

and preserve any delicate determ inistic structures in the DGPs. Ourapproach

is also consistent with Refs. (36;37;38). Looking at the values ofthe BDS

statisticfortheoriginalpre�ltered sequenceand itsAAFT surrogates,aswellas

thep-valueofthestatisticforsizesofneighborhood rangingfrom 0:5to1:5tim es

the standard deviation,we can safely rejectthe nullata 5% signi�cance level.

Only fora sizeofneighborhood of2� standard deviation �4 = 0:0035(which isa

considerablesize),wecan rejectthenullata levelofsigni�canceofalm ost70% .

Searching for qualitative evidence ofdeterm inistic dynam ics and aperiodic

cycleswe looked atthe phase portraitsofthe denoised sequences. Forexam ple,

in Fig. 1 (b)we can clearly see the phase portraitforthe BP denoised returns

reveals dynam ics thatare sim ilar to chaotic attractors. A detailofthe core of

the phase portraitin Fig. 1 (c)exhibitsdynam icsthatare very sim ilarto that

oftheM ackey-Glassattractor(39)in Fig.1 (d).Thisappearsto bein linewith

(40;41).

[Insert�gure2 abouthere.]

4Choicesofdi� erentm otherwaveletsproduced sim ilarresults.See also Ref.(11)
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[Insert�gure3 abouthere.]

Anotherinteresting diagram thatrevealsthe e�ectsofstock price clustering

and discreteness is depicted in Fig. 2 (a). There we have plotted the prices

ofBP stock againstthe corresponding logarithm ic returns. W e can clearly see

patternsofcorrelation and anticorrelation in thesam ediagram .Thisisthe�rst

tim esuch patternshavebeen revealed in �nancialliteratureand they need to be

investigated further.In nonlinearscience,the phase portraits(i.e.,the com pass

rose)areusuallycalled \delayplots"whereastheplotofasequenceofpricesfrom

a function gainstits�rstderivative are called \phase plots". Thusthe diagram

in Fig. 2 (a)could be loosely term ed asa phase plot. Ifwe generate the sam e

kind ofdisplay forthedenoised sequences(in thiscasefortheBP stock),wesee

clearly the cyclicalbut aperiodic behavior observed in the phase portraitsalso

repeated here(Fig.2 (b)).

The resultslead usto deduce thatthepresence ofchaotic dynam icscan not

be excluded. Such a statem ent though should also involve the calculation of

certain invariantm easuresthatcharacterizechaos(such asentropy ordim ension

based statistics). M oreover,these results should also be backed by a suitable

SDA testing exercise. W e retain thisasa strategy forfuture research. Itwould

alsobeinterestingtoobserveifthesesm ootherthough irregularcyclicaldynam ics

revealed in thispaperareirrespectiveofthenoisereduction technique(i.e.,robust

underdi�erentnoisereduction techniques).

4 C onclusions and future research

W e have investigated the dynam ics ofsequences ofdaily closing pricesand the

correspondingreturnsforstockstraded in theLondon Stock Exchangein thelast

three decades,asthese are observed through the com passrose phase portraits.

Ourresultssuggestthattheam ountofnoiseinherentin theexam ined sequences

m ay becovering m ore\interesting" dynam ics.Using waveletbased noisereduc-

tion techniqueswe�ltered thereturn sequencesonlytouncoverastrongaperiodic

nonlinearbehavior,characteristicofm any phenom enathataregoverned by com -

plex determ inistic dynam ics. The SDA hypothesistesting fram ework em ployed

herealso suggeststheabsence ofstochasticrandom nessand lineardynam icsfor

both originaland denoised returnssequences. Ourresultsshow thatthe appar-

ently random dynam icsand discretenessobserved in closingpricesequences,m ay

concealvia thegeneration ofnoise in the returns,a m oredelicate structure and

aperiodiccyclicaldynam ics.However,furtherresearch in needed tom aintain the

hypothesisofnonlineardeterm inism in stock pricetim eseriesdynam ics.
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Table1:SurrogateDataAnalysisresultsonactualreturnsfor53com paniesin the

FTSE100.Discrim inating statistic:BDS test.Neighbourhood size �= 0:5�s
x
,

where s
x
= standard deviation ofx. Biasesand standard errors(s.e.) reported

forsigni�cancelevels�= 5% ;2:5% and 1% .
� = 5% � = 2:5% � = 1%

B D S Statistic bias s.e. bias s.e. bias s.e.

