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A bstract

Statistics ofthe Hurst scaling exponents calculated with the use oftwo m ethods: recently introduced

D etrended M ovingAverageAnalysis(D M A)and D etrended Fluctuation Analysis(D FA)arecom pared.Anal-

ysisisdone forarti�cialstochastic Brownian tim e seriesofvariouslength and revealsinteresting statistical

relationshipsbetween two m ethods. G ood agreem entbetween D FA and D M A techniquesisfound forlong

tim e series L � 10
5
,however for shorter series we observe thattwo m ethods give di�erentresults with no

system atic relation between them .Itisshown that,on the average,D M A m ethod overestim atesthe Hurst

exponentcom paring itwith D FA technique.

1 Introduction

Them ain problem discussed in thecontextofstochastictim eseriesin variousphysical,biological,� nancialand

econom icalprocessesisthe presence ofautocorrelationsin data. O ne ofthe technique to check whethersuch

autocorrelationsarepresentin tim eseriesisbased on theinvestigation ofthefractalstructurein tim eseriesand

isrelated to the scaling exponentH,som etim esdenoted also as�[1]{[3]and called Hurstexponent.Itplaysa

signi� cantrole asthe m ain conceptupon which  uctuationsofa tim e seriesaround itslocaltrend (drift)are

form ed and itm ay be considered asthe oneofthecrucialpointsresponsiblefor’geneticcode’oftim e seriesof

variousorigin. Forthe purpose ofm entioned above fractalanalysisone can introduce the scaling exponent�

asfollows.

Let x(t) (t= 1;:::;L)is the tim e series de� ned for discrete tim e points t. By rescaling tim e axis tim es

(e.g.enlarging it� 10n),one revealsthe tiny structure oftim e seriesnotvisible forsm allerresolution ( � 1).

The fractalstructure ofthe seriescom esfrom the relation:

x
0(t0)� � x(� 1t)� x(t) (1)

where� m eanssim ilarity correspondence.

The above form ula indicates thatthe m agnitude ofrescaled tim e seriesx(� 1t) should be sim ultaneously

increased � tim esin orderto satisfy full(local)equivalenceofx(t)and x0(t0)series.

It turns out that the scaling factor � can be expressed in term s oftim e rescaling factor  with the use of

Hurst-Hausdor� � exponent(�> 0):

� = 
� (2)

The com m only accepted m ethods to m easure � exponent are Rescaled Range Analysis (R/S),spectral

density analysis[4],and Detrended Fluctuation Analysis (DFA) [5]. Recently,new m ethod called Detrended

M ovingAverage(DM A)hasalsobeen proposed [6,7].In thisarticlewewillfocuson thelattertwom ethodsdue

to large uncertaintiesin spectraldensity analysisand problem swith R/S predictions in nonstationary series.

Searchesforbetterunderstanding how resultsofthesetwo m ethodsrelateto each otherarein progress[7]{[9].
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A DFA m ethod was� rstdeveloped forbiologicalpurposes[5]and then applied also to � nances[10]{[12].Itis

a detrendisation technique basically m easuring  uctuations ofa given tim e series around its localtrend as a

function ofthe trend length.Letusrecallthe m ain stepsofthism ethod:

1. A given signalx(t)(t= 1;:::;L)oftim eseriesisdivided into L=� notoverlapping boxesoflength � each.

2. A polynom ial� tx�;k isconstructed in each box representing the localtrend in thatbox,where k isthe

orderofpolynom ial� t.

3. A detrended signalX �;k(t)isfound:

X �;k(t)= x(t)� x�;k(t) (3)

and then its uctuation (standard deviation)FD F A (�;k)iscalculated

FD F A (�;k)=

 

1

L

LX

t= 1

X
2

�;k(t)

! 1=2

(4)

4. From the basic di� erentialstochastic equation ofthe tim e seriesx(t)with a localdrift�(t)and a local

dispersion �(t)

dx(t)= �(t)dt+ �(t)dX (t) (5)

oneexpectsthe powerlaw behavior:

FD F A (�;k)� �
�(k) (6)

where�(k)isthe searched Hurstexponent.

The lastequation enablesto calculate�exponentdirectly from log-log linear� t:

logFD F A (�;k)� �(k)log� (7)

Itcan be proved that�(k)dependsvery weakly on k [12,13]so in m ostapplication one takeslinearfunction

(k = 1)asa good candidate forx�;k.Thisapproach willalso be used in ourpaper.

