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A bstract. M andebrot introduced the concept of fractals to describe the non-—
Euclidean shape of m any aspects of the natural world. In the tim e series context
he proposed the use of fractional Brownian m otion (Bm ) to m odel non-negligble
tem poral persistence, the \Joseph E ect"; and Levy ights to quantify large dis-
continuities, the \Noah E ect". In gpace physics, both e ects are m anifested in the
intem ittency and long-range correlation which are by now wellestablished features
ofgeom agnetic indices and their solar w ind drivers. In order to capture and quantify
the N oah and Joseph e ects In one com pact m odel we propose the application of
the \bridging" fractionalLevy m otion (fLm ) to space physics.W e perform an initial
evaluation of som e previous scaling resuls in this paradigm , and show how fim can
m odel the previously ocbserved exponents. W e suggest som e new directions for the
foture.

K eyw ords:

1. Introduction

Ever since it becam e clar that Earth’s m agnetosphere is in uenced
by the sun, signi cant e ort has been devoted to establishing the re—
lationship between uctuations in the energy delivered by the solar
w ind to the m agnetosphere and variations in the m agnetospheric re—
soonse. A particularly in portant diagnostic for the response has been
the fam ily of geom agnetic indices, especially the Auroral E lectro gt
Index AE (@ avis and Sugiura, 1966). A comm on proxy for the solar
wind Input isthe function Perreaul and Akasofii, 1978) which esti-
m ates the fraction ofthe solar w ind Poynting ux through the dayside
m agnetosphere.

O ne approach is to investigate causal relationships, and consider-
able sophistication has now been developed in this (eg. Ukhorskiy
et al,,2004M arch et al,2005 and references therein). H owever, even
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w ithout exam ining causality, signi cant inform ation can be cbtained by
exam Ining the scaling behaviourof uctuations.A rst analysis ofthis,
In the Fourier dom ain, was done by T surutaniet al.(1990) using the
pow er soectrum . Subsequent analyses have Introduced other m ethods
for detecting scale Invariance (Takalo et al,,1993Freem an et al.,2000a,
2000b P riceand Newm an,2001; U ritsky et al,,2001) .M ost recently H nat
et al, (2002a; 2002b; 2003a; 2003b; 2003c) and Chapm an et al,, (2005)
have studied the scaling collapse of the increm ents of tim e series.

A fundam ental problem has been raised by the evidence for mul-
tifractality In som e solar w ind quantities (. g. Burlga,(1995)) and
the AE Index (Consolini et al, 1996). M ultifractality is physically
wellm otivated-at least for solar w Ind quantities—in that it arises natu-
rally from the intermm itency ofm uliplicative turoulent cascade m odels
Frisch, 1995). M ultifractality would im ply that the Hurst’s \rough—
ness" exponent H is not constant but varies from scale to scale. This
evidence form ultifractality in the indices thusm eans that any com par-
ison ofpairs of scaling exponents derived from solar w ind and geom ag—
netic indicesm ay be problem atic W atkins, 2002; C hang and C onsolini,
2001). P relin Inary com parisons of solar wind and geom agnetic eld
m easurem ents m ade using m ultiscaling m easures (Voros et al, 1998)
showed sin ilarity at low orders after low pass ltering of the m agne-
tospheric quantities. H owever, Hnat et al.(2002-2003), In exam Ining
a range of solar wind quantities, have recently found som e appar-
ent sin pli cations. They see the Intriguing result that although some
quantities (notably v and B) do not show a sin ple scaling collapse,
consistent w ith their wellkknow n m ultifractality, others (such as B 2)
do ie. they are, In this sense, e ectively m onofractal. R ecently Hnat
et al.(2003c) have extended the 1 year AE=U=L dataset studied by
Hnat et al.(2002b)to the 10 years used by Freem an et al.(2000a). T hey

nd that when such long auroral Index datasets are exam ined, AE and
do indeed have discemably di erent PD F's.

