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Detrended fluctuation analysis (DFA) is an improved methiodassical fluctuation analysis for nonstation-
ary signals where embedded polynomial trends mask the@sndrcorrelation properties of the fluctuations. To
better identify the intrinsic correlation properties oékevorld signals where a large amount of data is missing
or removed due to artifacts, we investigate how extreme ldst affects the scaling behavior of long-range
power-law correlated and anti-correlated signals. Wenthice a new segmentation approach to generate sur-
rogate signals by randomly removing data segments froriostay signals with different types of long-range
correlations. The surrogate signals we generate are ¢berad by four parameters: (i) the DFA scaling expo-
nenta of the original correlated signal(7), (ii) the percentage of the data removed from(z), (iii) the average
length . of the removed (or remaining) data segments, and (iv) thetimmal form P(1) of the distribution of
the lengthl of the removed (or remaining) data segments. We find thatlti®bscaling exponent of positively
correlated signals remains practically unchanged eveextoeme data loss of up to 90%. In contrast, the global
scaling of anti-correlated signals changes to uncorrélaghavior even when a very small fraction of the data
is lost. These observations are confirmed on two examplesabfworld signals: human gait and commodity
price fluctuations. We further systematically study theal@zaling behavior of surrogate signals with missing
data to reveal subtle deviations across scales. We finddhanfi-correlated signals even 10% of data loss leads
to significant monotonic deviations in the local scalingaage scales from the original anti-correlated towards
uncorrelated behavior. In contrast, positively corralatignals show no observable changes in the local scaling
for up to 65% of data loss, while for larger percentage of t&s, the local scaling shows overestimated regions
(with higher local exponent) at small scales, followed byenmestimated regions (with lower local exponent) at
large scales. Finally, we investigate how the scaling iscéd by the average length, probability distribution
and percentage of the remaining data segments in compdogha removed segments. We find that the aver-
age lengthu, of the remaining segments is the key parameter which detesrthe scales at which the local
scaling exponent has a maximum deviation from its origiaée. Interestingly, the scales where the maximum
deviation occurs follow a power-law relationship wjth. Whereas the percentage of data loss determines the
extent of the deviation. The results presented in this papeuseful to correctly interpret the scaling properties
obtained from signals with extreme data loss.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION ically investigate how loss of data changes the scalinggrrop
ties of various long-range power-law anti-correlated aos-p
itively correlated signals. Specifically, we develop a segm

In real-world signals data can be missing or unavailable tdation approach to generate surrogate signals by randanly r
a very large extent, especially in archaeological, gealgi moving data segments from stationary long-range power-law
and physiological recordings which often once recordedént correlated signals, and we study how the correlation ptaser
past can not be generated again. Knowing the effects whichre affected by (i) the percentage of removed data, (i) the a
data loss may have on the correlations and other dynamic&rage length of the removed (or remaining) data segments and
properties of the output signals of a given system is instru{iii) the functional form of the probability distributionfdhe
mental in accurately quantifying and modeling the undedyi removed (remaining) segments. We utilize the detrended fluc
mechanisms driving the dynamics of the system. Significantuation analysis (DFA) to quantify the effect of extremeadat
data loss can also be caused by failure of the data collectioless on the scaling properties of long-range correlatetbdsy
equipment, as well as by the removal of artifacts or noise-
contaminated data segments. To correctly interpret eeblt Scaling (fractal) behavior was first encountered in a class
tained from correlated signals with missing data, it is impo Of physical systems [1-3] which for a given “critical” value
tant to understand how the dynamical properties of such sigef their parameters, exhibit complex organization amoseg th

nals are affected by the degree of data loss. Here we systeméatdividual components, leading to correlated interactiover
a broad range of scales. This class of complex systems are typ

ically characterized by (i) multi-component nonlineardee
back interactions, (ii) non-equilibrium output dynamiesd
*Corresponding author: plamen@buphy.bu.edu (iii) high susceptibility and responsiveness to pertudyat.
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Scaling behavior has been found in a diverse group of sysion and modeling of the underlying mechanisms regulating
tems — ranging from earthquakes, to traffic jams and ecothe dynamics of a given system [44].

nomic crashes, to neuronal excitations as well as the dyssami  |n previous studies, we have systematically investigated
of integrated physiologic systems under neural control € anthe effects of various types of nonstationarities, data pre
has been associated with the underlying mechanisms of reggrocessing filters and data artifacts on the scaling behavio
lation of these systems|[4, 5]. The output signals of such sysof long-range power-law correlated signals as measured by
tems exhibit continuous fluctuations over multiple time/and  the DFA method@@ﬂ. In particular, we studied a type of
space scalesl[8], 7], where the amplitudes and temporatispatnonstationarity which is caused by the presence of disconti
organization of the fluctuations are characterized by a®sen nuities (gaps) in the signal, i.e., how randomly removintada
of dominant scale, i.e., scale-invariant behavior. Duehto t segments of fixed length affects the scaling propertiesmaf-o
nonlinear mechanisms controlling the underlyingintéoas,  range power-law correlated signdﬁ[g;g], Such discontiesii

the output signals of these systems are also typically nonmay arise from the nature of the recordings — e.g., stock ex-
stationary, which masks the intrinsic correlations. Ttiadal change data are not recorded during the nights, weekends and
methods such as power-spectrum and auto-correlation-analiolidays I[EB]_ In these situations, discontinuitiesreo

sis Et] are not suitable for nonstationary signals. spond to segments of fixed size.

DFA is a robust method suitable for detecting long- Alternatively, discontinuities may be caused by the fact
range power-law correlations embedded in nonstationgry si that (i) part of the data is lost due to various reasons, and/o
nals fi,EIZ]. It has been successfully applied to a vari{ii) some noisy and unreliable portions of continuous reeor
ety of fields where scale-invariant behavior emerges, sach angs (e.g., measurement artifacts) are discarded prionab a
DNA [11,[13£26], cardiac dynamics [47-46], human locomo-ysis @ﬂﬂ. In these cases, the lengths of the tost o
tion [8,[47L4D), circadian rhythn [50-53], neural receptor removed data segments are random, and may follow a certain
in biological systems| [54], seismologly [55,/56], meteorol-type of distribution which can often be related to the preces
ogy [57], climate temperature fluctuations![58-63], rivemfl  responsible for the removal or loss of data — e.g., a data ac-
and discharge [64, 65], and economics| [66-79]. The DFAquisition device which fails randomly with a given probiyil
method may also help identify different states of the same will result in a geometric distributio®(1) = (1 — p)'p with
system exhibiting different scaling behavior — e.g., theADF meanu = 1/p, wherel is the length of the data lost segments.
scaling exponent for heart-beat intervals is significantly dif- Thus, investigating the effect of data loss is essentiakterd
ferent for healthy and sick individua44] as wall a mine the true correlation properties of the signal outpua of
for wake and sleep statés [30] 85, 40,[45, 52]. given system.

