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Abstract  

In this work we address the question of the Multifractal detrended cross-correlation analysis 

method that has been subject to some controversies since its inception almost two decades ago. To 

this end we propose several new options to deal with negative cross-covariance among two time 

series, that may serve to construct a more robust view of the multifractal spectrum among the 

series. We compare these novel options with the proposals already existing in the literature, and 

we provide fast code in C, R and Python for both new and the already existing proposals. We test 

different algorithms on synthetic series with an exact analytical solution, as well as on daily price 

series of ethanol and sugar in Brazil from 2010 to 2023. 
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1 Introduction 

Multifractal detrended fluctuation analysis (MFDFA) was introduced [1] two decades ago 

to address the multifractal behavior of nonstationary time series and has been since used in many 

works in a wide spectrum of areas of knowledge. The Multifractal detrended cross-correlation 

analysis, dubbed MF-DXA, was introduced several years later [2] to account for the power-law 

cross-correlations between two time series, and has since been employed in a number of works 

(see e.g. [3-5]), however, while the method works well when the two series are strongly correlated, 

it often presents serious problems when the residues of the two series (difference from the fitted 

polynomial trend) assume different signs. To deal with this problem, most of the works (see e.g. 



[6-8]) use the absolute value of the residues product in segments of different sizes, disregarding 

the sign of cross-correlations, and thus violating the concept of cross-correlations in view of the 

original proposal [2].  

To remedy this situation, the MCCA method was introduced [9] extracting the fluctuation 

sign before scaling, and then applying it back, after summation over the segments. While this 

proposal recovers the concept of correlations, in practice it suffers some problems common with 

the original proposal [2]. More precisely, negative products of residues of the two series can still 

adversely affect the posterior calculations of the multifractal spectra [10] 

To address this issue, here we propose a set of algorithms that deal with the residue sign 

issue, providing grounds for a more profound assessment of power-law cross-correlations between 

two time series. We substantiate these proposals through a comprehensive assessment of a 

synthetic dataset used in [11], and daily sugar and ethanol price data in Brazil from 2010 to 2023. 

 

2 Methodology 

2.1 Multifractal detrended fluctuation analysis  

Multifractal detrended fluctuation analysis (MFDFA) was introduced by Kantelhardt et al. 

[1] to analyze autocorrelations in nonstationary temporal series. The MFDFA algorithm starts with 

the integration of the original the time series 𝑥(𝑖), 𝑖 = 1, … , 𝑁, to produce the profile 𝑋(𝑘) =

∑ [𝑥(𝑖) − 〈𝑥〉]𝑘
𝑖=1  ,   𝑘 = 1, … , 𝑁 , where 〈𝑥〉 = 1/𝑁 ∑ 𝑥(𝑖)𝑁

𝑖=1 . Next, the series  𝑋(𝑘) is divided 

into 𝑁𝑛 segments of length 𝑛, and in each segment 𝜈 = 1, … , 𝑁𝑛 the local trend 𝑋𝑛,𝜈 is obtained 

through a linear or higher order polynomial least square fit. The so called detrended variance   

𝐹2(𝑛, 𝜈) =
1

𝑛
∑ (𝑋(𝑘) − 𝑋𝑛,𝜈(𝑘))

2
𝜈𝑛

𝑘=(𝜈−1)𝑛+1

                                       (1) 

is calculated for each segment and used to obtain the 𝑞th order fluctuation function 

𝐹𝑞(𝑛) = {
1

𝑁𝑛
∑(𝐹2(𝑛, 𝜈))

𝑞/2

𝑁𝑛

𝜈=1

}

1/𝑞

                                              (2) 

where  𝑞 is a parameter that can take on any real value except zero. 



