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Abstract

Empirical determination of the scaling properties and eguis of time series
presents a formidable challenge in testing, and develgpirigeoretical understand-
ing of turbulence and other out-of-equilibrium phenomehée discuss the special
case of self affine time series in the context of a stochasocgss. We highlight
two complementary approaches to the differenced varidtileeodata: i) attempting
a scaling collapse of the Probability Density Functionscligshould then be well
described by the solution of the corresponding Fokkeré¢Kaguation and ii) using
structure functions to determine the scaling propertiethefhigher order moments.
We consider a method of conditioning that recovers the uyidgrself affine scaling

in a finite length time series, and illustrate it using a L#light.
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1 Introduction

Theories of turbulence as applied to single point measumisria a flow concern the scaling
properties, in a statistical sense, of differenced timesewhere the Taylor hypothesis is invoked
so that the difference between measurements at some ameba later time + 7 acts as a proxy
for the difference between measurements made at two paitite ifluid separated by length scale
L. Studies of scaling in solar wind turbulence have focusethempower spectra and the structure

functions (see e.qu_a_n_d_M_a.mlJ, _19_&45);|Horburv and Balodk(lg_gj’)) and, more recently, the

Probability Density Function (PD ..ZO_QH.MAb)).

The statistical scaling properties of time series can ireganhowever, be considered in a simi-

lar manner. There is a considerable literature concerm'a jng in auroral region magnetometers

and in geomagnetic indices (suc Ia.ka.l.o_eLal 199’);|£I.Q.DSQ.L'LDLaLal.
M)mms_et_aj )MMM)MM ZOD.{)JKmm_eLaI(m.{))-

This is motivated in part by attempts to understand the dnwagnetospheric system from the per-

spective of scaling due to intrinsic processes (se i ) and references

therein) and their relationship to that of the turbulenas@lind driver. This necessitates quantita-

tive comparativestudies of scaling in time series (el:@a.ka.l.o_a.ndllm.an.&dﬂﬁﬁdi) |ELe.ema.D_eLél
Z)DJ))'LLLIISK;L&L&‘ Z)D_{)Léams_el_a.l Z)Di), Z)DS.L)) Such studies can to some

extent fruitfully consider the low order moments, wheregsadicular difficulty for comparison

of observations with models of turbulence is that the inttemcy parameter in turbulenc€2) is

determined by thé'"order structure functi ( ).

More recently, studies have focussed on the scaling piepeahd functional form of the PDFs

of the differenced time series (see el@aaso]iuLa.n.d.D.e.Mlch.e‘iSJﬁQ.di);lSmﬂsgﬂahm_el_ell
.Z)D_{);LNejg.eLa.n.d_B_a.kL( )|Stepanova et Ji( )). This leads to a Fokker-Planck model
in the case of self- similarit)li:(.naLeLaJ..Z)DﬁI))JHﬂaLeJ_a.Ll .Z0.0;‘IS)).

In this paper we describe an approach to modelling suchngcedata which exploits the data’s
self-affine property by applying the idea of coarse grairting datalﬂ[tlso.d ..’I_‘)_Zb);ls.o.m.eltle

)), here, in the time domain. This coarse-graining lmarachieved empirically, from the

data, by a scaling collapse procedure hﬁtmLeLa.Z)DﬁI))lHﬂﬁl_el_a.Ll .Z0.0;‘IS)) (section 2),

and, then having experimentally determined the scalingprept, we can take the approach one

stage further and seek to describe the data by means of eytarttase of a generalised Fokker-
Planck equation (GFPE, section 5). We stress here that tR&E@&Here, as elsewhere

)), applied to a much more general class of problemttastrictly equilibrium physics for



which the original FPE was obtained. The GFPE representieanaive to the fractional Fokker-
Planck equation (e.&aslmﬁk, ..L%JS)) which is also applicable in such non-equilibriunses
The critical steps in this process are then (i) establisiwhgther a given dataset is self affine

and (i) determining the scaling exponent. We highlight tiwmgortant issues that arise in the
analysis of physical datasets here.