Elucidating the intrinsic mechanisms of a given system re- To address this question, we propose a new segmentation
quires an accurate analysis and proper interpretationeof thalgorithm to generate surrogate signals by randomly remov-
dynamical (scaling) properties of its output signals. lofs  ing data segments from long-range power-law correlated sig
ten the case that the scaling exponent quantifying the temhpo nals with a-priori known scaling properties, and we investi
(spatial) organization of the systems’ dynamics acrostesca gate the effects of the percentage of the removed data, dif-
is not always the same, but depends on the scale of obsen/grent average lengths and different distributions of reedo
tion, leading to distinct crossovers —i.e., the value ofsbal- ~ data segments. We compare the scaling behavior of the orig-
ing exponent may be different for smaller compared to largeinal signals with the scaling of the surrogate signals by sys
scales. Such behavior has been observed for diverse symatically studying changes in the DFA scaling exponent.
tems, for example: (i) the spontaneous motion of microbead¥ve utilize local scaling exponents to reveal subtle devrei
bound to the cytoskeleton of living cells as quantified by theand to characterize changes in the scaling behavior at-diffe
mean-square displacement does not exhibit a Brownian ment scales in signals with segment removed. We note, that in
tion but instead undergoes a transition from subdiffusive t our investigation we consider the effect of data loss onadign
superdiffusive behavior with timé [BO]; (i) cardiac dynms  where the scaling behavior remains constant for the duratio
of healthy subjects during sleep are characterized by fuctu of the observations. Signals comprised of segments charac-
tions in the heartbeat intervals exhibiting a crossovemfeo  terized by different scaling exponents have been considere
higher scaling exponent (stronger correlations) at srivattt  elsewhere [€3].
scales (from seconds up to a minute) to a lower scaling ex- This paper is structured as follows: in SHA] we briefly
ponent (weaker correlations) at large time scales (from mindescribe the DFA method. In SdiEB]we describe how to
utes to hours), associated with changes in neural autonomgenerate stationary long-range power-law correlatedasign
control during sleep [30, 81]; and (iii) stock market dynam-In SecllTC]we introduce an algorithm for randomly remov-
ics where both absolute price returns and intertrade times e ing data segments from these signals to test the effectdaf da
hibit a crossover from a lower scaling exponent at small timdoss on the scaling behavior. In SEEA] we study the ef-
scales (up to a trading day) to much higher exponent at largiect of data loss on the global scaling of positively corteda
time scales (from a trading day to many months), a behavioand anti-correlated artifically generated signals witlfiedént
consistent for all companies on the market [69, 79]. Howeverength, and we show examples on two different sets of em-
crossovers may also be a result of various types of nonstapirical data. In SedlIIB]we compare the local scaling prop-
tionarities and artifacts present in the output signalsictuh  erties of correlated signals before and after data remaoyal b
if not carefully investigated, may lead to incorrect intefa-  considering the effect of several parameters of the removed
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segments. In SefflTC]we consider the inverse situation — is related to the exponert characterizing the power spec-
instead of focusing on the properties of the removed segnentrum S(f) = f~7 of the signal, whered = 2o — 1 [14].
we investigate how the correlations/scaling of the sigral d Thus, the special case of f noise, where3 = 1, observed
pend on the properties of the remaining data segments. Wia various physiological and biological system dynamics; c
summarize and discuss our findings in 9&4@. responding tax = 1. Since the power spectrum of stationary
signals is the Fourier transform of the auto-correlatiamcfu
tion, for signals with scale-invariant long-range postior-

Il. METHODS relation anda < 1, one can find the following relationship
between the auto-correlation exponerand the power spec-
A. Detrended fluctuation analysis (DFA) trum exponent3 for signals with scale-invariant long-range

correlations:y = 1 — 8 = 2 — 2a, where~ is defined by

The DFA is a random walk based methbd [11]. Itis an im-the auto-correlation functiof'(7) = 7=7, and should satisfy
provement of the classical fluctuation analysis (FA) fornon 0 <7 <1 [8g]. _ _ )
stationary signals where embedded polynomial trends mask YWe note that for anti-correlated signals, the scaling expo-
the intrinsic correlation properties in the fluctuatidng][IThe ~ N€nto obtained from the DFA method overestimates the true
performance of DFA for signals with different types of non- correlations at small scal@s[lﬁi]..To avoid this problem, one
stationarities and artifacts has been extensively stuaietl N€eds first to integrate the original anti-correlated sigmal
compared to other methods of correlation analyisis [12, gothen apply th_e DFA method. The correct scaling exponent can
i88]. The DFA methods involves the following stebsl[11]:  thus be obtained from the relation betweeandF'(n) /n [in-

(i) A given signalu(i) (i = 1,.., N, whereN is the length stead ofF'(n)] (see Figla). This procedure is applied for all

of the signal) is integrated to obtain the random walk profilec@ses of anti-correlated signals in this study. In our zsisiy
y(k) = 2521 [u(i) — (u)], where(u) is the mean ofi(i). the following sections we apply DFA-2. The choice of DFA-2

is dictated by the fact that this order of DEAsan accurately
guantify the scaling behavior of signals with exponentdim t
range0 < « < 3 [85], which covers practically all signals
generated by real world systems. Moreover, earlier ingasti
tions have demonstrated that DFA-2 is sufficient to acclyrate
quantify a broad range of nonstationary signals generated b
different physiologic dynamics — e.g., for heartbeat anil ga
dynamics the exponentobtained from higher order DFAis
not significantly different compared to obtained from DFA-

2 [49]. Further, deviations from scaling which appear atlsma
scale become more pronounced in higher order DF&E].

In order to provide an accurate estimatefgf), the largest

Y (k) = y(k) — yn(k). (1) boxsizen we use isn = N/8, whereN is the signal length.

(i) The integrated signaj(k) is divided into boxes of equal
lengthn.

(iii) In each box of lengtm we fit y(k) using a polynomial
function of order’ which represents thteendin that box. The
y coordinate of the fit curve in each box is denoted/hyk).
When a polynomial fit of ordef is used, we denote the algo-
rithm as DFA£. Note that, due to the integration procedure in
step (i), DFA4 removes polynomial trends of ordér- 1 in
the original signat:(7).