Such analyses are not easy to com pare. Som e used overlapping in—
dex and solar wind tim e series (U ritsky et al, 2001), other did not
(Freem an et al., 2000a). Techniques which Impose nite lim its on the
Integral used to evaluate structure functions have also been explored
(Chapm an et al.,, 2005) and references therein). The choice of solar
w Ind m easures and geom agnetic tim e series has also varied. It seem s
to us thus In perative to try to start to reconcik the various studies
and understand why som e show much greater sim ilarity between the
solar wind signal and indices than others. W e also believe that the
synthesis of cbservationsw illhelp tow ards a goalw e have proposed else-
where: The de nition ofm odels which are either I) sin ple, statistical,
\strawm an" m odels w hich m ay nonetheless capture som e relevant uc—
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tuation phenom enology eg. the fractional lognom al m odel sketched
by W atkins(2002)) or IT) m ore clearly statistical physicsbased eg. the
generalised FokkerP landk m odel introduced by Hnat et al.(2003b) and
Chapm an et al.(2005)).

By analogy w ith m athem atical econom icswem ay think ofthe Type
I m odels as m odelling the \stylized facts" of the coupled solar w ind
m agnetospheric system W atkins, 2002). In this paper we shall In—
troduce one such m odel: fractional Levy m otion M andebrot, 1995;
Chechkin and G onchar, 2000b), In order to see how well it can de—
scribe the solar wind  function and the AE fam ily of indices AE
itself, AU and AL).P relimn nary com parison ism ade w ith som e of the
m easuram ents listed above, and it is shown that the m odel provides
a good quantitative explanation for the di erence between two scaling
exponents rst noted In this context by Hnat et al.(2002a) aswellas a
possble qualitative explanation for the m ultifractal behaviour seen by
Hnat et al.(2003c) . Future directions are then sketched.

2. D atasets used

The AE and data are a 1 year subset of those studied by Hnat
et al.(2002b; 2003a). They correspond to the years 1978 and 1995
regoectively. W e ©llow Hnat et al.(2002b) by rstly di erencing the
tin e serdes X (t) of the indices AE;AU;AL and at intervals of
1;2;3::: tines the fundam ental sam pling period (1 m inute for the
Indices and and 46 seconds for ) to generate di erence tin e serdes
Xk )= X+ ) X (t). For further details of the dataset and
preprocessing techniques see Hnatetal,, 2002b) and referencestherein.

3. M otivation for and testing of a fractional Levy m otion
m odel

31. Fractional Levy motion as a bridge betw een Levy
flights and fractional Brownian motion

A snoted by M andelbrot (1995) :

The \nom al" m odelofnatural uctuationsistheW iener B rownian
m otion process W Bm ). By this standard, however, m any natural

uctuations exhibi clearcut \anom alies" which may be due to
large discontinuities (\Noah E ect") and/or non-negligbl global
statistical dependence (\Joseph E ect"). M andelbrot’s book \T he
Fractal G eom etry of N ature"] ... show s that one can m odel various
Instances of the Noah e ect by the classical process of [standard
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Levy motion] (sbm ), and various instances of the Joseph e ect by
the process of [fractional B row nian m otion] (Bm ).

Takalo et al.(1993) were the rst to use Bm as a m odelof the auroral
Indices, but i subsequently could not describe the highly non-G aussian
Jeptokurtic distributions seen in di erenced solarw ind and geom agnetic
Index quantities. This can for exam ple be seen in Fig. 7 of (Chapm an
et al,, 2005) where the pdfofdi erences X of AE is contrasted w ith

the G aussian pdfof an Bm wih equal Hurst exponent H . Sim ilarly
we are are aware of only a snall number Kabin and Papitashvili,
1998; Consoliniet al.,, 1997; Hnat et al., 2002a; Bruno et al.,, 2004) of
discussionsoftheuse oftruncated sLm asam odel for In-situ solarw ind,
m agnetotail or ground-based m agnetom eter tin e series. O ne reason
why sLm has not seen wider use here is because i cannot reproduce
the correlated ncrem ents seen for both these types of data and also
because i m odels superdi usive H > 0:5) rather than the cbserved

subdiusive #H < 0:5) behaviour. The term \truncated Levy ight"

usually indicates standard Levy motion wih a nie variance intro—
duced delberately by m eans ofa nite range cuto (c.f. the discussion

in section 8 4 ofM antegna and Stanley (2000)); howeverany nite series
ofdlm ise ectively truncated, albeit in an uncontrolled fashion N akao,
2000).

