
ar
X

iv
:p

hy
si

cs
/0

50
90

58
v1

  [
ph

ys
ic

s.
sp

ac
e-

ph
] 

 7
 S

ep
 2

00
5

Towardsynthesisofsolarwindand geom agneticscaling

exponents:a fractionalL�evy m otion m odel

NicholasW .W atkins1 (nww@bas.ac.uk),DanielCredgington1,

Bogdan Hnat2,Sandra C.Chapm an2,M ervyn P.Freem an1 and John

G reenhough3
1
British Antarctic Survey,High Cross,M adingley Road,Cam bridge,CB3 0ET,

UK

2 Space and Astrophysics G roup,University ofW arwick,Coventry CV4 7AL,UK

3 Space Research Centre,University ofLeicester,Leicester LE1 7RH,UK

August8,2005

A bstract. M andelbrot introduced the concept of fractals to describe the non-

Euclidean shape ofm any aspects ofthe naturalworld.In the tim e series context

he proposed the use offractionalBrownian m otion (fBm ) to m odelnon-negligible

tem poralpersistence,the \Joseph E�ect";and L�evy ights to quantify large dis-

continuities,the \Noah E�ect".In space physics,both e�ectsare m anifested in the

interm ittency and long-rangecorrelation which areby now well-established features

ofgeom agneticindicesand theirsolarwind drivers.In orderto captureand quantify

the Noah and Joseph e�ects in one com pact m odelwe propose the application of

the\bridging" fractionalL�evy m otion (fLm )to spacephysics.W eperform an initial

evaluation ofsom epreviousscaling resultsin thisparadigm ,and show how fLm can

m odelthe previously observed exponents.W e suggest som e new directions for the

future.

K eyw ords:

1. Introduction

Ever since it becam e clear that Earth’s m agnetosphere is inuenced

by the sun,signi�cant e�ort has been devoted to establishing the re-

lationship between uctuations in the energy delivered by the solar

wind to the m agnetosphere and variations in the m agnetospheric re-

sponse.A particularly im portantdiagnostic forthe response hasbeen

the fam ily of geom agnetic indices,especially the AuroralElectrojet

index AE (Davis and Sugiura,1966).A com m on proxy for the solar

wind inputisthe�function (Perreaultand Akasofu,1978)which esti-

m atesthefraction ofthesolarwind Poynting ux through thedayside

m agnetosphere.

O ne approach is to investigate causalrelationships,and consider-

able sophistication has now been developed in this (e.g. Ukhorskiy

et al.,2004;M arch et al,2005 and references therein). However, even
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2 N .W .W atkins etal.

withoutexam iningcausality,signi�cantinform ation can beobtained by

exam iningthescaling behaviourofuctuations.A �rstanalysisofthis,

in the Fourier dom ain,was done by Tsurutaniet al.(1990) using the

powerspectrum .Subsequentanalyses have introduced other m ethods

fordetecting scale invariance (Takalo etal.,1993;Freem an etal.,2000a,

2000b;Priceand Newm an,2001;Uritskyetal.,2001).M ostrecentlyHnat

etal.,(2002a;2002b;2003a;2003b;2003c)and Chapm an etal.,(2005)

have studied thescaling collapse ofthe increm entsoftim e series.

A fundam entalproblem has been raised by the evidence for m ul-

tifractality in som e solar wind quantities (e.g.Burlaga,(1995)) and

the AE index (Consolini et al., 1996). M ultifractality is physically

wellm otivated-atleastforsolarwind quantities-in thatitarisesnatu-

rally from theinterm ittency ofm ultiplicativeturbulentcascadem odels

(Frisch,1995).M ultifractality would im ply that the Hurst’s \rough-

ness" exponentH isnotconstant butvariesfrom scale to scale.This

evidenceform ultifractality in theindicesthusm eansthatany com par-

ison ofpairsofscaling exponentsderived from solarwind and geom ag-

neticindicesm ay beproblem atic(W atkins,2002;Changand Consolini,

2001).Prelim inary com parisons ofsolar wind and geom agnetic �eld

m easurem ents m ade using m ultiscaling m easures (V�or�os et al.,1998)

