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Abstract: This dissertation reports work where physics methods apliegbto financial and economical
problems. Some material in this thesis is based poblished papersi[IL} 2, 3] which divide this study into two
parts. The first part studies stock market data (chapter L fohe second part is devoted to personal income in
the USA (chapter 6).

We first study the probability distribution of stock returmtsmesoscopic time lags (return horizons) ranging
from about an hour to about a month. While at shorter micnoisctime lags the distribution has power-law
tails, for mesoscopic times the bulk of the distribution (enthan 99% of the probability) follows an exponential
law. The slope of the exponential function is determinedHh®y tariance of returns, which increases propor-
tionally to the time lag. At longer times, the exponential/leontinuously evolves into Gaussian distribution.
The exponential-to-Gaussian crossover is well descrilyethé analytical solution of the Heston model with
stochastic volatility.

After characterizing the stock returns at mesoscopic tags,lwe study the subordination hypothesis with one
year of intraday data. We verify that the integrated vatstiV; constructed from the number of trades process
can be used as a subordinator for a driftless Brownian motifinis subordination will be able to describe
~ 85% of the stock returns for intraday time lags that startzat hour but are shorter than one day (upper time
limit is restricted by the short data span of one year). We st®w that the Heston model can be constructed by
subordinating a Brownian motion with the CIR process. Hynale show that the CIR process describes well
enough the empirical; process, such that the corresponding Heston model is ablestibe the log-returns
x: process, with approximately the maximum quality that tHeosdination allows 0% — 85%).

Finally, we study the time evolution of the personal inconsgribution. We find that the personal income
distribution in the USA has a well-defined two-income-classicture. The majority of population (97-99%)
belongs to the lower income class characterized by the exji@h Boltzmann-Gibbs (“thermal”) distribution,
whereas the higher income class (1-3% of population) hagetd®power-law (“superthermal”) distribution.
By analyzing income data for 1983—2001, we show that therfitla#’ part is stationary in time, save for a
gradual increase of the effective temperature, whereasthperthermal” tail swells and shrinks following the
stock market. We discuss the concept of equilibrium indtyuil a society, based on the principle of maximal
entropy, and quantitatively show that it applies to the mgjof population.
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assets. Today asset log-returns that follow Brownian motio  In 1993 Heston|[48] introduced an exactly solvable stochas-

for all return horizong are considered an exception. tic volatility model that is also a limit process for the
In his pioneering work, Mandelbrot introduced, as an alter-GARCH(1,1) modell[47]. The Heston model become widely

native model for stock returns, the stable Lévy distribnti  used for option pricing and in the study of asset returns. We

This distribution has the drawback that it can present itgfini use a modified version of the Heston model as developed in

variance. Despite the unwanted mathematical propertas thRef. [49] to describe the general shape of probability dgnsi

such a process presents, it was not founded into economicglistribution (PDF) for the log-returns and the time evaiuti

reasoning. Inl973 Clark [26] proposed, as an alternative to of such PDF.

Mandelbrot’s model, to use subordination/[27] to consttiiet

distribution of assets returns. Subordination has a diireih-

cial implication, it can be liked with financial informaticar- B. Outlineof the dissertation
rival. Clark suggests that prices react to financial infafora
and that if this financial information is taken into accouhg The outline of this thesis is as follows. In chagi@r II, we

gaussian random walk is recovered. He showed that the infofptroduce the Heston model for stock returns as developed
mation arrival can be captured by volume of trades and that ify Refs, [2,[4b]. We summarize the procedure for finding

one takes returns conditional on the volume, these should Bge closed form solution of the probability distributior fhe

Gaussian. ~ log-returns, starting from the correlated stochasticedéhtial
Note that in fact, Mandelbrot and Clark do not contradictequations as given in Refl_[49]. We also introduce subordi-

themselves, as Clark first implied. Mandelbrot's Lévy sta-nation and show how to construct the Heston model using a
ble distribution can also be constructed by subordination, Cox-Ingersoll-Ross (CIR) subordinatbr[71].

one chooses the right subordinator for the Brownian motion. |p chaptefIl, we present the data we use in this thesis.
Therefore, the problem is reduced to finding the right suborspie show the typical features of the stock data and how we
dinator if one accepts the subordination hypothesis. constructed such data.

In physics, the concept of subordination can be found in |n chaptefI¥, we study the time evolution of the empiri-
the construction of non-Shannon entropies, in the limitef t  cal distribution function (EDF) for the stock returns at mes
continuous-time random walk, in interface growth modets an scopic time lags (1 hour < t < 20 days). We show that in
other statistical mechanical problerns [2§,129,/301. 31, BB the short-time limit << 1/, the EDF progressively tends to
mathematical- “physical” idea of subordination is thathiet  the double exponential distribution and for the long-tiimnit
stochastic process is analyzed at the correct referencefra ¢+ > 1/~, the EDFs progressively tends towards a Gaussian,
it will always look like a simple gaussian diffusion. Buts&  wherel/ is the characteristic time for such limits. Further-
we are dealing with stochastic processes, the referene@fra more, we show that the Heston model introduced in chépter Il
is moving randomly as well; just enough for the actual preces presents these fundamental features.
in observation to be described by Brownian motion. For fur- |n chapteEW, we study the hypothesis of subordination. We
ther mathematical development of subordination, seewmecti first start by pointing out the effect of the discrete natufratn
va solute price changes in the log-returns. Thereafter, wigwver

After Clark, the concept of subordination has been extenthe subordination hypothesis using both tick-by-tick détes
sively used to construct asset return models [33] 34, 35, 36Hata records all trades in a given day, see chapler Il1) als wel
Most recently a series of studies have used high-frequencyss minutes log-returns and number of trades (ticks) data. We
data to verify Clark’s subordination hypothesis by either a find that if we use the integrated variandg)( which is pro-
suming that the volume._[38.139] or the trading activity (num- portional to the number of trade®V(), as our subordinator,
ber of trades) [4(. 41] is responsible for price change®rtr  we are able to explain approximately the ceng of the
evidence is found for both; nonetheless number of trades afprobability distribution for the log-returns; betweenl hour
pears better suited, since it has been extensively testesl fo and1 day. Finally, we show the quality of modelling the sub-
large number of companies [41]. ordinatorV; with the CIR process introduced in sectionv C

Contemporary to Clark, a series of empirical studies indi-and discuss the implication of such model for the log-return
cated that the variancedriance = volatility?) of stock re- ;.
turns is not constant (seke_[43] and references therein)s Thi The last chapter of this thesis presents work on the time
resulted in models for stock returns such as Engle’s ARCHevolution of the distribution of income. We show the evolu-
and Bollerslev’s GARCH that attempted to account for thetion of the distribution of personal income in the Unitedt8sa
changing variance in the assets returns by modelling both ifrom 1983 to 2001. We show that the bulk of the distribution
a discrete framework_[44]. At the same time, models with(excluding very small income and very large income), is de-
stochastic volatility were introduced. These models generscribed by the Exponential distribution with average ineom
ally assume a mean reverting continuous stochastic differe changing from year to year in approximately the same rate as
tial equation for the volatilityl[45, 4€, 48, 67]. Notice tha inflation. We conclude that the inflation-discounted income
stochastic volatility models, GARCH and subordinatiore ar of the majority of the population is approximately the same
not entirely orthogonal to each other. Stochastic votgtili throughouttime and therefore well approximated by a system
models can also be constructed by subordinatian [37] (see al in thermal equilibrium. We also show that the 8% earn-
sectiorf.@) or as limits of discrete GARCH type models [47]. ers have income that changes over time even when inflation



4

is accounted for. This chapter is self contained and does not In order to solve[{l) and12) together withl (3), we first

require any other part of the thesis to be read. change variables from stock pri¢g to mean removed (de-
mean) log-retur; = In(S;/So) — pt @). All further results
and solutions are constructed for the demean log-retyrn

II. HESTON MODEL FOR ASSET RETURNS which we will simply refer to as log-return or return:
The Heston model was intr_oduced_ _by Heston [48]_ and be- day = _Yt + \/U—tth(l). (4)
longs to the class of stochastic volatility models, whickiéha 2

rgceiyed agreat.deal pf atte!'ltion i.n_the financial literagpe- After performing the change of variables from price to re-

cially in connection with option pricing [45]. turn, we solve the Fokker-Planck equatibh (5) [62] impligd b
Empirical verification of the Heston model was done forSDEs [2) and4), for the transition probabiliy(z, v | v;) to

both stocks|[1112, 49, 63, 64] and optionsl[46] 63, 166, 67]finq the return: and the volatilitys at timet given the initial

and good agreement with the data has been found in the$gmean log-returm = 0 and variance; at¢ — 0. For sim-

studies. The version of the Heston model for stock retumnsjiciry we drop the explicit time dependence notation foe t

used in{[l| 2| 49], as well as in this thesis, was modified fromreturnSrt and call theme.

the original solution by Heston and has evolved into a diffier

formula with 3 parameters. One parameter for the variance

(6), one parameter representing the characteristic retaxati 9 , _ 9 (" 5 10 5
time to the Gaussian distributiot (y) and another that gives 0t v (= 6)F]+ 2 0x (vP) ©)
the general shape of the curve)( 0? 1 0% K2 0?

