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The dynam ics of prices in �nancial m arkets has been studied intensively both experim entally

(data analysis) and theoretically (m odels). Nevertheless, a com plete stochastic characterization

of volatility is stilllacking. W hat it is wellknown is that absolute returns have m em ory on a

long tim e range,thisphenom enon is known as clustering ofvolatility. In thispaperwe show that

volatility correlations are power-laws with a non-unique scaling exponent. This kind ofm ultiscale

phenom enology,which iswellknown to physicistssince itisrelevantin fully developed turbulence

and in disordered system s,isrecently pointed outfor�nancialseries.Startingfrom historicalreturns

series,we have also derived the volatility distribution,and the resultsare in agreem entwith a log-

norm alshape. In our study we consider the New York Stock Exchange (NYSE) daily com posite

index closes(January 1966 to June1998)and theUS D ollar/D eutsch M ark (USD -D M )noon buying

ratescerti�ed by the FederalReserve Bank ofNew York (O ctober1989 to Septem ber1998).

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

O ne ofthe m ostchallenging problem in �nance isthe

stochasticcharacterization ofm arketreturns.Thistopic

not only has an academ ic relevance but it also has an

obvious technicalinterest. Think, for exam ple,at the

option pricingm odelswheredistribution and correlations

ofvolatility play a centralrole.

Itisnow wellestablished thatreturnsofthem ostim -

portantindicesand foreign exchangem arketshavea dis-

tribution with fat tails,and that they are uncorrelated

on lags largerthan a single day,in agreem entwith the

hypothesisofe�cientm arket.O n the contrary,the dis-

tribution ofvolatility and itscorrelationsarestillpoorly

understood. W hat it is known is that absolute returns

(which are a m easure ofvolatility) have m em ory on a

long tim e range, this phenom enon is known in �nan-

cialliterature as clustering ofvolatility. Recent studies

provide a strong evidence forpower-law correlationsfor

absolute returns [1{6]. Notice that in ARCH-G ARCH

approach [7{9]volatility m em ory is longer than a sin-

gle tim e step butitdecaysexponentially,which im plies

thatARCH-G ARCH m odeling isinappropriate.Indeed,

G ARCH m odelshavebeen extended in ordertotakeinto

accountthislong m em ory properties[2,10{12].

In this paper we analyze the daily returns ofthe the

New YorkStockExchange(NYSE)com positeindex from

January 1966 to June 1998,and the US Dollar/Deutsch

M ark (USD-DM )noon buying ratescerti�ed by theFed-

eralReserve Bank ofNew York from O ctober 1989 to

Septem ber1998. W e notonly �nd thatvolatility corre-

lationsarepower-lawson longtim escalesup toayearfor

NYSE index and six m onthsforUSD-DM exchangerate,

but, m ore im portant, that they exhibit a non-unique

exponent (m ultiscaling). This kind of m ultiscale phe-

nom enology is known to be relevant in fully developed

turbulence and in disordered system s [13],and it is re-

cently pointed outfora �nancialseries[14,15]. O urre-

sult is based on the uctuation analysis ofa new class

ofvariable that we callgeneralized cum ulative absolute

returns.

The second m ain result ofthe paper is the study of

volatility probability distribution, which is derived by

m eans ofFourier transform analysis. It is shown that

itis wellapproxim ated by a log-norm aldistribution for

NYSE index,whilea log-norm alshapeisa reasonable�t

only around the m axim um forUSD-DM rate.

The paper is organized as follows: in section II we

show that volatility has a long m em ory by considering

theautocorrelation ofabsolutereturns.Neverthelessthe

power-law behaviorcannotbeinferred by sim ply consid-

ering autocorrelations. In order to have a sharper evi-

dence for the nature ofthe long m em ory phenom enon,

in section III,weperform a scaling analysison the stan-

dard deviation ofa new classofobservables,the gener-

alized cum ulativeabsolutereturns.Thisanalysisim plies

power-law correlationswith non-uniqueexponent.In sec-

tion IV the attention isfocused on volatility probability

distribution,com puted from returns data by m eans of

Fourier transform analysis,which turns out to be log-

norm alatleastforNYSE index.In section V som e�nal

rem arkscan be found.