F T SE A LL SH A R E - P R IC E IN D E X 27.11 � 25.29 1.01 � 25.38 1.14 � 25.13 1.05

F T SE 100 - P R IC E IN D E X 31.9 � 31.61 1.24 � 31.41 1.05 � 31.82 0.91

A LLIE D D O M E C Q 18.68 � 18.64 1.08 � 18.83 1.1 � 18.65 0.94

A M V E SC A P 32.51 � 32.38 0.7 � 31.86 0.98 � 32.25 0.90

A SSD .B R IT .FO O D S 28.44 � 28.44 0.96 � 28.26 1.01 � 28.35 0.90

A V IV A 22.57 � 22.18 0.98 � 22.43 1.06 � 22.45 1.03

B A R C LA Y S 23.1 � 22.29 1.06 � 22.40 1.02 � 22.45 0.98

B O C G R O U P 23.19 � 23.19 1.11 � 23.16 1.01 � 22.97 1.03

B O O T S G R O U P 19.99 � 19.55 1.27 � 19.45 1.06 � 19.46 1.04

B P 17.27 � 16.95 1.13 � 16.97 0.9 � 17.03 1.08

B R IT .A M E R IC A N T O B A C C O 17.76 � 17.43 1.23 � 17.57 1.12 � 17.53 0.97

B R IT ISH LA N D 36.57 � 36.36 1.27 � 36.19 0.97 � 36.57 1.09

B U N ZL 25.95 � 24.82 0.78 � 24.68 1.32 � 24.95 1.17

C A D B U R Y SC H W E P P E S 24.89 � 24.55 1.26 � 24.44 0.93 � 24.36 1.00

D A ILY M A IL ’A ’ 34.58 � 34.10 1.19 � 34.21 1.22 � 34.12 1.04

D IA G E O 23.41 � 23.33 1.11 � 23.23 1.11 � 23.31 0.99

D IX O N S G P. 25.12 � 24.65 0.98 � 24.54 1.25 � 24.72 1.09

E M A P 33.47 � 32.82 0.9 � 33.04 1.13 � 33.04 1.01

E X E L 31.92 � 30.59 1.27 � 30.88 1 � 30.97 1.05

FO R E IG N & C O LO N IA L 25.76 � 25.04 0.8 � 25.23 1.1 � 25.35 1.02

G K N 22.41 � 22.37 0.89 � 22.43 1.06 � 22.22 1.03

G LA X O SM IT H K LIN E 18.48 � 18.05 0.94 � 18.04 1.14 � 18.27 1.13

G R A N A D A 31.42 � 30.44 1.16 � 30.35 0.95 � 30.42 1.11

G U S 43.46 � 43.23 1.29 � 43.28 0.9 � 43.31 1.16

H A N SO N 23.26 � 22.95 1.19 � 22.58 1 � 22.76 0.99

H ILT O N G R O U P 22.41 � 22.23 1.1 � 22.15 1.05 � 22.12 0.92

IM P.C H M .IN D S. 21.56 � 21.43 0.96 � 21.50 1.04 � 21.35 1.05

JO H N SO N M A T T H E Y 28.6 � 27.32 0.9 � 27.76 1 � 27.61 1.13

LA N D SE C U R IT IE S 26.82 � 26.36 0.79 � 26.31 1.15 � 26.33 1.05

LE G A L & G E N E R A L 24.83 � 24.67 1.23 � 24.67 1.08 � 24.62 1.03

M A R K S & SP E N C E R G R O U P 22.22 � 22.10 1.22 � 22.25 0.9 � 22.26 1.06