The outline of this chapter is as follows. First, we present TR (vP) + 5@(“” + 7ﬁ(vp)'

the modified Heston model used in this work by showing its . . )
evolution from solving the related stochastic differergigua- 1€ general analytical solution di (5) fét; (=, v | v;) with
tions (SDE). Thereafter, we introduce subordination and wdnitial condition Pi—o(z, v[ v;) = 6(x)é(v — v;) can be found
show the development of the modified Heston model througl? taking a Fourier transform— > p, and a Laplace trans-

subordination. formv— > p, (seel[48] for details),
o0 d
A. Heston model-SDE and symmetrization Py(z|vi) = /dv Pi(z,v|v;) = / %ewzwﬁt,pw 0v),
0
The formal way of presenting the Heston model is given by (6)
two stochastic differential equations (SDE), one for tloekt  where the hidden variable is integrated out, s@, = 0.
price.S; and another for the varianee. Therefore we have
1) T Dy iy w—p, —PRiP
S, = Sy dt + 01,8, dw (1) Pux|vi) = / e et
oo 2T
@ ~ 672%29 ln(cosh %4»&—1; sinh %)Jr%gt ) (7)
dve = —y(ve — 0) dt + Kk/ve AW, (2)
where
where the subscrigtindicates time dependengejs the drift ,
parameteriV" andW® are standard random Wiener pro- I'=y+iprpa (8)
cessesy; is the time-dependent volatility and = o7 is the
variance. In general, the Wiener procesdln (2) may be corre-
lated with the Wiener process i (1): Q= /T2 +K2(p2 —ip,). (9)
th@) _ Pth(l) ++/1- p2dz, 3) The marginal probability density’;(z | v;) could then be

compared to empirical stock returns directly. Nevertrgles
has to be treated as an extra parameter. In order to avojd this

p € [~1,1] is the correlation coefficient. Note thall (1) and we assume that; has the stationary distribution of the CIR

@) are well known in finance. These represent, respectivel;ftOCh"’IStIC differential equatio (). (v),

the log-normal geometric Brownian motion stock process in-

troduced by Renery, Osborne and Samuelsoh [19] (used by a® -1 w0 276
Black-Melton-Scholes (BMS) [63, 70] for option pricing. Se L (v) = T(a) 6 € ; =3
Ref. |69] for a practical application of BMS to physics) and

the Cox-Ingersoll-Ross (CIR) mean-reverting SDE firstantr Using equatior[{Jl0) we arrive at the probability distrilouti

duced for interest rate models [71] 72]. of the demean log-return®(z),

where Z; is a Wiener process independent Wt(l), and

(10)
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where the final solution is 7005 0 0?ai 0
« .
N Fi(ps) = 5 aln [cosh 5 + 50 sinh 5 (20)
Pi(z) = % / dpy eP=rtFe(pz) (12) t=nt, a=2y0/kK?
- L+ (par/7)?, of = (a%) = bt. (21)
with
We have expressed the original Heston model for the prob-
Fy(ps) = 70 It (13) ability density of log-returng, in a highly symmetrical form
K2 with three parameterd], o and~. The parametef can
B 2L91 b 9 n 02 -T2+ 29T b i be found by calculating the variance of demean log-returns
e 27§ ST o? = (x?) = 6t @) of P,(x) (IT). The remaining two pa-
rametersq and~, are responsible for the general shape of the
where as before curve and the relaxation rate & (x) to a Gaussian distribu-
tion [2,149]. The parameter is also responsible to define the
I'=v+ipkps (14)  analyticity at zero return. Ifv = 1, value used in this thesis,
the short-time-limit is a double exponential distributi(see
and next subsection). This distribution is not analytical ataze
- 5 S but becomes when time progresses. &or 1 the distribu-
Q= T2+ K2 (p2 — ipa). (15 tion is always analytical with a center that is Gaussian and

whena < 1 the distribution starts non-analytic at zero (going
to zero as a power-law with exponeit — 1 [49]) and then
evolves into a analytic distribution with Gaussian center.
Notice that the average for the log-returnfrom equa-
ion (@) is(z) = 0. This average is not consistent with
SDE [@), but with the simplifiediz; = ,/;dW,"), where
e drift termv,/2 is set to zero. Therefore; in equation

The operation of removing the initial volatility dependenc
of the marginal probability density;(z | v;) using equation
(@) was first introduced in Refl_[49]. This removes an ad-
ditional degree of freedom and therefore simplifies the finak
marginal probability density.

In order to further simplify the original Heston model, we
assume that equationBl (1) arid (2) are uncorrelated. Th i
amounts in taking = 0 in expression[[3). This approxi- ) does only approx[matlely represent demean log-returns
mation was shown to be acceptable for some companies al‘ﬁi_j/én(st/so) _2/“' This d'ﬁgr.ence arses becquse we took
indexes in the US markef [, 2.149] but might not be good for® /- ~ 1 andp; + 1/4 &~ p in equation[[I7) in order to
different markets [64] or for option pricin@ [45.148]. derive equatiori{20). _ _

In order to arrive at the probability density function used 1he log-returns: in equation[1B) can be exactly given by
in this work, we need to further simplify the equation for © = {7(S5:/:S0) — ut — w(t), where the extra termy(t), re-

Pi(z, p = 0) @A) into a zero skew symmetrical function. moves the non zero averagewot= In(S:/.So) — pt.
We replace in[12p, — p, +i/2 andp = 0 to find The extra termw(t) arises because the average of the stock
price at timet needs to be given by only. Hence
Pi(z) = e~ T/2 I d’ﬁ P2+ Fi(pa) (16)
e L 27 ’ (St) = Soet" (1), (1) =1, (22)
wherea = 2v0/k?, whereY; is the stochastic process
ay QO QP+42 Ot et t—In(<eXt>)+X
= = = S; = Sg——— = Spet t
Fi(ps) 5 al [co h 5 + 70 sinh 5 | a7 t s on 0e

= w(t) = —In(< e >)
xp = In(Sy) — In(So) — pt = Xy + w(t)
Q=2+ r2(p2 +1/4) = v/1 +p2(k2/42). (18) =Y = Xy +w(t). (23)

and

Finally, we drop thee=*/2 term in [I8). Notice that both Empirically, the correction representeddyt) or by work-
takinge /2 ~ 1 andp? + 1/4 ~ p2 are needed to produce a ing with equation[[T6) instead of equatidi}(19) is small, and
new characteristic functioe™ (=) that correctly goes to unity it can be safely neglected. We choose to work with=
whenp, = 0. The final functional form fol?,(x) is In(S:/So) — ut — w(t), and we calkz in (I3) the log-return.



1. Short and long time limits of the Heston model NIG is part of the wide class of Lévy pure jump models
[33], and the fact that it is recovered as a limit of the simpli

The short time lag limit of the modified Heston modgll(19) fied Heston stochastic volatility mod€[{19), is anothersmn
can be found by assuminy < 2 in expression{7). We also dquence of .th(.-'.' randomization of. Notice tha.t if we take the
takep = 0 andip, — 0, since we interested in the short- long time I|m|_t bef_ore the random|_zat|on_m‘ in the full He-
time-limit of the symmetric modified Heston model of equa- Ston model given in Eq[17), we will not find NIG as the long
tion (I9). When taking the limi©2t < 2 in (@), the resulting ~ time limit. o .

PDF is the Fourier inverse of the characteristic functiomof  The central limittheorem can be invoked for NIG and there-
Gaussian with random varianegand zero drift. Since; isa  fore for Hestonl[15, 27, 3%, 49]. Thatis, as time progresses,

Gamma random variable with distributid@]10), the final ehar the distribution?; () of returnsz will become increasingly
acteristic function for the short-time-limit distributioof the =~ Gaussian. The characteristic time scale for the central lim

modified Heston model is theorem to actisy = 2/(a~y). Fort > t, the probability dis-
tribution is essentially Normal with mean zero and variance
ot.
5 > —vipwt 0tps . Notice that for long time lags there are two characteristic
Fi(p.) _/0 dvie™= 1L (vi) = (145757 (28 fime limits. Heston tends to NIG for timess 1/~ and then

S _ NIG tends to a Normal distribution for timgs>> 1/axy. If
The probability distribution can be found analytically[[49 > 1, NIG and Heston regimes can not be effectively dis-

as tinguished. It is only in the case < 1, that there will be a
distinguished NIG regime.

ol-a [ In summary, the most important limits fd?,(x) that we

Pi(x) = () 1/% ya‘l/QKa,l/Q( ), (25) use in this study are: Exponential {if= 1) at short time lags

and Gaussian at long time lags,
whereK is the modified Bessel function and

2
y=y/ o, (26)

For o = 1, we recover the Laplace (symmetrical double
exponential) distribution

exp(—x2/20t), vt > 1.

Pi(z) { exp(—|x[y/2/6t), gzvt <1, 29)

B. Heston model and subordination

Subordinationis a form of randomization in which one con-
structs a new probability distribution, by assuming one or

Py(x) = ey Y= 20012 27) more parameters of the original probability distributionbie
V26t ot random [2/7],
Notice that the short time limit is not a Gaussian with vari- -
ancev;, only because of the assumed randomizatian 4). Prew(y, 2) = / d9P(y,0)Q(6, ). (30)
Therefore, this randomization has substantial effecterith- —oo
iting distributions, which can be checked empirically [8h{- o
pirical results will be presented in chapi&d IV). In the case of subordination, a Markov procéssN)

The long time lag limit for the modified Heston model S randomized by introducing a non-negative procss),
can be found by taking the limfet > 2 in the characteristic called a randomized operational time. The resulting proces

function [20). The resulting characteristic function is Y(N(t)) does not need to be Markovian in general [27]. We
restrict ourselves to subordination of a Brownian motiothwi

drift 6 and standard deviation @1). We also assume in what
o _ ipemy _ S (1—4/1+a2p2 2.2 follows, thatt is time lag in usual units of time, unless oth-
Pilpe) = (e77) = ( )’ To = K[y (28) erwise indicated. The probability densify(y) for the time
The characteristic function in equatidal28) is the characchanged Brownian motiok (V) can be written
teristic function for the zero skew Normal Inverse Gaussian
(NIG) model. NIG was first introduced by Barndorff-Nielsen oo 1
to describe the distribution of sand particles sizes [78]aas Pi(y) = / AN —=—=—=e¢
subsequently used in other physical problems such as turbu- 0 2mo=N

lence [71—] |n1995, Barndorff-Nielsen also introduced NIG The moments of a Brownian subordinated process are re-

for stock returnsi[35]. NIG can also be obtained as a limitjated to the moments of the subordinator. If we #é&y) in
of the Generalized HyperbOIiC distribution __3 3, 75], as el m), the first moments can be calculated as

as by subordinating a Brownian motion to the inverse gaus-
sian distribution{[33] (next section will introduce the &ef
subordination). (y) =6(N)n (32)

—(w—oN)2

v P(N). (31
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t 02 +1
Fg(pvt):%—aln cosh;—i— 50

t=nt, a=2v0/k>, Q=+/1+2(k/7)py,. (39)

The only difference between the characteristic exponent
((y— (W) = 30%0(N — (N)n)*)n +60*(N —(N)n)*)n  @8) and the characteristic exponent for the Heston mad®! (2
(34) isinQ, wherepy, replaceg? /2 as the Laplace variable for

sinh% (38)
((y = (y)*) = *(N)ny + (N = (N)n)*)n  (33)

Vi.
4 4 9 9 The first and second moments for the integrated CIR pro-
((y = (W)*) = 30" (((N = (N)~n)" )~ + (N)¥) + cess[(3B) are
66%0° (((N — (N)n)*)w +

