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ABSTRACT 

 The rise and fall in the number of sunspots have served as a lynchpin in many 

investigations on solar dynamics. Arising from magnetic disturbances in the sun, 

variations in sunspot numbers have helped define a solar cycle of around eleven years 

which to date is yet to be fully understood. We model the fluctuation of sunspot numbers 

as a modulated Brownian motion characterized by a memory parameter 𝜇 and a decay 

parameter 𝛽. By matching the theoretical and empirical mean square deviation of the 

sunspot numbers, the values of 𝜇 and 𝛽 are determined for each solar cycle. This allows 

us to obtain an exact form of a probability density function (PDF) which closely matches 

the dataset for sunspots. This novel PDF for sunspot numbers exhibit a memory 

behavior from which some insights could be obtained. In particular, the values of 𝜇 

indicate that consecutive sunspot numbers are negatively correlated for large times. The 

values of 𝛽, on the other hand, when viewed as a time series from one solar cycle to 

another, indicate a positive trend towards increasing values which could possibly 

suggest a diminishing solar activity. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

Solar activities and disturbances in 

the sun’s magnetic field can damage the 

earth’s telecommunication system, power 

generation, and can cause havoc to our 

satellites and space exploration. 

Interplanetary disturbances caused by solar 

eruptions can have severe effects upon 

reaching the earth (Liu et al 2014; Richardson 

and Cane 2010). In understanding solar 

dynamics, a prominent feature has been the 

solar cycle that spans around 11 years. Solar 

cycles are characterized by the flipping of the 
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sun’s magnetic north and south poles that 

exchange their positions accompanied by the 

rise and fall of the sunspot numbers. 

Variations in the sun’s magnetic field have 

been associated with fluctuations in the 

number of observed sunspots (Okamoto and 

Sakurai 2018; Goelzer et al 2013). Among 

the many experimental and theoretical 

investigations on solar activities (Smith and 

Balogh 2008; Arlt et al 2013; Goelzer et al 

2013; Hathaway 2015), some attribute a 

memory to solar cycle dynamics 

(Aschwanden & Johnson 2021; Karak & 

Nandy, 2012; Muñoz-Jaramillo et al, 2013; 
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Yeates et al 2008). The paper of Muñoz-

Jaramillo et al (2013) has shown that memory 

is limited to only one solar cycle. On the other 

hand, studies on solar flare events and flare 

clustering by Aschwanden and Johnson 

(2021) demonstrated that the sun reveals 

memory from a few hours to several decades.  

We investigate the memory behavior 

of solar cycles in this paper by characterizing 

the fluctuations in sunspot numbers as a non-

Markovian stochastic process. In particular, 

the fluctuations in sunspot numbers are 

parametrized in terms of a modulated 

Brownian motion with a memory parameter 

𝜇 and a decay parameter 𝛽. We evaluate the 

mean square deviation (MSD) of the number 

of sunspots per solar cycle and match this 

with the MSD of the stochastic model. This 

allows us to obtain a probability density 

function corresponding to the dataset for each 

solar cycle. Comparison of the parameters 𝜇 

and 𝛽 from one cycle to another provides 

insights into the memory behavior of the 

solar cycles considered. The stochastic 

framework that we use has earlier been 

successfully applied to other complex 

systems with memory such as the gelation of 

fibrin (Aure et al. 2019), the Great Barrier 

Reef degradation (Elnar et al 2021), 

nucleotide sequences in a genome (Violanda 

et al 2019), the diffusion of proteins with 

varying length (Barredo et al 2018), timing 

residuals of pulsars (Reyes & Bernido 2023), 

and cyclone tracks (Bernido et al 2015), 

among others. 

2 Data and Methods 

2.1 Sunspot Numbers 

Data for the daily solar sunspot 

numbers (SSN) from 1818 to the present (Fig. 