M andebrot (1995) went on to note that:

dlm and Bm , however, are far from exhausting the anom alies found
n nature ...m any phenom ena exhibit both the N ocah and Jossph ef-
fects and failto be represented by either sSm or Bm ...0 ne obvious
bridge, fractional Levy m otion, is Interesting m athem atically, but
has found no concrete use".
Since those words were w ritten, flm has found applications, notably
In geophysics (P ainter and Patterson, 1994) and telecom m unications
netw ork m odelling (Laskin et al, 2002).W e here apply it to essentially
the sam e need; to com pactly describe and unify the \stylized facts" of
the wellkdem onstrated N oah and Joseph e ects in space plasm a physics
tin e serdes W atkins, 2002).

32. M athematical definition of fractional Levy motion

Fractional Levy m otion can be de ned using a R iem ann-Liouville frac—
tional integral generalising the betterknown expression for fractional
Brownian m otion (Voss, 1985).W e here adapt the notation of equation
5 of Laskin et al.(2002), which de nes a process W

P
’

W, )= € )72 Yaw () 1)
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Synthesis of scaling exponents: a fractional Levy m odel 5

Equation (1) can be unpacked as a summ ation of Levy stable incre-
mentsdW () each weighted by a response function (t y(=2 1 The
param eter describesthepower law tailofthepdfofdiW which fallso
asP &) x 1 ). = 2 isthe special, G aussian, case corresponding
to Bm . isthe param eter which controls longrange dependence. It

iswell known to be related to the power spectral density S (f) f
for fractal processes with nite variance (Voss, 1985), but can also
be rigorously de ned through fractional di erentiation In other cases
Chedchkin and G onchar, 2000b) .

W ith = 2 and taking n addition = 2 the response function
becom es uniy, giving an uncorrelated random G aussian walk W Bm ).
Keeping = 2 but allowing to vary In the range 0 to 2 describes
dlm . fim is thus In generala processw ith ; allowed to vary In the
range D < 2;1 3] and so fomm s a bridge between the = 2
dm and = 2 Bm \axes". flm thus by construction exhibits both

the sources of anom alous di usion identi ed by M andebrot above.
T hese 1im its have corresponding sin pli ed FractionalK inetic E qua—
tions FKE) for the pdfP W ), see section 52 of (Zaslavsky, 2002).

Puttihg W = W ; o(x;t) wih 0= =2, WBm is given by the dif-
0

fusion equation QP @ ;1) = @ZAP W 2,1)); Bm by @ P W 5, 0) =

QZ@P (M 5 0));and olm by @1P W )= @, AP @ ,)).fm should

thus correspond to equation (132) of (Zaskvsky, 2002):

¢ ) = ¢ AP W )) @)
et T a3 .

A 1l cases have constant A . Future work is required to establish if this
sinpli ed form of equation (127) of (Zaslavsky, 2002), the ullFKE,
can m ap on to the FokkerP lanck equation of Hnat et al, 2003b) or
w hether the fullequation, including fractionaldrift and di usion tem s,
is needed.

33. Self-similarity, the Hurst exponent and peak scaling

W e now Pollow Laskin et al.(2002) to show that W ; isindeed an H-
selfsim ilar process. To see thiswe rstput = csin (1).W e then use
the fact that the ncrem ents dW  (cs) are de ned to be 1= selfsim ilar

ie. are equal in distrbution (gl ytocd™ dW (s).Then

W, @w<dw o, o 3)
w ith a selfsim ilarity param eter H given by

H= =2+1= 1= [=2 1=2]+ =1 1= )
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m ore usually known as the Hurst exponent. Note that we would not

necessarily expect this equation to hold for m ore general fractal pro—

cesses. In the Bm case = 2 and for that case only we recover the

wellknown expression that = 2H + 1.In theslm case = 2andwe
nd H = 1= .Recently M andebrot (2002) has proposed w riting

H=J+L 1= ©®)

where he de nes a Joseph (long range dependence) exponent J =
=2 1=2) and a Noah (heavy tail) exponent L. (= 1= ).

The st property that needs to be shown in a tin e serdes for fim
to be a candidate m odel is thus H —selfsin ilarity. T his can be tested by
a num ber of m ethods. The rst is scaling collapse, which was shown
for the datasets in our paper by Hnat et al.(2002b; 2003a).