NIN((N — (N)n)? O (N — (N)n)* 35

(N)N(N = (N)n)")n) + (N = (N)n)")n, (35) W) = ot (40)
where() refers to taking the expected value &g refers to 202
taking the expected value with respecffo The timet depen- (Ve = (Vi))?) = W(e—vt —1+9t).  (41)

dence of the moments a&f are given by the moments of the

randomizeql operational tim&. Furthermore, even though The time dependence of the varianEgl (41) shows that the
the subordinator has odd moments, odd moments in the rg|R process is not independent and identically distributed
sulting proces%” are only different from zero, if the Gaussian (IID). That is expected since we have a mean reverting SDE
in equation[(3) has a drift # 0. For the present work, we @) for the instantaneous varianegwith exponential relax-
assume that the odd moments are all zero since the empiricgfion to the mearl [62, 71 72].

probability distribution of log-returns are quite well deibed We have shown that subordinating a zero drift gaussian to

by zero skew probability distributions and because we workpo integrated’;, given by equatior{37) is equivalent to solv-

Witlmbe_ﬁ” 3_9rt°_ge'f[w”’5 (2]. By ?f;lt’r?“”g zero odd Torq_eh”tﬁ]g for the transition probability densities for the unedated
probability distribution, we simpli e even moments. € o . B (1)
second and fourth moments férdepend only on the first and (p = 0in equation[[B)) system of SDE&:; = \/v;dIW;

second moments of the subordinati(B335). anddv, = —y(ve — 0)dt + “\/U_tdwt(Q)@)- However, itis not

In the case of the modified Heston modell(19), the suborclear how to use subordma‘uon in order to produce a stoichast
dination takes the following terms. We assume that the logProcess that is equivalent to the correlated 0) system of
returnsz follow a Brownian motion with zero drift and vari- SDEs [37].
anceV;. The variancé/; is our “random operational time”,
since it changes randomly. We will show in chagdiér V that

the variancéd/; can be estimated (at least partially) using the I1l.  GENERAL CHARACTERISTICS OF THE DATA AND
number of tradesV, that occur in a the time interval The METHODS
varianceV; is then a constant times;, V; = o2 N;.

The variancé is given byV; = fg dswvs, where the in- We use 2 databases for this study. Daily closing prices

stantaneous varianeg appearing in the SDHEX2) is integrated are downloaded from Yahoo_[50] and intraday data is con-
in the intervald — ¢. For this reasonV; is also know as in-  structed using the TAQ database from the NYSE [51]. The
tegrated variance. The Laplace transform for the condition TAQ database records every transaction that occurred in the
probability densityP; (V;| v;) is analytically knownl([33,_71]. market (tick-by-tick data), where the average number ofsra
Therefore, subordination becomes a useful tool to construactions in a day for a highly traded stock, such as Intel, is
asset models with stochastic variance having the CIR psoce20000 (from 1993 to 2001). That is equivalent, in terms of

as a subordinator [37]. data quantity, to approximateiyr years of daily data.
The Laplace transform of the subordinator of the modified Our data has the time that the transaction occurred, the pric
Heston model{20) can be read off immediately, the transaction was realized and the volume of the tramsacti

(number of shares that exchanged hands). The TAQ database
R } ~ o0 2y, does not account for splits or dividends whereas Yahoo gives
P(p,) = (") = P(p,) = / dVie~ "7 P(V;) (36) the prices corrected for splits and dividends. However we
0 do need to correct for splits and dividends because the TAQ
where the integral with respect i defines a Laplace trans- database is used only when constructing intraday retuims. T
form of the probability density?(V;), for which the Laplace splits and dividends are realized overnight and therefdlle w

conjugated variable is calculatedzgy/2. Therefore we arrive N0t Show up if we calculate intraday returns.
at After downloading the TAQ data, we remove any trade that

is recorded as an error and also restrict the data to tradés th
took place inside the conventiortab hours trading day from
+2o 9:30 AM to 4: 00 PM. Any trade that happen befadde30 AM
P(W) = / dpv, ePvitFelpv) (37)  and after4: 00 PM is ignored. We choose to restrict to busi-
rd ness hours because we want our data set to agree with Yahoo
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FIG. 1: Intraday stock price and number of trades constdufrtam FIG. 2: Cumulative number of trades and return fro®93 to 2001
the TAQ database at eachminute interval from Thursday, 2nd for Intel. The increase of the cumulative number of tradelicate
of January 1997 to Thursday 9th of January 1997 for Intel éupp that the parameters describing the stock are changing.

panel). Volume of trades during each day is shown in the Ipaael.
Days are separated by an effective overnight time intehailis con-
structed from the data, such that the open-to-close vaiand the _
close-to-close variance of the log-returns follow the same line 1200
(see Figh).

INTC, 1997
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f(T) = 0.0069326T2 - 3.0351T + 440.5032
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daily data in the limit of one day that is defined from the open
bell (9: 30 AM) to close bell ¢: 00 PM).

We define as the daily open price, the price of the first trade
that happened after or at30 AM. We also define the daily
close price, the price of the trade that happened right befor
at4: 00 PM. A typical time series for intraday prices, number
of trades and volumes fdr particular week is shown in Fig.

@
o
o

N
o
o

Average number of ticks in 5 min,

N

o

o
T

. % 50 _100 150 200 250 300 350
Notice that the intraday volume and trading activity (num- Time in minutes from 9:30 AM to 4.00 PM

ber of trades) can be well described by a parabola (Hg. 3)G. 3: Average number of trades (ticks) in a given periodhaf t
This typical intraday patterr_[52, 53] has also been foundjay. The error bars represent the volatility. The red satiel gives
for high-frequency volatility proxies, such as the root mea the best fit parabola to the average number of trades. Saraefyp
square return for all ticks that happen in a certain inteofal pattern is found for absolute returnsi[54] and volume.

time |54,155] 56| 57, 58, 59]. The statistics for such a patter

for the number of trades of Intel in the yeE97 is shown in
Fig.[3. Notice that the probability density for differentfsof  the probability density for the returns, volume and numbfer o
the day will clearly have different widths and averages.réhe trades is only approximately stationary throughout thegea
fore, mixing all parts of the day will resultin a wider problab  When studying returns (chapferllV), we assume the data as
ity density for number of trades and other intraday quagtiti  stationary, and we take data frari93 to 1999. When study-
[53]. We do not study the consequences of such a mixture, Wiag subordination using the number of trades (chdpter V), we
only are careful to work with intraday time lags that divide reduce the non-stationary effect of the data by working with
equally all dayl[2]. In such a way, all parts of the daily trend one year of data.
are equally represented. Since we are working with prices |y order to study intraday returns, we construct from the
quoted at every minutes (Five minutes close prices) and thetjck-py-tick data,5 minutes close prices. THeminute close
day from open to close has onf such intervals, we work price is defined in analogy with the day close price. The 5
with returns that are = 5,10, 15, 30, 65, 130,195,390 min- minytes volume ( or number of trades (ticks)) is the sum of
utes long. all traded volume ( or number of trades (ticks)) ifi minutes
Another important characteristic of daily and intradayadat interval.
is shown in Fig.[P. The cumulative number of trades from \yhen constructing intraday returns time series, we do not
1993 to 2001 (ZZ&?%}ZBS@, N;) increase almost exponen- include nights or weekends. Effectively our largest intyad
tially. The behavior of the commutative number of tradesreturn is from open to close (time lag of 390 min = 6.5 hours).
shows that the average number of trades change from year focommon procedure, not adopted here, is to assume the open
year. The same type of behavior is found for the square of thef the next day as the close of the present day|[60, 61]. This
demean log-returns (the variance of the returns). Thesefor will include returns that are effectively overnight, whare



. Wt IV. MESOSCOPIC RETURNS
— x with overnight N\
-~ x without overnight )

)

|
i
T

1:05 hours

(1N
(=]

The actual observed empirical probability distributiondu
tions (EDFs) for different assets have been extensively-stu
ied in recent years [1, 15,149,160/ 61 64, [74,178,.7D] 80, 81].
We focus here on the EDFs of the returns of individual large
American companies from 1993 to 1999, a period without ma-
jor market disturbances. By ‘return’ we always mean ‘log-
return’, the difference of the logarithms of prices at twadis
separated by a time lag

The time lagt is an important parameter: the EDFs evolve

; ) with this parameter. At micro lags (typically shorter thareo
)0s 003 00z ool 6 001 bz 003 004 hour), effects such as the discreteness of prices and @ransa
bog-retum. x tion times, correlations between successive transagtans
FIG. 4: Cumulative density function for the positive and atiege ~ fluctuations in trading rates become important (for diseret
log-returns of Intel. Log-returns constructed includingemight — ness effects see chapiar V)[15} 16]. Power-law tails of EDFs
time lags (solid lines) show higher probability of largeurets than  in this regime have been much discussed in the literature be-
log-returns that do notinclude overnight time lags (dadimes). We  fore |60, 61]. At ‘meso’ time lags (typically from an hour to
cho_ose not to include overnight time lags in our intradaymetime g month), continuum approximations can be made, and some
series. sort of diffusion process is plausible, eventually leading
normal Gaussian distribution. On the other hand, at ‘macro’
time lags, the changes in the mean market drifts and macroe-
trades are present. The result of such practice is illestret ~ conomic ‘convection’ effects can become important, so sim-
Fig.@. Clearly, the tails of the distribution of returnslinding ~ Ple results are less likely to be obtained. The boundaries be
overnight time lags are considerably enhanced, if comparefiveen these domains to an extent depend on the stock, the
with the distribution of intraday returns that do not inctud market where it is traded, and the epoch. The micro-meso
overnight time lags. boundary can be defined as the time lag above which power-