1) was obtained from the World Data Center 

SILSO, Royal Observatory of Belgium, 

Brussels. We investigate each of the eighteen 

solar cycles (SC) from SC 7 to SC 24.  

Although solar cycles 7, 8, and 9 were 

considered, these cycles have a lot of missing 

data points. In particular, the percentage of 

missing values are 22%, 38%, and 13% for 

SC 7, SC 8, and SC 9, respectively. This is 

exemplified in Fig. 2a for SC 7. For these, the 

missing values in between two non-missing 

values were interpolated by the slope of a 

straight-line equation for the two non-

missing values. The result is shown in Fig. 2b 

for SC 7. This is done only for solar cycles 7, 

8, and 9. 

  

 

 
Figure 1. Daily sunspot numbers from 1818 to the present. One minimum point to 

another represents one solar cycle. 
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      (a) 

 

 
      (b) 

Figure 2. (a) Sunspot numbers for SC 7 with missing values; (b) SC 7 with missing values 

interpolated by the slope of a straight-line equation of two non-missing values. 

 

The best fit for the sunspot numbers 

for each cycle (see, e.g., Fig. 3) has earlier 

been studied by Hathaway (2015). To 

investigate the stochastic nature of sunspot 

numbers, we focus on the fluctuations or 

deviations from the best fit given by the 

Hathaway function. Hence, the difference 

between the sunspot number and the 

Hathaway function at a given time is 

obtained. The data we will work on, which 

we simply refer to as sunspot numbers in our 

discussion, are the results of subtracting the 

original data values from the fitted Hathaway 

function as illustrated in Fig. 4 for SC 24. 
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    Figure 3. Sunspot numbers for SC 24 with the fitted Hathaway function. 

 
Figure 4. Fluctuating sunspot numbers obtained by subtracting the Hathaway function from 

the original data of SC 24.  

 

2.2 Damped Stochastic Process with 

Memory 

As a stochastic framework for 

investigating the rise and fall of sunspot 

numbers, we represent the fluctuating sunspot 

numbers, such as those in Fig. 4, by 𝑥(𝑡) 

where 𝑡 is time. We then parametrize the 

fluctuations in terms of a modulated Brownian 

motion 𝐵(𝑡), with the range of 𝑡 given by, 0 ≤

𝑡 ≤ 𝑇. Specifically, we write, 𝑥(𝑇) = 𝑥𝑖 +

𝑓𝑙𝑢𝑐𝑡𝑢𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛𝑠, as  

𝑥(𝑇) = 𝑥𝑖 + √𝑎 ∫ (𝑇 − 𝑡) 
(𝜇−1)

2
𝑇

0
  

         ×  𝑒
−𝛽

2𝑡  𝑡
−(𝜇+1)

2 𝑑𝐵(𝑡) ,         (1) 

with, 𝑥(0) = 𝑥𝑖, as the initial value. In Eq. 

(1), the factor, (𝑇 − 𝑡) (𝜇−1)/2 acts as a 
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memory kernel describing the physical 

system and,  𝑒−𝛽/2𝑡 𝑡−(𝜇+1)/2, dampens the 

Brownian motion 𝐵(𝑡). The 𝜇 and 𝛽 are the 

memory and decay parameters, respectively. 

The parameter 𝑎 in Eq. (1) gives the 

amplitude of the fluctuation. Here, we set, 

𝑎 = 80(𝑚𝑎𝑥𝑆𝑆𝑁), as discussed in Section 

3.1 where 𝑚𝑎𝑥𝑆𝑆𝑁 is the 13-month mean 

maximum value of each cycle obtained from 

the article of Hathaway (2015). The 

parameters 𝛽 and 𝜇 are determined from the 

dataset for each solar cycle. 