Repeating this procedure for different segment sizes provides the relationship between 

fluctuation function 𝐹𝑞(𝑛) and box size 𝑛. If long-term correlations are present, the fluctuation 

function increases with 𝑛 as a power law 𝐹𝑞(𝑛) ~ 𝑛ℎ(𝑞). The scaling exponent ℎ(𝑞)  is  called the 

generalized Hurst exponent and is obtained as the slope of linear regression of log 𝐹𝑞(𝑛) versus 

log 𝑛, and for stationary time series ℎ(2) corresponds to the classical Hurst exponent 𝐻. The 

exponents ℎ(𝑞) describe the scaling behavior of subsets of series with large fluctuations (for 

positive 𝑞 values) and subsets with small fluctuations (for negative 𝑞 values). If subsets with small 

and large fluctuations scale differently and  ℎ(𝑞) is a decreasing function of 𝑞 the underlying 

process is multifractal, while for monofractal time series, ℎ(𝑞) is constant. The range of ℎ(𝑞) 

values can be used to describe the degree of multifractality, so that the series that generates larger 

range of  ℎ(𝑞) is considered to display stronger multifractality.  

It is often more convenient to describe the multifractality of a time series by using the 

properties of the multifractal spectrum 𝑓(𝛼) which is obtained through the Legendre transform 

𝛼(𝑞) =
𝑑𝜏(𝑞)

𝑑𝑞
 ,                                                                              (3) 

𝑓(𝛼(𝑞)) = 𝑞𝛼(𝑞) −  𝜏(𝑞) ,                                                                 (4) 

where 𝜏(𝑞) = 𝑞ℎ(𝑞) − 1 . Monofractal process is here represented by a single point in the 𝑓(𝛼) 

plane, while a multifractal process generates a single humped function [1].  

Multifractal spectrum 𝑓(𝛼) contains the information about complexity of the underlying 

stochastic process, trough three complexity parameters: the position of the maximum 𝛼0,  the width 

of the spectrum 𝑊 = 𝛼𝑚𝑎𝑥 − 𝛼𝑚𝑖𝑛, and the skew parameter 𝑟 = (𝛼𝑚𝑎𝑥 + 𝛼𝑚𝑖𝑛−2𝛼0)/ (𝛼𝑚𝑎𝑥 −

𝛼𝑚𝑖𝑛) where −1 ≤ 𝑟 ≤ 1 (𝑟 = 0 for symmetric shapes, 𝑟 > 0 for right-skewed shapes, and 𝑟 < 0 

for left-skewed shapes) [12,13]. If 𝛼0 > 0.5 the underlying process is overall persistent (larger 

value of 𝛼0 indicates stronger persistency), and if  𝛼0 < 0.5 the process is overall antipersistent 

(smaller value of 𝛼0 indicates stronger antipersistency). The width 𝑊 of the spectrum measures 

the degree of multifractality of the process (larger  𝑊 value indicates stronger multifractality). The 

skew parameter 𝑟 indicates the dominance of small (𝑟 > 0) or large (𝑟 < 0)  fluctuations in 

multifractality of process [12,13]. 

 

 



2.2 Multifractal detrended cross-correlation analysis  

Multifractal detrended cross-correlation fluctuation analysis (MF-DXA) was introduced by 

Zhou [2] as a generalization of MFDFA for cross-correlation of two time series 𝑥(𝑖) and 𝑦(𝑖), 𝑖 =

1, … , 𝑁. Dividing the profiles 𝑋(𝑘) and 𝑌(𝑘) into 𝑁𝑛 segments of length 𝑛, and finding the local 

trends 𝑋𝑛,𝜈 and 𝑌𝑛,𝜈 for segments 𝜈 = 1, … , 𝑁𝑛 through least square fitting the detrended 

covariance is calculated as  

𝐹𝑥𝑦
2 (𝑛, 𝜈) =

1

𝑛
∑ (𝑋(𝑘) − 𝑋𝑛,𝜈(𝑘)) (𝑌(𝑘) − 𝑌𝑛,𝜈(𝑘))

𝜈𝑛

𝑘=(𝜈−1)𝑛+1

                    (5) 

and the 𝑞th order fluctuation function as 

𝐹𝑞(𝑛) = {
1

𝑁𝑛
∑ (𝐹𝑥𝑦

2 (𝑛, 𝜈))
𝑞/2

𝑁𝑛

𝜈=1

}

1/𝑞

    .                                          (6) 

The problem with this approach is that 𝐹𝑥𝑦
2 (𝑛, 𝜈) can be negative in which case 𝐹𝑞(𝑛) is defined 

only for even integer values of 𝑞. To deal with this problem majority of works [6-8] implement 

modulus (absolute values) of the residue products in (5) as 

𝐹𝐴𝐵𝑆,𝑥𝑦
2 (𝑛, 𝜈) =

1

𝑛
∑ |(𝑋(𝑘) − 𝑋𝑛,𝜈(𝑘)) (𝑌(𝑘) − 𝑌𝑛,𝜈(𝑘))|

𝜈𝑛

𝑘=(𝜈−1)𝑛+1

   ,                 (7) 

but this approach (henceforth referred to as ABS) may distort or even spuriously amplify the 

multifractal cross-correlation measures [3].  