. o . law tails constitute a very small part of the EDF. The meso-
When working with high-frequency (intraday) data record- macro boundary is more tentative, since statistical ddtmat

ing errors are inevitable. In order to remove errors in the

. . ; . . time lags become sparse.
tick-by-tick data as well as our minutes close time series, The first result is that we extend to meso time lags a stvlized
created from the tick-by-tick data, we use Yahoo database ! it we ex ! 9 yiz

our benchmark. We assume that the daily Yahoo databai%cmzll] known since the 19th centuty [82] (quotedlid [19])

does not have errors. Our filtering technique consists 0}Nith a careful definition of time lag, the variance of returns

two parts. First, we calculate the log-return between the® _pl)_rhoportlonzl ta. itis that loa-i | f the EDFs sh
maximum and minimum price of a given day for the Ya- e second resultis that log-linear plots of the S show

hoo data {y1). We then calculate the log-returnsf,;, = prominent straight-line (teF‘F'Sh"?‘p?) character, .e. tititk
In(St) — In(Sr—_smin)) for the 5 minutes price data in the (about 99%) of th_e probability d|str|but|qn of Iog-ret.uml-f
same day and compare tg;;. We replace any log-return lows an exponential Ia}W. The equnentlal law applies to the
7] > rmz with the return immediately preceding it. We cgntral part of EDFs, i.e. not_too b|g_Iog—returns. For the_ fa
also replace the number of trades and volume of the “cortf'ﬂls of EDFs, usually associated with power Iaws_ at micro
rupted” 5 minute interval by the immediately preceding onesfime lags, we do not have enoug_h .Stat'St'Ca”Y reliable data
The second filtering procedure consists of requiring that th points at meso lags to make a definite conclusion. Exponen-
largest and smallest 5 minutes log-returg, () in a given tial distributions hav_(? been reported fqr some w_orld m_arket
day, be between the maximum and the minimum of all th&[g], 49,164,771 78, 79, 80, B1] and briefly mentioned in the

time series formed by the yahoo open to close return dat 00k [15] (gee Fig. 2.12). However,.the exponential law ha§
(min(roc) < rsmin < maz(roc)). Once again, if the not yet achieved the status of a stylized fact. Perhapsghis i

conditionmin(roc) < rsmin < maz(roc) is not satisfied because influential work [5D, 61] has been interpreted as find
man L] . . « . .

we replace the “corrupted” log-return, volume and number ofng that the |nd|v.|dual returns of all the major US stocks for.

trades by the immediately preceding one micro to macro time lags have the same power law EDFs, if

) ) _ they are rescaled by the volatility.
The typical effect of such a simple error removal algorithm  1he Heston model is a plausible diffusion model with

is to change less thar; (on the order of).1%) of the data.  giochastic volatility, which reproduces the timelag-aade

The same filtering procedure is used for tick-by-tick data,proportionality and the crossover from exponential distri
except that instead of replacing the “corrupted” log-retamd  tion to Gaussian. This model was first introduced by Heston,
volume, we just ignore it. In fact ignoring or replacing byth who studied option prices [48]. Later Dragulescu and Yako-
nearest value is found to be equivalent (for tick-by-tickcor venko (DY) derived a convenient closed-form expression for
minutes data) for the purpose of this work: the probabilitythe probability distribution of returns in this model and-ap
density and moments are the same. plied it to stock indexes from 1 day to 1 yearl[49]. The third

t
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Variance as function of time, data 1993 - 1999 Theoretical Heston curves with a = 1
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FIG. 5: Top panel: Variancér?) vs. time lagt. Solid lines: Linear ~ FIG. 6: Top panel: Theoretical CDFs for the Heston modeltptbt
fits (z?) = Ot. Inset: Variances for MRK before adjustment for VS.z/+v/8t. The curves interpolate between the short-time exponen-
the effective overnight timd’,. Bottom panel: Log-linear plots of tial and long-time Gaussian scalings. Bottom panel: Coiapar
CDFs vsz/\/0t. Straight dashed lines|xz|/2/6t are predicted by bet_W(_een em_plrlcgl (points) and the DY theoretical (cunagrac-

the DY formula [2D) in the short-time limit. The curves arésef by ~ teristic functionsr ().

a factor of 10.

In the right panel of Fid5, we show the log-linear plots of
result is that the DY formula with three lag-independent pathe cumulative distribution functions (CDFs) vs. normetiz
rameters reasonably fits the time evolution of EDFs at meséetumnz/v/6t. The CDFR(z) is defined as[”__ P;(z') da’,
lags. and we show CDFz) for z < 0 and1 — CDF,(z) for z > 0.

We observe that CDFs for different time lag€ollapse on
a single straight line without any further fitting (the paem
A. Dataanalysisand discussion ter 6 is taken frlom. the fit in the left panel). More than .9.9%
of the probability in the central part of the tent-shaperdist
bution function is well described by the exponential fuonti

5 We analyzed tgetdﬁta from I:[]an/}gl??’ ]:[0 J?n/2000270r Moreover, the collapsed CDF curves agree with the DY for-
owcompanies, but Show résults only Tor fouriarge cap Coms, ;| Pi(z) < exp(—|z|y/2/6t) in the short-time limit

panies: Intel (INTC) and Microsoft (MSFT) traded at NAS- for o E:?)[éltga zlvhich iz(sh|0\|/vn b/y tr)1e dashed lines.

DAQ, and IBM and Merck (MRK) traded at NYSE (please '

see the appendix for more companies). We use two databases,

TAQ to construct the intraday returns and Yahoo database fOTABLE I: Fitting parameters of the Heston model with= 1 for the
the interday returns (see Chagiel Ill). The intraday tingsla 1993-1999 data.

were chosen at multiples of 5 minutes, which divide exactly vy 1)y 0 w  Tn
the 6.5 hours (390 minutes) of the trading day. The interday 1 hour -~ ' hour
returns are as described I [1] 49] for time lags from 1 day to pour PUTea——

1 month = 20 trading days. INTC [1.029 0:58 13.04% 39.8% 2:21

In order to connect the interday and intraday data, we have IBM 10.096 10:25 9.63% 35.3% 2:16
to introduce an effective overnight time Iaf,. Without MRK |0.554 1:48 6.57% 29.4% 1:51
this correction, the open-to-close and close-to-closiamaes MSFT|1.284 0:47 9.06% 48.3% 1:25
would have a discontinuous jump at 1 day, as shown in the in-
set of the left panel of Fi§ll 5. By taking the open-to-closggti Because the parameterdrops out of the asymptotic Eq.
to be 6.5 hours, and the close-to-close time to be 6.5 hours @3), it can be determined only from the crossover regime
T, we find that variancéx?) is proportional to timet, as  between short and long times, which is illustrated in the lef
shown in the left panel of Fifll 5. The slope gives us the Hepanel of Fig[B. We determing by fitting the characteristic
ston parametef in Eq. [21). T;, is about 2 hours (see Table function P;(k), a Fourier transform of’; (z) with respect to
m. x. The theoretical characteristic function of the Heston etod
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INTC data, 1993 - 1999

: : : B. Conclusions
10° M
2l //\\ sd We have shown that in the mesoscopic range of time lags,
<) ays - . . . . . .
a0’y L day =851 hours the probability distribution of financial returns interptgs be-
g0t 3115 hours tween exponential and Gaussian law. The time range where
£l Loshoure the distribution is exponential depends on a particular-com
20l pany, but it is typically between an hour and few days. Sim-
ol somin ilar exponential distributions have been reported for the |
s dian [77], Japanese [[78], Germanl[79], and Brazilian market
e o o2 [64,180], as well as for the US markelt [1) 49| 81] (see also Fig.
TG o 00 1095 2.12in [15]). The DY formulal[49] for the Heston modgl[48]

N ® Negaive x captures the main features of the probability distributbre-
e M Gayssan turns from an hour to a month with a single set of parameters.

(%)

N
o,
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V. NUMBER OF TRADES AND SUBORDINATION

The concept of subordination has important fundamental
and practical implications. From a fundamental point ofwie
it gives a relation between microstructure of the market and
price formation that can be exploited in simulations and mod

FIG.7: C ison between the 1993-1999 Intel data (3ot elling [42,155,/84) 85]. From a practical point of view, the
. 7: Comparison between the — ntel data (Poémtd : : o : . .
the DY formula [2D) (curves) for PDF (top panel) and CDF (bott subordinator can be identified with the integrated varidrice

panel) [5€, 186]. This would imply a direct measure of the mean
' square return which could impact pricing and hedging both
of options on a particular stock as well as variance swaps and

Comulative probability density, 1-~-CDF(x), CDF,

10°

0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2
Log-return, x

IBM data, 1993 ~1999

IBM data, 1993 - 1999

is P,(k) = %) @0). The empirical characteristic functior
(ECFs) can be constructed from the data series by taking
sum P;(k) = Re Zm, exp(—ikx,) over all returnse, for a
givent [83]. Fits of ECFs to the DY formuld120) are show
in the right panel of Figld6. The parameters determined fr
the fits are given in Tab[@ I.
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In the left panel of Fig[d7 we compare the empirical PL BRI e
P, () with the DY formula[2ZD). The agreementis quite gooa,
except for the very short time lag of 5 minutes, where thetail & &
are visibly fatter than exponential. In order to make a mere d
tailed comparison, we show the empirical CDFs (points) with
the theoretical DY formula (lines) in the right panel of Fig.
[ We see that, for micro time lags of the order of 5 minutes,
the power-law tails are significant. However, for meso time
lags, the CDFs fall onto straight lines in the log-lineartplo i e =0
indicating exponential law. For even longer time lags, they s =5 b Yo w0 W ap w0 @o 0w
evolve into the Gaussian distribution in agreement with the .
DY formula Z0) for the Heston model. To illustrate the point & N\~
further, we compare empirical and theoretical data for isdve
other companies in Fil 8.

® Negative x
O Positive x

CDi
5,

30 min

i

aaaaaa

S,

AN

Characteristic function, P,(k)
w
5

days 7\ 3:15 hours

1:05 hours|

H
S,

2:10 hours

‘Comulative probability density, 1-CDF(x),

® Negative x
© Positive x

H
S

In the empirical CDF plots, we actually show the ranking
plots of log-returnse; for a givent. So, each point in the
plot represents a single instance of price change. Thus, t Hmin AT
last one or two dozens of the points at the far tail of each plo” == — %% 2 OO0 @ w0 w0 wo o
constitute a statistically small group and show large arhoun
of noise. Statistically reliable conclusions can be madg on FIG. 8: Comparison between empirical data (symbols) andtfie
about the central part of the distribution, where the poanes ~ formula [2D) (lines) for CDF (left panels) and charactésifinction
dense, but not about the far tails. (right panels).