(iv) The integrated profilg(k) is detrended by subtracting
the local trendy,, (k) in each box of length:

(v) For a given box length, the root-mean-square (rms)

fluctuation function for this integrated and detrended aigs B. Procedure to generate stationary signals with long-rane
calculated: power-law correlations

We use a modified Fourier filtering techniqiel[90] to gen-
(2)  erate stationary long-range power-law correlated sign@ls
(¢ =1,2,..., N)with mean(u(i)) = 0 and standard deviation
= 1. The correlations ofi(i) are characterized by a Fourier
ower spectrum of a power-law for&(f) ~ f~=#, wheref is

(vi) The above computation is repeated for a broad rang%
of box lengths (wheren represents a specific space or timethe frequency. By manipulating the Fourier spectrum of ran-

Scfe)ot\?vgrr_?;/\',s?eﬁgﬁéﬁ'ggizgpege:& e?ggz_%li?{_s uare fluc dom Gaussian-distributed sequences, we generate sigial
P j ; : q o with desired power-law correlations. This method consiéts
tuation functionF'(n) and the box sizer, i.e., F'(n) ~ n®,

T N . : the following steps:
indicates the presence of scaling-invariant behavior @mbe = .\ S .
ded in the fluctuations of the signali). The fluctuations () First, we generate a Gaussian-distributed sequgfige

can be characterized by a scaling exponerat self-similarity \éV:EUTa?ZTg g())ij:e?t?;r? S?éa:nmd::ir %&e)watlm] =1,andwe

arameter which represents the long-range power-law-corre .. . .
E;ltion properties of tﬁe signal. # = 095 the%e E no correla- (i) Next, we generatéf) using the following transforma-
T tion:

tion and the signal is uncorrelated (white noise)yik 0.5,

t_he signal is anu—correlated_; tﬁ_ > 0.5, the slgnal is posi- a(f) =a(f) - B2, (3)
tively correlated; andv = 1.5 indicates Brownian motion (in-

tegrated white noise). For stationary signals with longges ~ whered(f) is the Fourier transform of the desired correlated
power-law correlations, the value of the scaling exponrent signalu(i) characterized by a Fourier power spectrum of the



u) [uu@fu@]u@]uEu@]um]ue) predetermined amoupfy of datato be removed, Le.
_____ M
y 4 y vy  _ _ _ __ ZZJ > pN, (5)
g(2) 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 Jj=1

| / whereM is the minimal number to fulfill EJE. Eventually,

PSR NN RSN IR DN PN B we will cut the size of the last segment to obtain the exact
@) |u)]u()u(3)|u6)u(®) fractionpV of the lost data. ’

. . . (i) We append a “1” to each element in the serigs}

FIG. 1: lllustration of generating a surrogate signél) by remov-  which will serve as a separator between two adjacent seg-
ing data points from the original signal:) according to a binary ments (see step (iv)), and results in a new seffigs1]}. Note

seriesg (). The positiong whereg (i) = 0 (or 1) correspond to the that now the summation over the series yighd&+ M.
positions at which data points (7) are removed (or preserved) to (iiiy We appendN — (pN + M) “1” elements to the end

btaind(7). . . .
obtain(i) of the serieg[/,, 1]} to obtain an extended series where the
sum of all elements igV, equal to the length of the original
form seriesu(i). This extended series is then shuffled leading to

a set of M elementgl;, 1] randomly scattered in a “sea” of
N — (pN + M) “1” elements (see E).

(iv) Next, we replace the numbetsin Eq.[@ with [, el-
ements of zeros, to obtain a binary serig$) as shown in

S(f) = la(H)I ~ 77, (4)

(iii) We calculate the inverse Fourier transformd(ff) to
obtainu(i). The generated stationary signdl) is then nor- Eq.d
malized to zero mean and unit standard deviation.

{..,1, [};,1], 1,001, [ljya, 1], li+2,1], 1,...}

(6)

C. Algorithm to generate surrogate signals with randomly { 1.0 0.1. 1 1.0 0.1. 0 0.1.1 }
remOvedsegmentS MR ) AR ) ) AR ) yr ) ) y .. ) 17(‘7‘)

We introduce a new segmentation approach to generate sur-Note that, in step (iii) of our algorithm, the shuffling of
rogate nonstationary signaig:) by randomly removing data  the extended series may lead to two or migyel] elements,
segments from a stationary correlated sigr(#) and stitching ~ which represent removed data segments, to become direct
together the remaining partsefi). Such “cutting” procedure  neighbors (EqB). Adding “1” to each elemen{l;} in step
is often used in the pre-processing of data prior to analysigii) thus ensures that adjacejit, 1] elements in the shuffled
in order to eliminate, for example, segments of data atfac extended series in Ewould not allow two or more separate
The proposed segmentation approach allows the simulation @emoved segments to be merged leading to the formation of
empirical data series where data segments are lost or removeemoved segments with longer average lengtnd different
The surrogate signaig(i) are characterized by four parame- form of their probability distribution compared to the drig|
ters: (i) the DFA scaling exponent of the original signal  choice in step (i) of the algorithm.

u(i), (i) the percentage of the data removed, (iii) the aver-  Finally, the surrogate signai(i) is obtained by simultane-
age length. of the removed data segments as well as (iv) theusly scanning the original signali) and the binary series
functional formP({) of the distribution of the lengthof the  ¢(;) from Eq[7 removing the-th element inu(i) if g(i) = 0

removed data segments. and concatenating the segments of the remaining datdljfig.

To generate a surrogate signl) from the original sig- In this study, we consider four different functional forms
nal u(z), we first construct a binary sequeng@) with the  of the probability distributionP (/) of segment lengths i.e.,
same lengthV asu(i). In our algorithm the positionswhere  exponential, Gaussiars; and power-law distributions, and
g(i) = 0 will correspond to the positions at which data pointswe use the average lengthof the removed data segments
in u(i) are removed, while the positions wher€) = 1 will a5 a common parameter to compare the effect of removed
correspond to the positions ir(i) where data points are pre- data segments with different distributions. For the expene
served (Figl). tial ands-distribution, the average lengthis sufficient to de-

We developed the following method to construct the binarytermine their probability distribution functions. The Gaian
seriesg(i): and power-law distributions require additional paraneeter