The first of these is that SDE models for the data, and indematse graining, deal with the
properties of an arbitrarily large dataset. We use a weleustdod example of a self affine time-
series, that of ordinary Levy motion (section 3), to show hmmmditioning of the data is needed
to recover the known scaling of an arbitrarily large timésefrom one finite length. We then use
an example of a naturally occurring timeseries, that of tkeg&omagnetic index, shown previ-
ously to exhibit self affine scaling over a range of timesgate highlight the effectiveness, and
the limitations, of this technique.

The second of these is that knowledge of the scaling prgsedf (in principle all) the non
zero moments is needed to capture the scaling propertiegimieaeries. We again use the AE
timeseries to illustrate this point by constructing a fi@aal Brownian motion fBm with the same

second moment, but with a very different PDF.

2 Self affine time series: concepts

From a time series(t) sampled at times;, that is at evenly spaced intervals= t;, — t;,_; we

can construct a differenced time series with respect toithe increment- = sA:
y(t,7) = x(t+7) —2(t) oy

so that
x(t+7)=2a(t) +y(t,T) 2

If we considerN successive values determined at intervalApthat is,y(t1, A)..y(tg, A)..y(tn, A),

their sum gives:
N

2(t) = > yltr, A) + 0 3)

1
wherezy = xz(t — NA). As N — oo the sum[(B) of the tends to the original time seriagt).

We will make two assumptions: i) that th€t, 7) is a stochastic variable so thht (2) can be read

as a random walk and ii) that theare scaling with- (to be defined next).



By summing adjacent pairs in the sequence, for example:
y(l) (th QA) = y(th A) + y(t2> A) (4)

one can coarsegrain (or decimate) the time series ifhis operation gives the(t) as a random
walk of N/2 values ofy determined at intervals of = 2A. We can successively coarsegrain the

sequence an arbitrary number of times:

z(t) =y, A) + y(ta, A) + -+ y(te, A) + y(tpr1, A) + - +y(tn, A) 5)

=y (t1,28) + -+ yD (e, 28) + -+ + y Dty 0,24)

=y (1,27 A) + -+ y (8, 2°A) + - 4y (ty2n, 27A)
where this procedure is understood in the renormalizagmses in that botliv andn can be taken
arbitrarily large, so that a timeseries of arbitrarily kadgngth is considered. This procedure can
apply to a finite sized physical system of interest provided that system supports a large range
of spatio- temporal scales (the smallest bedaghe largest2 A, n large), an example of this is

the inertial range in fluid turbulence.

We now consider aelf affinescaling with exponent:

/

y =2%, 1 =27, (6)

so that
y(") =2"%y, T=2"A 7

For arbitraryr we can normalizer( = 7/A) and write
y/(tv 7-) = Tay(t> A) (8)

Now if the y is a stochastic variable with self affine scalingrinthere exists aelf similar PDF

which is unchanged under the transformatidn (8):
P(y'r™") 1™ = P(y) )

Importantly, they's are not necessarily Gaussian distributed stochastichlasiabut do possess
self similarity as embodied b{](9).

This property is shared by thex{stable) Lévy fIightsl&hlﬁing_eLet_al .1_9_9_45)) forN —

oo. The special case where thés are both independent, identically distributed (iid) andeha

finite variance corresponds to a Brownian random walk. Omest@w directly from the above
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renormalization (see for exam[mam» that the Brownian case is just the Central Limit
Theorem witha = 1/2 and GaussiarP(y). Here, we consider time series which possess the
properties[[B) and19), which may hawe # 1/2 and which are time stationary solutions of a
Fokker-Planck equation.
An important corollary of[[P) is of the scaling of the struetifunctions (and moments). The

pt" moment can be written as:

o0 o0

my =<y’ >= / Py)yPdy =1 [ P(y)y*dy (10)