1:05 hours

2:10 hours

Comulative probabilty density, 1-CDF(x), CDF (X
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options on the variance. ;;wu e
In this chapter we verify and model the subordination hy- e A Y

pothesis as given by Eq[{[36). We will restrict our study to T

intraday Intel data in the yed997. We restrict to a year of E

data because of the nonlinear drift of the number of trades: 210615 |

we would like to minimize this effect (see Fig?). We chose F

Intel because it has been studied by us in Ref. [2] (ch&pler IV 5 oo

and it can be modelled well with the Heston model introduced 0.001p

in chapteEIY. Itis true that it is a highly traded stock, ahdlt U I R A R R N}& RN

is an advantage, since that are a lot of trades in a day aretther Zoaob 1L FE e
fore the statistics is better. Therefore smaller stocksishioe [ S T A

also checked in the future. The yearl®07 represents most = N:?AOQ;O’ <he=sesmib ob bbb
of what one finds for other years, except perhaps0 and ey ,ﬁ:il 0% bbbkt
2001 which we did not verified because of technical problems My =SSy /N h = $1/64

(to large data set requires especial computing technidnags t

should be implemented in the future). . . :
begin by sShowi he infl fthe di }orNtrades in log linear and linear scale (center and bottomlpane
We begin by showing the influence of the discrete nature o espectively). In the top panel we show the difference ofRbd-s

the absolute price change in the intraday log-return daté&s T tor 1, andm -, to illustrate the oscillatory nature of the discrete

is rarely pointed out, even though there is a vast literabre  ppF for absolute returns: it evolves from a “pulse” like shdpr
intraday log-returns [15, 60, 61,168,187]. This discretsnes N = 1 to a “constant wave” folN = 4000.

has to be accounted for when considering subordination, or

even when studying intraday returns. It implies that a eenti - ) )
uous probability density is only a convenient approxinmatio duantities that we ultimately want to model. We want to point
for some return horizons. out that the discrete nature of the log-returns for intradask

In sectionlYB, we verify when and for what range of is generally overlooked but it can influence in the analy$is o
data does subordination apply. We assume that the inteigrat€hort returns. . _ )
volatility V; is the random subordinator of a driftless Brown- Ve will refer to minimal price changee = 51/64 as “quan-
ian motion and that; is proportional to the number of trades UM Of price” or simply “quantum” in analogy with quantum

N, in an interval of timef. We also use tick-by-tick data to Mechanics. ,
check for subordination by constructing the probabilitpde The discrete nature of the price change can be used to model

sity of the log-returng: v after N trades[[3b). the price dynamics_starting from a microscopic approach as
In sectiorYT, we model the integrated variariGewith r_ec_ently suggested in[65,157, 92 93]. We are interesteuksin t

the CIR process introduced in EG_138). We present the levalMit Where the quantum effect is not noticeable and theefo

of agreement between the data and the theoretical CIR mod8pantities such as number of trades and returns can bedreate

and we link these results to the distribution of log-returps &S continuous random variables. _ _
In the last section, we present a summary of our findings. Fig. Sh.OWS the probability density for the dimensionless
absolute price returmy = (S, — S,—n)/h after N trades

in steps of one quantum The nature of the tick-by-tick dis-
tribution (V.= 1) is considerably different froniV = 4000.
More than50% of the returns are zero fa¥ = 1, and most
] ) ] ) _of the other returns have a probability of less théhexcept
On a tick-by-tick level, price changes are discrete. There i 41, and48h. The probability has a clearly oscillatory nature
aminimal price change for bid and offers that is set by irdern \yhere multiples ofth are maxima (Fig[l9, top panel). After
rules of the stock exchange. In the case of Intel in the year ofyo( trades the probability distribution for.y has changed
1997, the minimal price change wad /8 for the first part of  into 4 two level system (Fidd9). The probability of the most
theless, empirically we find that the smallest price chamye opropability. Therefore, the zero return has (afte@0 trades)
realized transactions #s = $1/64 (Fig. [@). This difference 3 comparable probability to the other probability maxima.
is a direct consequence of the mechanism of trading, and we The guantum nature of the price changes is removed by
will not study it here (see Ref._[90,191])[125]. We note that yorking with log-returns, except for the zero return. Netic

the minimal price change set by law is clear in Fi§. 9, sinCeihat intraday log-returns can be approximated by the rag [
the most probable price changes are indeetldh = $1/16

and+8h = $1/8, according to the rules of the NASDAQ ex-

FIG. 9: Dimensionless absolute returnsy = (S, — Sn—n~)/h

A. Discretenature of stock returns

Sn - Sn—N my

change inl997. ey =InS, —InS,_ N ~ = . (42)
Our goal in this section is to identify the discrete nature Sn—N Sn—n/h

of absolute price changes_[126] aft&F trades (nyh = The log-returns can also be written

Sn — Snp_n) in the log-returns afterN trades {n =

In(S,) — In(Sn,—n)) and in log-returns after a time-lag
(x: = In(St) — In(ST—+)), since these log-returns are the mo,nh =0
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FIG. 10: Effect of taking log-returns instead of taking abse re-
turns. Lower panel shows the probability density of the disien-
less log-returnsex /h conditioned onmy, P(zn/h|lmn). The
values concentrated about a multiple /of(upper panel), spread
about their respectivk value. The vertical color coded lines (lower
panel) indicate thé: value from which each, equally color coded,
P(xn/hlmn) originated. The discreteness ofy is removed by
taking log-returns since the spread Bz~ /h|mn) is larger than
h.
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FIG. 11: Cumulative probability density for both dimendiss log-

returns,zn /h (black line), and dimensionless absolute returng;

mi,Nh = SiN — S(i—l)Nai = 1, 2,3...
N 7C = ‘S’O/haZ =1,2,3, (453)

Ti N

(blue symbols). Even though the discretenessnof is removed
with exception ofr xy = 0, the signature of such discreteness is still
visible. Notice the stepwise nature of the black line.

= =il
ijo mjN + C

whereS| is the first open of the year (in the case of Intel 1997,
Sy = $131.75).

The effect of taking log-returns is illustrated in Fig10.
For each absolute return, there is a potentially different
denominatolS,,_ /h @3J) composed by a random walk with
integer valued steps about a lev@l@3). Clearly the values
of the ratiox 5 will not be integer. Therefore, the ratio of 5
in Eg. [43) spreads the concentrated discrete absolutesetu
multiple of 4, around the multiple.

The lower panel of Fid_10 shows the probability density of
xn/h conditioned onm . The conditional probability den-
sity P(xn/h|lmy) illustrates a spread for eachy that is
larger thanh. This spread is enough to mix the discreteness
with exception ofmy = 0.

The quality of such a mixture can be seen in Higl 11 and
Fig.[I2. Even though the cumulative density functiondfar
is practically continuous (even fa¥ = 1) with exception of
xny = 0, the stepwise nature @y can be easily recognized
up toN = 1000 (Fig.[12). The oscillations in the cumulative
density functions for:y are centered about the discrete steps
of the cumulative density function of .

The discrete quantum effectaty = 0 is quite persistent,
but it can be neglected for returng; with large number of
tradesN (for instanceN = 4000). Empirically, it appears
that the criteria for neglecting they = 0 effect is that the

x/h=m /S . h=$1/6:

i 4
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FIG. 12: Cumulative probability density for both dimendiss log-

probability of havingmy = 0 is of the same order of mag- returns,z /h, and dimensionless absolute returnsy. When N

nitude as the probability of having any other (Fig[@). For

Intel 1997 this transition starts approximately &t = 1000.
The effect of data discreteness is also present in the log-

returnz, of time lagt. From the log-return;;, we can con-

increases the CDF becomes progressively less oscillatorthe dis-
crete nature of the underlying absolute returns becomeslear.
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FIG. 14: Variance of the log-returny for N = 1 to N = 10000.
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_Intraday INTC 1997 <x?> = 81, 6=0.5306e-007 (1/min)
10
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X_gmin/D: l0g-Tetums 35| //
FIG. 13: Cumulative probability density far; /h with ¢ = 5 min- e
utes. The discreteness at zero persists fronyh as well as the ’ ~
. . . 1.5 /
oscillation (stepwise nature) of the CDF. ] //
0:,/

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
time-lag t (min)

structzy by conditioning on the number of tradéé present
in t (Ny). The opposite is also true, by conditioningbwe  FIG. 15: Variance of the demean log-returnfor intraday time lags
can constructr; from zn. Therefore some of the discrete ¢.
effects that are presentiny will be present inz,. As an ex-
ample consideb minute log-returns. The average number of
trades iS{Ni—5min) = 200 + 184. Because of the reciprocity
in constructing the PDF far; from z (and vice-versa) by
conditioning, this shows that in the compositionagf.s,.,.,,

Intraday INTC 1997 <N» = 1, 1=40.0271 (/min)

A
Z7 8000
7

there is a wide range of y for which the discrete features
can not be ignored (clear oscillations and large probaijoit
x; = 0). If we approximate the PDF aV,—_5,,:, by a Gaus-

6000)

4000f

2000

sian distribution, we would have in;—s5,,;,, with the high-
est probability,N;—5,.:» = 200. Therefore some fraction of
xn = 200 will be sampled when we construct the probability
of x;—5m:n Dy conditioning, these returns clearly have a lot
of discrete features (Fid_JL2) and these features will pass t
Tiesmin- ordination as formulated in equatidn]36) after the discedt

F|g m shows the Osci”atory Stepwise cumulative proba.fects become small. In what fO”OWS, we will take all tlme$ag
bility density and also the special natureagf-s,.;,, = 0 for ~ €ven those where the discrete effects are large. Nevesthele
the cumulative probability density of,_s,.;,. Compare this We Will see that the best subordination will take place foreti
figure with Fig.[T1 and Fig_12. These features originate fronfags for which discrete effects can be ignored.
zy and represent small flat portions in the probability density The first implication of subordination can be verified with
function. the use of moments given by equatiohsl (33) (35). Figs.

Finally, from the sequence of Figg.11 4ad 12 and the cofld andIB show the linear time relation for both the variance
respondence betweery andz;, we can conclude that the Of z; and the mean ofV, as expected from equatiof{33).
discrete effects become negligible for a time tag 1 hour. Furthermore, since we are assuming a Brownian motion with
stochastic variance given by the number of trades, logmstu
zn after N trades should be Gaussian distributed with vari-
ance(z%;) = o3 N. Fig.[I2 shows the linear relation 6f%;)
vs. N. The implied consistency between the slope values in

The hypothesis of subordination introduced by Clark [26]7195- 1315 anfL16 required by subordination is
has had a strong economical implication, and following his
work there is a vast body of theoretical and empirical work
which addresses the issuel[38, 39,140,141, 42]. Similar to the
work of Refs. [4D] 41], we verify for subordination consid-  Using expressior{34), the difference betwéemeasured
ering integrated variance;, constructed from the number of (Fig[IB) andd = no3 from Fig. I3 and Fig[l6 is less than
tradesV,, to be the subordinator of a Brownian motion. 1%.