Another approach named MCCA was proposed [3] to account for the sign of the cross-

correlation through 

𝐹𝑞(𝑛) = {
1

𝑁𝑛
∑ 𝑠𝑔𝑛 (𝐹𝑥𝑦

2 (𝑛, 𝜈)) |𝐹𝑥𝑦
2 (𝑛, 𝜈)|

𝑞/2
𝑁𝑛

𝜈=1

}

1/𝑞

    .                                          (8) 

This approach has been implemented in a number of works [13-15], but in our experience it does 

not always work, in particular if the sum in (8) turns out to be negative. 

 

 



2.3 The new proposal 

In what follows we present several ways to deal with negative cross correlations among 

the series. The first approach is to separate the positive and the negative values of the detrended 

covariance 𝐹𝑥𝑦
2 (𝑛, 𝜈+) > 0 and 𝐹𝑥𝑦

2 (𝑛, 𝜈−) < 0. If there are 𝑁𝑛
+ and 𝑁𝑛

− segments of size 𝑛 with 

positive and negative detrended covariance, respectively, such that 𝑁𝑛
+ + 𝑁𝑛

− = 𝑁𝑛, two 

fluctuation functions are obtained as 

𝐹𝑞
+(𝑛) = {

1

𝑁𝑛
+ ∑ (𝐹𝑥𝑦

2 (𝑛, 𝜈+))
𝑞/2

𝑁𝑛
+

𝜈=1

}

1/𝑞

  ,    𝐹𝑞
−(𝑛) = {

1

𝑁𝑛
−

∑ (−𝐹𝑥𝑦
2 (𝑛, 𝜈−))

𝑞/2
𝑁𝑛

−

𝜈=1

}

1/𝑞

    ,         (9) 

resulting in two multifractal spectra. If the two series are strongly correlated (or strongly 

anticorrelated) the number of segments with negative (positive) detrended covariance will be very 

small, and the resulting spectrum should be discarded. This approach shall be referred to 

henceforth as Plus sum (PS) and Minus sum (MS). 

 The next approach is to separate the 𝑛+ positive from the 𝑛− negative residue products 

already inside the sum of equation (5) over the segment. Using notation  𝜀𝑥𝑘 = 𝑋(𝑘) − 𝑋𝑛,𝜈(𝑘) 

and 𝜀𝑦𝑘 = 𝑌(𝑘) − 𝑌𝑛,𝜈(𝑘) the two detrended covariance expressions are now given by 

𝐹𝑥𝑦
2 (𝑛+, 𝜈) =

1

𝑛+
∑ 𝜀𝑥𝑘𝜀𝑦𝑘

𝜈𝑛

𝑘=(𝜈−1)𝑛+1
𝜀𝑥𝑘𝜀𝑦𝑘>0

   ,       𝐹𝑥𝑦
2 (𝑛−, 𝜈) = −

1

𝑛−
∑ 𝜀𝑥𝑘𝜀𝑦𝑘

𝜈𝑛

𝑘=(𝜈−1)𝑛+1
𝜀𝑥𝑘𝜀𝑦𝑘<0

   ,             (10) 

again producing two multifractal spectra. This approach shall be referred to henceforth as Plus box 

(PB) and Minus box (MB). 

 Finally, breaking down further the contributions to the detrended covariance of point pairs 

with 𝜀𝑥𝑘 > 0, 𝜀𝑦𝑘 > 0 (PP version), 𝜀𝑥𝑘 > 0, 𝜀𝑦𝑘 < 0 (PM version), 𝜀𝑥𝑘 < 0, 𝜀𝑦𝑘 > 0 (MP 

version), and 𝜀𝑥𝑘 < 0, 𝜀𝑦𝑘 < 0 (MM version), yields four multifractal spectra, which may turn out 

helpful in discerning the origin of cross-correlation multifractality. 