M O R R ISO N (W M ) SP M K T S. 22.36 � 21.71 1.22 � 21.91 1.11 � 21.86 1.08

N E X T 23.44 � 23.05 1.05 � 23.05 0.9 � 22.85 1.06

P E A R SO N 29.34 � 28.47 1.05 � 28.56 0.78 � 28.63 1.15

P R O V ID E N T F IN L. 32.23 � 31.93 1.13 � 31.53 1.03 � 31.45 1.04

P R U D E N T IA L 23.3 � 23.13 0.87 � 23.12 0.95 � 23.14 0.96

R E C K IT T B E N C K ISE R 23.43 � 22.62 1.29 � 22.62 0.76 � 22.45 1.00

R E E D E LSE V IE R 24.67 � 24.40 1.37 � 24.29 0.93 � 24.43 0.92

R E N T O K IL IN IT IA L 29.41 � 28.93 0.78 � 29.09 1.07 � 28.91 1.04

R E X A M 26.26 � 26.08 1.03 � 25.63 1.1 � 25.97 1.05

R IO T IN T O 23.14 � 22.48 0.8 � 22.58 1.21 � 22.52 1.15

R O Y A L B A N K O F SC O T LA N D 27.18 � 26.85 1.11 � 26.83 0.92 � 26.81 1.11

SA IN SB U R Y (J) 27.13 � 26.78 0.92 � 26.66 1.07 � 26.62 0.99

SC H R O D E R S 32.63 � 32.39 1.17 � 32.45 1.05 � 32.46 0.95

SC O T .& N E W C A ST LE 28.46 � 27.93 1.25 � 28.43 1.08 � 28.27 1.05

SH E LL T R A N SP O R T & T R D G . 24.07 � 23.36 0.96 � 23.69 0.86 � 23.47 1.05

SM IT H & N E P H E W 28.28 � 28.07 0.74 � 27.76 0.98 � 27.78 0.91

SM IT H S G R O U P 25.67 � 24.30 0.99 � 24.00 1.14 � 24.07 0.89

ST D .C H A R T E R E D 33.79 � 32.78 0.71 � 33.03 0.92 � 32.88 1.09

T E SC O 20.95 � 20.58 1.12 � 20.53 0.78 � 20.49 0.92

T O M K IN S 27.42 � 27.36 0.95 � 27.57 0.89 � 27.42 1.05

U N ILE V E R (U K ) 23.95 � 23.70 0.81 � 23.25 1.14 � 23.48 1.03

W H IT B R E A D 22.32 � 21.59 1.14 � 21.64 0.82 � 21.81 1.06

W O LSE LE Y 26.37 � 25.03 1.2 � 25.16 1.13 � 25.50 1.00

W P P G R O U P 34.11 � 33.73 0.86 � 33.80 0.94 � 33.64 0.91



Table 2: Surrogate Data Analysis results on actualreturns for 53 com panies

in the FTSE100. Discrim inating statistic: BDS test(em bedding dim ension 3).

Neighbourhood size�1 = 0:5�s
x
,�2 = 1:0�s

x
,�3 = 1:5�s

x
and �4 = 2:0�s

x
,

where s
x
= standard deviation ofx. Biases and standard errors reported for

signi�cancelevel�= 1% .

