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W epropose an explicit recursive m ethod to approxin ate a power-law w ith a nite sum ofweighted
exponentials. A pplications to m oving averages w ith long m em ory are discussed in relationship w ith

stochastic volatility m odels.

E xponential m oving averages are w idely used as tool
for com puting e ciently averagesoftin e-<changing quan-
tities such as volatility and price. T heirm ain advantage
resides in their recursive de nition that allow s for easy
num erical In plem entation, or rem arkably sin ple m odels
of stochastic volatility, such as GARCH [l]. Their use
is how ever conceptually questionable when the process
In question has long m em ory, as the volum e and volatil-
ity do 4,13,14]. O ne should rather consider a pow er-law
kemel; this requires how ever considerably m ore com put—
ing power as one m ust keep track of all the data points.
Som e authors approxin ate a power-aw with a sum of
exponentials in the literature, the record being held by
Ref. [A], which uses 600 exponentials for 2 decades but
notices that only a &w have a signi cant contribution to
the nalfunction.

W hile the principle of economy should dictate to t
pow er-law -looking data w ith nothing else than a power—
law (see for instance the controversy in the June 2001
issue of Q uantitative F inance), com puting realtin e av—
erages w ith a power-aw kemel ism uch eased by the use
of a sum of exponentials. Recent stochastic volatility
m odels for instance use a sum of exponentials [@, |1, 8]
(5, 12 and an In niy, respectively) with algebraically
decreasing weights and algebraically increasing charac—
teristic tin es, thereby respecting the long-m em ory ofthe
volatility, which m ight explain in part their forecasting
perform ance[lé]. Tt is clear that only a handfiill of expo—
nentials are required in orderto approxin ate a pow er-law
up to a given order of m agnitude, as m any practitioners
are aw are (see for instance [Z,16]). Slnce nancialm arket
data tin e serdies do not extend over an In nie period,
such approxin ation w illbe good enough for application
to nancial tin ecorrelations. How m any exponentials
should be used and with what param eters seem never
discussed In the literature. Here, we ain to derive an
explicit and new sin ple schem e that In proves the often
used approxin ation; in addition we show that the usual
assum ption of ndependent contribution from each ex-
ponential In plies the existence of an optim al num ber of
exponentials.

P
Letf®)= x andg) = L ,G &) whereg;(x)=

wiexp( ix). Assume that one would lke to approxi-
mate f with g from x = 1 to x = 105, that is, over k
decades. The standard approach (see for Instance [9])
consists in de ning a cost fiinction per decade that is the
Integralof som e m easure of the di erence between f and
g, ie.
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and to m inim ize C wih respect to w; and i, sO as
to obtain 2N + 1) coupled non-linear equations. Ad-
hoc num erical m ethods have been investigated a long
tin e ago, that solve the resulting set of equations by
using the G ram -Schm idt orthonom alisation of exponen—
tials [@]. Our ain here is to obtain a sub-optim al W ith
regpect to C ) but explicit set ofw; and ;.

T he proposed m ethod relies on a sim ple ansatz forw;
and ;. Instead of trying to sole an intricate set of
non-lnear equations, one observes that the nature of a
power-law is to be scale-free, whereas an exponentialhas
awellde ned scale. T herefore, the role of each exponen—
tial is to approxin ate a given region of the k decades.
In particular, one w ishes that the i-th exponential ap-
proxin ates correctly £ (x) at x; = *where > 1isa
constant. This already suggeststhat ; / %, which is
both mntuitive and wellkknown. Then one m atches g to
f and its st derivative g° to £ at x; = 1. However,
once again, thiswould yield 2N + 1) coupled non-lnear
equations. T he key observation is that, provided that
is Jarge enough (see below ), only g; contributes signi —
cantly to g at xj, ie. gxi) ' g1 Ki). W e therefore solve
g &3) = f (x;) and g°(x;) = £9(x;), which gives

i = ' @)

Wi = — : 3)

However, g (x;) > f (x;) because the contrbution of the
exponentials other than the i-th cannot be totally ig—

nored. Therefore, one must correct the above over-
optin istic assum ption by considering that g isa weighted
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FIG . 1l: Convergence of the approxin ation function g(x) to
f x) for the uniform ansatz wih 2 (red line), 3 (green line)
and 6 exponentials (plue line), and for the recursive ansatz

w ith 6 exponentials (orange line); = 2, =5
sum ofg; (x)
X , .
g) = G - oexp()exp( = 'x); @)

i=0

w here fcig is a set of correction factors. T he last step is
to solveg( J) = £( 3),which isa set ofN + 1 linearequa-
tions w ith variables ¢;. The com plexiy of the problem
hasbeen greatly reduced. O ne can solve num erically this
set of equations. In order to obtain explicit expressions
for ci, one has to resort to another approxin ation.