showed sim ilarity at low orders after low pass �ltering ofthe m agne-

tospheric quantities. However, Hnat et al.(2002-2003), in exam ining

a range of solar wind quantities, have recently found som e appar-

entsim pli�cations.They see the intriguing resultthatalthough som e

quantities (notably v and B ) do not show a sim ple scaling collapse,

consistent with their well-known m ultifractality,others (such as B 2)

do i.e.they are,in this sense,e�ectively m onofractal.Recently Hnat

et al.(2003c) have extended the 1 year AE =U=L dataset studied by

Hnatetal.(2002b)to the10 yearsused by Freem an etal.(2000a).They

�nd thatwhen such long auroralindex datasetsareexam ined,AE and

�do indeed have discernably di�erentPDFs.

Such analyses are noteasy to com pare.Som e used overlapping in-

dex and solar wind tim e series (Uritsky et al.,2001),other did not

(Freem an etal.,2000a).Techniques which im pose �nite lim its on the

integralused to evaluate structure functions have also been explored

((Chapm an et al.,2005) and references therein).The choice ofsolar

wind m easures and geom agnetic tim e series has also varied.It seem s

to us thus im perative to try to start to reconcile the various studies

and understand why som e show m uch greater sim ilarity between the

solar wind signaland indices than others.W e also believe that the

synthesisofobservationswillhelp towardsagoalwehaveproposed else-

where:The de�nition ofm odelswhich are eitherI)sim ple,statistical,

\strawm an" m odelswhich m ay nonethelesscapturesom erelevantuc-
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tuation phenom enology e.g.the fractionallognorm alm odelsketched

by W atkins(2002))orII)m oreclearly statisticalphysics-based e.g.the

generalised Fokker-Planck m odelintroduced by Hnatetal.(2003b)and

Chapm an etal.(2005)).

By analogy with m athem aticaleconom icswem ay think oftheType

I m odels as m odelling the \stylized facts" ofthe coupled solar wind

m agnetospheric system (W atkins, 2002). In this paper we shall in-

troduce one such m odel:fractionalL�evy m otion (M andelbrot,1995;

Chechkin and G onchar,2000b),in order to see how wellit can de-

scribe the solar wind � function and the AE fam ily of indices (AE

itself,AU and AL).Prelim inary com parison ism adewith som e ofthe

m easurem ents listed above,and it is shown that the m odelprovides

a good quantitative explanation forthedi�erencebetween two scaling

exponents�rstnoted in thiscontextby Hnatetal.(2002a)aswellasa

possiblequalitative explanation forthe m ultifractalbehaviourseen by

Hnatetal.(2003c).Futuredirectionsare 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

respectively.W e follow Hnat et al.(2002b) by �rstly di�erencing the

tim e series X (t) of the indices AE ;AU;AL and � at intervals � of

1;2;3::: tim es the fundam ental sam pling period (1 m inute for the

indices and and 46 seconds for �) to generate di�erence tim e series

�X (t;�) = X (t+ �)� X (t).For further details of the dataset and

preprocessingtechniquessee(Hnatetal.,2002b)and referencestherein.

3. M otivation for and testing ofa fractionalL�evy m otion

m odel

3.1. Fractional L�evy motion as a bridge betw een L�evy

flights and fractional Brow nian motion

Asnoted by M andelbrot(1995):

The\norm al"m odelofnaturaluctuationsistheW ienerBrownian

m otion process(W Bm ).By this standard,however,m any natural

uctuations exhibit clear-cut \anom alies" which m ay be due to

large discontinuities (\Noah E�ect") and/or non-negligible global

statisticaldependence(\Joseph E�ect").[M andelbrot’sbook \The

FractalG eom etry ofNature"]...showsthatonecan m odelvarious

instances ofthe Noah e�ect by the classicalprocess of[standard
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4 N .W .W atkins etal.