Statistic (B D S) B ias Standard E rror

N eighbourhood size �1 �2 �3 �4 �1 �2 �3 �4 �1 �2 �3 �4

F T SE A LL SH A R E - P R IC E IN D E X 20.8 23.87 26.81 28.72 � 18.61 � 21.45 � 24.32 � 26.37 1.11 1.13 1.17 1.23

F T SE 100 - P R IC E IN D E X 21.25 15.31 15.27 13.02 � 21.41 � 15.44 � 15.41 � 13.09 1.1 0.92 0.87 0.99

A LLIE D D O M E C Q 13.73 15.09 16.38 17.17 � 13.72 � 15.01 � 16.25 � 16.99 1.02 0.97 0.99 1

A M V E SC A P 25.6 24.1 22.33 21.13 � 25.13 � 23.55 � 21.74 � 20.52 0.95 0.89 0.91 1

A SSD .B R IT .FO O D S 22.73 24.5 23.7 22.53 � 22.50 � 24.33 � 23.49 � 22.41 1.06 1 1.04 1.08

A V IV A 18.31 19.37 19.79 20.26 � 18.44 � 19.37 � 19.75 � 20.18 1.11 1.18 1.14 1.11

B A R C LA Y S 18.25 20.46 22.67 23.97 � 17.82 � 19.74 � 21.82 � 23.12 1.04 1.09 1.03 0.98

B O C G R O U P 18.3 17.06 16.67 16.13 � 18.25 � 16.93 � 16.48 � 16.00 0.91 1.02 1.06 1.01

B O O T S G R O U P 15.77 16 17.12 18.31 � 15.19 � 15.32 � 16.44 � 17.74 1 1.01 0.99 0.99

B P 12.89 13.62 13.8 14.07 � 12.68 � 13.36 � 13.44 � 13.69 1.02 0.94 0.93 0.95

B R IT .A M E R IC A N T O B A C C O 14.28 16.3 16.96 17.67 � 14.50 � 16.34 � 16.91 � 17.55 1.07 1.21 1.19 1.13

B R IT ISH LA N D 28.42 29.97 30.8 32.2 � 28.28 � 29.80 � 30.44 � 31.82 1.01 1.01 1.01 1.05

B U N ZL 21.76 19.84 18.87 15.15 � 20.55 � 18.16 � 17.00 � 13.30 1.03 0.9 0.99 1.19

C A D B U R Y SC H W E P P E S 20.53 22.39 23.32 23.81 � 20.00 � 21.82 � 22.68 � 23.11 0.97 1.05 1.04 1.1

D A ILY M A IL ‘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

D IA G E O 18.05 18.36 18.96 19.04 � 17.58 � 17.75 � 18.32 � 18.45 1.18 1.15 1.17 1.12

D IX O N S G P. 20.6 20.62 20.17 19.48 � 19.95 � 19.95 � 19.59 � 19.08 1.14 1.09 0.95 0.84

E M A P 27.63 22.23 19.17 17.41 � 27.25 � 21.93 � 18.94 � 17.17 1.04 1.03 1.08 1.08

E X E L 25.56 23.08 19.81 17.98 � 24.13 � 21.34 � 18.02 � 16.34 0.78 1.03 1.18 1.2

FO R E IG N & C O LO N IA L 20.47 19.83 21.56 22.04 � 19.97 � 19.22 � 20.87 � 21.46 0.96 0.97 0.98 0.99

G K N 17.02 18.68 18.42 17.65 � 16.55 � 18.15 � 17.85 � 17.07 1.04 1.04 1.13 1.16

G LA X O SM IT H K LIN E 14.12 15.45 16.11 16.3 � 13.89 � 15.17 � 15.77 � 15.95 0.89 0.89 0.82 0.93

G R A N A D A 24.34 26.02 24.88 22.38 � 23.31 � 24.73 � 23.46 � 21.01 1.05 1.06 1.06 0.99

G U S 29.9 25.99 24.7 22.03 � 29.71 � 25.71 � 24.45 � 21.82 1.02 1.03 0.92 0.87

H A N SO N 19.56 19.93 19.53 18.07 � 18.57 � 18.89 � 18.55 � 17.22 1.07 1.13 1.1 1.11

H ILT O N G R O U P 17.77 18.17 18.48 19.22 � 17.17 � 17.28 � 17.44 � 18.27 1.02 1.01 1.04 1.03

IM P.C H M .IN D S. 17.11 18.92 19.68 19.58 � 17.28 � 18.84 � 19.45 � 19.38 1.05 1.01 1.03 1.05

JO H N SO N M A T T H E Y 22.63 21.34 20.24 17.27 � 21.60 � 19.93 � 18.77 � 15.94 1.09 1.13 1.08 0.99

LA N D SE C U R IT IE S 21.54 22.95 24.18 25.44 � 20.93 � 22.33 � 23.57 � 24.93 0.9 0.9 0.87 0.92

LE G A L & G E N E R A L 19.17 20.94 22.65 23.96 � 18.98 � 20.72 � 22.36 � 23.57 1.13 1.08 1.04 1.07

M A R K S & SP E N C E R G R O U P 17.69 19.03 20.36 20.98 � 17.93 � 19.25 � 20.58 � 21.24 0.95 0.92 0.85 0.8