The sinplest ansatz for ¢; already gives a high de—
gree of accuracy and is equivalent to the one currently
in use]:.jnNthe ]ji;eratlue. Taking un;’ﬁ)ﬂn ¢ = cgiven by
l=c= _, ' exp()exp( = 7)ensurestheequaliy
g@) = £@). W ith this choice the factor exp( ) disap—
pears from g (x) and

'3 , D .
gx)= Texp( =) *

i=0 i=0

exp( = 'x)
)

Fig.[dl show show the approxin ation works for increas—
Ing N : each additional exponential extends the range
that is well approxin ated by a factor . The value of
was chosen large enough so as to em phasise the oscilla—
tionsofg (x) ateach 3. Theunifbm ansatz in pliesthat
whilktg@)= £f@1)=1,g( )> £( ) oro< j< N shce
the contrdbution ofeach gy is asym m etric w ith respect to

j; when j= N, since there are no additional exponen—
tials from i> J to contrbute to g, g( V) < N (see
Fig.[l). Thisproblam is of course negligble when a very
large num ber of exponentials is used; how ever, since our
ain is to use as few exponentials as possble it needs to
be addressed.
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FIG .2: Error perdecade C as a function of N for various k;

= 2; = 10" frthe uniom and recursive ansatz (fall
and em pty sym bols respectively). Lines are for eye guidance
only.

The param eter tunes how much of a decade is ap—
proxim ated by a single exponential. W hen k and N are
xed, i is sensble to take N = 10*. The cost finc-
tion C is pbtted in Fig. [ as a function of N at xed
k for several values of k. For snallN , C decreases ex—
ponentially as a function N . Then, strikingly, C has a
mihinum at N, (k) and increases slightly before stabilk-
ising; the sm aller , the an aller the subsequent increase.
O newould have naively expected that C decreased m ono—
tonically as a function ofN ; however, since decreases
when N increases at xed k, the assum ption that the
exponentials give independent contributions to g is not
valid any more at N ’ N, , and becom es clearly in—
correct when N > N, . The consequence is that g x)
becom es too large except at x = 1. This is not prob—
Jem atic, however, since in practice, one prefers arge  to
an all ones, so0 as to use as few exponentials as possble.
A sexpected, N, increases linearly w ith k, in plying that
for = 2,theoptmmalN = N, k)’ 1k, or equiva—
lently / 1017 7 3:87. Anocther feature of this gure
is that C W, (k)) decreases as function of k: this due
to the vanishing in uence of the deviation caused by the
dow nw ards shift of the last exponential.

Tt is possble to im prove the precision of the approxi-
m ation orN < N, bym odifying the scale ofx, orequiv—

alently by taking into account derivativeg of g of higher
orders. The second order yields ; = (+1) 1
From the conditions on the st deriyatives and on the
equality of fiinctions, w; / texp(  ( + 1)). This

reasoning can be extended to m atch the derivatives up
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FIG . 3: Error per decade C as a function of n for various
N Nm = 5 k=3, =2; = 10" .Dotted lines are Hor
eye guidance only.

to order n, resulting in

el , . X ,
gx) = Pexp( =) Texp( x=1)
i=0 i=0
6)
w ith
2 31
y 1 : T
mu= 4 (+ 9> = g )

i, ()
Since does not depend on i it m odi es the scale of x,
which can be used to adijust the position in log-space of
grelativeto f.For hrgen, ' @+ 1)=e, therefore
shifting g (x) to lJarger x. A ccording to Fig.[d, as Iong as
N < N, ,thereisan optim aln. Thiscom es from the fact
that g( ¥ ) < £( V): i ism ore advantageous to shift x
to Jarger values so as to avoid the too an allvalue ofg at

N | It also em phasises once again the need to solve the
problem of the last exponential.