An fim modelalso in plies that the pdfofretumsieP (X = 0; )
will scale wih  with exponent also equalto H . This was shown in
Fig. 2 of Hnat et al, 2002b). For convenience in gure 1 we show
a ocom parison of the scaling regions of the 1 year signals taken from
the naturaltin e series AE ;AU;AL and .Allare seen to scale up to
approxin ately 2° m nutes (1 hour). Caution is however necessary
because n a naturaldatasest themoments JX f= X t+ ) X ©F
would be expected to be dom nated in the small 1 it by the scaling
ofthem easurem ent noise on the di erences X rather than that ofthe
physical variables them selves Hnat et al.,, 2003b).

Interestingly, although the exponent needed to rescale thepdfsP ( X ; )
ofdi erences X taken from flm is the \full" extended H = H (; )
de ned In equation (4), the di erence pdfs have the sam e shape they
would have foran sLm w ih the same value. T his isanalogous to the
way In which Bm retains the sam e G aussian distribution as the steps
from which it is com posed, despite their statistical dependence, and is
why flm is also known as \linear fractional stable m otion" .

34. Structure functions Sy and their scaling exponents
@:H as (), while the pdf of returns gives
(1) H

One may extend the idea of selfsin jlrity expressed by H to the
generalised g-th order structure functions Frisch, 1995):

Sq=< k@t+ ) x@OF> (6)

w here g need not be integer. Ifa given Sy is em pirically found to be a

power law we can then de ne an exponent (q) from Sq @,
For a stable selfsin ilar process where allm om ents are nite = 2,

ieWBm H = 05)orBm O H 1), theexponents ofthe structure
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Figure 1. Estim ation of Hurst exponent H via scaling of peaks P (0) of pdfs of

di erenced tine series X (t+ ) X (t) asa function ofdi erencing interval .P lots
are for iauroral indices 1978:X = AU ( ),X = AL (4 ) and AE (pox) and iisolar
wind () for 1995.P lots have been o set vertically for clariy.

functions (Q) llow (@) = gH , as we have checked by sm ulating
an Bm using the sam e fim algorithm as used for the gures, In the

= 2 lin it. By de nition we then have (1) = H .Additonally in
these Gaussian ( = 2) cases () = 2H ,which from Equation (4) then
Inpliess2H = 1.

T he exponent derived from the pdf of retums can be shown to be
equivalentto ( 1) M irdam Fomm an, private com m unication, 2002] so
for selfsim ilar processes (see also our gure 5) theplot of (g) versusqg
is antisym m etric about g= O at least insofaras ( 1)= H = @y.

35. Second order moment and J: P seudo-G aussian
behaviour of truncated Levy tine series

Becaussoftherehtion (@) = g forW Bm and Bm , a com plem entary
estin ate of the selfsim ilarity param eter H can, for these cases, be
obtained from from the wellknown growth of the standard deviation
() ofthe di erence tine series X ( ) wih di erencing interval

Indeed the growth ofam easured as '~ in the case of W Bm de nes
di usive behaviour. isthe square root of variance and thus scales lke
Sy, ie.as ( l)=2, ie. it llow sM andebrot’s (2002) Joseph exponent
J Which from @4) willbe denticalto H In theGaussian W Bm or Bm
cases) .

In the case of Levy m otion, how ever, w hether ordinary or fractional,
the gth order moments Sy (where g > ) taken from a set of N
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Figure 2. E stim ation of exponent J for scaling of the standard deviation of the
di erenced serdes versus for the sam e quantities as gure 1.Notation as gure 1.

data points are theoretically In nite as N ! 1 in contrast to the
convergence seen for G aussians. It is thus not a priori obvious how the
variance of a niteN tin e series would be expected to scale. This is
signi cant because any sim ulation that we perform of fractional Levy
m otion ise ectively one oftruncated Levy m otion; whilk a naturaltin e
seriesw illalso have a nite variance In practice. T he possible relevance
of this question to data is clearly illustrated by our Figure (2), (see
also tabl 1 of Hnat et al, 2002b)) in which for the solar wind
variable is seen to scale with an exponent of 029 as opposed to the
values around 043 045 seen for the 3 geom agnetic index quantities.
Rather than scaling with H, still appears to be show ing pseudo—
G aussian behaviour ie. Pllowihg J, In that = 156 for this tine
series (estin ated by wavelet m ethods) giving J = (156 1)=2= 028.