 

 

 



3 Test results 

 In what follows we test different algorithms of the multifractal cross correlation analysis 

on the Binomial multifractal model with an exact theoretical solution, and the data for daily sugar 

and ethanol prices in Brazil for the period 2010 to 2023. To this end we use the code written in C, 

with wrappers for R and Python, available at https://github.com/borkostosic/MFDCCALIB. 

 

3.1 Binomial multifractal model  

Binomial multifractal model is well studied, with an analytical solution [11], thus providing 

solid grounds for testing numerical algorithms. It was also used in [1] where the MFDFA method 

was proposed, and in [2] where the MF-DXA method was introduced. 

 The model assigns a measure to 2𝑛 segments of the unit interval through an n-stage 

recursive multiplicative process. At stage 𝑛 = 1 the unit interval is divided into two parts; the left 

part is attributed measure 0 < 𝑝 < 1  and the right part measure  (1 − 𝑝). At each of the following 

stages 𝑘 = 2, … , 𝑛 each of the 2𝑘 segments are divided in half, and the left and the right parts are 

attributed a product of the measure of the original segment at stage 𝑘 − 1 multiplied by 𝑝 and (1 −

𝑝), respectively (see [4] for more details). The resulting set of numbers corresponding to the 

measure of the 2𝑛 segments are calculated as 𝑥𝑖 = 𝑝𝑏(𝑖−1)(1 − 𝑝)𝑛−𝑏(𝑖−1) where 𝑏(∙) is the 

number of 1’s in the binary representation of the argument. The multifractal measures in the limit  

𝑛 → ∞ are given by expressions 

𝐻(𝑞) =
1

𝑞
{1 − log2[𝑝𝑞 + (1 − 𝑝)𝑞]}   , 

𝜏(𝑞) = −log2[𝑝𝑞 + (1 − 𝑝)𝑞]   , 

𝛼(𝑞) =
𝑝𝑞 log2 𝑝 + (1 − 𝑝)𝑞 log2(1 − 𝑝)

𝑝𝑞 + (1 − 𝑝)𝑞
   , 

𝑓(𝑞) = 𝑞
𝑝𝑞 log2 𝑝 + (1 − 𝑝)𝑞 log2(1 − 𝑝)

𝑝𝑞 + (1 − 𝑝)𝑞
+log2[𝑝𝑞 + (1 − 𝑝)𝑞]    .           (11) 

In Fig.1 the results of the MFDFa and MF-DXA algorithms for 𝑝 = 0.3 and 𝑝 = 0.4 (the same 

choice as in [2]) are shown for 𝑛 = 20 (two sequences of 220 = 1048576 numbers each). It is 

seen from Fig. 1 that the exact theoretical values are well reproduced for 𝑝 = 0.3, somewhat less 

so for 𝑝 = 0.4, and the average between 𝑝 = 0.3 and 𝑝 = 0.4 rather well corresponds to the MF-

https://github.com/borkostosic/MFDCCALIB


DXA numerical results. 

 

a)                                                                    b) 

 

c) 

 

Figure 1. MFDFA simulation results together with theoretical curves for a) 𝑝 = 0.3 and b) 𝑝 = 0.4, 

together with c) the MF-DXA numerical results. The red curves represent theoretical results in a) and b), 

and in c) they correspond to the average of the theoretical curves in a) and b). 
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Figure 2. MFDCCA simulation results for the Binomial multifractal model for 𝑝 = 0.3 and 𝑝 = 0.4 

using different algorithms (see text for details). The numbers beside the labels represent the 

percentage of point pairs satisfying the criterion of the corresponding algorithm, and the red curves 

correspond to the average of the theoretical MFDFA curves for the two series. 



