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Selfsin ilarity m ay originate from tw o origins, ie., the processm em ory and the process’ increm ents
\In nie" variance. A distinction is attem pted by em ploying the naturaltine . Conceming the

rst origin, we analyze recent data on Seian ic E lectric Signals, which support the view that they
exhbit in nitely ranged tem poral correlations. Conceming the second, slow Iy driven system s that
em it bursts of various energies E obeying power-law distrbution, ie.,,P E) E Are studied. An
interrelation between the exponent and thevariance ;( h *i h i%) isobtaied forthe shu ed
(random ized) data. In the latter, them ost probable value of ; is approxin ately equalto that ofthe
originaldata. F inally, it is found that the di erential entropy associated w ith the probability P (1)
m axin izes for around 1.6 to 1.7, which is com parable to the value detem ined experin entally
In diverse phenom ena, eg., solar ares, icequakes, dislocation glide in stressed single crystals of ice
etc. It also agrees w ith the bvalue in the G utenbergR ichter law of earthquakes.

PACS numbers: 05404, 91.30D k, 0545.Tp, 89.75%

I. NTRODUCTION

A large variety ofnaturalsystem sexhibit irreqularand
com plex behavior which at rst Iooks erratic, but in fact
possesses scale Invariant structure 9., ﬁ]. -2]) A process
fX (t)gr o is called se]f—s:mﬂarﬁ iforsomeH > 0,

X (= %X @ 8 > 0; 1)

where the symbol of equality refers here to all nie-
din ensional distributions of the process on the lkeft and
the right, and the param eterH iscalled selfsin ilarity in—
dex orexponent. E quation @') m eansa \scale nvariance"
ofthe nie-dim ensionaldistrbutionsofX (t), which does
not in ply, In stochastic processes, the sam e for the sam —
Pl paths (e.g.,Er_d]) . Exam ples of selfsim ilar processes
are Brownian, fractional Brownian (Bm ), Levy stable
and fractional Levy stable motion (fLan ). Levy stablke
distrbbutions Which are ollowed by m any natural pro—
cesses, eg., E;', :_é]) di er greatly from the G aussian ones
because they have heavy tails and their variance is In -
nite g, 4,11

An in portant point n analyzing data from naturalsys—
tem s that exhibit scale mvariant structure, is the follow —
Ing: In severalsystam s this nontrivial structure points to
Iong-range tem poralcorrelations; in otherw ords, the self-
sim flarity results from the process’'m em ory only (eg., the
case ofBm ). A kematively, the selfsim ilarity m ay sokely
result from the process’ increm ents In nite variance, eg.,
Levy stablem otion. (N ote, that in distrbbutions that are
applicable to a large variety of problem s, extrem e events
have to be truncated for physical reasons, eg., nite size
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e ects, when there isno In njty[{if]—and this iswhy we
w rite hereafter \in nite".) In general, however, the self-
sin ilarity m ay resul from both these origins e€g., fLan).
It is the man ain of this paper to discuss how a dis—
tinction ofthe two origins of selfsim ilarity (ie., process’
m em ory, process’ increm ents \in nite" variance) can be
In principle achieved by em ploying the naturaltinm e anal-
ysis.
In a tin e serdes com prising N events, the naturaltim e
x = k=N serves as an jndexf_ﬁ, :_ié] for the occurrence
of the k-th event. The evolution of the pair ( x;Q«x)
is consdersd B, 10, 1%, {4, 1%, {4, 13, 14, 13, 18, 19,
where Qy denotes In general a quantity proportional to
the energy released in the k-th event. For exam pl, for
dichotom ous signals Q x stands for the duration ofthe k—
th pulse w hile or the seism icity Q ¢ isproportionalto the
seism ic energy released during the k-th earthquakefd, 11,
: I] which is proportional to the seisnicmoment M ).