II.C O R R ELA T IO N S FO R R ET U R N S

W e consider the New York Stock Exchange (NYSE)

dailycom positeindex closes(January1966toJune1998)

and theUS Dollar/Deutsch M ark (USD-DM )noon buy-

ing rates certi�ed by the FederalReserve Bank ofNew

York (O ctober1989to Septem ber1998).In the�rstcase

thedatasetcontains8180quotes,in thesecond2264.The

quantity weconsideristhe(de-trended)daily return,de-

�ned as

rt = log
St+ 1

St
� hlog

St+ 1

St
i (1)

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9903334v2


whereSt istheindex quoteortheexchangequoteattim e

t. The tim e trangesfrom 1 to N where N is the total

num berofquotes(8180fortheNYSE index and 2264for

the USD-DM exchangerate).The notation h� iindicates

the averageoverthewhole sequenceofN data.

As pointed outby severalauthors[16{18],the distri-

bution ofreturns is leptokurtic. In [17],it was �rstly

proposed a sym m etricL�evy stabledistribution and m ore

recently in [18]itisargued thatthe distribution isL�evy

stable except for tails, which are approxim ately expo-

nential. The estim ation isthatthe shape ofa G aussian

isrecovered only on longerscales,typically form onthly

returns.

Let us introduce the autocorrelation for returns,de-

�ned as

C (L)= hrtrt+ L i� hrtihrt+ L i : (2)
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FIG .1. Autocorrelation C (L;1)ofjrtj(crosses)asa func-

tion ofthecorrelation length L,com pared with thereturnsau-

tocorrelation C (L)(circles),for:a)NYSE index;b)USD -D M

exchangerate.Thescale if�xed by autocorrelation equalsto

1 at L = 0. The data for absolute returns are in agreem ent

with a power-law with exponent,respectively,�(1)’ 0:38 for

NYSE index and �(1) ’ 0:39 for USD -D M rate,which are

derived by the independentscaling analysis.

A directnum ericalanalysisof(2)fortheNYSE index

(�g. 1a)and forUSD-DM rate (�g. 1b)showsthatre-

turns autocorrelation is a vanishing quantity for allL.

Thissim ple evidence could induce to the wrong conclu-

sion that description is com plete,i.e. returns are i.i.d.

variables whose distribution is a truncated Levy. The

situation is m uch m ore com plicated,in fact,even ifre-

turnsautocorrelation vanishes,onecannotconcludethat

returnsareindependentvariables.Independenceim plies

that allfunctions ofreturns are uncorrelated variables.

This is known to be false,in factvolatility have a long

m em ory. O n the other hand,the daily volatility is not

directly observable,and inform ationsaboutitcan bede-

rived by m eansofabsolutereturnsjrtj.

Itisusefultoconsiderthefollowingautocorrelation for

powersofabsolutereturns

C (L;)= hjrtj

jrt+ L j


i� hjrtj


ihjrt+ L j


i : (3)

This quantity is plotted for  = 1 in �g. 1a (NYSE

index)and in �g. 1b (USD-DM exchange rate). Unlike

returnsautocorrelation,itturnsouttobeanon vanishing

quantity, at least up to L ’ 150 (see [19,20]and the

references therein). This is a clear evidence that it is

not correct to assum e returns as independent random

variables.

O n the otherhand,�gs. 1 cannotgive a satisfactory

answeraboutthe shape ofabsolute returnsautocorrela-

tions.In fact,data show a wide spread com patible with

di�erentscaling hypothesis. In �gs. 1 we have reported

two power-law functionswith exponentsderived by scal-

ing analysis,which willbeperform ed in thenextsection.

Theproposed interpolationsareconsistentwith num eri-

caldata.

III.SC A LIN G A N A LY SIS

In theprevioussection wehaveseen that,consistently

with the e�cient m arkethypothesis,daily returnshave

noautocorrelationson lagslargerthan asingleday.This

factcan bealsocheckedbyusingofscalinganalysis.Con-

siderthecum ulativereturns�t(L),de�ned asthesum of

L successivereturnsrt;:::;rt+ L � 1,divided by L

�t(L)=
1

L

LX

i= 1

rt+ i =
1

L

�

log
St+ L

St
� hlog

St+ 1

St
i

�

: (4)

O ne can de�ne N =L non overlapping variablesofthis

type,and com pute the associated variance V ar(�(L)).

Assum ing thatrt areuncorrelated (orshortrangecorre-

lated),itfollowsthatV ar(�(L))hasa power-law behav-

iorwith exponent� = 1 for large L (see Appendix A),

i.e.

V ar(�(L))� L
� 1

: (5)
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The exponent� both for the NYSE index and USD-

DM exchangem arketturnsoutto be around 1 (see�gs.