Due to the discrete nature of the distribution of intraday re In order to find a time and a return range where sub-
turns presented in sectidi {\ A), we can only talk about subordination takes place, we look at the datasirdifferent

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
time-lag t (min)

FIG. 16: Average number of trades in an intraday intetval

B. Verifying subordination with intraday data

<xf> =0t = 012\,<Nt> = 0]2\,7775 = 0= 012\,77. (44)
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FIG. 17: Cumulative probability density for the demean atahs

dard deviation (STD) normalizedy log-returns (color coded solid
curves), compared to the Gaussian distribution of mean aed
STD one (dashed curve). From smallto large N, there is a pro-
gressive agreement with the Gaussian with best agreememtdre

N = 3500 and N = 4500. While smaller values oV have CDFs

above the Gaussian, larger values are below the Gaussian.
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FIG. 18: Skewness and excess kurtosis (labelled as "ksftwsthe
figure) as a function ofV for the normalized log-returnsy in Fig.
4. For a Gaussian distribution the skewness is zero ancktes®
kurtosis is also zero. As the number of trades (ticksihcrease the
skewness and excess kurtosis become zero. The probaleifisitd
for x i can be well approximated by a Gaussianfor> 2500, since
both skewness and excess kurtosis are small.

ways. First, using tick-by-tick data, we construct the rilist
bution of the log-returncy after N trades. zy should be
Normal distributed with mean zero and standard deviatio
onVN. We also present th& dependence of the skewness
((x3)/((x%)3/?)) and excess kurtosig(y,) /((2%,)?) — 3) of
zn in Fig.[I8.

Second, using minute returng:;; and the number of trades
N, in the samé interval, we construct the time series

Tt

/—Wa
whereV, is the integrated variance in an intervahnd o
is the proportionality constant that converts number addsa

‘/t = U]2VNt7 (45)

€ =
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FIG. 19: Cumulative density function (CDF) fet as defined in
equation [[4b) for three differerttcompared to the Gaussian (solid
line). The parametersy in @H) is chosen for the best agreement
between the Gaussian and the data.

INTC, 1997

o 15min
75f = 1:06 hours
& o 3:15hours
é 05
0.25|

2

-075 -05 -025 0.25 05 0.75

0
172,
£, =%/ (o, N'?)

FIG. 20: Cumulative density function (CDF) fetr as defined in
equation [[4b) for three differerttcompared to the Gaussian (solid
line). Contrary to Fig.[Zll9, the parameter, in equation [[4b) is
found using Fig[ZI¥. Notice that the Gaussian lies above dte id
the tails.

N, into variance. If indeed subordination holdsjs Normal
distributed with mean zero and standard deviation one,@ue t
the central limit theorem [27, 41].

Finally, we check subordination by numerically calculgtin
the probability mixture equatiofi.{B6). We construct thelpro
ability density function of the number of trad@g inside a
time intervalt by binning the time series d¥;. The choice
for binwidth is according to RefL[95]. However, the resydt a
pears independent of binwidth as long as the binwidth chosen
is not too large. The cumulative probability density funati
for the measured; and the non-parametric reconstructed
are shown in Figi21.

The distributions in Fig.[Z17, Fig[—19 and Fig._121(solid

r]ine) show an agreement of approximat8iy’ of the data

with the subordination hypothesis for time lags above 1
hour or N > 2500 (Fig. I8). However, the subordination is
clearly bad for times close to one day= 6.5 hours), where

we do not have enough data (253 points) to draw meaningful
conclusions.

Notice the clear disagreement abavstandard deviations
(STD) as well as at zero in FifL1L.7 and Higl 19. The deviations
at zero are due to the discrete nature of the data (sdciidn V A)
while the deviations aboveSTD show that the subordination
hypothesis can not explain the large changes in returns [42]
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- INTC, 1997 ‘ of the CIR fit for Intel in the yeat997. We also show that the
pd —_— 6:30 hours ® Negative x quality of the Heston fit ta;; with parameters from thg; CIR
310,17 O\ N O Postivex | fit is consistent with the quality of the subordination: we ar
E N ":ﬁ%‘_{}o%. o%=2.3810° able to model most of the centi® % of the z; distribution.

X R

Due to previous studies with intraday log-returis [2] (see
also chaptef1V), we assume = 1 for the simplified CIR
model in equatior{38). The paramefds found from the re-
lation 6§ = no%, @d). The remaining parameteris found by
fitting the empiricalPDF(V;) for time lagst = 1: 05 hours
andt = 2:10 hours simultaneously. The regular quality of
such a fit is shown in Figd_P2 af@d]23. The theoretical CIR
, . . lines are above the data (Fig23). Furthermore, the time de-
o TR o3 Yy E—— pendence of the theoretical PDF and CDF only approximately

Logrretur. X, follow the data. For times belowhour the probability maxi-
FIG. 21: Cumulative distribution of the stock returas compared mum of .the_empmcal dlsmbuuon is to the left Of. the thewre
to the reconstructed cumulative distribution functioragi lines) by cal distribution and f0.r tlmes abovehour t,o the right.
randomizing the variance; of a Gaussian distribution. The proba- _ 1he results shown in Figh. P2 and 23 indicate that the CIR
bility of V; is constructed by binning the number of trades, and thisiS only approximately valid. The quality can be further as-
probability is used non-parametrically in the integEal)(3bhe solid ~ sessed by constructing the variance of thes a function of
lines have parametery chosen in order to minimize the least square the time lagt. Fig. shows that the theoretical variance
error between the empirical; distribution and reconstructed vari- given in equation[{41) is only approximately correct. Never
ance changed Brownian motidi136). The dashed linehatound  theless from equatiofi{B3), we know that the varianc&;of
from Fig.[12. corresponds to the kurtosis ef. This indicates that even
thoughV; can not be modelled well (not even the second mo-
ment) the implication of that is only important to the fourth

For Fig.[I9 and Fig—21(solid liney% = 2x 10~*isfound  and higher moments in the log-returns
to give the best agreement between the measured data and theyg yerify the quality of the parameters found by fitting the
reconstructed data. For FifL117, FIg. 20 and fid. 21(dashegpordinatory;, in explaining the log-returns;,, we present
line), o3, = 2.39 x 10* is found from Fig.[TH. Notice that Figs. [2§ and26. The empirical PDET25) and CIDH (26) for
the highero y in Fig. [20 and FigLA1 (dashed lines) seems to,,"show that the corresponding Heston model (dashed black
indicate an overestimation ety, since the curves constructed |ines), constructed with parameters found by fitting CIRne t
by subordination are generally above the data. probability density ofi/;, is able to fit only the center of the

The lower value of3; for Fig. [19 and Fig[21 (solid line)  empirical distributions of:; (=~ 80% — 85%) att = 65, 130
leads to a violation of relatioi{#4). The difference betwee minutes (Fig[Zb).
measured in Fig. [I3 and the one calculated frop?, is To recheck the consistency of the subordination approach,
now of approximatelyi6%. In order to verify the origin of e fit the empirical PDF of; directly with the Heston model
such difference, we remow% of the largest log-return;  @1). We proceed in similar fashion to the fitting procedure i

data on both tails (ignor&% of the largestz; on the positive  chapteFTV. We assume = 1 and take) = 8.01 x 10~7. The
and negative tail for all time lagsused), a total 0ol6% of

the data. We find now é& ~ 8.01 x 10~7. This newd does
not violate relation[(44) witlr3, = 2 x 10~8 and reconfirms o N, tades g
that subordination witlv; = o%, N, is unable to explain large ‘ .
changes¥ 85%) in the log-returns:;. This reconfirmation 107}
arises because we had to ign@6&; of the data in the tails to
reduced. Dropping16% of the tails is equivalent to looking
only at the centers 85% of the data and saying that subordi-
nation is only valid of it.

[
[S)
b
T

Comulative probability density, CDF(

3
1dNTC, 1997 g 20 X 10 25

T ¢
Parametersy = 0.0577(1/min) 6 = 8.01e-007(L/min)

1/2 day

10°

C. Modelsfor thesubordinator

Probability density function, PDF(V)
N

.
15 min

Having verified that a Brownian motion subordinated to the ‘ ‘
number of tradesV, via V; can describe approximatedp % 0 1
of the return data for time lags larger thahour (or, if one ig-
nores discreetness effects such as the zero return effegty | FIG. 22: Empirical probability density function for the nber of
than30 minutes), we can mod#; instead of modelling:;. trades (ticks)V; or integrated varianc®; = o3 N:, compared to

In this section, we verify the quality of modelliig witha  the least square fit with the CIR formu[@a]38). Curves arestily a
CIR process as given in sectidi{ll B). We present the qualityactors of 10.

2 3
V‘, integrated variance 4
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parameteé was found from the relatiot = 03,7 @), where 3 _INTC 19970101 to 19971231
n is found from Fig. [Tk an@?, is given such that the subor-
dination in FigsZIP and21 is the best possible. Finally, e fi
the empirical PDFs (Fid_25) for the parameierTherefore,
we are effectively only fittingy, since all the other parameters
are the same used in thé fit (Fig. Z2). We find that they
found from fitting the empirical PDF of; directly, is of the
same order of magnitude as with the one found by fitting the "
empirical PDF ofV; (0.05 fromz; and 0.06 fromV}). This

t

<V2-<v 2>

shows, that the subordination indeed captures most of thein =~ 10”
formation for the center of the distribution, since fittiligor 3 ,
z, for ~ is equivalent. T
Notice that the agreement of the theoretical Heston model 1072 .t time in.min
curves, constructed with parameters from Vadit, is practi- 10° 10° 10° 10°

cally identical to the agreement found in FIgl 21(solid fipe o . . 5 9 .
between the CDF of;, and the CDF constructed by subor- FIG. 24: Variance of the integrated variand@g — (V;)“) for differ-

dinati inal th tric bi d bability d ent time lagg for the data (circles) compared to the theoretical CIR
Ination using th€ non-parametric binned probablfity dyNS \ariance given in equatiof{¥1) (solid black line). For camigon the
of V; as the variance of a Gaussian random wBIE (36). Theest power-law fitV;2 — (V;)2) o -7 is shown (solid red line).

information content in the number of trades and therefore in

the integrated variance distribution is almost all capdurg

CIR, even with a regular fit quality (Fig—R3). This last point 10°
implies that even if we had a better fit to the distributior/pf

the increase in the fitting quality of the log-returns willt o
substantial.