—0 —0

so that

my ~ 7P (11)

via [@).The scaling of any of the non zero moments of a selfi@ffime series is thus sufficient to
determine the exponent. Importantly, all the non zero mdseiil share this same scaling. This
can also be appreciated directly by writing the PDF as anresipa in the moments. If we define

the Fourier transform of the PDP(z) of a given time series(t) by:

P(k) = / e*ZP(2)dz (12)
then it is readily shown that theé” moment is given by:
o, dPP (k)
my = (=)’ == lk=0 (13)

whered? /dkP denotes the!" derivative with respect té. From this it follows that the PDF can

be expressed as an expansion in the moments:

Plk) =" T2 (iky (14)

]
p=0 P

Hence the PDF is defined by knowledgeatifthe non zero moments.

3 Testing for self affine scaling.
3.1 Extracting the scaling of a surrogate, a finite lengtiifight.

We now discuss methods for testing for the propdity (9) anasmeng the exponent for a given

finite length time series. For the purpose of illustrationosasider a Lévy flight of index = 1.8



which is generated from iid random deviates by the followahgorithm for the increments (the

y's, seeLSjﬂgﬂLa.nd_ELLedﬂcd .Z0.0JU for details):
[N

- S0, (ol =] s

(cos(r)) v

wherer is a uniformly distributed random variable in the rariger/2, 7 /2] andv is an exponen-

tially distributed random variable with meadrwhich is independent of. The scaling exponerat
from (@) and[(®) is then related to the Lévy index,by o = 1/p.

One can first consider directly attempting a scaling cotdpshe sense ofl9), of the PDF of dif-
ferences obtained over a wide rangerc(éeeManlegna_amLSlaanm}lS);lﬂnmﬂ_al..mul)
for examples). This corresponds to a renormalization ofiita as discussed above. We first de-

termine the scaling exponeatfrom one or more of the moments v[aJ11) or an estimate thereof
In a finite length time series, one would ideally use the sgatif the peakP(y = 0, 7) (that is,
thep = —1 moment) withr as this is better resolved statistically than the higheeordoments.
In practice however the time serigét, 7), formed from the differences of a measured quantity,
can agy — 0 be dominated by observational uncertainties.

Figure 1 shows the scaling collapgé (9) applied to a numrigenerated Lévy flight[{15)
of 10 increments. The curves correspond to differences at valfies = mA with m =
[6,10,16,26,42]. Error bars denote an estimate of the expected fluctuatiomipeof this his-
togram based on Gaussian statistics (a more sophisticagtidochfor estimating these for the

Lévy case may be found |ﬁ_|_eg_an_a.nd_Eu_adugt| .mQJl)). We see that scaling collapse can be

verified to the precision with which the PDF is locally detared statistically. The exponent

a = 0.544 used to achieve the scaling collapse in Figure 1 was detechempirically directly
from an analysis of this finite length time series based omsthesture functions discussed below.
As discussed above, the scaling exponemihat successfully collapses the PDF of different

should emerge from the scaling of the moments. This is ofteaimed via the generalized struc-

ture functions (see e. w,.ﬂ);MhM);Mﬁ..mﬁ);
|I:|.n.al_eLa.L| .Z)D;JB) for examples)

Sy(1) =< |y(t, 7)[P >oc 74P (16)

where for self affing,(¢), we have((p) = pa (for a multifractal,((p) is approximately quadratic
in p). From [11) the moments will in principle share this scalamgvided that the moment is non-

zero (however in a noisy signals a moment that should vanikbevdominated by the noise). In



principle we can obtain from the slopes of log- log plots of th, versusr for anyp; in practice
this is severely limited by the finite length of the dataset.

The((p) for the above Lévy flight obtained viRT}L6) are shown plottedsusp in Figure 2. On

such a plot we would expect a straiiht lioe) ~ pa but we see here the well known result (see

for examplelQh.e.chJsLn_an.dﬁ.Qn.thJr. ),N.a.kad .Z)DL{))) that for the surrogate, the Lévy time

series of finite length, there is a turnover in scaling apve2 which is spurious in the sense that

it does not reflect the self affine scaling of the infinite léngneseries.