T he nom alized power spectrum (! ) was Introduced [i'z',
.10]
2
) ok
(t)y= Px exp l!N— @)
k=1
P N

wherepy = Qx= __;Qn and ! = 2 ; stands for

the natural frequency. W hen the system enters into the
critical stage, the ©llow ing relation ho]dsfg :_L(_)'

_ 18  6cos! 12sin! .
=57 52 513 ° ®)

For! ! 0,Eq. (a') kadstofd,110,96] (1) 1 007!2
which re ects{l?] that the variance ofP is given by
1=h?2?i hi?= 007 wherehf( )i= klpkf(k)
Tt has been argued {17 that in the case of earthquakes,
() or ! 0, can be considered as an order param —
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eter and the corresponding probability density distribu—
tion function PDF) isdesignated by P [ ( )]. Sihce, at

! 0, ; is linearly related to () (oecause Eq.(2)
ladsto ()=1 4 22, fr ! 0) onecan study,
Instead ofP [ ( )], the PDF of ;,ie,P (1). Thiswill
be used here. The entropy S in the naturaltim edom ain
isde nedasfd,i2]S h In i h ilh i,which depends
on the sequential order ofevent'sll3 :14] and forin mi:e]y
ranged tem poral correlations its value is am aller{_l%, ._lg:
than thevalue S, = 1=2lh2 1=4 0:0966) ofa \uni
fom " distrbution (de ned i Refs. [, L1, 12, 13, 14),
eg.when allpx are equal), ie.,S < Sy . The value ofthe
entropy obtained E[‘E;] upon considering the tim e reversal
T,ie,Tpx = Pn k+1,1s labelled by S

T his paper is organized as follow s: In Section IT, we
treat the case when the selfsim ilarity solely resuls from
the process’ m em ory. Section IIT deals with the self-
sim flarity resulting from the process’ increm ents in nie
variance by restricting ourselves to slow ly driven system s
that em it energy bursts obeying power law distridbutions.
A briefdiscussion follow s in Section IV, while Section V
presents the m ain conclusion.

II. THE CASE OF TEM PORAL
CORRELATIONS

W e consider, as an exam ple, Seisn ic E lectric Signals
(SES) activities w hich exhiit in nitely ranged tem poral
correlationsl{lG, i1, 14]. Figure', (@) shows a recent SES
activity recorded at a station located In central G reece
(close to Patras city, PAT) on February 13, 2006. It
com prises 37 pulses, the duratJons Qx ofwhich vary be-
tween 1s and 40s (see Fig. uL(b)) The naturaltime ep-
resentation of this SES activity can be seen in FJgJL(b
and the com putation of ;, S and S Ileads to the ol
Iow ing values: ; = 0072 0002, S = 0080 0002,
S = 0078 0002. These values cbey the condi-
tions 1 0070 and S;S < Sy that have already
been found l_l-C_i, -'_l-g, :_l-Ej] to be obeyed for other SES ac—
tivities. If we repeat the com putation for surrogate
data obtained by shu ing the durations Q random ly
(@and hence their distrdbution is conserved), the corre—
soonding quantities, designated by adding a subscript
\shuf", have the follow ing values: 1,snur = 0:082 and
Sshur & S ;shur) = 0091w ith standard deviations 0.008
and 0011 respectively. They are alm ost equal to the
corresponding values of a \uniform " distrdbution, ie.,

w = 0:0833 and Sy = 0:0966, although the experin en—
tal ervor in this case is lJarge due to the sm all num ber
ofpulses. By applying the sam e procedure to other SES
activities reported earher[lS], we nd (see Tablke T ) that
actually 1;shur w and Sghus S shur  Su. This
points to the conclusion that the selfsim ilarity of SES
activity results from the process’ m em ory only, which
agrees w ith an independent analysis ofR ef.iff].