(i) We generate the lengthis (j = 1,2, ..., M) of the seg-  be clearly defined, and thus, we need to introduce boundary
ments that will be removed from the original signdli) by  conditions, so that these parameters can be related toéne av
randomly drawing integer numbers from a given probabilityage lengthu.
distribution () with mean valueu. Each integer number  The functional form of the Gaussian distribution is
drawn fromP(l) represents the length of a segment removed
from w (). The process continues until the summation of the Pl) = 1 or [_ (1— M)T @)
lengths of all removed segments becomes equal or exceeds a V202 202 ’
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FIG. 2: Examples of theoretical probability density for @aus- ‘_g
sian distribution and (b) power-law distribution used irr gimu- 2
lations of different situations of data loss. The paransefer the «
functional form of distributions are determined by the a¢gr length
1 we chose for each simulation and by specific boundary condi- F T T [ T " T T T
tions, i.e., for the Gaussian distribution, we set the pbilg of
the smallest segment lengt(l = 1) = 1/pN, and for the power-
law distribution we set the probability of the largest segtriength | , , ,
P(l = lmaz) = 1/pN (see text for details). 0 200 400 600 800
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wherey is the average and is the standard deviation of the FIG. 3: lllustration of data removal from stationary coateld sig-
segment length& Since with a fixed smaly, the Gaussian nals. Removed data segments (shaded regions) are randosiy p
distribution is not much different from &distribution, and  tioned within the original signal, and tlheir lengthare drawn from
with a fixed larges, the Gaussian distribution resembles an@n €xponential distributiotP(l) = exp(~!/u) with average
exponential distribution, we relatewith 1 in such a way, as Y2lUe 4. An average length, = 10 is chosen for (a) the anti-
. correlated signal (DFA scaling exponent= 0.3) and (b) the posi-
a boundary qondltlon’ .th.at the Sma”?St segmem:_ (1) can tively correlated signald, = 1.3). Larger segments with = 50 are
only be obtained (statistically) once in each realizatio®,  removed from (b) anti-correlated signal & 0.3) and (d) positively
P(l =1) = 1/pN, whereN is the length of the original  correlated signald = 1.3).
signal, and is the percentage of data loss.
The functional form of a power-law distribution is given by
P(I) = al*,1 € [1, lmas] ) the scaling behavior of anti-corre_lated signals. A_t the!eica
’ mazh larger than the crossover the anti-correlated scaling\eha
with fllmam P()dl — 1 and the average length — i_?hgompletely destro_yed and resembles uncprr_elated lmhavi
L o i R is crossover is shifted to smaller scales with increaparg
Jy7 7 1P(1)dl. Similar to the Gaussian distribution, we set the centage of removed data or decreasing length of the removed
probability of the largest segment fa(l = l1nas) = 1/pPN.  segments, indicating a stronger effect on the scaling hehav
With these three boundary conditions, we can relate thethre |y most cases, the length of data loss segments is not fixed
parameters, k andl,,... in Eq.@with the average length. but random, and follows a certain distribution. How does the
In Fig.[2, we show examples of Gaussian and power-lawgjstribution of data loss segments influence the scalingweh
distributions with different average lengthdased on the cri- jor of correlated signals? In some cases, especially when ar
teria described above. Figshows examples of our procedure chaeological data are studied, the percentage of datadoss ¢
of data removal. The lengths of the removed segments wergg extremely large (and can reach up to 95% | [91]). Would
chosen to be exponentially distributed with different @ager  the extreme data loss affect also positively correlateasap
length. To address these questions, in this section we study thet effe
of data loss caused by random removal of data segments that
follow a certain distribution.
First, we consider the case in which the lengths of data
loss segments are exponentially distributed. Following th
A. Effect of data loss on global scaling approach introduced in SEHC] we first generate station-
ary correlated signals(i) with length N = 220 and with
Previously, we have studied the effect of data loss on thecaling exponenta ranging from 0.1 to 1.5, and then ran-
scaling behavior of long-range correlated signals by removdomly remove exponentially distributed data segments from
ing data segments with fixed length [83]. We have found thathe original signak:(i) to obtain surrogate signaig(i). As
data loss in anti-correlated signals substantially chartge illustrated in Figld, the rms fluctuation functio#’(rn) shows
scaling behavior even when only 1% of data are removed. Isimilar changes in the scaling behavior as observed_in [83]
contrast, the scaling behavior of (positively) correlagggt  where segments with a fixed length were removed from the
nals is practically not affected even when up to 50% of theoriginal signal. (i) The scaling behavior of surrogate sign
data are removed. Data loss generally causes a crossoverstrongly depends on the scaling exponenof the original sig-

. RESULTS
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FIG. 4: (Color online) Effect of data loss on the scaling hetwaof 6 5. (Color online) Effect of data loss on the scaling hébeof
long-range correlated signals with length = 2=° (before data re- short signals (v = 4000 before data removal). (a) Removing up

moval), zero mean and unity standard deV|at|on..The. 'ef“l‘“‘!'se to 50% of the data (i.e., 2000 data points remain) does nat bav
removed segments are drawn _from an _exponentlal (jlstrltnumth . observable effect on the scaling behavior of positivelyeated sig-
meary = 10. (a) Scaling behavior of anti-correlated signals (Sca“ngnals and leads to small deviations from the original scdbekavior
exponentor < 0.5) with a data loss of 10% (blue circles), 65% (red j, gnti_correlated signals. (b) Extreme data loss of 90%,(bnly
triangles) and 90% (green squares). Note that, to obtaiceurate 400 data points remain) leads to more pronounced deviallﬁom;
estimation of the DFA scaling exponefffor anti-correlated signals, the original scaling behavior. In general, the deviatioressmaller

we first integrate the signals and then we apply the DFA methOdwith laraer average lenath of removed segments
Thus, to obtain the correct scaling exponent for anti-datee sig- g g oth g '

nals we divideF'(n) by n to account for the integration of the sig-

nals and next we plaf'(n)/n vs. the scalex (see also SeE A and

Fig. 15 in [82]). (b) Scaling behavior of positively corredd sig-  data. (iii) In contrast, positively correlated signals stuarac-
nals (scaling exponemt > 0.5) with 10%, 65% and 90% data loss. tically no changes for up to 65% of data loss (Ip)). Sur-
The scaling behavior of strongly anti-correlated data &watically  prisingly, even with extreme data loss of up to 90% of the
changed even when only 10% of the data are removed. A Crassovgjgna| the scaling behavior is still practically preservex-

at scalen,. indicates a transition (arrow), due to loss of data in thehibiting a slightly lower exponent (waker correlations) —

signals, from the orlglnallantl-correlated behaworvmh:.(.).l toan an effect which is less pronounced with increasing values of
uncorrelated behavior with = 0.5. In contrast, for positively cor-

related signals, i.6).5 < «a < 1.5 only an extreme data loss of 90% a (see Figh(b)).
leads to small deviations from the original scaling behaviis ef- Next, we consider the case in which the length of the origi-
fect becomes weaker for increasing valuesxaf As expected, for  nal signal is much shorte™N = 4000), as illustrated in Fidsl
a = 0.5 (white noise) andv = 1.5 (Brownian noise) data removal We find that the scaling behavior of both anti-correlated and
does not affect the scaling behavior. positively correlated signals with extreme data loss ckang
the same way as we observed in EwhereN = 229). In
addition, we find (see Fif) that when increasing the average
nals. (ii) The anti-correlated signals substantially getheir  lengthy of the data loss segments, the scaling behavior of the
scaling behavior even if only 10% of the data are removedurrogate signals deviates less from the original scaleg b
(Fig.[(a)). A crossover from anti-correlated to uncorrelatedhavior. Thus, removing the same percentage of the data using
(« = 0.5) behavior appears at scate due to data loss, i.e., longer (and fewer) segments has a lesser impact on the scal-
at the scales larger than,, the anti-correlations in the origi- ing behavior of both positively correlated and anti-catetl
nal signals are completely destroyed. The crossover sgale signals compared to removing segments with smaller average
is shifted to smaller scales with increasing percentagesif | length.
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(a) 10’1 T -
I — Human gait: Interstride intervals

L 90% data loss

r Ave. length of data loss segments:

[ o p=10

I A p=100

F(n) locally in a window of sizew = 3log2. We determine
the local scaling exponent,. at different scales by mov-
ing the windoww in small steps of sizé\ = ilog2 starting
atn = 4.