One way to understand this spurious bifractal scaling isitha finite length time series the
PDF does not have sufficient statistical resolution in tfils.ténfrequently occurring large events
in the tails will tend to dominate the higher order momentse Wéed to eliminate those large
events that are poorly represented statistically withaatbding the scaling properties of the time
series. For a self affine time series an estimate of the steifinctions is:

A
S5 = /A\y!pP(y,T)dy ~< [ylP > 17)

where the limit on the integral is proportional to the staxddeviationo so thatA = Qo(7),
with someQ constant. Nows(7) ~ /<y? >~ 7% shares the same self affine scaling withs
the original timeserieg(¢, 7), so that ifS, ~ 77 under [9) then, importantIySI? ~ 7P also.
Provided that) can be chosen sufficiently large to capture the dynamic rahgeand provided
that P(y) is symmetric, [(1I7) will provide a good estimate @f This is demonstrated in figure 2
where we also show thgp) obtained from[{17).

One can thus see that once a conditioning threshold is apfitie self affine scaling of the Lévy
flight is recovered and the value of the scaling exponentisngitive to the value a@ chosen (for
@ sufficiently large). We obtain the value af = 0.544 used for the scaling collapse in Figure
1 once conditioning is applied, giving an estimateuof= 1.84, consistent with the index used
to generate the synthetic Lévy flighf{15). Similar resfitsa surrogate Levy dataset have been
obtained by M. Parkinson (private communication, 2004).

An analogous procedure 10{17) can also be realized by méansuncated wavelet expansion

of the data (see for exam[@éﬁ.&tﬁ].ﬁ)ﬂl);lhﬂﬁﬂgﬂﬂ.ema'hml)).

In (IA) we assumed self affine scaling in choosing the funatidorm of the limits of the

integral. In a given time series the scaling may not be knovpniai. If for example the time
series were multifractal¢(p) quadratic inp) we would obtain from[{ll7) & (p) which varied
systematically withQ). In practice, several other factors may also be presentimeaderies which

may additionally reduce the accuracy of the approximafiod).(



3.2 Extracting the scaling of a 'natural’ example, the AEdsaries

To illustrate the above, we consider an interval of the AEinshown previously to exhibit weakly
multifractal scalingllﬁ_nal_e_La.Ll ‘ZO_O;JB)). The scaling index is not within the Lévy range amakst
it has been modelled with a GFPE rather than a Lé htE[iEl.&La.Ll ‘ZO_O;JB).

The PDF of differenced AE is asymmetlﬂna.t_at_a_.ﬂ)ﬂ&L), and the scaling inis broken

as we approach the characteristic substorm timescale oduBs. Remnants of the substorm

signature will be present in the time series on timescalegteshthan this. The behaviour of the
peak of the PDFR(y — 0)) will also be dominated by uncertainties in the determaratf the
signal rather than its scaling properties.

Figure 3 shows a plot of(p) versusp for the AE time series in the same format as figure 2
for the interval January 1978 to July 1979 comprising x 10° samples. Plots of the structure
functions used to construct figure 3 are shown in figure 4. Tiar bars on figure 3 are those of
the best fit straight lines to Figure 4 rather than the possihge of straight line fits and as such
are a minimal error estimate.

We plot in figure 4(a) the raw result, thatis116) and in figuile) 4he conditioned approximation
(@2) with@ = 20, the latter corresponding to the removal of less than 1 %eoéitita. From figure
4 we see that no clear scaling emerges beyond the third preeB until approximation[(1I7) is
made. Clearly, if scaling is present, tljép) obtained from the raw structure functions (figure
4(a)) are not a good estimate. Once the data is conditioneding thatQ = [10, 20] give almost
identical estimates af(p) which are weakly multifractal. Fap) = 5 the {(p) are shifted slightly
toward self similar scaling. The closeness of the condtibresults for the rang@ = [5, 20], and
their clear separation from the raw result, suggests teatthre a reasonable approximate measure
of the scaling properties of the time series. This procedar® be used to make quantitative
comparisons between timeseries to this precision. Givercéiveats above however, we cannot
use this procedure to distinguish whether the time serisslisaffine or weakly multifractal, but

can distinguish strong multifractality.