The solution com es from a close exam ination of Fig.
[: the st exponentials do not contribute much to the
valuie ofg( ¥ ) ©rN nottoo am all. T his suggest that the
contribution of g; ( 7) to g( I) can be neglected ifi< 7.
Asa consequence, g( ¥ )’ gy (¥),and gy = 1. Thus

a 1=1 e(l 1=): (8)
M ore generally,

. i k
o k=1 o i e @ ) ©)

¢y is the sam e w ith both ansatze, since there is no ex—
ponentialon the left of . Tablk[givesan exam ple set of
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FIG . 4: Zoom ofFigllon the last two exponentials. = 2;
=4

v k. It isnoticablethat gy y display oscillationswhich
are dam ped as k Increases: since gy = 1 is large in oxder
to com pensate for the absence of further exponentials,
oy 1 Mmustbe an allerthan ¢y; next, oy , willbe slightly
largerthan ¢ so asto satisfy g( ¥ )= £( N 1), etc.

TABLE I: Correction coe cients given by the recursive
ansatz. = 2,N =8, =4

k 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

av x |1.000|0.720(0.773|0.763|0.765|0.765|0.765|0.765| 0.765

T he recursive ansatz always gives a better resul that
theuniform one, as it ensuresthat g( %) iscloserto £ ( )
foralli, and particularly for large i; g approxin ates £ re—
markably wellatx; = ! provided that isnottoo small
The di erences are m ost perceptble orx / Y, where
the recursive schem e gives a m uch better approxim ation
(see Fig.M), which explainswhy it ism ost advantageous
fork 4 where it decreasesC, at N, by a factor 2 for
k= 2and 15 fork = 3; larger k, hence larger N, , will
not bring m uch in provem ent since the weight of the dis—
crepancy caused by the uniform ansatz at N decreases.
Im proving the precision fiirther ispossblby takingm ore
exponentials from the Jeft hand side of 7 into account
In the calculus of ¢ at the price of heavier and probably
non-explicit com putations. F inally, if solving the full set
of linear equations for ¢; does not give enough precision,
the rem aing possibility is to m Inim ise num erically C [9].

T he above approxin ation has an obvious application
to nancialm arkets. T he m easure ofhistorical volatility
is usually done w ith exponentialm oving averages

Vet ©H=V(©

+ 03w 10)



wherev (t) is som em easure ofthe Instantaneousvolatility
(eg. daily volatility) over tunisoftine,and = e
is the m em ory. R iskM etrics recommends 1 = 0:98 or
2 = 0:294. W hile this is an e clent way of com puting
an average, it In plicitely assum es a choice of a single
tne scake 1=jn j’ 1=(1 ) or closeto 1. Unfor-
tunately, the volatility is a process w ith no obvious tim e
scale, as its autocorrelation fiinction decreases slow ky; t—
ting it w ith a powerJaw givesan exponent ' 03 [, 13].
In other words, any choice of isa com prom ise between
an oothness and reactivity. To our know ledge, the rst
paper to use a power-law kemel for m easuring volatili-
ties is from the O Isen group [L0]. O ne possible reason of
this particular functional form of the volatility m em ory
is that the m arket ism ade of heteregeneous participants
[11]. For instance the variety of tin escales of people
taking part into nancialm arkets is obviousto any prac-
tioner, hence a choice of a single selects the categories
of traders that the resulting average volatility incorpo-—
rates. D irect m easure on high-frequency data revealed
ve characteristic tin e scales [@]. Fiting a stochastic
volatility m odel w ith ve tim e-scales, this work found
them to be 0:18, 14, 2:8, 7, 28 business days, wih re—
spective weights of 039, 020, 0:18, 0:12, 0:11; the time
scales span about 22 decades, and the w eights decreases
algebraically as the tin escale grow sw ith an exponent of

about = 03. Other work considered = 2 [4,10].
G enerally speaking, 2 2= ,which gives = 1:15
if = 03 (see eg. I]). For = 115, ve expo—

nentials approxin ate best three decades w ith corrections
e = (0:704;0:702;0:714;0647;1). The average volatik
ity 2 is a weighted sum of volatilities on given tine
scales corresoonding to the ;s, which, In principle, still
requires to keep the retums over a tim e horizon equalto
the Iongest tin e scale; this is barely econom ical and de—
feats the Initial ain of the approxin ation. T he solution
is the use of sum s of nested exponentialm oving averages
of the last retum that are a proxy for retums on larger
tin e scales [8,114].

CONCLUSION S

W e have provided a sin ple m ethod to use e ciently a
sum ofweighted exponentials as a parsin onious approxi-

m ation ofa power-daw w ith any exponent. In particular,
we have shown the existence of an optim al num ber of
exponentials when one neglects the contribution of som e
exponentials in the determ ination ofthe coe cients. The
recursive ansatz is probably precise enough form ost ap—
plications.
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