In Fig.[7, we showy,. for 10%, 65% and 90% of data loss,
and the average length of the data loss segmeptsid.0 (cp.
Fig.[). The scaling behavior of anti-correlated signals shows
systematic deviations from the original behavior: therafer
a | the anti-correlations, the faster is the decaygf. towards
o 0% ] ] 0.5 (uncorrelated behavior). The deviations are strongenwv
© __"a=0.9 more data were removed from the original signal. Note that
1ot —_—ed —— when 90% of the data are removed, the correlation properties

10 n o 10 of originally anti-correlated signals are completely deged

(Fig.[Zc)), because there are practically no consecutive data

F 'C'or'nr'nlodity pric'e: Pe'ppe'r T ] points of the original signals preserved in the surrogatesnwv
[ 750 data loss ] u = 10 andp = 90% (see SedllICland EqlI0). When
- Ave. length of data loss segments: 1 increasing the average length of the removed segments from
I ] i = 10 to p = 100 (Fig.[?), the scaling behavior of anti-
correlated signals is less affected ang. = 0.5 is reached at
larger scales.

For positively correlated signal®9.6 < o < 1.5), the
effect of data loss is more complex. The local scaling ex-
ponents show significant and systematic deviations from the
original scaling behavior not observed in the rms fluctuatio
functions F'(n) in Fig.[b). The deviations from the origi-
= —_ '02 nal scaling behavior are more pronounced for a higher per-

n ! centage of data loss and vary across scales. For small aver-
age length ¢ = 10, Fig.[7la-c), the local scaling exponent is
underestimated at small scales and gradually recoversto th

. ; X . iginal scaling behavior at larger scales. For a larger-ave
pepper in England in the period 1209-1914. Removing up to 90‘%3rlglna -
of the gait intervals and up to 75% of the commaodity data useg; age length Qf removal Qata segments< 100, Fig.[7d-f), we
ments of different average lengthdoes not significantly affect the f'nd_ overestimated regions at small S(_:ales_ and underestimat
global scaling behavior. Closed symbols represent a siegiiza- ~ '€gions at large scales. The overestimation of the local sca
tion and open symbols indicate the mean and standard dmsagb- ~ iNg behavior is more pronounced for stronger positively cor
tained from 100 realizations of randomly removing data ssgm  related signals, while the underestimation is more pronedn
The lengths of the removed data segments are drawn from an expfor weaker positively correlated signals.
nential distribution. An interesting phenomenon seen in Ffjs that for anti-
correlated signals the scale at whigly. reaches 0.5 (uncorre-
o ] _lated behavior) is shifted towards smaller scales witheas#

To show how missing data segments affect correlations ifyg percentage of data loss. Similarly, for positively esrr
real-world signals, we consider two examples of compleXaieq signals, the overestimated and underestimatedn®gio
scale-invariant dynamics: (i) human gait as a represeetati 5y ai50 shifted towards smaller scales, when a higher per-
of integrated physiologic systems under neural controhwit ¢entage of data is removed. This phenomenon occurs in both
multiple-component feedback interactions (f&g), and (ii) cases: = 10 andy = 100.

commodity price fluctuations from England across several To understand precisely how the two parameters — the av-

c;:_ntu&)es rleflectmg comtple_>t<hecon(im|;: and social mttemgsn Ierage length. of the data loss segments and the percentage
(Fig. .)' n agreement with our 1ests on surrogate S|gnasp of data loss — influence changes in the local scaling be-
shown in F|g_lZ] and Fig[5, our analyses of real data confirm havior, in Fig/Ba-d we show hown,,. changes with the av-
the observation that even extreme data loss of up to 90% do%?age ,Iengtm of the removed segments. For anti-correlated
not significantly affect the global scaling behavior of posi -

. . signals, the scale at whieh,. reaches 0.5 monotonically in-
tively correlated ¢ > 0.5) signals. creases and shows a power-law relationship witlfrig.[8a).
For positively correlated signals, as shown in 8b-d, the
overestimated regions at small scales as well as the urideres
B. Properties of removed data segments: Effect of datalossio  mated regions at large scales are shifted to higher scaths wi
local scaling increasingu. This shift in the local scaling behavior also fol-
lows a power-law with average length(Fig.[Bc, inset).

To reveal in greater detail the effect of data loss, we inves- In Fig.Be-h, we show how the percentagef data loss in-

tigate the local scaling behavior of tign) curves by fitting  fluence changes in the local scaling behavior. For a fixed aver

(b) 10"

F(n)

10

FIG. 6: (Color online) Two examples of the effect of extrenatad
loss: (a) interstride intervals of human gait, and (b) ahpuaes of
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FIG. 7: (Color online) Effect of data loss on the local scglbrehavior (quantified by local scaling exponens.) of long-range power-law
correlated signals. The symbols indicate averagg values obtained from 100 different realizations of surtegsignals with the same
correlation exponent, and the error bars show the standard deviations. The méseadaremoved, the more the scaling exponent deviates
from the original exponent. The data loss segments are expiafly distributed with average length= 10 ((a)-(c)) andu = 100 ((d)-(f)).