L�evy m otion](sLm ),and variousinstancesofthe Joseph e�ectby

theprocessof[fractionalBrownian m otion](fBm ).

Takalo etal.(1993)werethe�rstto usefBm asa m odeloftheauroral

indices,butitsubsequently could notdescribethehighly non-G aussian

leptokurticdistributionsseen in di�erenced solarwind and geom agnetic

index quantities.Thiscan forexam ple be seen in Fig.7 of(Chapm an

etal.,2005)where the pdfofdi�erences�X ofAE iscontrasted with

the G aussian pdfofan fBm with equalHurstexponent H .Sim ilarly

we are are aware of only a sm all num ber (K abin and Papitashvili,

1998;Consolinietal.,1997;Hnatetal.,2002a;Bruno etal.,2004)of

discussionsoftheuseoftruncated sLm asam odelforin-situ solarwind,

m agnetotail or ground-based m agnetom eter tim e series.O ne reason

why sLm has not seen wider use here is because it cannot reproduce

the correlated increm ents seen for both these types ofdata and also

because it m odels superdi�usive (H > 0:5) rather than the observed

subdi�usive (H < 0:5) behaviour.The term \truncated L�evy ight"

usually indicates standard L�evy m otion with a �nite variance intro-

duced deliberately by m eansofa �niterangecuto� (c.f.thediscussion

in section 8.4ofM antegnaand Stanley(2000));howeverany �niteseries

ofsLm ise�ectively truncated,albeitin an uncontrolled fashion (Nakao,

2000).

M andelbrot(1995)wenton to note that:

sLm and fBm ,however,arefarfrom exhaustingtheanom aliesfound

in nature...m any phenom ena exhibitboth theNoah and Joseph ef-

fectsand failtoberepresented by eithersLm orfBm ...O neobvious

bridge,fractionalL�evy m otion,is interesting m athem atically,but

hasfound no concrete use".

Since those words were written,fLm has found applications,notably

in geophysics (Painter and Patterson,1994) and telecom m unications

network m odelling (Laskin etal.,2002).W ehereapply itto essentially

thesam eneed;to com pactly describeand unify the\stylized facts" of

thewell-dem onstrated Noah and Joseph e�ectsin spaceplasm aphysics

tim e series(W atkins,2002).

3.2. M athematical definition of fractional L�evy motion

FractionalL�evy m otion can bede�ned using a Riem ann-Liouvillefrac-

tionalintegralgeneralising the better-known expression for fractional

Brownian m otion (Voss,1985).W ehereadaptthenotation ofequation

5 ofLaskin etal.(2002),which de�nesa processW �;�:

W �;�(t)=
1

�(�=2)

Z t

0

(t� �)(�=2� 1)dW �(�) (1)
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Synthesis ofscaling exponents:a fractionalL�evy m odel 5

Equation (1)can beunpacked asa sum m ation ofL�evy stableincre-

m entsdW �(�)each weighted by a responsefunction (t� �)(�=2� 1).The

�param eterdescribesthepowerlaw tailofthepdfofdW which fallso�

asP (x)� x� (1+ �).�= 2 isthe special,G aussian,case corresponding

to fBm .� is the param eter which controls long-range dependence.It

iswellknown to be related to the powerspectraldensity S(f)� f� �

for fractal processes with �nite variance (Voss, 1985), but can also

be rigorously de�ned through fractionaldi�erentiation in other cases

(Chechkin and G onchar,2000b).

W ith � = 2 and taking in addition � = 2 the response function

becom esunity,giving an uncorrelated random G aussian walk (W Bm ).

K eeping � = 2 but allowing � to vary in the range 0 to 2 describes

sLm .fLm isthusin generala processwith �;� allowed to vary in the

range [0 < �� 2;1 � � � 3]and so form sa bridge between the � = 2

sLm and � = 2 fBm \axes".fLm thus by construction exhibits both

thesourcesofanom alousdi�usion identi�ed by M andelbrotabove.