4 Low Order Moments and Non Uniqueness: Comparison with a frational Brownian sur-

rogate.

Equation [Th) expresses the PDF as an expansion in the memeeall orders. It follows that
distinct timeseries can share the first few moments andftirerd scaling, may also share the

same Hurst exponent and corresponding exponent of the pdawepower spectrum. Having
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estimated the scaling exponent of the AE index as above weasastruct a time series with the
same second moment from a fractional Brownian motion tgtilate this.

The fractional Brownian walk was generated using the metesgtribed in Appendix 3 of
|Eele|:s.‘ .1_99_45). The algorithm takes a series of Gaussian random ergv@nd approximates a

finite correlation time by weighting past values accordiagatpower law function. In our case

1024 Gaussian samples were used to create each incremeauttadrial walk. The resulting time
series is comprised @t5 x 10° increments.

Figure 5 shows the two time series, (i) the interval of AE gredl above, and (ii) the fBm
surrogate. The standard deviation versufor the two time series is shown in Figure 6. The
power spectrum of AE (the raw, rather than the differencediée)( c.f.lZI'_s.uLula.nj_eLai...’L‘)QL{)):

.‘.’L9_9QJB)), along with ther(7) and the structure functions, show a characteristic break

on timescales of 1-2 hours. On times shorter than this, weltain a scaling collapse of the PDF
(seEJH.nﬁl_eLa.‘. ‘ZOD.SL), alsll:l.nﬁ.t_e.La.Ll .ZOD;‘IS). Fluctuations on these timescales share the same
second moment as the fBm. In Figure 7 we compare the PDF af thetuations and we see that
these are very distinct; fBm is defined as having Gaussianiments |Ma.n_d_e[hn4t .M)) and

this is revealed by the PDF whereas the AE increments aré&aaussian.

This is an illustration of the fact that the scaling in AE otieis region is not necessarily due
to time correlation, the “Joseph effect” for which Mandelbconstructed fractional Brownian
motion as a model. Indeed AE has almost uncorrelated diffexe at high frequencies, as indi-

cated by its nearly Browniari—2 power spectrunﬁsumlanLeLai. 1990)). Rather the scaling
is synonymous with the heavy tailed PDF (“Noah effect”) fanigh |Ma.n_d_a[hn4t ) earlier

introduced a Lévy model in economics.

Finally, we plot in Figure 8 the (p) versusp obtained from the structure function estimdid (17)
with @ = 10 for both time series. We see from the plot that both time seaie self affine and
to within the uncertainty of the finite length time seriesttbshare values of(p) for the lowest
orders inp. However the higher order structure functions reveal tis#irdit scaling of the two

time series.

5 Fokker-Planck model

For completeness we now outline how the exponerdf a self affine time series leads to the
functional form of P(y) via a Fokker- Planck model of the stochastic proce$s. Here we will

consider an approach where scaling is achieved via tranepefficients that are functions of the



differenced variable/(t). An alternative approach is via fractional derivatives tfoee dependent

(y) coordinate (see e.bs.ah.enzer_el_al .ml);ls.hlesingﬂmt_al .1_99;45)). These are in principle

equivalent (e.g JNQ_‘I’))
We begin with a general form of the Fokker-Planck equatidnhmwrittem.@):

o _
or

Vy(A(y)P + B(y)VyP), (18)

whereP = P(y, ) is a PDF for the differenced quantigythat varies with timer, A(y) is the
friction coefficient andB(y) is related to a diffusion coefficient which we allow to varythwvi. If
we now impose the condition that solutions [0fl(18) are iramriunder the scaling given big (9),

then it is found that botk(y) and B(y) must have the form of power law dependence,oifhen

as shown i A ), [IB) takes the form:
o°P 0 “1/a oP

whereay and by are constantse is the scaling index derived from the data aRdy), y are
unscaled PDF and fluctuations respectively, and where herbawve explicitly insisted that the
diffusion coefficientB(y) > 0. Importantly, in a physical system the scaling behavi@dri9
expected to be strongly modified gs— 0, that is, at the peak of the PDP(y) since for a
sufficiently small difference between two measuremeits, y(¢t,7) = =(t + 7) — z(t) will be
dominated by the uncertainties in those measurements.