The probability density function 

(PDF) corresponding to Eq. (1) is given by 

(see Appendix A), 

𝑃(𝑥𝑓 , 𝑇; 𝑥𝑖 , 0) =

1

√2𝜋𝑎 Γ(𝜇)𝛽−𝜇𝑇𝜇−1𝑒−𝛽/𝑇

exp [
−(𝑥𝑓−𝑥𝑖)

2

2𝑎 Γ(𝜇)𝛽−𝜇𝑇𝜇−1𝑒−𝛽/𝑇]

             (2) 

where Γ(𝜇) is the Gamma function, and 𝑥𝑓 is 

the value of the fluctuating variable at final 

time 𝑇, i.e., 𝑥(𝑇) = 𝑥𝑓.  

2.2.1 Theoretical Mean Square 

Displacement 

The mean square displacement (MSD) 

of the fluctuating variable, Eq. (1), can be 

evaluated as, MSD = 〈𝑥2〉 − 〈𝑥〉2, where 

〈𝑥2〉 = ∫ 𝑥2 𝑃(𝑥, 𝑇; 𝑥𝑖, 0) 𝑑𝑥
+∞

−∞
, with 

𝑃(𝑥, 𝑇; 𝑥𝑖, 0) given by Eq. (2). This yields 

(Bernido and Carpio-Bernido, 2015), 

   MSD = 𝑎 Γ(𝜇)𝛽−𝜇𝑇𝜇−1𝑒−𝛽/𝑇.                   (3) 

The parameters 𝛽 and 𝜇 are determined by 

matching the theoretical MSD, Eq. (3), with 

the MSD of the fluctuating sunspot numbers 

from the dataset.  

2.2.2 Empirical Mean Square 

Displacement 

Consider a SSN dataset with 𝑁 

datapoints in a solar cycle. We designate 𝑥𝑗 

as the number of sunspots at time 𝑡𝑗 where, 

𝑗 = 0,1,2, … , 𝑁. Hence, the number of 

sunspots at the initial time 𝑡0 is given by 𝑥0 =
𝑥(𝑡0), and the last sunspot number at time 𝑡𝑁 

is given by 𝑥𝑁 = 𝑥(𝑡𝑁) where 𝑡𝑁 

corresponds to our final time 𝑇 in Eqs. (1) to 

(3). The empirical MSD is evaluated using, 

MSD(Δ) =
1

𝑁−Δ+1
∑ (𝑥𝑗+Δ − 𝑥𝑗)

2𝑁−Δ
𝑗=0  ,  (4) 

with 𝑁 as the total number of datapoints in a 

solar cycle and, Δ < 𝑁, as the lag time. The 

lag time Δ is the interval or separation 

between any two sunspot numbers. An 

increasing Δ generates the plot for the 

empirical MSD which can then be compared 

with the theoretical MSD given by Eq. (3). 

3. Results and Discussion 

3.1 Empirical and Theoretical MSD  

Matching the theoretical and 

empirical MSD’s showed values of 

parameter 𝑎 which appear to be correlated 

with the maximum value of the SSN (see, 

Fig. 5). To minimize the number of 

parameters we set, 𝑎 = 80(𝑚𝑎𝑥𝑆𝑆𝑁), 

leaving us with just the memory parameter 𝜇 

and decay parameter 𝛽 to be determined from 

the dataset. 
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Figure 5. Values of parameter 𝑎 compared with the maximum value  of SSN for 

different solar cycles. 

The comparison between the 

theoretical MSD, Eq. (3), and the MSD of the 

sunspot numbers obtained using Eq. (4) with, 

𝑎 = 80(𝑚𝑎𝑥𝑆𝑆𝑁), determines the values of 

parameters 𝛽 and 𝜇 for each solar cycle. As 

shown in Fig. 6, the theoretical MSD captures 

the general shape of the empirical MSD for 

solar cycle 13. Similar results are obtained for 

the other solar cycles (see, Appendix B). The 

values of parameters 𝛽 and 𝜇 for each solar 

cycle are summarized in Table 1. 

 

Fig. 6. The theoretical MSD, Eq. (3), captures the general shape of the MSD obtained from 

the sunspot numbers for solar cycle 13.  