In addition, the Detrended F luctuation Analysis
©OFA)RJ, 23] i natural tine of the SES activity de-
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FIG.1l: (a)An SES activity recently recorded at PAT sta—

tion (sam pling rate fexp = 1Hz). The actual electric eld E
is 6 mV /km , but here the signal is presented In nom alized
units, ie., by subtracting the m ean value and dividing by
the standard deviation . (o) How the SES activity In (@) is
read in naturaltim e.

picted in F igil, leadsto an exponent pra = 107 036,
which agreesw ith the earlier nding pra 1 in several
other SE S actjyjtjes[_l-ll]. Interestingly, the values of the
quantities 1;S;S and pra areconsistentw ith the re—
sults deduced from a num erical sinulation in Bm tine
series described in Ref. tl8 the latter showed that when

DFA 1 the corresponding values are: ; 0:070,
s s 0:080. Figured depicts the m ost probablke
valie 1 of ; versus pra resulting from such a nu-

m erical sin ulation.

III. THE CASE OF POW ER LAW
DISTRIBUTIONS

W e now study a case of selfsim ilarity resulting from
the process’ increm ents \in nite" variance. Here, we re—
strict ourselves to slow Iy driven system sthat em it energy
bursts cbeying power law distribution

PE) E )
where is constant. In a large variety of such system s,

In diverse elds, an inspection ofthe recent experim ental
data reveals that the exponent lies in a narrow range,



TABLE I: Thevaluesof 1,

1;shufr S, S  and Sghue POr the SES activities m entioned in Ref. EEJ as well as the one (PAT)

depicted In FngL T he num bers in parentheses denote the standard deviation for the distrbutions of 1;snue and Sshue In the

shu ed data.

Signal 1 1;shuf S S Sshut”
K1 0.063 0.003% 0.083(0.005) 0.067 0.03* 0.074 0.003* 0.096(0.007)
K2 0.078 0.04% 0.082(0.007) 0.081 0.03% 0.103 0.03% 0.094 (0.009)
A 0.068 0.004% 0.082(0.007) 0.070 0.008* 0.084 0.008% 0.092(0.010)

U 0.071 0.004% 0.082(0.009) 0.092 0.004% 0.071 0.004% 0.093(0.012)
T1 0.084 0.007% 0.082(0.007) 0.088 0.07% 0.098 0.010° 0.091(0.010)
c1l 0.074 0.002% 0.082(0.008) 0.083 0.004% 0.080 0.004% 0.092(0.011)
P1 0.075 0.04% 0.082(0.008) 0.087 0.04% 0.081 0.04% 0.090(0.011)
P2 0.071 0.005% 0.082(0.009) 0.088 0.003* 0.072 0.015% 0.091(0.012)
El 0.077 0.017° 0.083(0.008) 0.087 0.007° 0.081 0.007% 0.092(0.010)
PAT 0.072 0.002 0.082(0.008) 0.080 0.002 0.078 0.002 0.091(0.011)

*from Ref.Ld]

Pnote that Sshuf = S ;shur asmentioned in the text.

TABLE II:Com pilation of the experin ental values of the power-law exponent

determ ined in di erent processes.

P rocess / type of m easurem ent R eferences
D islocation glide in hexagonal 1.6 B3]
ice single crystals (A coustic em ission)
Solar ares 15-21 E[Z:il ,E3:B ,E3:4 ,E3:5]
M icrofractures before the 151 é@:, é?:]
breakup of wood (acoustic em ission)
M icrofractures before the 2.0 éé, 5?]
breakup of berglass (acoustic em ission)
E arthquakes 15-18 b= 08t012) See Ref.p7]
and references therein
Icequakes 18 b 125) Seep 212 of Eé]
and references therein
ie., 15 21 (and mostly even within narrower
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FIG.2: (Colr online) The values of 1, as a function of

pra DOrthe case ofthe Bm simulations ofR ef.[18](crosses,
Iower scale) or as a function of for power law distributed
data (asterisks, upper scalk). They have been estin ated
by follow ing the procedure describbed in the Appendix B of
Ref.[l7]. The corresponding lines have been drawn as a guide
to the eye.

bounds, ie., = 15 to 1.8). To realize the diversity of
the phenom ena that exhbit the aforem entioned property,

we com pile som e indicative exam ples in Table [}, which

are the follow ing.