Theselim itshavecorrespondingsim pli�ed FractionalK ineticEqua-

tions (FK E) for the pdfP (W ),see section 5.2 of(Zaslavsky,2002).

Putting W = W �;�0(x;t) with �0 = �=2,W Bm is given by the dif-

fusion equation @1tP (W 2;1) = @2x(A P (W 2;1));fBm by @
�0

t P (W 2;�0) =

@2x(A P (W 2;�0));and oLm by @1tP (W �;2)= @�x(A P (W �;2)).fLm should

thuscorrespond to equation (132)of(Zaslavsky,2002):

@�
0

@t�
0
P (W �;�0)=

@�

@jxj�
(A P (W �;�0)) (2)

Allcaseshave constantA .Future work isrequired to establish ifthis

sim pli�ed form ofequation (127) of(Zaslavsky,2002),the fullFK E,

can m ap on to the Fokker-Planck equation of(Hnat etal.,2003b) or

whetherthefullequation,includingfractionaldriftand di�usion term s,

isneeded.

3.3. Self-similarity,the H urst exponent and peak scaling

W e now follow Laskin etal.(2002) to show thatW �;� isindeed an H-

selfsim ilarprocess.To see thiswe �rstput� = cs in (1).W e then use

thefactthattheincrem entsdW �(cs)arede�ned to be1=�self-sim ilar

i.e.are equalin distribution (
d
= )to c1=�dW �(s).Then

W �;�(ct)
d
= c

H
W �;�(t) (3)

with a self-sim ilarity param eterH given by

H = �=2+ 1=�� 1= [�=2� 1=2]+ [1=�]� 1=2 (4)
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6 N .W .W atkins etal.

m ore usually known as the Hurst exponent.Note that we would not

necessarily expect this equation to hold for m ore generalfractalpro-

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

wellknown expression that�= 2H + 1.In thesLm case�= 2 and we

�nd H = 1=�.Recently M andelbrot(2002)hasproposed writing

H = J + L � 1=2 (5)

where he de�nes a Joseph (long range dependence) exponent J (=

�=2� 1=2)and a Noah (heavy tail)exponentL (= 1=�).

The �rstproperty thatneedsto be shown in a tim e seriesforfLm

to bea candidatem odelisthusH -selfsim ilarity.Thiscan betested by

a num ber ofm ethods.The �rst is scaling collapse,which was shown

forthedatasetsin ourpaperby Hnatetal.(2002b;2003a).

An fLm m odelalso im pliesthatthepdfofreturnsi.e P (�X = 0;�)

willscale with � with exponent also equalto H .This was shown in

Fig.2 of(Hnat et al.,2002b).For convenience in �gure 1 we show

a com parison ofthe scaling regions ofthe 1 year signals taken from

the naturaltim e seriesAE ;AU;AL and �.Allare seen to scale up to

approxim ately 26 m inutes (� 1 hour).Caution is however necessary

because in a naturaldatasetthe m om entsj�X jq = jX (t+ �)� X (t)jq

would beexpected to bedom inated in thesm all� lim itby thescaling

ofthem easurem entnoiseon thedi�erences�X ratherthan thatofthe

physicalvariablesthem selves(Hnatetal.,2003b).

Interestingly,although theexponentneeded torescalethepdfsP (�X ;�)

ofdi�erences�X taken from fLm isthe \full" extended H = H (�;�)

de�ned in equation (4),the di�erence pdfshave the sam e shape they

would haveforan sLm with thesam e�value.Thisisanalogousto the

way in which fBm retainsthe sam e G aussian distribution asthe steps

from which itiscom posed,despite theirstatisticaldependence,and is

why fLm isalso known as\linearfractionalstable m otion" .