Written in this form equation[{19) immediately allows us tkeitity B(y) o > | y |~V
andA(y) oc y | y |~Y/*. Solutions to[(IR) exist which are functions of = y7— only which

correspond to stationary solutions with respect tdMe obtain these by the change of variables
(P,y, T — Ps,ys) of (3):

by dP. o 1
_Oys—S+Ps+a_0|yS|a Py =

1
C ’ Ys ‘a
ap”” dys

Ys

(20)
This differential equatior{20) can be solved analyticalith a general solution of the form:

_aw_C (9 e
Ps(ys) - b() ‘yglao/bo €$p< b() ‘ yS ’

/

a0 2

v | Yy [P0 exp (%—0 | Y \l/a) /

< /0 e d(yl) + koH (ys), (21)
YL |°a

wherek is a constant and (y;) is the homogeneous solution:

2
H(b2,) = ———eap [~ | g, |10 (22)
) Ty e b U1 )
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Power law scaling for arbitrary leads to singular behaviour of this solutiongat— 0. We do
not however expect this to describe a physical system as 0 as discussed above. F&rk21)
to describe a PDF we require that its integral is finite. We d@ouss this by considering the

behaviour close to the singularity:

ag

. a C Ys |y [P0 dy, ko ko
lim P(ys) = = —— | S,L_; : + o =C+ =
ve 0] ys [P 70 ys ° | ys |0 | ys |0

(23)
The integral of[ZB) is finite fob < ag/by < 1 and0 < a < 1/2 (a subdiffusive process) so that
within this range the integral di{21) will be finite also agué&ed. Outside of this range it can only
be considered as an asymptotic solution. However, we casidemthe generalization — y + ¢
in the above, whereis a constant of magnitude that is small compared to, sayaives ofo (1)
for the physical system under study. This eliminates thgusar behaviour and corresponds (for
y small) to the addition of low amplitude Gaussian noise aslsaseen from the form of the
corresponding Langevin equatidn124) below. Physically torresponds to a simple model for
the statistical behaviour of the observational unceiisnin the data which may dominate as the
differenced quantityy — 0.

Expression[{21) is then a family of solutions for the PDF dff sffine time series. This provides
a method to test for self affinity that does not directly retydetermining the scaling exponents
to high order from the structure functions. Having deteedirthe exponent from the scaling

of a low order moment (say, the standard deviation) one cam plerform a scaling collagse on

the PDF; this should then also be described by the correampisdlution of [Z1) (se

Z0.0S]))II:I.nal_eLa.Ll .Z)D;Jﬁ) for examples).

It is well known that a Fokker Planck equation is simply rethto a Langevin equation (see e.g.

)). A nonlinear Langevin equation of the form

— = By) +v(W)§1), (24)

wherej(y) is ay -dependent force term andy) is ay -dependent noise strength, can be shown
)) to correspond tE{IL8) and in that sense to desdrétrhe series. I1{24) the

random variable (¢) is assumed to b&correlated, i.e.,

< EBE(t+ 1) >=%5(7). (25)

Consistency with equatiofil(6) is achieved in the data arsbysforming each time seriagt, 7)

with non-overlapping time intervats. Defining Dy =< ¢2(t) > /2 we then obtain:

() =1/ g—ooy\y!‘ﬁ, (26)
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and
B) = [t - 51) — o] iyl @7)

With @ = 1/2 andag = 0 one recovers the Brownian random walk w[ihl(18) reduced ifi@sibn

equation with constant diffusion coefficient.