2 and also see[21]),con�rm ing thatreturnsareuncorre-

lated.

O n the contrary,this is not true for other quantities

related to absolute returns. In orderto perform the ap-

propriate scaling analysis,let us introduce the general-

ized cum ulativeabsolutereturnsde�ned asthesum ofL

successivereturnsjrtj

;:::;jrt+ L � 1j


,divided by L

�t(L;)=
1

L

LX

i= 1

jrt+ ij


(6)

where  is a realexponent and,again,these quantities

arenotoverlapping.
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FIG .2. Variance V ar(�(L;))� L
� �()

ofthe general-

ized cum ulativeabsolutereturnsasa function ofL on log-log

scalesfor = 1 (crosses)and  = 1:5 (slanting crosses),com -

pared with thevariance V ar(�(L))� L
� �

ofthe cum ulative

returns(circles),for: a)NYSE index;b)USD -D M exchange

rate.Theexponentsofthebest�tstraightlines(dashed lines)

are,respectively:�(1)= 0:377� 0:005,�(1:5)= 0:526� 0:009

and � = 0:98� 0:01 fortheNYSE index;�(1)= 0:393� 0:016,

�(1:5)= 0:445� 0:023 and � = 0:97� 0:01 forthe USD -D M

exchange rate.
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FIG . 3. Scaling exponent �() of the variance

V ar(�(L;)) � L
� �()

as a function of for NYSE index

and USD -D M rate,where the bars represent the errors over

the best �ts. An anom alous scaling (�()< 1) is shown for

both cases.

In appendix A we show thatifthe autocorrelation for

powersofabsolutereturns(3)exhibitsa power-law with

exponent�()� 1 forlargeL,i.e.C (L;)� L� �(),it

would im ply that

V ar(�(L;))� L
� �()

: (7)

O n thecontrary,ifthejrtj

areshort-rangecorrelated

orpower-law correlated with an exponent�()> 1,we

would not detect anom alous scaling in the analysis of

variance,i.e.V ar(�(L;))� L� 1.

O urnum ericalanalysisshowsvery sharply an anom a-

lous power-law behaviour,after a very short transient

tim e,in the range up to one year (L = 250)for NYSE

index (�g. 2a), and up to six m onths (L = 150) for

the USD-DM exchange m arket (�g. 2b). For larger L

thenum berofnon overlappingvariables�(L;)becom es

toosm allforastatisticalanalysis,asrevealed alsoby the

increasinguctuationson varianceV ar(�(L;))asfunc-

tion ofL.Thebest�tstraightlinesareperform ed in the

range,respectively,10 � L � 250 for the NYSE index,

and in the range10� L � 150 forthe USD-DM rate.

The crucialresultisthat�()isnota constantfunc-

tion of,showing the presence ofdi�erent anom alous

scales.Theinterpretation isthatdi�erentvaluesof se-

lectdi�erenttypicaluctuation sizes,any ofthem being

power-law correlated with adi�erentexponent.Thecase

 = 0 corresponds to cum ulative logarithm ofabsolute

returns. Approxim ately,in the region  � 4 the aver-

agesaredom inated by only few events,corresponding to

very large returnsand,therefore,the statisticsbecom es

insu�cient.

In �g.3,�()isplotted asa function of with error

barsforboth cases. In the NYSE index case,the expo-

nent�() exhibits a large spread,reaching an ordinary

3



scaling exponent�()= 1 for  ’ 4. O n the contrary,

theUSD-DM exponentturnsoutto belessvariable,ris-

ing slowly towards�()= 1.

W e would like to stress that the scaling analysis in

�gs. 2 de�nitively proves the power-law behaviour and

precisely determ ine the coe�cients �(),while a direct

analysisofthe autocorrelations(asin �gs.1)would not

haveprovided an analogousclearevidenceform ultiscale

power-law behaviour,since the data show a widespread

com patiblewith di�erentscaling hypothesis.

The anom alous power-law scaling can be eventually

tested againsttheplotofautocorrelations.Forinstance,

the autocorrelationsofrt and ofjrtjare plotted in �gs.

1 asa function ofthe correlation length L,and the full

line,which isin a good agreem entwith the data,isnot

a best �t but it is a power-law whose exponent �(1) is

obtained by the scaling analysisofthe variance.