7 
 

Table 1. Values of the parameters used in Eq. (3) for each solar cycle. 

Solar Cycle Number 𝜷 µ 

7 2.076931 ± 0.007410 1.048445 ± 0.000766 

8 2.461346 ±   0.011974 1.056226 ± 0.001098 

9 2.245219 ±   0.010902 1.046915 ± 0.001009 

10 1.884186 ±   0.009071 1.032492 ± 0.001005 

11 2.334695 ±   0.007919 1.019628 ± 0.000729 

12 2.328903 ±   0.009691 1.031069 ± 0.000900 

13 2.274251 ±   0.007969 1.021765 ± 0.000741 

14 1.863426 ±   0.009652 1.045095 ± 0.001067 

15 1.993101 ±   0.011115 1.048075 ± 0.001204 

16 1.923772 ± 0.009008 1.027949 ± 0.001066 

17 2.293430 ± 0.010012 1.034607 ± 0.001145 

18 2.465899 ± 0.013529 1.029338 ± 0.001235 

19 3.081268 ± 0.011685 1.011917 ± 0.000887 

20 2.722161 ±   0.012073 1.014725 ± 0.000988 

21 2.955917 ± 0.011301 1.030772 ± 0.000879 

22 2.952362 ± 0.013987 1.012707 ± 0.001365 

23 3.018248 ±   0.009408 1.006551 ±   0.000837 

24 3.623165 ± 0.013787 1.009968 ± 0.000955 

 

3.2 Remarks on the Memory Parameter 𝝁 

 From Table 1, the plot of the 

numerical values of 𝜇 from SC 7 to SC 24 can 

be viewed as a time series. As shown in Fig. 

7, the memory parameter 𝜇 appears to 

progressively approach the value 𝜇 = 1. Note 

that for 𝜇 = 1, the sequence of sunspot 

numbers loses its memory, i.e., the factor, 

(𝑇 − 𝑡) (𝜇−1)/2, vanishes in Eq. (1). In this 

case, the daily sunspot numbers would 

behave like a memoryless Brownian motion 

modulated by,  𝑒−𝛽/2𝑡/𝑡. 

 
Figure 7. Time series of the memory parameter 𝜇 
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It may also be instructive to look at 

the theoretical MSD for large times. Taking 

the ln of both sides of Eq. (3) we have, 

    ln(MSD) = ln[𝑎 Γ(𝜇)𝛽−𝜇] +
                         (𝜇 − 1)ln(𝑇) − (𝛽/𝑇) .       (5)  

For large time, 𝑇 ≫ 1, we can ignore the last 

term and obtain, 

ln(MSD) ≈ ln[𝑎 Γ(𝜇)𝛽−𝜇] + (𝜇 − 1)ln(𝑇) . 

            (6)  

A plot of Eq. (6) for ln(MSD) versus ln(𝑇) is 

a straight line with a slope given by, 𝑚 =
(𝜇 − 1). This is quite similar to fractional 

Brownian motion (fBm) of the form, 

ln(MSD) ≈ α ln(𝑇), where a plot of 

ln(MSD) versus ln(𝑇) is a straight line with 

a slope given by 𝛼 (0 < 𝛼 < 2). Just like 

fBm, the slope of the line from Eq. (6) means 

that for 𝑚 > 1 one has a superdiffusive 

fluctuation where consecutive sunspot 

numbers are positively correlated. On the 

other hand, a slope of 𝑚 < 1 is subdiffusive 

such that neighboring sunspot numbers are 

negatively correlated (see Fig. 8). Given the 

values of the memory parameter 𝜇 shown in 

Table 1, the slope of the line described by Eq. 

(6) is, 𝑚 = (𝜇 − 1) < 1. This means that for 

large times, sunspot numbers are negatively 

correlated exhibiting a subdiffusive behavior. 