3.4. Structure functions Sq and their scaling exponents

�(q):H as �(1),w hile the pdf of returns gives

�(� 1)� � H

O ne m ay extend the idea of self-sim ilarity expressed by H to the

generalised q-th orderstructurefunctions(Frisch,1995):

Sq = < jx(t+ �)� x(t)jq > (6)

whereq need notbeinteger.Ifa given Sq isem pirically found to be a

powerlaw we can then de�nean exponent�(q)from Sq � ��(q).

Fora stableself-sim ilarprocesswhereallm om entsare�nite�= 2,

i.e.W Bm (H = 0:5)orfBm (0 � H � 1),theexponentsofthestructure

draft12.tex; 2/11/2019; 22:34; p.6
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Figure 1. Estim ation of Hurst exponent H via scaling of peaks P (0) of pdfs of

di�erenced tim eseriesX (t+ �)� X (t)asa function ofdi�erencing interval�.Plots

are foriauroralindices1978:X = AU (� ),X = AL (4 )and AE (box)and iisolar

wind � (�)for1995.Plotshave been o�setvertically forclarity.

functions �(q) follow �(q) = qH ,as we have checked by sim ulating

an fBm using the sam e fLm algorithm as used for the �gures,in the

� = 2 lim it.By de�nition we then have �(1) = H .Additionally in

theseG aussian (�= 2)cases�(2)= 2H ,which from Equation (4)then

im plies2H = �� 1.

The exponentderived from the pdfofreturnscan be shown to be

equivalentto �(� 1)[M iriam Form an,private com m unication,2002]so

forself-sim ilarprocesses(seealso our�gure5)theplotof�(q)versusq

isantisym m etricaboutq= 0 atleastinsofaras�(� 1)= � H = � �(1).

3.5. Second order moment and J:Pseudo-G aussian

behaviour of truncated L�evy time series

Becauseoftherelation �(q)= qH forW Bm and fBm ,acom plem entary

estim ate of the self-sim ilarity param eter H can, for these cases, be

obtained from from the well-known growth ofthe standard deviation

�(�) ofthe di�erence tim e series �X (�) with di�erencing interval�.

Indeed thegrowth ofa m easured � as�1=2 in thecaseofW Bm de�nes

di�usivebehaviour.�isthesquarerootofvarianceand thusscaleslike

S2,i.e.as�
(�� 1)=2,i.e.itfollowsM andelbrot’s(2002)Joseph exponent

J (which from (4)willbeidenticalto H in theG aussian W Bm orfBm

cases).

In thecaseofL�evy m otion,however,whetherordinary orfractional,

the qth order m om ents Sq (where q > �) taken from a set of N

draft12.tex; 2/11/2019; 22:34; p.7
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Figure 2. Estim ation ofexponent J for scaling ofthe standard deviation � ofthe

di�erenced seriesversus� forthe sam e quantitiesas�gure 1.Notation as�gure 1.

data points are theoretically in�nite as N ! 1 in contrast to the

convergenceseen forG aussians.Itisthusnota prioriobvioushow the

variance ofa �nite-N tim e series would be expected to scale.This is

signi�cantbecause any sim ulation thatwe perform offractionalL�evy

m otion ise�ectively oneoftruncated L�evy m otion;whileanaturaltim e

serieswillalso havea �nitevariancein practice.Thepossiblerelevance

ofthis question to data is clearly illustrated by our Figure (2),(see

also table 1 of (Hnat et al.,2002b)) in which � for the solar wind

variable � isseen to scale with an exponentof0.29 asopposed to the

valuesaround 0:43� 0:45 seen forthe3 geom agnetic index quantities.

Rather than scaling with H ,� stillappears to be showing pseudo-

G aussian behaviour i.e.following J,in that � = 1:56 for this tim e

series(estim ated by waveletm ethods)giving J = (1:56� 1)=2 = 0:28.

The apparent disadvantage of the loss of a second,independent,

estim ate ofH seem sto be com pensated forby the possibility thatwe

can usethegrowth of� to m easure� i.e.wecan e�ectively useitasa

m easurem entofJ.O n theassum ption thatfLm describesourdata we

can build a table (Table I)ofthe m easured � and H valuesand then

predict�using equation (4).