For anti-correlated signals, the removal of larger segmgnt= 100) has less effect on the scaling behavior. For positivelyetated signals,

the deviations vary across scales, showing both overestiheand underestimated regions.
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FIG. 8: (Color online) Effect of the average lengttof data loss segments (a)-(d) and effect of the percentagfedata loss (e)-(h) on the
local scaling behavior in anti-correlated signals [(a); (e = 0.3] and positively correlated signals [(b), (]jx = 0.7; (c), (9): « = 1.0; (d),
(h): o = 1.3]. For (a)-(d),p = 90% of data are removed, and for (e)-(h), the average lengthnebved segments = 100. In all the cases,
the removed segments are exponentially distributed, amdetigth of the original signal&’ = 22°. To clearly see the power-law relation
between the average lengthof removed segments and the scalat whicha;,. achieves the same value, thg,. values are projected into
thelog,, u-log,, n plane (see color-coded insets in figures (a)—(d)). The sigibdhe inset figures in (c) and (g) indicate the positiongreh
ay0c Values reach a maximum (red closed circle) or a minimum (bpen circle), and depict the shift of the overestimated amtbrestimated
regions to large scales with increasipngand decreasing. The local scaling curves highlighted by black symbols espond to the curves
shown in Fig[¥ (rectangles = 10, p = 90%; diamond:u = 100, p = 90%; circle: . = 100, p = 65%; triangle: u = 100; p = 10%).
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FIG. 9: (Color online) Effect of different kinds of distriians of
data loss segments on the local scaling behavior. The plawedis-
tributed data loss segments lead to higher values;gf for pos-
itively correlated signals and lower values for anti-ctated sig-
nals compared to the other distributions. There is no difiee
between Gaussian arddistributed segments which yield slightly
lower «y,. values than exponentially distributed signals. For anti-
correlated signals, exponentially, Gaussian ardistributed seg-
ments lead to identical;,. values whereas the power-law distribu- ) S
tion yields slightly lower local scaling exponents. &§§§%§\
S VNN
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age length: = 100, we find that the deviation from the orig-
inal scaling behavior is more pronounced for higher valifes o
p in both anti-correlated and positively correlated signats
also observed in Fidgll The scaling behavior of positively T
correlated signals also shows overestimated regions dt sma (d) ~ Power-law distribution
scales and underestimated regions at large scaledgfFig, L1y~
although not as clear as in Figh-d. Both regions are shifted

to larger scales with decreasing percentage of datalogsasi ¢
lustrated in the inset in Fi@g. ]
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To understand whether different functional forms of dis-
tributions of data loss segments have different effectshen t
scaling behavior, we repeated the same tests with three othe log, (1) 2
kinds of distributions: a Gaussian distributiord-distribution 10
(i.e., segments have fixed length) and a power-law distribu-
tion. We find that all three kinds of distributions show simi- FIG. 10: (Color online) Effect of the average lengttof data loss
lar deviations from the original local scaling behavior as r Segments on the local scaling behavior in long-range aigelsig-
ported above for exponentially distributed data loss segsie Nl Witha = 1.0. The length of the data loss segments are (a) expo-
However, for power-law distributed segments lengths, the e nentially dlstrlbqteq, (b) Gaussian distributed, §edlistributed and
timated local scaling exponents are generally higher (fpwe (d) power-law distributed. In all the cases,= 90% of data are

los f itivel i lated Sianai removed, and the length of the original signals= 2%°. The be-
across scales for positively (anti-) correlated signaig. (. havior of howa;,. changes withu is similar for exponential, Gaus-

When increasing the average lengthof the removed data  gjan ands-distribution, while the power-law distribution shows des

segments or increasing the percentagef data loss, the yariations. The local scaling curves highlighted by blagknbols
power-law distribution shows less variations than the othecorrespond to the curves shown in Fijy. 9.

three kinds of distributions (FiQand Fig[17).
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FIG. 11: (Color online) Effect of the percentagef data loss on the
local scaling behavior in long-range correlated signahwit= 1.0.
The length of the data loss segments are (a) exponentialtiytiited,
(b) Gaussian distributed, (&} -distributed and (d) power-law dis-
tributed. In all the cases, the average length of removethsets

u = 100, and the length of the original signaé = 22°. Similar to
Fig.[10, the exponential, Gaussian andistributions show similar
changes inv;,. with p, while the power-law distribution shows less
variations. The local scaling curves highlighted by blagknbols
correspond to the curves shown in Kig. 9.
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C. Properties of remaining data segments: Effect of data Iss
on local scaling

In the previous section, we tested the effect of data loss
by specifying the distribution and average lengthrevhoved
segments. In this section, we study the effect of data loss by
specifying the distribution and average lengthremaining
data segments. The results obtained by focusing on the prop-
erties of remaining data segments are different from what wa
shown above and will lead to a better understanding of the
effect of data loss on the scaling behavior of long-range cor
related signals.

The approach to generate the appropriate surrogate signals
with different properties of remaining data segments is-sim
lar to the one described in SHEC] except that now the bi-
nary serieg (i) are obtained according to the parameters of
the remaining data segments, and the surrogate sigiials
are generated by removing tixh data point in the original
signalu(i) if g(¢) = 1, and preserving théth data point if
g(i1) = 0. The relation between the average length of data
loss segmentsy() and remaining data segmenjs.) can be
derived as follows:

Let the length of the original signal b®. If p; is the
percentage of data loss, the amount of data loss is given by

N; = pN, and the amount of remaining data is given by
N, = p.N = (1 — p;)N. If y; is the average length of the
lost data segments, the number of lost segments is approxi-

mately given byn; ~ N;/u;. The number of remaining data
segments is approximately equal to the number of data loss
segments, i.en, =~ n;. Hence, the average length of the
remaining data segments is:

N,

oy

)

~ (10)
Yz

Hy = M-

Note that the lengths of data loss segments are always geo-
metrically distributed due to the shuffling procedure in our
segmentation approach (see 9&€]and Fig[12).