 

 

Figure 8. Subdiffusive fluctuation in fractional Brownian motion is shown by the 

upper two paths. The two lower paths exhibit superdiffusive behavior. The 

middle path is a memoryless ordinary Brownian motion. 

 

3.3 Remarks on the Decay Parameter 𝜷 

The plot of the 𝛽 values from one 

solar cycle to the next is shown in Fig. 9. The 

plot shows a positive trend towards 

increasing values of 𝛽. An increase in 𝛽 value 

leads to a decrease in the value of the MSD 

as seen in Eq. (3). If this increase in the value 

of 𝛽 persists, this means that sunspot 

numbers deviate much less from a mean for 

each solar cycle implying a state of 

diminishing magnetic field turbulence or 

solar activity.  
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Figure 9. Values of 𝛽 from solar cycle 7 to solar cycle 24.  

 

3.4 Probability Density Function  

 From the dataset, we consider again 

𝑥𝑗 which is the number of sunspots at time 𝑡𝑗 

in a solar cycle. We look at the difference, or 

displacement, Δx = 𝑥𝑗+Δ − 𝑥𝑗 , for a fixed lag 

time Δ, and count the number of similar 

displacements as we go through different 

values of time 𝑗. We can then create a 

displacement distribution showing the 

frequency of appearance of similar values for 

the chosen Δ for a given solar cycle. The 

theoretical PDF can then be tested against the 

empirical displacement distribution by 

defining in the exponential of Eq. (2) the 

displacement, Δx = 𝑥𝑓 − 𝑥𝑖. Using the 

values of the 𝛽 and 𝜇 for the solar cycle, the 

plot of the theoretical PDF versus Δx can then 

be compared with the empirical. An example 

of this PDF matching is shown in Fig. 10 for 

solar cycle 20. Similar results are obtained for 

other solar cycles (see Appendix C). 

 
Figure 10. Comparing the theoretical PDF (dashed orange line), Eq. (2), with the 

empirical displacement distribution for solar cycle 20 for lag time equal to 2 days. 
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3.5 PDF as Function of Time 

The theoretical PDF can be used to probe the 

behavior of sunspot numbers within a solar 

cycle. For instance, the daily sunspot 

numbers for each solar cycle can be equally 

divided into three segments. We label as 

segment 1 the first phase of a solar cycle, then 

segment 2 as the mid-cycle, and segment 3 

the last phase of a cycle. With best-fit values 

for 𝛽, 𝜇, and 𝑎, for Eq. (3) for each segment, 

we can plot the theoretical PDF, Eq. (2), 

versus time for different values of Δx =

(𝑥𝑓 − 𝑥𝑖). This procedure enables us to 

characterize the phases of a solar cycle. As an 

example, Fig. 11 shows solar cycle 15.
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Figure 11. The time evolution of the PDF exhibits the behavior of sunspot numbers for solar cycle 15 

for different segments or phases of the cycle.  
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Fig. 11 for SC 15 shows that the middle 

phase of the solar cycle (orange curve) is 

characterized by large differences in sunspot 

numbers, (𝑥𝑓 − 𝑥𝑖), and minimal occurrence 

of small values of (𝑥𝑓 − 𝑥𝑖). This mid-cycle 

is known to be the period when the north and 

south poles of the sun flip which manifests 

here as a phase with the highest probability 

for differences in sunspot numbers greater 

than, (𝑥𝑓 − 𝑥𝑖) ≈ 80. Moreover, compared 

to the initial and mid-cycle phases, the last 

phase of a solar cycle exhibits mostly smaller 

differences in sunspot numbers, i.e., roughly 

less than (𝑥𝑓 − 𝑥𝑖) ≈ 50. Segment 3, or the 

last phase of the cycle (green curve), having 

the highest value for 𝛽 (see, Fig. 12 and Table 

2), would also consist of sunspot numbers 

which appear to experience the least 

deviation from a mean value implying a 

diminished solar activity. Note that, from Eq. 