T he apparent disadvantage of the loss of a second, independent,
estin ate of H seam s to be com pensated for by the possbility that we
can use the growth of tomeasure ie.wecan e ectively usetasa
m easurem ent of J .0 n the assum ption that fim descrlbes our data we
can buid a tabl (Tablk I) ofthemeasured and H wvalues and then
predict usihg equation (4).

On Inspecting Tabl I the rst point is that the values of H and
J are so0 close In the case of AU that if we assum e they are exact
the predicted Dbecom es 2, elin nating im asamodel or AU . The
H is sub-di usive, so Bm would ram ain a possible candidate m odel;
how ever the observed (Hnatetal, 2003a) di erencepdfsP (X ) PrAU
are non-G aussian, elin nating Bm . T he error bars quoted in Tablk T
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Synthesis of scaling exponents: a fractional Levy m odel 9

Table I. M easured values of H (from Fig.1l) and J (from Fig.2) for naturaltine
series, and value predicted from equation (4) on the assum ption of fim . A1l
m easured values are 002 except J for which is 0:03.

Variable M easured H M easured J Inferred Inferred L P redicted

AE 047 045 1.90 0.52 1.92

AU 043 043 1.86 05 2

AL 046 043 186 0.53 1.88
0.45 029 1.58 0.66 151

suggest these conclusionsm ay be too harsh. fim would, however, seem
more suitablk asamodel for AE ;AL and

Asatest wem ay also consider the valuesof H and J for solar w ind
B ? cbtained by Hnat et al.(2002a). Their gure 3 gives H = 042 in
ourparlance, w hile they report a scaling exponent for of028 (ie.J).
Inserting this Into equation (4) predicts = 156, which is equivalent
to the 1= of their equation 3) (see also their Figure 4) which they

nd to be 1=0:66 = 1:5, encouragingly good agreem ent.

3.6. Fractional Levy simulation: Comparison w ith first
and second order measures

W e can then now simulate fim using param eters drawn from natural
data to see ifthe nferences we have draw n above are Indeed consistent,
and to qualify fim asat least a possble proxy for these tim e series. W e
use thepublished algorithm of W u et al, 2004).T hishasthe advantage
of being linked m ore closely to the de nition of im from equation
(1) than the (faster) approach of replacing (Chechkin and G onchar,
2000b)a G aussian random num ber generator by a Levy generator in
otherw ise standard Fourier lterm ethods (Voss, 1985).A com parison
of these two approaches w illbe reported in a fiture paper.

W e show simulation results for syntheticAL and tin e serdes.T hese
were speci ed by the ordered pairs ( ; ) of (1.86,1.88) and (1.58,1.51)
respectively. The P (X = 0; ) scaling for both series Figure 3) is
seen to follow H as we expect, so both m odel series have very sin ilar
measured H values, aswealso saw in theirnaturalcounterparts F igure
1)).Conversly, or nite sam plesof im , however, m odelling AL and

we see from Figure (4) that rather than Pllowing = & T), the
m easured on the di erence tim e seres X stillgrow s as € D=2 Jy
ie. it does, as postulated in subsection 3.5, m easure J rather than L.

This e ect requires som e discussion. It seam s to be a furtherm an—

ifestation of the \psesudo-G aussian" behaviour of truncated standard
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10 N.W .W atkins et al.

Levym otion (Chechkin and G onchar, 2000a), and known N akao, 2000)
to be regponsbl for the result () = 1 in that case (see also Fig-
ure 5). O ur sin ulations have clearly dem onstrated that it generalises
to the Iongrange dependent flm case ie. that n general for flm

R)=2 = J = ( 1)=2. This conclusion is m ost clearly supported
by Figure 5 where the @) value can be read o as follow ng this
relation over the range = 15 to 25. The agreem ent is poorer at

an aller valuestested.W e currently think this re ectsknown di cul-

ties w ith accurately sim ulating strongly anticorrelated fim (C hechkin
and G onchar, 2000b).Thee ect haspreviously been ram arked on in the
truncated standard Levy paradigm ; for exam ple the S& P 500 nancial
tin e series, depicted by M antegna and Stanky, 2000) where = 2
(theirFig.1144a) so grows as =2 (their Fig. 11 3a), in contrast to
an H value from peak scaling of 071 (their Fig. 93).