We find similar changes in the scaling behavior as observed
in Fig.[d where the distribution of removed segment lengths
was specified. As illustrated in Fig3 where the lengths of
remaining segments are exponentially distributed, thalloc
scaling behavior of anti-correlated surrogate signaldadev
monotonically from original behavior towards uncorredati
at larger scales. While the local scaling exponents of posi-
tively correlated surrogate signals vary across scalesy-sh
ing both overestimated and underestimated regions. Tkese r
gions as well as the scales at which the anti-correlatecsgn
reacha;,. = 0.5 are also shifted towards larger scales when
the average length of remaining segmenténcreases. How-
ever, in contrast to what was observed in [Hgthere is no
shift to smaller scales with increasing percentage of des: |
Note that, according to EQ, an average length, = 10 of
remaining segments and a percentage- 10% of remaining
data (as shown in FiL3c), corresponds to an average length
w = 90 of removed segments and a percentage= 90%
of removed data. Thus the local scaling behavior observed
in Fig.[I3c is vary similar to Fig[7g (wherey; = 100 and
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(@ : : : : age lengthu,.. Not_e th_at, according to EAQ, thea,. curves
1572 Exponential distributior] ; ;2| Geometrical distributior from 1.,=8 to 455 in Figll4a-d correspond tp,=72t0 4095 in
fr =100 1 =186 Fig.[Ba-d, thus the local scaling behavior in these two regions
o pr = 35% pr = 65% are very similar.
=107 - 10" - L _ -
With increasing percentags. of remaining data, the de-
% Ll i e viation from the original scaling behavior becomes smaller
10 & \ L 1 10E \ [ (Fig.[I4e-h). However, for anti-correlated signals, the scale at
0 500 1000 0 1000 2000 which oy, reaches 0.5 does not depend on the percentage of
(b)0.02 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ data loss (FigIZe), in contrast to FigBe where removed data
Gaussian distributiovli 1g%-Geometrical distributior segments were studied. Similarly, the overestimated nsgio
pr = 100 =186 in positively correlated signals are also not shifted wiib t
So.01- pr = 35% | 5 pi = 65% percentage of data loss (FIB&-h, and compare to Fig-h).
Next, we investigate how different kinds of distributiorfs o
‘ 159 | '~'-~‘--- - rem_aining da_ta segments influence the _Iocal scaling behavio
GO 100 >00 0 1000 2000 As_ illustrate in F|g.|I_5, t_he surrogate 5|gnals_ gen_erated by
© using Gau53|en of-distribution have almost |de_nt_|cal local
T T T scaling behavior and the most pronounced deviation from the
1 S-distribution 2 Geometrical distributiont ¢ 0in A |ocal scaling behavior, and the power-law disttibn
pr = 100 pu = 186 shows the smallest deviations. Note that, the local scatkag
= pr = 35% pr=65% ) AT
F 05 1104 i ponent of surrogate signals generated bydistribution jump _
to largeray,. values at certain small scales when the scaling
BT exponent of the original signal is 1.3, 1.4 and 1.5. This be-
0 \ 10 \ I havior is caused by the discontinuities in the surrogateadig
0 100 200 0 1000 2000 at the transition points between remaining data segmemts, a
()10 ‘ ‘ ‘ since the remaining segments are of fixed length, the tiansit
Power-law distributior) ; 52 Geometrical distributior] points occur periodically. If the segment lenggh+£ 100 in
5 - = 100 w =186 Fig.[IH) is an integral multiple of the size of the fitting boxes
=10 pr=35%7 pi=65% (scales) in the DFA algorithm (e.gz, = 10, 20, 25, 50), the
e 10 - 7 transition points are not included in any fitting box and thus
1074 - the rms fluctuation functions of the surrogate signals well b
| 10 | T the same as in the original signals. In all other cases, the di
1P 17 0 1000 2000 continuities inside the fitting box will cause larger rms flues-

Remaining segment length ~ Removed segment lengtt  tion functions and lead to jumps in the local scaling expasien

at certain scales < y, as observed in Fif[3
FIG. 12: The distributions of remaining data segments {eftmn)

and corresponding distributions of data loss segmentst(cigumn). In Fig.[18 we show how the local scaling curves of posi-
The remaining data segments follow (a) exponential, (b)egeaw,  tively correlated signals change with the average lepgtbf

(c) Gaussian, and (d)-distribution with average length.=100 and  remaining segments, which follow an exponential distiiut
35% of data remaining. The data loss segments are alwayseleom (Fig.[I8a), a Gaussian distribution (F{®&), as-distribution
rically distributed independent of the distributions qfnaa'ning Seg-  (Fig.[L6c), and a power-law distribution (Fig8d). The Gaus-
ments. Note that, the average lengths are practically e s i3 andj-distributions lead to a similar local scaling behavior
estimated from Eq.10. with regions of pronounced overestimation and underestima
tion which are shifted to larger scales for increasing value
of u,.. This shift is also observed in the case of the expo-
nential distribution, however, the deviation from the ara
scaling behavior (overestimation/underestimation)ss fero-

h h th | ’ e nounced. In contrast, the power-law distribution shows les
changes with the average length of remaining segments. |4 jation of the local scaling behavior and does not lead to

Similar to Fig.[Ba-d where the distribution of removed seg- g ,cp distinct regions of over- and underestimated values.
ments was specified, the variation of the local scaling behav, qgition, the local scaling curves do not show a clear depe

ior _of positively correlated signals also shows everesttdaﬂa_ dency (“shift”) with the average length of remaining segtsen
regions at smaller scales followed by underestimated nsgio

at larger scales. Both regions are shifted to larger soatesn
the average length of remaining segments increases, fgrmin The variation of the local scaling curves with the perceatag
a power-law relationship between the shift in the local scal p,. of remaining data for the four different distributions are
ing behavior and., (Fig.[d4c). For anti-correlated signals presented in Figl4 Similar as shown in Figl4, the scale of
the local scaling behavior also shows a power-law relationmost pronounced deviation from the original scaling betravi
ship between the scale at whiah,. reaches 0.5 and the aver- is independent of the percentageof remaining data.

p = 90%), and FiglI3d (i, = 100, p,, = 90%, p; = 11) is
similar to Fig[7a (u; = 10, p; = 10%).
In Fig.[I4a-d, we show how the local scaling behavior

Hr-



13

(a) [ original 5|gnal length: N= =7° (d) [ original 5|gnal length: N= =7°

| Remaining data segments: Exponential distribution Remaining data segments: Exponential distribution

- Average length:p =10 , - Average length:p =100 ,
- Pp,=90% data remain il - Pp,=90% data remain -7

T
1.5 T ]

G|OC
G|OC
H

et T T et a_a
& N—LMJJH_LMLm T

ViN
/
/
ViN
/
Vi
PN
.
Vi N

0 Ll ol MR |

(b) t p,=35% data remain

p,=35% data remain

\4
1 o
3 3
O 1 O
0.5 P
gg'&’
0 PR | R | PR | R | 0 eu-—t?uunnl R | PR | R |
(©) p,=10% data remain I I I f t p=10% data remain il I
) =< s== amr amrimm % * a=15 ) _ my %7 * a=15
P — a=1.4 . L a=1.4
= >a=1.3 . " >a=1.3
voa=1.2 v a=1.2
T v a=1.1 va=1.1
4 a=10 4 a=10
3 & a=0.9 3 & a=0.9
ol 0=0.8 ol 0=0.8
<] a=0.7 <] a=0.7
a=0.6 a=0.6
O a=0.5 O a=0.5
A =04 A =04
Aa=0.3 Aa=0.3
® 0=0.2 ® 0=0.2
0 T T BT B ..an'l 0 e ..an'l
10 10° 1Or31 10" 10° 10 10° 1Or31 10' 10°

FIG. 13: (Color online) Effect of data loss on the local seglbehavior of long-range correlated signals. The lengtheoremaining data
segments are exponentially distributed with average kepgt= 10 ((a)-(c)) andu, = 100 ((d)-(f)). The symbols indicate average,.
values obtained from 100 different realizations of surtegdgnals with the same correlation exponenand the error bars show the standard
deviations. The more data are removed, the more the scaljmnent deviates from the original exponent. For antiaated signals, the
removal of larger segmentg{ = 100) has less effect on the scaling behavior. For positivelyetated signals, the deviations vary across
scales, showing both overestimated and underestimatemhseg
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FIG. 14: (Color online) Effect of the average length of remaining data segments (a)-(d) and effect of the peagept. of remaining data
(e)-(h) on the local scaling behavior in anti-correlataghais [(a), (). = 0.3] and positively correlated signals [(b), (|x = 0.7; (¢), (9):

a = 1.0; (d), (h): « = 1.3]. For (a)-(d),p- = 10% of data are remained, and for (e)-(h), the average lengtero&ming segments, = 100.