O n inspecting Table I the �rst point is that the values ofH and

J are so close in the case of AU that if we assum e they are exact

the predicted � becom es 2,elim inating fLm as a m odelfor AU .The

H is sub-di�usive,so fBm would rem ain a possible candidate m odel;

howevertheobserved (Hnatetal.,2003a)di�erencepdfsP (�X )forAU

are non-G aussian,elim inating fBm .The error bars quoted in Table I

draft12.tex; 2/11/2019; 22:34; p.8



Synthesis ofscaling exponents:a fractionalL�evy m odel 9

Table I. M easured valuesofH (from Fig.1)and J (from Fig.2)fornaturaltim e

series, and � value predicted from equation (4) on the assum ption of fLm .All

m easured valuesare � 0:02 exceptJ for� which is� 0:03.

Variable M easured H M easured J Inferred � Inferred L Predicted �

AE 0.47 0.45 1.90 0.52 1.92

AU 0.43 0.43 1.86 0.5 2

AL 0.46 0.43 1.86 0.53 1.88

� 0.45 0.29 1.58 0.66 1.51

suggesttheseconclusionsm ay betoo harsh.fLm would,however,seem

m oresuitable asa m odelforAE ;AL and �.

Asa testwem ay also considerthevaluesofH and J forsolarwind

B 2 obtained by Hnat et al.(2002a).Their �gure 3 gives H = 0:42 in

ourparlance,whilethey reportascaling exponentfor�of0.28 (i.e.J).

Inserting thisinto equation (4)predicts� = 1:56,which isequivalent

to the 1=� oftheir equation (3) (see also their Figure 4) which they

�nd to be1=0:66 = 1:5,encouragingly good agreem ent.

3.6. Fractional L�evy simulation:C omparison w ith first

and second order measures

W e can then now sim ulate fLm using param etersdrawn from natural

datato seeiftheinferenceswehavedrawn aboveareindeed consistent,

and to qualify fLm asatleasta possibleproxy forthesetim eseries.W e

usethepublishedalgorithm of(W u etal.,2004).Thishastheadvantage

ofbeing linked m ore closely to the de�nition offLm from equation

(1) than the (faster) approach ofreplacing (Chechkin and G onchar,

2000b)a G aussian random num ber generator by a L�evy generator in

otherwise standard Fourier�lterm ethods(Voss,1985).A com parison

ofthese two approacheswillbereported in a futurepaper.

W eshow sim ulation resultsforsyntheticAL and �tim eseries.These

werespeci�ed by theordered 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 aswe expect,so both m odelserieshave very sim ilar

m easured H values,aswealsosaw in theirnaturalcounterparts(Figure

(1)).Conversely,for�nitesam plesoffLm ,however,m odelling AL and

� we see from Figure (4)thatratherthan following �1=�(= �L),the �

m easured on thedi�erencetim eseries�X stillgrowsas�(�� 1)=2(= �J)

i.e.itdoes,aspostulated in subsection 3.5,m easure J ratherthan L.

Thise�ectrequiressom e discussion.Itseem sto be a furtherm an-

ifestation ofthe \pseudo-G aussian" behaviour oftruncated standard

draft12.tex; 2/11/2019; 22:34; p.9



10 N .W .W atkins etal.

L�evym otion (Chechkin and G onchar,2000a),and known (Nakao,2000)

to be responsible for the result �(2) = 1 in that case (see also Fig-

ure 5).O ur sim ulations have clearly dem onstrated that it generalises

to the long-range dependent fLm case i.e. that in general for fLm

�(2)=2 = J = (� � 1)=2.This conclusion is m ost clearly supported

by Figure 5 where the �(2) value can be read o� as following this

relation over the range � = 1:5 to 2:5.The agreem ent is poorer at

sm aller� valuestested.W ecurrently think thisreectsknown di�cul-

tieswith accurately sim ulating strongly anticorrelated fLm (Chechkin

and G onchar,2000b).Thee�ecthaspreviouslybeen rem arked on in the

truncated standard L�evy paradigm ;forexam pletheS& P 500 �nancial

tim e series,depicted by (M antegna and Stanley,2000) where � = 2

(theirFig.11.4.a)so � growsas�1=2 (theirFig.11.3a),in contrastto

an H value from peak scaling of0:71 (theirFig.9.3).