M O R R ISO N (W M ) SP M K T S. 19.14 18.52 17.87 15.61 � 18.71 � 17.76 � 17.14 � 15.00 1.16 0.93 0.94 0.97

N E X T 17.35 18.96 21.43 21.21 � 16.96 � 18.41 � 20.83 � 20.68 1 1.06 1.11 1.08

P E A R SO N 23.95 24.97 23.55 22.58 � 22.81 � 23.65 � 22.22 � 21.38 0.92 0.91 0.94 1.04

P R O V ID E N T F IN L. 23.8 22.06 20.06 18.6 � 23.10 � 21.24 � 19.10 � 17.76 1.19 1.08 0.96 0.94

P R U D E N T IA L 18.21 19.09 21.01 22.67 � 17.52 � 18.38 � 20.40 � 22.19 0.86 0.92 1.02 1.1

R E C K IT T B E N C K ISE R 19.09 20.73 21.89 22.29 � 18.03 � 19.43 � 20.45 � 20.91 1.06 0.93 0.92 0.97

R E E D E LSE V IE R 19.57 19.57 19.44 18.94 � 19.15 � 19.02 � 18.87 � 18.47 0.79 0.9 1.04 1.03

R E N T O K IL IN IT IA L 23.14 21.06 21.56 20.11 � 22.77 � 20.42 � 20.90 � 19.50 0.84 0.99 1.06 1.02

R E X A M 20.18 19.56 18.95 18.24 � 19.89 � 19.18 � 18.50 � 17.66 0.87 0.95 1.02 1.02

R IO T IN T O 17.96 18.65 18.84 18.71 � 17.02 � 17.46 � 17.57 � 17.42 0.85 0.84 0.96 1.06

R O Y A L B A N K O F SC O T LA N D 21.44 21.5 22.06 21.63 � 21.15 � 21.16 � 21.64 � 21.08 1.06 1.06 1.02 0.99

SA IN SB U R Y (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

SC H R O D E R S 25.54 27.25 26.83 25.09 � 25.43 � 27.05 � 26.39 � 24.92 1.17 1 1.08 0.91

SC O T .& N E W C A ST LE 21.71 21.8 22.32 22.31 � 21.38 � 21.37 � 21.82 � 21.76 0.86 0.86 0.98 1.06

SH E LL T R A N SP O R T & T R D G . 19.4 20.45 20.78 20.38 � 19.14 � 20.11 � 20.39 � 20.00 1 1 1.17 1.24

SM IT H & N E P H E W 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 IT H S G R O U P 20.72 20.23 19.2 18.16 � 18.91 � 17.98 � 16.78 � 15.94 1.02 1.11 1.09 1.03

ST D .C H A R T E R E D 26.61 25.67 24.1 21.95 � 25.44 � 24.23 � 22.63 � 20.53 0.97 1.14 1.17 1.21

T E SC O 16.39 15.57 15.6 16.05 � 16.14 � 15.20 � 15.06 � 15.44 1 1.18 1.19 1.22

T O M K IN S 21.92 14.76 15.41 13.84 � 21.79 � 14.55 � 15.25 � 13.67 1.07 0.92 1.02 0.95

U N ILE V E R (U K ) 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 H IT B R E A D 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 O LSE LE Y 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 P P G R O U P 27.81 22.97 20.73 23.13 � 27.38 � 22.23 � 19.98 � 22.17 1.06 1.02 1.3 1.34



Table 3: Surrogate Data Analysis results on D8 pre-�ltered BP returns. Dis-

crim inating statistic: BDS test (em bedding dim ension 2). Neighbourhood size

�1 = 0:5�s
x
,�2 = 1:0�s

x
,�3 = 1:5�s

x
and �4 = 2:0�s

x
,wheres

x
= standard

deviation ofx.
N eighbourhood Size

set �1 = 9e � 04 �1 = 0:0017 �2 = 0:0026 �4 = 0:0035

1 922.89 444.06 316.55 280.90

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

O 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



Figure 1: The BP stock returns com pass rose (a),details ofthe denoised BP

returnsphaseportraits(b,c)and theM ackey-Glassattractor(d).



Figure2:Phasediagram softheoriginal(a)and denoised (b)BP prices-returns.



Figure 3: Details ofcom pass roses ofthe original(a),random ly shu�ed (b),

AAFT surrogate(c)and bootstrapped (d)BP returnssequences.