In the multifractal m odelling com m unity the power spectrum has
long been seen as only just one of severalways of m easuring (2).For
thisreason a di erence n thevalieof (1) 6 (2)=2 hassom etin esbeen
clain ed as direct evidence of the inapplicability of any additive m odel
and thus the In m ediate need for a m ultiplicative m odel (Schertzer and
Lovepy, 1987).

Converssly our result would seem to suggest that any truncated
stable additive m odelother than the Bm /W Bm lin itihg cases is lkely
toshow @))€ ()=2,and @)=2= T = ( 1)=2 w ithout the need
for a muliplicative m odel. This m ay be understood as being because
truncated Levy m otion, whether standard or fractional, behaves as a
bifractal (N akao, 2000). There m ay be natural tin e serdes w here addi-
tive flm is actually the m ost naturalm odel, or at least an econom ical
and easily speci ed one.

3.77. plotsand the multifractality of truncated Levy
motions

Atthispoint itm ay be ob Fcted that we have not tested any predictions
of the flm m odel against the behaviour of natural tin e series other
than those properties used to specify it.Our rst additional check is
thus to exam ine the multia ne behaviour seen In the data and the
m odelusing the \ plots" de ned In section 34. Such a plt, show ing
scaling exponent (g) versusm om ent g is shown for the data In  gure
(6) . Interestingly AU m ost resembles a \classic" m ultifractal, in that
the points (q) lie on a curve rather than a straight or broken lne
(Frisch, 1995). However AE , or at kast AL, have which arguably
attens out near 1 for higher m om ents. Intriguingly even seam s to
fallasm increases. T his behavior is qualitatively sim ilar to that seen
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Figure 3. Estin ation of H via scaling of peaks P (0) of pdfs of di erenced m odel

fractional Levy motion tine serdes X (t+ ) X (t) as a function of di erencing
interval .P lotsare fori) a syntheticAL ( ) tin e serdes and ii) a serdes of synthetic
solarwind X = ( ).Plots have been o set vertically for clarity.

foroursmulated AL and tin e series, whose (q) plotsare superposed
on the gure.In particular a change In the range of over which the
simnulated AL structure functions are taken to be power law s is enough
to encom pass the observed range of plots for .M ore detailed com —
parison is at present prevented by the di culty of obtaining accurate

values of Sy for high m om ents-an issue also a icting analysis of real

data.

4. Conclusions

A signi cant body of data and m odels now exists for the problem

of solar wind and m agnetic index scaling. W e have here suggested
a com plem entary approach, m otivated in particular by the need to
1) reconcile di ering estim ates of scaling exponents (in hindsight the
Joseph and Hurst exponentsJ and H ); ii) m odelsubdi usivebehaviour
H < 0:5);and iii) m odel long-ranged correlation ( 6 2).W eproposed
the use of a sin pk and econom ical m odel: fractional Levy m otion, to
describe the scaling of the above quantities. Initial consistency checks
w ith respect to the distrbution of retums and the scaling of standard
deviation support the use of fim, and the multia ne \zeta plots"

are m ore qualitatively sin ilar. Im portantly we nd that the degree of
sin ilarity between m odel solar wind and the m odelAL index does
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Figure 4. E stin ation of J by scaling of the standard deviation ofthe di erenced
m odel series versus  for the sam e quantities as F igure (2).Notation asin (2).

Indeed depend on the m om ent order at which com parison is m ade,
but that this does not, however, require a m uliplicative process to
explain it. The di erence can, rather, be understood as com ing from
the bifractality of a truncated fractional Levy m otion. T his explains
why som e m easures such as H from the distrbution of retums or pdf
rescaling are m uch closer to each other than, for exam plk, the -based
exponent which we found tom easure J, not H ).Further work is now
underw ay to test the predictions ofthe flm m odelagainst other scaling
studies such as the cited burst lifetin e, R /S, and spreading exponent
Investigations.
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