First, crystalline m aterials subjcted to an extemal
stress, display bursts of activity ow ing the nuclkation and
m otion of dislocations. T hese sudden local changes pro—
duce acoustic em ission waves which reveal that a large
num ber of dislocations m ove cooperatively in an inter—
m itent fashion eg., see 122] and J:eferenoes therein). A s
a precise exam ple, we include in Tablk g'_[ the resuls of
acoustic em ission experin ents on stressed single crystals
of ice under viscoelastic deform ation (creep), which show
that the probability distribbution ofenergy bursts intensi-
ties obey a power-law distrbution with = 1.6 spanning
m any decades (see Fjg:J: of @5 Second, we consider
the case of solar ares that represent in puJSJye energy
releases in the solar corona (eg. see Ref. [24] and refer—
ences therein; see also Ref. [_2§ ] In which it is concluded
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FIG.5: (Coloronline) The calculated values of the di eren-
tial entropy S: versus the exponent . Two window lenghts
are used and their results are alm ost the sam e.

that earthquakes and solar ares exhibit the sam e dis-
tributions of sizes, interoccurrence tim es, and the sam e
tem poral clustering). This energy release is observed in
various form s: them al, soft and hard x-ray em issions,
accelerated particles etc. T he statistical analysis ofthese
In pulsive events show that the energy distrbution ex—
hibit, over severalorders ofm agnitude, a power-law w ih
exponents ranging from 1.5 to approxin ately 2.1 (de—
pending on the experim ental procedure and the geom et—
rical assum ptions adopted In the analysis). O ther exam —
plesare: acoustic em ission from m icrofracturesbefore the
breakup of heterogeneous m aterials wWood, berglass),
icequakes and earthquakes.

Conceming the latter, the best known scaling rela—
tion is the G utenbergR ichter law 26], which states that
the (cum ulative) num ber of earthquakesw ith m agnitude
greater than m occurring In a speci ed area and time is
given by

N @EGm) 10 ™ ®)
where b is a constant, which vardes only slightly from
region to region (cf. EC_[.EI) holds both regionally and
gbba]Jy) being generally In the range 08 b 12 (see
27] and references therein) . C onsidering that the seiam ic
energy E released during an earthquake is related [28] to
them agnimde through E 10" -where c isaround 1.5-
Eq.(g) tumstoEq.(:ff),wheJ:e = 1+ b=15.Hence,b 1
m eans that the exponent isaround =16to 1.7.

The ollow Ing procedure is now applied: W e gener—
ate(see also f_Z-gi]) a large am ount of arti cial data obey—
ng Eq.(E) for a certain valie. These random ized
(\shu ed" [J:_é_j) data are subsequently analyzed, in the
natural tin e dom ain, foreach  value, w ith the follow —
ing prooedure@j]: First, calculation of the variance ;
is made for an event taking time windows for 6 to 40
consecutive events (the choice of the precise value of the
upper lin it is not found decisive, because practically the
sam e results are obtained even if the num ber of consec—
utive events was changed from 6 —40 to 6 —100, as it
w ill be further discussed below ). And second, this pro—
cess was perform ed for all the events by scannjng the
whole dataset. In Fjgﬁ we plot the quantity P ( 1) ver—
sus | orseveral -values. Them ost probablevalie i,
(for = constant) isalsopbtted n F Jgué versus the corre—
soonding -wvalue. Thiscurve nterrelates ; and forthe
shu ed data (thus an eventual process’ m em ory is here
destroyed [13]) and hence the plotted 1;, valies (which
di erm arkedly from ) corresoond to the selfsim ilarity
resulting from the heavy-tailed distribution only.