(3), higher values of 𝛽 lead to lesser values of 

the MSD. 

 
 

 

Figure 12. Plot of 𝛽 values for different solar cycles. Blue: segment 1; 

Orange: segment 2; and Green: segment 3. 

 

 

Table 2. Values of the decay parameter 𝛽 for the three phases, or segments, of each solar cycle. 

SOLAR CYCLE 𝜷 (SEGMENT 1) 𝜷 (SEGMENT 2) 𝜷 (SEGMENT 3) 

7 3.143018 1.429791 2.294773 

8 2.606147 1.843879 3.954128 

9 2.603780 1.668639 3.243757 

10 2.222249 1.361203 2.408582 

11 1.784081 1.980099 6.732740 
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12 2.092513 1.683383 5.927913 

13 1.722498 1.975251 5.124706 

14 1.806035 1.375340 4.164255 

15 2.287486 1.331050 3.815064 

16 1.928100 1.301723 4.133848 

17 2.711008 1.644606 3.122400 

18 2.620715 1.869889 3.729730 

19 3.053854 2.157729 5.971996 

20 2.667660 2.105974 3.689785 

21 3.782743 1.838960 6.086783 

22 2.923287 1.901324 6.865656 

23 2.485488 2.217387 7.704668 

24 3.848617 2.429626 7.309450 

 
 
 

4. Conclusion 

 An evaluation of the mean square 

deviation for the fluctuating sunspot numbers 

from solar cycle 7 to 24 yields a novel 

probability density function that captures the 

memory behavior of the rise and fall of 

sunspot numbers. This was done by matching 

the MSD of the dataset with a theoretical 

MSD with a memory parameter 𝜇 and decay 

parameter 𝛽. The values of the 𝜇 and 𝛽 

parameters for all solar cycles, when plotted 

as a time series, provide additional insights. 

The plot for 𝜇 (Fig. 7) shows a progression 

towards a state of diminishing memory for 

the fluctuation of sunspot numbers. 

Moreover, the values of 𝜇 indicate that, for 

large times, the daily sunspot numbers are 

negatively correlated. On the other hand, a 

plot of 𝛽 (Fig. 9) from one solar cycle to the 

next seems to indicate a diminishing solar 

activity. This is deduced from the theoretical 

MSD where increasing values of 𝛽 can lead 

to lesser deviations from a mean value of the 

sunspot numbers. The theoretical PDF is also 

tested against the displacement probability 

distribution of sunspot numbers for all solar 

cycles (see, e.g., Appendix C). With the PDF, 

a characterization of sunspot numbers for 

different phases of a solar cycle is done (Fig. 

11) which agrees with increased solar 

activities accompanying the flipping of the 

sun’s north and south poles midway through 

a solar cycle. It also appears that, compared 

with the initial and middle stages, the last 

phase of a solar cycle shows lesser solar 

activity as indicated by sunspot numbers 

deviating less from a mean value. This novel 

PDF provides a new perspective that can be 

utilized in further investigations for a better 

understanding of solar dynamics. 
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APPENDIX A: Probability Density Function 

As parametrized by Eq. (1), the 

fluctuating sunspot numbers represented by 

variable 𝑥 starting at 𝑥𝑖 can end anywhere at 

some final time 𝑇. Using the Donsker delta 

function (Hida et al 1993), we can pin down 

the final point such that at time 𝑇 it ends at, 

𝑥(𝑇) = 𝑥𝑓, i.e., 

𝛿(𝑥(𝑇) − 𝑥𝑓) = 𝛿 (𝑥𝑖 + √𝑎 ∫ (𝑇 − 𝑡)(𝜇−1)/2
𝑇

0

 

×
𝑒𝑥𝑝(−𝛽/2𝑡)

𝑡(𝜇+1)/2
𝑑𝐵(𝑡) − 𝑥𝑓) 

    (A1) 