 The results of the different algorithms from the previous Section, MF-DXA, ABS, MCCA, 

PS, PB, MB, PP, PM, MP and MM are presented in Fig. 2 and Tab. 1, for the Binomial multifractal 

model with 𝑝 = 0.3 and 𝑝 = 0.4, for 𝑛 = 16 (sequences of 216 = 65536 numbers). The MS is 

not shown in Fig. 2 as no segments with negative detrended covariance 𝐹𝑥𝑦
2 (𝑛, 𝜈−) were found, for 

any segment size. The numbers beside the labels for PS, PB, MB, PP, PM, MP and MM in Fig. 2 

represent the overall percentage of point pairs satisfying the criterion of the corresponding 

algorithm, also presented in the second column of Tab. 1. It is seen in Fig. 2 that MF-DXA, ABS, 

MCCA, PS, PB, PP and MM yield practically identical results, very close to the average of the 

theoretical MFDFA curves for the two series, even if PB, PP and MM were satisfied for 91.5%, 38.3% 

and 53.6% of point pairs, respectively.  

Table 1. Multifractal spectra parameters (Hurst exponent 𝐻, the position of the maximum 𝛼0, 

spectrum width 𝑊, and the skew parameter 𝑟) for the Binomial multifractal model for 𝑝 = 0.3 and 

𝑝 = 0.4 using different algorithms. 

Algorithm Pairs (%) 𝐻 a0 W r 

MFDFA average  - 0.761 1.073 0.916 -0.032 

MFDXA 100 0.771 1.072 0.920 -0.038 

ABS 100 0.771 1.072 0.921 -0.038 

MFCCA 100 0.771 1.072 0.920 -0.038 

PS 100 0.771 1.072 0.920 -0.038 

MS 0 - - - - 

PB 91.5 0.770 1.073 0.923 -0.041 

MB 8.1 0.711 1.195 1.676 0.249 

PP 38.3 0.779 1.078 0.920 -0.035 

PM 4.1 0.659 1.146 1.788 0.305 

MP 4 0.939 1.343 1.489 0.275 

MM 53.6 0.754 1.066 0.934 -0.047 

 

The algorithms where only a small fraction of point pairs satisfy the corresponding criterion (MB 

with 8.1%, PM with 4.1%, and MP with 4.0%) present some serious distortions of the fluctuations 

at smaller segment sizes, resulting in wrong multifractal spectra parameters. While this may be 

remedied by using a smaller range of segment sizes, avoiding smaller segments (for the results in 

Fig.2 segment sizes of 4 to 216/4 = 16384 were used), it follows that results of an algorithm with 

a low percentage of point pairs satisfying the corresponding criterion should be avoided. It seems 

prudent to run all the algorithms to assess the different aspects of cross-correlations of the two 

series at different scales, before choosing the most consistent options. 

 



3.2 Sugar ethanol prices in Brazil from 2010 to 2023   

 Sugar and ethanol are produced in Brazil from sugar cane, where technological installations 

make it possible to quickly switch between production of these commodities [17], depending on 

the demand and price. The historical sequences of these prices therefore represent an interesting 

platform for empirical studies, important from the economic point of view. The data were obtained 

from the CEPEA/ESALQ site https://www.cepea.esalq.usp.br/br (CEPEA - Centro de Estudos 

Avançados em Economia Aplicada, Departamento de Economia, Administração e Sociologia, 

ESALQ - Escola Superior de Agricultura Luiz de Queiroz, USP - Universidade de São Paulo). In 

what follows we address the Multifractal detrended cross-correlation analysis of the logarithmic 

returns of these two daily price series between 2010 and 2023, using all the above methods (the 

already existing in the literature, and the ones proposed in this work). The results of the three 

existing methods and the algorithms proposed in this work are shown in Fig. 3 and Tab. 2.  

It is evident that MF-DXA and MCCA yield erroneous results, the former because positive 

cross correlations are found only for very large segments, and the latter because of divergent 

behavior for low values of 𝑞, while the ABS version of the three existing methods yields rather 

“reasonable” graphs. On the other hand, all the algorithms proposed in this work yield wider, more 

asymmetric spectra in comparison with the ABS (modulus MF_DXA) approach. The percentage 

of point pairs captured by different flavors of the algorithm varies between 20.4% (PM) and 67.5% 