It turns outthatthe bigger� the m ore ’quiet’tim e seriesis,i.e. a signal uctuates in a m ore correlated

way.In fact,for0 < �< 1=2 we have negative autocorrelations(antipersistence)in tim e series.O n the other

hand,if1=2< �� 1,therearepositiveautocorrelations(persistence)in signal.The case�= 1=2 corresponds

to com pletely uncorrelated signal,so called integerBrownian walk. An existing link between � exponentand

the probability thata given trend willlastin the im m ediate future ifitdid so in the im m ediate pastgivesan

additionalhintabouttrend changesforecastpossibility [14].

A Detrended M oving Average(DM A)technique looksvery sim ilarto DFA.The m ain di� erence one m eets

here is thatinstead oflinearorpolynom ialdetrendisation procedure in equally sized boxes,one uses m oving

averageofa given length �.The basicstepsofDM A analysisarethen:

1. A sim ple m oving averageoflength �(�= 1;:::;L)isconstructed forx(t)series(t� �):

hx(t)i� =
1

�

�� 1X

k= 0

x(t� k) (8)

2. A detrended signalisfound sim ilarly to Eq.(3):

X �(t)= x(t)� hx(t)i� (9)

and its uctuation within a window ofsize�readsnow:

FD M A (�)=

 

1

L � �+ 1

LX

t= �

X
2

�(t)

! 1=2

(10)

3. Sim ilarly to DFA a powerlaw should be observed

logFD M A (�)� �log� (11)

where�isthe searched scaling Hurstexponent.

TheDM A techniqueislesscom plicated and seem sto befasterin practicalapplication than DFA algorithm .

However,so far no � nalclear conclusion has been reached regarding m utualrelationship between DFA and

DM A resultsforthe sam eseries.Thisarticlecontributesto the abovearea ofinterest.

2



2 D M A {D FA C om parison Study

Prelim inary resultsobtained forsom e real� nancialseries[7]suggestthat�D M A valuesare lowerthan corre-

sponding�D F A results.Itseem stobecon� rm ed forthesetofarti� cialtim eseriesoflength L � 218 constructed

with the use ofRandom M idpointDisplacem ent(RM D)algorithm where one � nds�D F A � �D M A + 0:05 [6].

Thissupportstheexistenceofsystem aticdisplacem entbetween DFA and DM A results,atleastforlongerseries.

In m any practicalapplicationshowever,the length oftim e serieswe dealwith isshorter(e.g.� nance,biology,

genetics,m edicine),especially ifonelooksatthe local� exponentvalueratherthan the globalone[10].

To attack theproblem ofm utualdependencebetween DM A and DFA resultsforseriesofvariouslength,let

us� rstlook atthe setofarti� cialarithm etic integerBrownian tim e seriesoflength L = 3� 104 with discrete

tim e interval� t= 1,i.e.:

x(L� t)= x0 +

LX

k= 1

� xk (12)

where� xk (k = 1;:::;L)arecentered and norm alized displacem entsgenerated by random num bergenerator.

Two cases with opposite relation �D M A vs �D F A are shown in Fig.1. In the � rst case �D F A > �D M A

and �D F A � �D M A = 0:02,in the otherone �D F A < �D M A and �D M A � �D F A = 0:04. Thusno system atic

relationship isproduced.
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Figure 1: Exam plesofDFA and DM A � exponent� tforarti� cialBrownian tim e seriesoflength L = 30000,

where(a)�D F A > �D M A and (b)�D F A < �D M A

Thisinducestotreattheproblem statistically,i.e.oneshould � nd statisticaldistributionsofHurstexponents

m easured within two m ethodsforarti� cialseriesofvariouslength. Itseem sto be interesting to com pare two
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statisticsand to work outcorrelationsbetween scaling exponentsm easured within DM A and DFA techniques

forthe sam esam pleoftim e series.

For this purpose we took sam ples ofarithm etic Brownian tim e series oflength L in the range 102 � 105.

Each sam ple contained N � 65000 seriesof� xed length. W e tried to coveruniform ly the whole range ofL in

log-scalekeeping L � L0q
n with the approxim atelog step q� 7=4 to createvariety oflengths.

Forany sam ple of� xed length seriesthe averaged scaling range h�iorh�ihasbeen calculated forde� ned

num berofcandidates(� 30)and thecorrespondingstandard deviation �� (��).Thescalingrangewastaken as

therangeof� or�variablesstrictly obeyingscaling lawsofEqs.(7),(11)and assum ed to term inaterespectively

ath�i� �� forDFA and h�i� �� forDM A.O nlyserieswith regression statisticalcorrelation coe� cientR 2 > 0:98

were taken into accountfor� exponentextraction. Forany sam ple oftim e seriesa statisticaldistribution of

�D F A and �D M A frequencieshasbeen built.

Thefullrangeofobtained distribution resultsisshown in Fig.2-9.The� rstobservation onem akesisthatfor

any length L both distributions� tvery wellnorm aldistributions,butwith di� erentparam etersforthegaussian

curve. W e m ade allplotsalso forcentered and norm alized � frequenciesin sem i-log scale (Fig.2(b,c){9(b,c)).