In Eq. (A1), we have written 𝑥(𝑇) 

explicitly using Eq. (1). For all fluctuating 

paths that do not end at 𝑥𝑓, the delta function 

Eq. (A1) vanishes. Note that Eq. (A1) can be 

written as a functional of the white noise 

random variable 𝜔(𝑡) (Hida et al 1993) 

http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.00931
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where, 𝜔(𝑡) = 𝑑𝐵(𝑡)/𝑑𝑡. One can then 

obtain the probability density function, 

𝑃(𝑥𝑓 , 𝑇; 𝑥𝑖 , 0), that a path ends at 𝑥𝑓 if it 

started at 𝑥𝑖, by integrating over all possible 

paths that satisfy Eq. (A1), i.e., 

  𝑃(𝑥𝑓 , 𝑇; 𝑥𝑖 , 0) = ∫ 𝛿(𝑥(𝑇) − 𝑥𝑓) 𝑑𝜇(𝜔) ,   

                    (A2) 

where 𝑑𝜇(𝜔) is the Gaussian white noise 

measure (Hida et al 1993). Expressing the 

delta function in terms of its Fourier 

representation we have, 

 

𝑃(𝑥𝑓 , 𝑇; 𝑥𝑖 , 0)

=  
1

√2𝜋
∫ ∫ 𝑒𝑖𝑘(𝑥(𝑇)−𝑥𝑓)𝑑𝑘

+∞

−∞

𝑑𝜇(𝜔) 

  =
1

√2𝜋
∫ 𝑑𝑘 𝑒𝑖𝑘(𝑥𝑖−𝑥𝑓) ×

+∞

−∞
  

∫ 𝑒
𝑖𝑘[√𝑎 ∫ (𝑇−𝑡)(𝜇−1)/2𝑒𝑥𝑝(−𝛽/2𝜏)

𝑡(𝜇+1)/2

𝑇
0  𝜔(𝑡)𝑑𝑡]

𝑑𝜇(𝜔)

=
1

√2𝜋
∫ 𝑑𝑘 𝑒𝑖𝑘(𝑥𝑖−𝑥𝑓)

+∞

−∞

  

         × ∫ 𝑒𝑖 ∫ 𝜔(𝑡) 𝜉(𝑡)𝑑𝑡
𝑇

0 𝑑𝜇(𝜔) ,       (A3)  

where, 𝜉(𝑡) = 𝑘√𝑎(𝑇 − 𝑡)(𝜇−1)/2𝑒𝑥𝑝(−𝛽/

2𝑡)/𝑡(𝜇+1)/2. Integration over 𝑑𝜇(𝜔) is done 

using the characteristic functional (Hida et al 

1993), 

∫ 𝑒𝑖 ∫ 𝜔(𝑡) 𝜉(𝑡)𝑑𝑡
𝑇

0 𝑑𝜇(𝜔) = 𝑒−
1

2
∫  𝜉(𝑡)2𝑑𝜏

𝑇
0  ,  

      (A4) 

to get, 

𝑃(𝑥𝑓 , 𝑇; 𝑥𝑖 , 0) =
1

√2𝜋
∫ 𝑒𝑖𝑘(𝑥𝑖−𝑥𝑓)

+∞

−∞

 

            × 𝑒−
𝑘2

2
[𝑎 ∫ (𝑇−𝑡)𝜇−1𝑒𝑥𝑝(−𝛽/𝑡)/𝑡𝜇+1𝑑𝑡

𝑇
0 ]𝑑𝑘 

         (A5) 

The integral over 𝑑𝑘 is a Gaussian integral 

which yields 𝑃(𝑥𝑓 , 𝑇; 𝑥𝑖, 0) given by Eq. (2).  

 

APPENDIX B: Theoretical and Empirical 

MSD for Solar Cycles 7 to 24
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APPENDIX C: Theoretical and Empirical 

PDF for Solar Cycles 7 to 24 for Lag Time 

= 2 
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