A substantial increase in the fitting quality of the empikica
PDF and CDF of the log-returns in Fids] 25 26 is attained
if one fits the empirical PDF of; directly withf = 9.53 x
10~7 given in Fig.[I5. This amounts to take, as given by
Fig.[I4 andy by Fig.[I®, such that relatiof{B4) is still valid.
The parametety = 0.02 for the black solid lines in Figi_26
is also considerably different from = 0.06, found by fitting
the empirical PDF o¥/; and using = 8.01 x 10~ " such that A A
o3 is the best fit value for the subordination in Fifisl 21(solid 004 003 002 0OL | 0 ol 002 003 004
line) andId. The substantial increase in the fitting quadity ‘
x¢, reemphasizes that the number of trades are only able #9G. 25: Probability distribution function for the log-tetsz, com-
describe the center of the distribution of log-returnstjeec  pared to the Heston model (dashed and solid lines). The tves li
represent a different set of parameters. The solid line hempeters
6 from Fig.[14 andy is found directly by fittingz,. The dashed lines
hasf = o3 with o3 from Fig. Z1(solid lines) and Fid—19 ang
from Fig.[18. The parameteris then found by fitting the probability
density of ;. Curves are offset by factors of 10.
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D. Conclusion

=3
]

We have studied the discrete nature of the probability dis-
‘ . ‘ ‘ tribution of absolute returns that arises from the minimsa# d
0 1 v, Bogaedvariarcs 5 crete price change for bid and offers allowed by the stock ex-

change. We have shown that such discrete nature implies that

FIG. 23: Cumulative distribution function (CDF) for the nber of the probability diStrib,UtionS of |09'rewms for imra_dame
tradesNV; and integrated variancé; compared to the CIR fit (solid |2gs are only approximately continuous. The continuous ap-
lines). TheC DF(V;) goes from0 t0 0.5. 1 — CDF(V;) goes from  Proximation becomes good for returns with time lags longer
0.5 to 0. The lower tail §; : 0— > 0.5) of the CDF is to the left ~ thanl hour.
and the upper taill; : 0.5— > 0) to the right 0f0.5 for each timet We have shown that, using the integrated volatilify =
curve. o3, N; derived from the number of trade¥; as the subordi-

Comulative probability density, CDF(

=)
1
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INTC, 1997 ‘ for the exponential distribution of income was found in Ref.
® Negative x [104]. Coexistence of the exponential and power-law pdrts o
oo e the distribution was recognized in Ref. [105]. Howeversthe
“f"i‘(;}“ papers, as well as Ref. [106], studied the data only for a par-
ticular year. Here we analyze temporal evolution of the per-
sonal income distribution in the USA during 1983—-2001. We
show that the US society has a well-defined two-income-class
structure. The majority of population (97-99%) belongsio t
lower income class and has a very stable in time exponential
(“thermal”) distribution of income. The upper income class
(1-3% of population) has a power-law (“superthermal”) dis-
! \ N . tribution, whose parameters significantly change in timia wi
1075 oo o o o " a0s the rise and fall of the stock market. Using the principle of
Log-return, X, maximal entropy, we discuss the concept of equilibrium in-
equality in a society and quantitatively show that it apptie
the bulk of the population.
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FIG. 26: Cumulative probability density of, compared to the He-
ston model. Theoretical lines (dashed and solid) are aacts by

integrating the theoretical probability density funci@hown in Fig.

Z3. The two theoretical lines represent a different set caipater.

The solid line has parametefdrom Fig.[14 andy is found directly A. Dataanalysisand discussion
by fitting z:. The dashed lines has = o% 7 with o2 from Fig.

EZ(solid lines) and Fig—19 anglfrom Fig.[I8. The parameter is

then found by fitting the probability density &f.. Notice that the
solid black line clearly gives a better fit to the data.

Most of academic and government literature on income dis-
tribution and inequality [107, 103, 1109, 110] does not afiem
to fit the data by a simple formula. When fits are performed,
usually the log-normal distribution [1111] is used for thevér

nator of a driftless Brownian motiof.{B6), we are able to dePart of _the (_jist_ribu_tion [10¢,_10L.102]. Or_1|y re_cgntly the &
scribe the center 85%) of the distribution of log-returns; ponential distribution started to be recognized in incotnds
for time lagst > 1 hour and smaller than < 1 day. The ies [112)113], and models showing formation of two classes

S oS : : started to appear[114, 115].
upper limit is restricted by the number of data points we have . - . . . .
since we are working with only one year of data. Let us introduce the probability densif§(r), which gives

We also have shown that the CIR process is only able t(lihe probabilityP(r) dr to have income in the intervak, r +

: : T : dr). The cumulative probabiliyC(r) = [ dr'P(r') is
approximately describe the distribution function igr How- o ) roo
ever, this approximate description is already enough fer th the probability to have income above C'(0) = 1. By

corresponding Heston model to it the log-returpsvith ap- analogy with the Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution in statisti
proximately the maximum quality that the subordination al-Cal physics|[103. 104], we consider an exponential function
lows (~ 80% — 85%) P(r) « exp(—r/T), whereT is a parameter analogous to

. . ' . temperature. It is equal to the average incdfe= (r) =
Finally, a d|_rect fit to the Iog—_return$t yv|th the Heston _ foo dr'r' P(r'), and we call it the “income temperature.”
model results in a considerable increase in the fitting guali /9 . . .
: ; L . WhenP(r) is exponentialC(r) « exp(—r/T) is also expo-
This reemphasizes that the process of subordination, as Nl ntial. Similarly. for the Pareto power () oc 1/ro+1
plied by the empirical probability density 8f;, is only able ' Y. P '

. A C(r) « 1/r* is also a power law.
to explain the center of the distribution of returns. We analyze the data [116] on personal income distribution

compiled by the Internal Revenue Service (IRS) from the tax
returns in the USA for the period 1983—-2001 (presently the
latest available year). The publicly available data areaaly
preprocessed by the IRS into bins and effectively give the cu
Attempts to apply the methods of exact sciences, such asulative distribution functiorC(r) for certain values of-.
physics, to describe a society have a long history [96]. At th First we make the plots dég C(r) vs.r (the log-linear plots)
end of the 19th century, Italian physicist, engineer, ecoisy  for each year. We find that the plots are straight lines for the
and sociologist Vilfredo Pareto suggested that incomeidist lower 97-98% of population, thus confirming the exponen-
bution in a society is described by a power law! [97]. Moderntial law. From the slopes of these straight lines, we deteemi
data indeed confirm that the upper tail of income distributio the income temperatur&sfor each year. In Fid_27, we plot
follows the Pareto law. [98, 99, 100, 101, 102]. However, theC(r) and P(r) vs.r/T (income normalized to temperature)
majority of the population does not belong there, so characin the log-linear scale. In these coordinates, the datafsets
terization and understanding of their income distributien  different years collapse onto a single straight line. (lg.Fi
mains an open problem. Dragulescu and Yakovenkol [10404, the data lines for 1980s and 1990s are shown separately
proposed that the equilibrium distribution should follow a and offset vertically.) The columns of numbers in gl 27 lis
exponential law analogous to the Boltzmann-Gibbs distributhe values of the annual income temperafliror the corre-
tion of energy in statistical physics. The first factual @nde  sponding years, which changes from 19 k$ in 1983 to 40 k$

VI. INCOME DISTRIBUTION
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Adjusted gross income in 2001 dollars, k$
40‘.17 80‘34 12q.51 16Q.68 200.85

0 statistical equilibrium. A similar two-part structure inet en-
%ggg gigg% ergy distribution is often observed in physics, where thesio
T part of the distribution is called “thermal” and the uppertpa

+ 1993, 29.31 k$
“superthermal”l[117].

» 1994, 30.23 k$
, g
Slmaee Temporal evolution of the parameté&rsandr,. is shown in
 soot aai7ks | Fig.[Z9. We observe that the average incdfhén nominal
dollars) was increasing gradually, almost linearly in tjraed
doubled in the last twenty years. In Figl 29, we also show the
inflation coefficient (the consumer price index CPI from Ref.
[118]) compounded on the average income of 1983. For the
twenty years, the inflation factor is about 1.7, thus most, if
FIG. 27: Cumulative probability’(r) and probability density(r) not all, of the nominal increase ifi is inflation. Also shown
plotted in the log-linear scale vs/T", the annual personal income in Fig.[29 is the nominal gross domestic product (GDP) per
r normalized by the average incoriiein the exponential part of the capita [118], which increases in time similarlyToand CPI.
distribution. The IRS data points are for 1983—-2001, andthiemns The ratiom/T varies between 4.8 and 3.2 in F@ 29.
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of numbers give the values @f for the corresponding years. In Fig.[30, we show how the parameters of the Pareto tail
centerline Adiusted gross ncome in 2001 dolars, kS C(r) < 1/r* change in time. Curve (a) shows that the power-
100042 - o law indexa varies between 1.8 and 1.4, so the power law is
0% . i g(g;g% £ Liow not universal. Because a power law decays withore slowly
Boltzmann-Gibbs — T 1998 319 1