O nly sm alldeviations from the norm aldistribution are observed in tails -basically due to sm aller statistics

there.A good correspondencewith gaussian curveiscon� rm ed alsoin K olm ogorovand Anderson-Darlingtests,

whoseresultsaredisplayed in Table1 and shown forchosen lengthsL in Fig.10.

Table 1:K olm ogorov-Sm irnov (K S)and Anderson-Darling (AD)testresultsfordistribution of uctuationsin

�exponentasa function ofthe m ethod (DFA,DM A)and the length L oftim e-series.

H
H
H
H
H

L
600 1000 1800 3000 6000 10 000 20 000 30 000

K SD F A 5.0� 10� 3 2.0� 10� 3 2.0 � 10� 3 2.0 � 10� 3 2.4� 10� 3 1.4� 10� 3 2.7� 10� 3 2.3� 10� 3

K SD M A 6.4� 10� 3 6.8� 10� 3 5.0� 10� 3 6.5� 10� 3 5.2� 10� 3 3.8� 10� 3 3.3� 10� 3 3.6� 10� 3

AD D F A 2.6� 10� 2 1.6� 10� 2 1.0� 10� 2 1.0� 10� 2 1.3� 10� 2 8.0� 10� 3 9.7� 10� 3 13.3� 10� 3

AD D M A 3.6� 10� 2 2.1� 10� 2 1.8� 10� 2 2.1� 10� 2 2.7� 10� 2 2.1� 10� 2 1.8� 10� 2 2.5� 10� 2

O ne m ay notice thatthe standard deviation �D F A of�D F A scaling param etersisalwayssm allerthan the

corresponding standard deviation �D M A of�D M A exponents,and both standard deviationsdecrease when L

grows. This can be explained in term s ofdi� erent sensitivity ofDFA and DM A techniques to the presence

ofrandom autocorrelations in tim e series. Such autocorrelations are naturally random ly distributed in any

sam ple ofgenerated tim e seriesand hence a distribution of� exponentisnorm al. The probability ofrandom

autocorrelationsisbiggerforshorttim e series,where allstatistical uctuationsm anifestin a m ore vivid way.

W hen L increases,theirin uenceon thepresum ed globalautocorrelation in seriescan beneglected.Therefore,

both standard deviations�D F A and �D M A drop with increasingL.However,wealwaysobserve�D F A < �D M A ,

whatindicatesthatDM A technique ism oresensitiveto such "autocorrelation noise" than DFA one.

O ne m ay look atthisproblem also from anotherside -like in Fig.11.Here we havedrawn severalplotsof

DFA and DM A analysis,i.e. lnF vsln� orln� forseveralcorresponding arti� cialBrownian seriesoflength

L = 1000. Itis seen thatdeviations from the strictpower law behavior,ifoccur,are m ore drastic for DM A

than forDFA caseand thedispersion ofproduced slopesisalso largerforDM A than forDFA,despitethefact

thatDM A plotsarem oresm ooth in com parison with DFA ones.

The next observation concernsthe m ean values. O ne gets h�D F A iN < h�D M A iN for allL,where h:iN is

taken overa sam pleofN tim eseries.A clearshiftofthecentralDM A valuesto therightwith respectto DFA

ones(seeFigs.2{9(a))doesnotsuggesthoweverthepresenceofsystem aticrelation between �D M A and �D F A .

Indeed evaluating the correlation coe� cient(valuesareshown in the description ofFig.2{9(a)):

corr(�D F A ;�D M A )=
h�D F A �D M A iN � h�D F A iN h�D M A iN

�D F A �D M A

(13)

one� ndsitincreasing with L,butitneverindicatesthefullcorrelation.Itsvalueism axim alforlargeL,where

corr(�D F A ;�D M A )� 0:8 forL � 104 � 105.

This situation is graphically illustrated in Fig.12,where a correlation plot �D F A vs �D M A is shown for

Hurstexponentvaluesobtained forL = 3000,L = 10000 and L = 30000 series.From the asym m etry ofplots

against diagonalone notices that DM A gives higher values than DFA m ethod in m ost series. This result is

independenton thelength oftim eseries.In factthepercentageexcessofcasesn+ ,where�D M A > �D F A over

the caseswhere�D M A < �D F A (n� ),i.e.:

�� =
n+ � n�

n+ + n�
(14)
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Figure 2: (a)Distribution ofscaling � exponentobtained with the use ofDFA (circles)and DM A (squares)

techniques for the sam ple of65000 series oflength L = 600. The norm aldistribution � t with corresponding

param etersis also shown as a solid line. (b)(c) The sam e plots forDFA(b) and DM A(c)in sem i-log scale for

norm alized and centered �exponents.
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Figure3:(a)Distribution of�exponentsforserieswith L = 1000.(b)(c)Corresponding plotsin sem i-log scale.
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L = 1800
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Figure4:(a)Distribution of�exponentsforserieswith L = 1800.(b)(c)Corresponding plotsin sem i-log scale.
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L = 3000
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Figure5:(a)Distribution of�exponentsforserieswith L = 3000.(b)(c)Corresponding plotsin sem i-log scale.
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L = 6000
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Figure6:(a)Distribution of�exponentsforserieswith L = 6000.(b)(c)Corresponding plotsin sem i-log scale.
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L = 10 000
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Figure 7: (a)Distribution of� exponents for series with L = 10000. (b)(c) Corresponding plots in sem i-log

scale.
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L = 20 000
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Figure 8: (a)Distribution of� exponents for series with L = 20000. (b)(c) Corresponding plots in sem i-log

scale.
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� tdrawn forcom parison in the sam escale.(b)(c)Corresponding plotsin sem i-log scale.
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Figure 10: K olm ogorov-Sm irnov (a)(c)(e) and Anderson-Darling (b)(d)(f) tests of correspondence between

obtained distributionsand theG aussian onedrawn respectivelyfortim eseriesoflength L = 1000;L = 3000;L =

20000
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L = 1000
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Brownian integertim e seriesoflength L = 1000.
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Figure12:Correlation plot�D F A vs�D M A forthesam pleof65000Brownian tim eseriesoflength a)L = 3000,

b)L = 10000,c)L = 30000.
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Figure13:A m ean di� erence �D F A � D M A between �D F A and �D M A exponentscalculated forthe sam eseries

as a function ofthe series length L. M arked error bars � � D F A � D M A � ��D F A + ��D M A correspond to

uncertaintiesin slopedeterm ination in regression analysisforboth m ethods.

changesfrom � 20% � 25% forserieswith L < 10000 up to � 50% forlongerseries.

Itisobviousthereforethatthe m ean ofdi� erence�D F A � D M A ,where

�D F A � D M A = h�D F A � �D M A iN (15)

is not a good m easure of’distance’between two investigated m ethods. It is m ore convenient to de� ne this

distancein a standard way,i.e.:

� D F A � D M A =
�

h(�D F A � �D M A )
2
iN

�1=2
(16)

The su� cient num ber oftim e series sam ples ofvariouslength has been worked outto � nd a relationship

� D F A � D M A (L).Thepolynom ialbest� tforthecollected data isdrawn in Fig.13 with errorbarscom ing from

theuncertaintiesin slopedeterm ination.Thisplotindicatesthattheaveragedisplacem entbetween �D F A and

�D M A exponentsfora given tim e seriesrangesfrom 15% forserieswith L � 103,down to 2% forlong series

(L � 105).Thelattervalueism uch sm allerthan onereported in [6].Thefastestdrop in DFA-DM A distanceis

observed form edium length series,i.e.when L � 103 � 104.Forsuch series� D F A � D M A m akeson theaverage

� 10% of�D F A value.

Thism ightbe ofinterestifm ore detailed study of� exponentisrequired form ore exactpredictionsto be

m ade(e.g. heartdiseases,� nances,etc.). The plot in Fig.13 m ay also suggeststhat �D F A � D M A ! 0 when

L ! 1 .Thelattercasehasnotbeen explored in details.

3 C onclusions

W e reportfrom the analysisofarti� cialBrownian integertim e seriesand from the collected data that,on the

average,DM A m ethod overestim atesHurst exponent values in com parison with DFA technique. This result

contradictsto som eprevioushypothesisin literature.TheDM A m ethod seem sto bealso m oresensitiveto the

presence ofrandom  uctuationsin autocorrelationsin tim e seriesthan DFA analysisdoes. In m any practical

situations,especially forshorterseries,itm ightbea disadvantageleading to thefalsesignalofnotreally exist-

ing,globalautocorrelationsin tim e series.

The m ean distance between two m ethods,i.e. the m ean di� erence between �D F A and �D M A exponents cal-

culated forthe tim e seriesofgiven length L isa decreasing function ofL. Forshorterseries(L � 6000)this

distancereaches� 15% whatm ightbe im portantin precisedeterm ination of�exponentforsuch series.

Therearesom eopen questions.Itisnotexactly clearwherethescaling law exactly startsorterm inates,so one

needs a m ore strict requirem entshow the scaling range should be determ ined for DFA and DM A techniques

15



and how uncertaintiesin thechoiceofscaling rangearerelated to uncertaintiesin thescaling exponent�.This

work isnow in progress[15].
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