IV .D IST R IB U T IO N O F V O LA T ILIT Y

Allthe discussion in previous section concerns abso-

lute returns. An obvious question is: ’what is the re-

lation with volatility?’. The answer is not com pletely

trivial,sincefrom an operativepointofview,thevolatil-

ity isoften assum ed to coincidewith theintra-day abso-

lutecum ulativereturn or,alternatively,with theim plied

volatility which can be extracted from option prices.

O urpointofview isthattheexactde�nition ofvolatil-

ity cannot be independent from the theoreticalfram e-

work. Itisusually assum ed thatthe volatility �t is de-

�ned by

rt = �t !t (8)

wherethe!t areidentically distributed random variables

with vanishing averageand unitary variance.The usual

choiceforthe distribution ofthe !t isthe norm alG aus-

sian. Thispicture iscom pleted by assum ing the proba-

bilistic independence between �t and !t.

In otherterm s,thereturnsseriescan beconsidered as

a realization ofa random processbased on a zero m ean

G aussian,with a standard deviation �t thatchangesat

each tim e step. According to the above de�nition,all

the scaling property we have found on absolute returns

directly apply to volatility.

Volatility �t isan hidden variable,sincewecan directly

evaluateonly daily returns.Nevertheless,in appendix B

weshow how to derivethevolatility probability distribu-

tion p(�)starting from thereturnsseries.Thekey point

isto m ovetheproblem in the spaceofthecharacteristic

functions(Fouriertransform s).

The probability distribution p(�) is plotted in �g. 4,

both for the NYSE index and the USD-DM exchange

rate. The results corresponding to extrem e values of

volatility (� ’ 0 and � ’ 0:02) are not con�dent due

to insu�cientstatistics.

30
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0 0.005 0.01 0.015 0.02

NYSE

USD - DMp(σ )

σ

FIG .4. Probability distribution p(�) of volatility for

NYSE index (circles) and USD -D M exchange rate (crosses),

�tted by log-norm al distributions (9) with, respectively,

m = � 4:94 � 0:01 and s = 0:44 � 0:01 for the NYSE in-

dex (�t perform ed in the range 0:0035 � � � 0:01), and

m = � 5:27� 0:01 and s = 0:54� 0:01 forthe USD -D M rate

(�trange 0:0025 � � � 0:005).

The astonishing factisthatNYSE volatility distribu-

tion iswell�tted by a log-norm aldistribution [20,22]

p(�)=
1

p
2� s �

e
�

1

2(
log � � m

s
)
2

: (9)

The �t is perform ed in the range 0:0035 � � � 0:01

and givesm = � 4:94� 0:01 and s = 0:44� 0:01,while

the USD-DM volatility distribution is consistentwith a

log-norm aldistribution with m = � 5:27� 0:01 and s =

0:54� 0:01only in a narrow region around them axim um

(0:0025� � � 0:005).

This unexpected log-norm alshape for the volatility

distribution suggests the existence of som e underling

m ultiplicativeprocessforvolatility,atleastfortheNYSE

index.Thisresultim pliesthatnotonly indicespricesare

m ultiplicativeprocesses,butalso the associated returns.

O n the other hand, the USD-DM rate analysis m ight

be a�ectby insu�cientstatistics problem s,which leads

to an over-estim ation of distribution tailin the range

� ’ 0:01. Under this hypothesis, a log-norm alshape

could be consistent with the USD-DM volatility distri-

bution,and an underling m ultiplicativeprocessm ightbe

presentalso forforeign exchangereturns.

A possibleand reasonabletentativeto explain thispe-

culiar behaviour for the volatility distribution can be

found in [23],where a m ultiplicative cascade processfor

volatility is proposed,borrowing well-known argum ents

from turbulence theory.
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V .C O N C LU SIO N S

The �rst result we have found is that the scaling of

varianceofthegeneralized cum ulativeabsolutereturnsis

power-law with non-uniqueexponent,forboth theNYSE

daily index and the USD-DM exchange rate. This fact

im plies power-law correlationswhose exponentdepends

on thevariablewhich isconsidered.Them ain theoretical

consequenceisthatm odelswith exponentialcorrelations,

like ARCH-G ARCH,failsin describing the dynam icsof

�nancialm arkets,and that new m odels should account

forthe coexistenceoflong m em ory with di�erentscales.

The second resultisthatvolatility distribution islog-

norm al,atleastforNYSE index.Thisfactsuggeststhat

volatility itselfevolvesasa m ultiplicativeprocess.