(PS), and the resulting multifractal spectrum parameters are rather consistent across the set of 

options, as can be seen in Tab. 2. The individual algorithm implementation could be further 

improved by inspecting the log 𝐹𝑞(𝑠) versus log 𝑠 graphs in Fig. 2 and restricting the segment size 

range in each case. For example, the MS algorithm captures 32.5% of point pairs, but the scaling 

is distorted for very large segment sizes, pushing the ℎ(𝑞) curve downwards for positive 𝑞 values, 

and thus the 𝑓(𝛼) spectrum to the left. Improved “linearity” of log 𝐹𝑞(𝑠) versus log 𝑠 could thus 

be obtained by reducing the upper bound for segment size 𝑠 values. The most consistent of all the 

more detailed restriction algorithms (the most “linear” of the log-log plots for different 𝑞 values) 

appears to be PP with 28.4% point pairs captured. 
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Figure 3. MFDCCA simulation results for the sugar-ethanol data using the existing and the novel 

algorithms proposed here (see text for results). The green curves correspond to the average of the 

corresponding MFDFA curves for the two series. 



Table 2. Multifractal spectra parameters for sugar-ethanol data using different algorithms. 

Algorithm Pairs (%) 𝐻 a0 W r 

MFDFA average  - 0.672 0.805 0.636 0.034 

MFDXA 100 0.105 0.618 1.067 -0.496 

ABS 100 0.745 0.809 0.447 0.128 

MFCCA 100 0.793 - - - 

PS 67.5 0.762 0.861 0.823 0.449 

MS 32.5 0.435 0.605 1.103 0.319 

PB 57.4 0.773 0.866 0.808 0.424 

MB 42.6 0.605 0.738 0.898 0.364 

PP 28.4 0.766 0.875 0.791 0.378 

PM 20.4 0.590 0.707 0.940 0.407 

MP 22.1 0.585 0.742 1.247 0.482 

MM 29.0 0.750 0.859 0.953 0.440 

 

 At this point one may opt for one of two approaches: i) choose the “most linear” of the 

algorithms (in this case PP), or ii) calculate the average of all the “reasonably linear” algorithm 

results, perhaps weighted by the percentage of captured point pairs. In any case, as the MFDFA as 

well as all the presented MFDCCA algorithms should be seen as robust scaling approximations to 

the behavior of underlying processes, both approaches may be seen as reasonable, as long as one 

avoids the miscalculation pitfalls as seen for MF-DXA and MCCA in the current example.  

 

4 Summary 

In this work we propose a spectrum of algorithms to deal with the negative cross-

covariance in the multifractal cross correlation analysis of two temporal series. The existing 

method MF-DXA ignores this issue and works only if negative cross-covariance is not observed. 

The modulus version of MF-DXA (with an acronym ABS in the present work) resolves this issue 

by using the absolute value of the cross-covariance but may distort or even spuriously amplify the 

multifractal cross-correlation measures [3]. Finally, the MCCA method [3] deals with this issue to 

account for the sign of the cross-correlations by extracting the sign of segment cross-covariance 

and applying it back after 𝑞-scaling (see Eq. 8), but the overall (average) cross-covariance can still 

turn out negative, in which case it cannot be used for estimating the generalized Hurst exponent. 

The novel algorithms proposed in this work are all based on the idea of separating positive 

from negative cross-covariances and performing 𝑞-scaling independently, in each group. The PS 



and MS algorithms perform the summation within the segments and then separate the results into 

the positive and the negative groups. The PB and MB algorithms are more detailed, they 

distinguish the positive and negative cross-covariance contributions already at the segment level, 

counting the number of occurrences for each sign. Finally, the PP, PM, MP, and MM algorithms 

go a step further distinguishing cases when both series’ pair points are found to be above the trend 

(PP), when the first series point lies above the trend and the second series point is below the trend 

(PM), when the first series point lies below the trend and the second series point is above the trend 

(MP), and when both series’ points lie below the corresponding trend (MM). Any of these 

algorithms may encounter only a small percentage of point pairs satisfying the corresponding 

condition, in which case it should be discarded (or analyzed with more care). The conclusion is 

that one may: i) choose the “most linear” of the algorithms, or ii) calculate the average of all the 

“reasonably linear” algorithm results. To facilitate experimenting with all the above algorithms we 

provide source code in C, R and Python at the link https://github.com/borkostosic/MFDCCALIB. 
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