In all the cases, the remaining segments are exponentialijtited, and the length of the original sign@¥s = 22°. The symbols in the
inset figures in (c) and (g) indicate the positions wherg. values reach a maximum (red closed circle) and a minimune(bpen circle),
which show that the overestimated and underestimatednegie shifted to larger scales only with increasingnd are not shifted with the
percentage,- of remaining data changes. The local scaling curves higtdidyby black symbols correspond to the curves shown ifBlg. 1
(rectangleiu, = 10, p» = 10%; diamond:u = 100, p, = 10%); circle: u, = 100, p» = 35%; triangle: u» = 100; p» = 90%).
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data segments on the local scaling behavior. The Gaussthi-an \\{\“‘
distributions lead to identical and most pronounced drnatfrom 0.8

the original scaling behavior for both anti-correlated maditively
correlated signals. The power-law distribution leads todst de-
viations for anti-correlated signals and a smoother beiafi o;,.
versusy., i.e., a less pronounced over- and underestimation of the
original scaling behavior for positively correlated sitmalnterest-
ingly, for positively correlated signals, all four kinds distributions
yield the same local scaling exponent,.. at certain scaler{ ~ 300

for - = 100). Note that in case of thé-distribution, large jumps

of ay,. values at small scales occur for original scaling exponents
a =1.3to 1.5 (see text for more details).

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION
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In this paper, we studied the effect of extreme data loss on 1 o

the DFA scaling behawor of long-range power-law correlate (d) Power—/lawdistﬂfpt]ﬁo T
signals. In order to simulate extreme data loss, often emcou 1.1 -
tered in archaeological and geological data, we developed |
a new segmentation approach to generate correlated signals 1 S e Sl
with randomly removed data segments. Using this approach, 38 ' éz}:{\:‘:‘:\\\}}":‘ N -
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surrogate signals can be generated for different percestag ° 0.9
of data loss, different average lengths and different ibistr
tions of removed/remaining data segments. We compared 0.8
the difference between the DFA scaling behavior of original
and surrogate signals by systematically changing the perce
age of data loss and the average length of removed/remaining
segments, and we also consider different functional forins o
the distributions of removed/remaining segment lengths. WG 16: Effect of different distributions and the averagagthyu.
studied changes in the global scaling behavior as well as iBf remaining data segments on the local scaling behavice! lthe
the local scaling exponents to reveal subtle deviationssacr casesp,. = 10% of data are remained, and the length of the origi-
scales. nal signalsN = 22°. The Gaussian and-distribution lead to very

We find that anti-correlated signals are very sensitive ta da Similar behavior with most pronounced,. deviations and a clear
shift with u,-. In contrast, the power-law distribution shows no clear

loss. Even if only 10% of the data are removed, the scaling bes . ! o
. . . . dependency aofy,. with u,. The local scaling curves highlighted by

havior of the surrogate signals changes dramatically, BJ@W black symbols correspond to the curves shown in[Fiy. 15.

uncorrelated behavior at large scales. In contrast, pekiti

correlated signals are more robust to data loss and no signif

icant changes in thglobal scaling behavior are observed for

> 3
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Original signal: a=1.0; N=20
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(a)  Exponential disfribution
1.1+--"" ! ‘
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FIG. 17: Effect of different distributions of remaining degegments
and the percentage, of remaining data on the local scaling be-
havior. In all the cases, the average length of remainingnsets
ur- = 100, and the length of the original signalé = 2%°. The
deviations from original scaling behavior are more proreagahfor
smaller percentages of remaining data. Note that the statbiah
the most pronounced deviation is observed does not depep¢.on
The local scaling curves highlighted by black symbols cgpoand to
the curves shown in Fig_15.
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up to 90% of data loss. However, in case of extreme data
loss, we find significant and systematic deviations inltie

cal scaling behavior which is overestimated at small scales
and underestimated at large scales. Specifically, we firtd tha
for anti-correlated signals the scale at which the localisga
exponenty,. reaches 0.5 shifts to larger scales with increas-
ing the average lengthy; (or p,.) of the removed (or remain-
ing) segments, following a power-law relationship with(or

). For positively correlated signals the regions of ovérest
mation and underestimation of the local scaling exponent ar
also shifted to larger scales following a power-law with in-
creasingu; (or u,.).

As expected, increasing the percentage of data loss leads
to more pronounced deviations in the local scaling behavior
However, the variation of local scaling curves follows diff
ent rules if the properties of either removed segments or re-
maining segments are considered. When the average length
. of removeddata segments is kept constant, for increas-
ing percentage,; of removed data, the deviations of both
anti-correlated and positively correlated signals aréeshito
smaller scales following a power-law with. When we fo-
cus onremainingdata segments and keep their average length
- constant, the deviations become more pronounced with de-
creasing percentage of remaining data, however, the devia-
tions occur at the same scales.

This behavior can be explained by the relationship between
removed and remaining data. In case of a fixed percentage of
removed or remaining datg; andy,. are always directly pro-
portional to each other (E0) and therefore the deviations
(and the shift of the most pronounced deviation) show a simi-
lar power-law relation withy; andy.., while fixing the average
length of removed or remaining segments leads to two differ-
ent scenarios: (i) fixing,; and changing, leads to changes
in u, proportional top;; (ii) fixing w, and changing,. leads
to changes inu; proportional top,.. Since the scale of the
most pronounced deviation from the original scaling behav-
ior is shifted for scenario (i) wherg,. is changing andy; is
fixed, but not scenario (i) wherg; is changing and., is
fixed, changes in,; do not contribute to the observed shift.
Thus, we suggest that. is the key parameter to determine
the scales at which the scaling behavior is mostly influenced
whereas the percentage of data loss determines the extent of
this influence.

Different distributions of the lengths of removed/remami
segments affect the local scaling behavior differently.r Fo
Gaussian and-distributed segment lengths, deviations are
most pronounced and similar in extent, whereas power-law
distributed segments show smallest deviations and a véry di
ferent overall behavior when compare to exponential, Gaus-
sian and-distributed segments.

In conclusion, our study shows that it is important to con-
sider not only the percentage of data loss (removed/renmaini
data), but also the average length of remaining segments
to identify the scales at which deviations from the original
(“real”) DFA scaling behavior is most pronounced. Therefor
when studying the scaling properties of signals with exeeem
data loss, the DFA results should be carefully interpreted t
reveal the real scaling behavior.
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