Interestingly@.m) has independently proposed a nonlinear Langeviategquwheres
but not~ varies withy. This yields leptokurtic PDFs of the Tsallis functional for

Finally the variabler in (I8), and: in Z4) can be read in two ways: either as the renormalization
variable of the stochastic variablét, 7) or the time variable of:(¢) since from[6)r = 2" A and
with the choiceV = 2™ we havex(t) = y"(t,7), 7 =t (n, N large). Thus[(24) can be seen either
as a prescription for generating a self- affine timeserig¢k 8galing exponent, or as describing

the renormalization flow.

6 Conclusions

Empirical determination of the scaling properties and exgmis of time series(¢) presents a
formidable challenge in testing, and developing, a thémaktinderstanding of turbulence and
other out-of-equilibrium phenomena. In this paper we hageussed the special case of self
affine time series by treating the differenced variagple 7) = z(t + 7) — =(¢) as increments
of a stochastic process (a generalized random walk). We higtdighted two complementary
approaches to the data.

The first of these is PDF rescaling; using a low order momedetermine a scaling exponent
and then verifying whether this exponent collapses the RibRke differenced variablg(t, 7)
over the full range ofy accessible from the data. As a corollary this collapsed Rifls also
be well described by the solution of a Fokker-Planck equatihich has power law transport
coefficients.

The second of these is using structure functions to deterthmscaling properties of the higher
order moments. In a finite length time series the higher asttercture functions can be distorted
by isolated, extreme events which are not well represertstscally. Using the example of a
finite length Lévy flight, we have demonstrated a method fmditioning the time series that can
in principle recover the underlying self affine scaling.

Finally, to highlight how both these methods are complemgnin quantifying the scaling

properties of the time series a fractional Brownian walk e@sstructed to share the same second

12



moment as an interval of the differenced AE index time serld®e two timeseries were demon-
strated to possess very different PDF of the differenceidbkl, and distinct structure functions.

Both of these approaches could in principle be generalieedultifractal time series (see e.g.

ﬂ)ﬂl)).
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Figure Captions

Fig. 1. Scaling collapse of the PDF of an= 1.8 Lévy flight.

Fig. 2. The effect of conditioning a Levy flightk are the((p) obtained from the raw time series, all other
symbols refer to conditioned time series for different eslof() (see text). The conditioned results yield a

scaling exponent = 0.544 which corresponds to a Levy index pf= 1.84.

Fig. 3. Scaling exponent§(p) versusp for the AE index, shown in the same format as figure 2

Fig. 4. Structure functions of the AE index estimated for orders: [1, 6] by method [IB) (a) and by
method [(IF) (b).

Fig. 5. A ~ 1.5 year interval of AE data (upper trace) is shown alongsidereogate fBm time series
(lower trace) with the same second moment. The traces haredigplaced for clarity.

Fig. 6. Standard deviation of the time series differenced on timlescplotted versus for an interval of
AE index data (see text) and an fBm time series constructtttive same second moment. The traces have

been displaced for clarity.

Fig. 7. PDF of the time series of AE, differenced on timescales leas bne hour{l). The PDF of an fBm
with the same second moment is shown for comparisin (

Fig. 8. Structure functions obtained by conditioning atd @r an interval of the AE index, and for a fBm
constructed to share the same second moment.
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Fig. 1. Scaling collapse of the PDF of an= 1.8 Lévy flight.
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Fig. 2. The effect of conditioning a Levy flightk are the((p) obtained from the raw time series, all other
symbols refer to conditioned time series for different eslof() (see text). The conditioned results yield a

scaling exponent = 0.544 which corresponds to a Levy index pf= 1.84.
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Fig. 3. Scaling exponent§(p) versusp for the AE index, shown in the same format as figure 2
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Fig. 4. Structure functions of the AE index estimated for orders: [1, 6] by method[IB) (a) and by
method [(IF7) (b).
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Fig. 5. A ~ 1.5 year interval of AE data (upper trace) is shown alongsidereogate fBm time series
(lower trace) with the same second moment. The traces haredigplaced for clarity.
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