In order to identify the origin of selfsim ilarity in a real
data set, ket us consider here the exam pl of earthquakes.
U sing the Japan cataloguem entioned in R ef. t_l-z:], we give
In Fig4 thetwo curvesP ( 1) versus i that result when
the aforem entioned calculation is m ade by m eans of a
w indow of 640 concecutive events sliding through either
the original catalogue or a shu ed one. Com paring the
resulting 1, values (pboth ofwhich m arkedly di er from

u) we see that the value of the surrogate data ( 0:064)



di ers slightly from the one ( 0:066) corresoonding to
the original data. This re ects that the selfsim ilarity
m ainly origihates from the process’ increm ents \in nie"
variance. N ote, however, that the , value ofthe orig-
naldata is com parabl to the value :=0.070 that was
found iIn In nitely ranged tem poral correlations. This
m erits further investigation.

Iv. DISCUSSION

Here, we discuss a challenging point that em erges from
a further elaboration of the results depicted in Fig.3.
F irst, note that upon Increasing the value from =
13 to 2.0, the feature of the curve changes signi cantly,
becom Ing bin odalat nterm ediate —wvalues. Second, we
calculate, for each walue studied, Ighe so called di er-
ential entropy, de ned as S = P(1)InP ( 1)d ¢
which is the Shannon inform ation entropy of a continu-
ousprobability distrdoution, eg., see LBQ‘] (N ote that, the
Shannon infom ation entropy is static entropy and not a
dynam ic one [_13‘].) F inally, we investigate the resulting
Sivalues versus . Such a plt isgiven in Fig.5, whose
Inspection revealsthat S; m axin izesata valueof lying
between = 16 and =1.7, which ismore or]gss com —
parable w ith the experin entalvalies, see Table :_I.[ (This
valie is not practically a ected by the w indow length (1)
chosen; In reality, upon increasing 1 from 1= 10 to 1= 1000,
we ndthat, -valueatwhich S; m axim izes in Fjglrg, de—
creases only slightly from =1.70 to =1.63. In partic—
ular for the case of earthquakes this -value corresponds
to b 1, thus agreeing w ith the experim ental ndings
m entioned above. Does it mean that the b or value

can be detemn ined just by applying the M axinum En-—
tropy P rinciple In the sense developed by Jaynest}l:, :_32_;],
who suggested to look statisticalm echanics asa form of
statistical inference and start statistical physics from the
principle ofm axim um entropy inference M axEnt)? This
is not yet clear, because a w idely accepted form alism for
non-equilbbrium statisticalm echanics is still Jacking.

F inally, the fact that In som e experim ents the resul-—
Ing -values dier slightly from =1.6 to 1.7 predicted
from Fjg:_5 could be attrbuted to the f©ollow ing: Fjgure:_S
isbased on random ized data, whik the actualdata m ay
also exhibit tem poral correlations (eg., the case of after—
shocks). In addition, nie size e ects[gi:] m ight play a
signi cant role.

V. CONCLUSION

In summ ary, the origin of selfsim iflarity m ay be dis—
tinguished as ollow s: If selfsim ilarity exclusively results
from the process’ m em ory, the ; value should change to

«=0.0833 (@nd thevaluesofS;S toS,=0.0966) forthe
surrogate data. O n the other hand, if the selfsim ilariy
resuls from process’ increm ents \in nite" variance only,
the 1, values should be the same (put di ering from

u) Porthe originaland surrogate data.

W hen studying the di erentialentropy associated w ith
the PDF of ; i maxin izes when the exponent lies
In the narrow range 1.6 to 1.7, In agreem ent w ith the
experin ental ndings in diverse elds. This, for the case
of earthquakes, Inm ediately re ects that the bvalue in
the G utenbergR ichter law isb 1, asactually observed.
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