than an exponential function, the upper tail contains more i
come than we would expect for a thermal distribution, hence
we call the tail “superthermal? [117]. The total excessime i
come in the upper tail can be determined in two ways: as the
integral j;oo dr'r' P(r") of the power-law distribution, or as
the difference between the total income in the system and the
income in the exponential part. Curves (c) and (b) in Eig. 30
ito show the excessive income in the upper tail, as a fracfion
of the total income in the system, determined by these two
FIG. 28: Log-log plots of the cumulative probabili€y(r) vs.r/T methods, which agree with each other reasonably well. We
for a wider range of income. observe thaf increased by the factor of 5 between 1983 and
2000, from 4% to 20%, but decreased in 2001 after the crash
of the US stock market. For comparison, curve (e) in Fig.
in 2001. The upper horizontal axis in FIgl27 shows income Bd shows the stock market index S&P 500 divided by infla-
in k$ for 2001. tion. It also increased by the factor of 5.5 between 1983 and
In Fig.[2Z8, we show the same data in the log-log scale fod999, and then dropped after the stock market crash. We con-
a wider range of income, up to abouB007". Again we ob-  clude that the swelling and shrinking of the upper incomle tai
serve that the sets of points for different years Co”apge on is correlated with the rise and fall of the stock market. &mi
a single exponential curve for the lower part of the distri-results were found for the upper income tail in Japan in Ref.
bution, when plotted vs:/T. However, above a certain in- [9€]. Curve (d) in Fig[3D shows the fraction of population in
comer, =~ 4T, the distribution function Changes to a power the uppertail. Itincreased from 1% in 1983 to 3% in 1999, but
law, as illustrated by the straight lines in the log-log scal then decreased after the stock market crash. Notice, howeve
of Fig.[Z8. Thus we observe that income distribution in thethat the stock market dynamics had a much weaker effect on
USA has a well-defined two-class structure. The lower clas#e average income of the lower, “thermal” part of income
(the great majority of population) is characterized by tke e distribution shown in Fig-29.
ponential, Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution, whereas thearpp  For discussion of income inequality, the standard practice
class (the top few percent of population) has the power-lawis to construct the so-called Lorenz curie [107]. It is dafine
Pareto distribution. The intersection point of the expdian parametrically in terms of the two coordinate@) andy(r)
and power-law curves determines the incomeseparating depending on the parameterwhich changes from 0 too.
the two classes. The collapse of data points for differeatye The horizontal coordinate(r) = [ dr’ P(r’) is the fraction
in the lower, exponential part of the distribution in Figsl 2 of population with income below. The vertical coordinate
and[ZB shows that this part is very stable in time and, essen{r) = [ dr'r’P(r")/ [;° dr'r' P(r') is the total income of
tially, does not change at all for the last 20 years, save fothis population, as a fraction of the total income in the sys-
a gradual increase of temperatdren nominal dollars. We tem. Fig.[3l shows the data points for the Lorenz curves in
conclude that the majority of population is in statisticque 1983 and 2000, as computed by the RS [110]. For a purely
librium, analogous to the thermal equilibrium in physics1 O exponential distribution of incom®(r) « exp(—r/T), the
the other hand, the points in the upper, power-law part of théormulay = = + (1 — z) In(1 — «) for the Lorenz curve was
distribution in Fig[ZB do not collapse onto a single lineisTh derived in Ref.[[104]. This formula describes income distri
part significantly changes from year to year, so it is out ofbution reasonably well in the first approximatian [104], but

1\9&%

 1983,19.35k$
= 1984, 20.27 k$
196 * 1985,21.15k$
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> 1987, 24.13k$
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=
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o
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FIG. 31: Main panel: Lorenz plots for income distributionlii83
FIG. 29: Temporal evolution of various parameters charait®  and 2000. The data points are from the IRS[110], and the ¢tieat
income distribution. curves represent EJ_{¥6) with from Fig.[3D. Inset: The closed
circles are the IRS data [110] for the Gini coefficieitand the open
2 circles show the theoretical formula = (1 + f)/2.
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points very well in Fig[3M.
AP The deviation of the Lorenz curve from the diagonal in Fig.
21 is a certain measure of income inequality. Indeed, if ev-
ISV s Sl erybody had the same income, the Lorenz curve would be the
I aaaiin, diagonal, because the fraction of income would be propor-
tional to the fraction of population. The standard meastire o
income inequality is the so-called Gini coefficidnt G < 1,
which is defined as the area between the Lorenz curve and the
‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ diagonal, divided by the area of the triangle beneath the di-
1083 A0 e 2000 agonal [107]. It was calculated in Ref. [104] that= 1/2
FIG. 0: (2 The Pareto ndexci the powerlaw taic (r) o 1/, 0 UL SR RN E, (ERe) oM o
(b) The excessive income in the Pareto tail, as a fractiohthe total . . . . . P
income in the system, obtained as the difference betweetotak in the inset of Flgl:_al. In the first approximatio®, is quite
income and the income in the exponential part of the disiiobu(c) ~ Close to the theoretically calculated value 1/2. The agezem
The tail income fractiory, obtained by integrating the Pareto power can be improved by taking into account the Pareto tail, which
law of the tail. (d) The fraction of population belonging tetPareto  givesG = (1 + f)/2 for Eq. (48). The inset in Fig—B1 shows
tail. (e) The stock-market index S&P 500 divided by the infiat  that this formula very well fits the IRS data for the 1990s
coefficient and normalized to 1 in 1983. with the values off taken from Fig[:3D. We observe that in-
come inequality was increasing for the last 20 years, becaus
o o ] o of swelling of the Pareto tail, but started to decrease in1200
visible deviations exist. These deviations can be cortectefier the stock market crash. The deviatiorGobelow 1/2 in
by taking into account that the total income in the system ishe 1980s cannot be captured by our formula. The data points

higher than the income in the exponential part, becauseeof thy the Lorenz curve in 1983 lie slightly above the theoritic
extra income in the Pareto tail. Correcting for this diffece ¢ ,ve in Fig31L, which accounts f6t < 1/2.

in the normalization of;, we find a modified expression[106]  Thys far we discussed the distribution of individual income
for the Lorenz curve An interesting related question is the distribution of fymi
incomePx(r). If both spouses are earners, and their incomes
are distributed exponentially a8 (r) « exp(—r/T)[121],
then

20%)

<— Income in tail

Percent of total

10%

—#— S&P 500/ Inflation

S&P 500/Inflation
o kN w s »

y=0—=flz+1—2)In(l —2)] + fO(x—1), (46)

where f is the fraction of the total income contained in the
Pareto tail, and®(xz — 1) is the step function equal to O for T, , ,

z < 1and 1 forr > 1. The Lorenz curve[{46) experiences a Py(r) = / dr' Py (r')Pr(r — ') o< rexp(—r/T).  (47)
vertical jump of the heighf atx = 1, which reflects the fact 0

that, although the fraction of population in the Paretoitil Eq. [4X) is in a good agreement with the family income dis-
very small, their fractiory of the total income is significant. tribution data from the US Census Burehu |104]. In [EQ] (47),

It does not matter for EQC(#6) whether the extraincome in thave assumed that incomes of spouses are uncorrelated. This
upper tail is described by a power law or another slowly de-assumption was verified by comparison with the data in Ref.
creasing functiorP(r). The Lorenz curves, calculated using [106]. The Gini coefficient for family income distribution
Eq. (4®) with the values of from Fig.[30, fit the IRS data (@4) was found to b&F = 3/8 = 37.5% [104], in agree-
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ment with the data. Moreover, the calculated value 37.5% iss applicable. Refl[99] quantitatively studied incomeekins
close to the averag€@ for the developed capitalist countries using tax data for the upper class in Japan and found that it is
of North America and Western Europe, as determined by thendeed governed by a multiplicative process. The data on in-
World Bank [1085]. come mobility in the USA are not readily available publicly,
On the basis of the analysis presented above, we proposeit are accessible to the Statistics of Income Research Divi
a concept of theequilibrium inequalityin a society, charac- sion of the IRS. Such data would allow to verify the conjec-
terized byG = 1/2 for individual income andz = 3/8  tures about income kinetics.
for family income. It is a consequence of the exponential
Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution in thermal equilibrium, wehi
maximizes the entropys = [dr P(r) InP(r) of a dis- The exponential probability distributionP(r) o
tribution P(r) under the constraint of the conservation lawexp(—r/T) is a monotonous function of with the most
(ry = J;° dr P(r)r = const. Thus, any deviation of income probable income = 0. The probability densities shown in
distribution from the exponential one, to either less ireiyy ~ Fig. [Z1 agree reasonably well with this simple exponential
or more inequality, reduces entropy and is not favorable byaw. However, a number of other studies found a non-
the second law of thermodynamics. Such deviations may bmonotonousP(r) with a maximum at- # 0 and P(0) = 0.
possible only due to non-equilibrium effects. The presgénte These data were fitted by the log-normal [100,1101.1 102]
data show that the great majority of the US population is inor the gamma distributior_[113, 114, 120]. The origin of
thermal equilibrium. the discrepancy in the low-income data between our work
Finally, we briefly discuss how the two-class structure ofand other papers is not completely clear at this moment.
income distribution can be rationalized on the basis of a ki-The following factors may possibly play a role. First, one
netic approach, which deals with temporal evolution of theshould be careful to distinguish between personal income
probability distributionP(r,t). Let us consider a diffusion and group income, such as family and household income. As
model, where income changes by\r over a period of time  Eq. [&T) shows, the latter is given by the gamma distribution
At. Then, temporal evolution aP(r,t) is described by the even when the personal income distribution is exponential.

Fokker-Planck equation [119] Very often statistical data are given for households and mix
individual and group income distributions (see more discus

or _ 0 (AP n E(BP)) Ao (Ar) ~ {(Ar)?) sion in Ref. [104]). Second, the data from tax agencies and

ot Or or ’ At ~ 2At ‘census bureaus may differ. The former data are obtained from

(48) tax declarations of all the taxable population, whereas the
For the lower part of the distribution, it is reasonable te as latter data from questionnaire surveys of a limited sample o
sume thatAr is independent of. In this case, the coeffi- population. These two methodologies may produce different
cientsA and B are constants. Then, the stationary solutionresults, particularly for low incomes. Third, it is necesst@
0, P = 0 of Eq. [48) gives the exponential distributian [103] distinguish between distributions of money [103,1120,1 121]
P(r) « exp(—r/T) with T = B/A. Notice that a mean- wealth [114| 122], and income. They are, presumably, gjosel
ingful solution requires thal > 0, i.e. (Ar) < 0in Eq. related, but may be different in some respects. Fourth, the
@8). On the other hand, for the upper tail of income distri-low-income probability density may be different in the USA
bution, it is reasonable to expect thiat « r (the Gibratlaw and in other countries because of different Social Security
[111]), soA = ar and B = br?. Then, the stationary so- or more general policies. All these questions require céref
lution 9, P = 0 of Eq. [48) gives the power-law distribution investigation in future work. We can only say that the data
P(r) o« 1/r**1 with o = 1 + a/b. The former process is sets analyzed in this paper and our previous papers are well
additive diffusion, where income changes by certain ammunt described by a simple exponential function for the whole
whereas the latter process is multiplicative diffusion,eveh lower class. This does not exclude a possibility that other
income changes by certain percentages. The lower class ifunctions can also fit the data [123]. However, the expomaénti
come comes from wages and salaries, so the additive procelssv has only one fitting parametéf, whereas log-normal,
is appropriate, whereas the upper class income comes from igamma, and other distributions have two or more fitting
vestments, capital gains, etc., where the multiplicatroepss  parameters, so they are less parsimonious.
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