These two results show the existence ofan underling

processthatdrivesdaily returns,and indicatesthatnew

m odelizationsof�nancialm arketshavetolooktoreturns

asa subordinateprocessofvolatility.
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A P P EN D IX A

In this appendix we show that if the correlations

C (L;)exhibita long rangem em ory,C (L;)� L� �(),

then alsothevarianceV ar(�(L;))ofthegeneralized cu-

m ulative absolute returnsbehavesatlargeL asL� �().

The explicitexpression ofvarianceis

V ar(�(L;))=
1

L2

LX

i= 1

LX

j= 1

hjrt+ ij

jrt+ jj


i� hjrt+ ij


ihjrt+ jj


i:

Taking into accountthatrt isa stationary process,and

using the de�nition ofC (L;)(3),onehas:

V ar(�(L;))=
1

L
C (0;)+

2

L2

X

L � i> j� 1

C (i� j;)

where

C (0;)= hjrtj
2
i� hjrtj


i
2
:

The previousexpression can be rewritten as

V ar(�(L;))=
1

L
C (0;)+

2

L2

L � 1X

i= 1

(L � i)C (i;):

UnderthehypothesisC (L;)� L� �(),onehasforlarge

L

2

L2

L � 1X

i= 1

(L � i)C (i;)� L
� �()

which leadsto

V ar(�(L;))= O (L� 1)+ O (L� �()):

Forourdata �()� 1,and then

V ar(�(L;))� L
� �()

:

O n the contrary,if �() > 1 or worst, correlations

exhibit a faster decay,the variance V ar(�(L;)) would

be a power-law with scaling exponentequalsto 1.

A sim ilar sketch can be repeated for the cum ulative

returns �(L). In this case since correlation has a fast

decay,wehave

V ar(�(L;))� L
� 1

:

A P P EN D IX B

Letusintroducethe variablesR t;St;W t,de�ned as

R t = logjrtj

St = log�t
W t = logj!tj

which arerelated am ong them by virtueof(8)by

R t = St+ W t :

Fortheassociated probability distributions(respectively

Q (R );P (S);T(W ))the following relation holds

Q (R )=

Z + 1

� 1

dS P (S)T(R � S) : (10)

The distribution P (S) retains full inform ation on the

volatility probability distribution p(�), since p(�) =

P (log�)=�.

In order to derive from (10) an explicit expression

for P (S), it is convenient to consider the characteris-

tic functions (Fourier transform s) ~Q (~R );~P (~S);~T(~W ) of

Q (R );P (S);T(W ).In fact,thefollowing sim plerelation

holds

~Q (~S)= ~P (~S)~T(~S)

and the inverseFouriertransform gives

P (S)=
1

2�

Z + 1

� 1

d~S
~Q (~S)

~T(~S)
eiS

~S
:

Noticethat ~Q (~S)and ~T(~S)arecom plex objects,butwe

m ay consider only the realpart ofthe integrand,since

the resultofthe integration hasto be real

P (S)=
1

2�

Z + 1

� 1

d~S Re

"
~Q (~S)

~T(~S)
eiS

~S

#

(11)
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where

Re

"
~Q (~S)

~T(~S)
eiS

~S

#

=

�

Re~Q Re~T + Im ~Q Im ~T

�

cos(S ~S)

(Re~T)2 + (Im ~T)2
+

+

�

Re~Q Im ~T � Im ~Q Re~T

�

sin(S ~S)

(Re~T)2 + (Im ~T)2
:

From a practicalpoint ofview,Re~Q (~S) and Im ~Q (~S)

can be directly com puted from the returnsseries

Re~Q (~S)=

Z + 1

� 1

dR Q (R ) cos(~SR ) ’
1

N

NX

t= 1

cos(~SR t)

Im ~Q (~S)=

Z + 1

� 1

dR Q (R ) sin(~SR ) ’
1

N

NX

t= 1

sin(~SR t) :

The Fourier transform s Re~T(~S) and Im ~T(~S) can be

evaluated num erically starting from theirde�nitions:

Re~T(~S)=

Z + 1

� 1

dR T(R ) cos(~SR )

Im ~T(~S)=

Z + 1

� 1

dR T(R ) sin(~SR )

where

T(R )=

r

2

�
eR �

1

2
e
2R

:

Finally,theprobabilitydistribution P (S),and then p(�),

can becom puted via thenum ericalevaluation ofintegral

(11).

Thekey step ofthisprocedureisthenum ericalinverse

Fouriertransform ,thereforethedelicatepointistheeval-

uation ofthe tails ofthe probability distribution P (S),

wherethelim ited num berofdata leadsto spuriousuc-

tuations.
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