In the m ultifractalm odelling com m unity the power spectrum has

long been seen asonly justone ofseveralwaysofm easuring �(2).For

thisreason adi�erencein thevalueof�(1)6= �(2)=2hassom etim esbeen

claim ed asdirectevidence ofthe inapplicability ofany additive m odel

and thustheim m ediateneed fora m ultiplicativem odel(Schertzerand

Lovejoy,1987).

Conversely our result would seem to suggest that any truncated

stableadditivem odelotherthan thefBm /W Bm lim iting casesislikely

to show �(1)6= �(2)=2,and �(2)=2 = J = (�� 1)=2 withoutthe need

fora m ultiplicative m odel.Thism ay be understood asbeing because

truncated L�evy m otion,whether standard or fractional,behaves as a

bifractal(Nakao,2000).Therem ay benaturaltim e serieswhereaddi-

tive fLm isactually them ostnaturalm odel,oratleastan econom ical

and easily speci�ed one.

3.7. � plots and the multifractality of truncated L�evy

motions

Atthispointitm ay beobjected thatwehavenottested anypredictions

ofthe fLm m odelagainst the behaviour ofnaturaltim e series other

than those properties used to specify it.O ur �rst additionalcheck is

thus to exam ine the m ulti-a�ne behaviour seen in the data and the

m odelusing the \� plots" de�ned in section 3.4.Such a plot,showing

scaling exponent�(q)versusm om entq isshown forthe data in �gure

(6).Interestingly AU m ost resem bles a \classic" m ultifractal,in that

the points �(q) lie on a curve rather than a straight or broken line

(Frisch,1995).However AE ,or at least AL,have � which arguably

attens out near 1 for higher m om ents.� intriguingly even seem s to

fallasm increases.Thisbehaviorisqualitatively sim ilarto thatseen
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Figure 3. Estim ation ofH via scaling ofpeaks P (0) ofpdfs ofdi�erenced m odel

fractionalL�evy m otion tim e series X (t+ �)� X (t) as a function of di�erencing

interval�.Plotsare fori)a syntheticAL(� )tim e seriesand ii)a seriesofsynthetic

solarwind X = � (�).Plotshave been o�setvertically forclarity.

foroursim ulated AL and �tim eseries,whose�(q)plotsaresuperposed

on the �gure.In particulara change in the range of� over which the

sim ulated AL structurefunctionsaretaken to bepowerlawsisenough

to encom pass the observed range of� plotsfor�.M ore detailed com -

parison isatpresentprevented by the di�culty ofobtaining accurate

values ofSq for high m om ents-an issue also a�icting analysis ofreal

data.

4. C onclusions

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

i) reconcile di�ering estim ates ofscaling exponents (in hindsight the

Joseph and HurstexponentsJ and H );ii)m odelsubdi�usivebehaviour

(H < 0:5);and iii)m odellong-ranged correlation (� 6= 2).W eproposed

the use ofa sim ple and econom icalm odel:fractionalL�evy m otion,to

describe the scaling ofthe above quantities.Initialconsistency checks

with respectto the distribution ofreturnsand the scaling ofstandard

deviation support the use of fLm ,and the m ulti-a�ne \zeta plots"

are m ore qualitatively sim ilar.Im portantly we �nd thatthe degree of

sim ilarity between m odelsolar wind � and the m odelAL index does
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Figure 4. Estim ation ofJ by scaling ofthe standard deviation � ofthe di�erenced

m odelseriesversus� forthe sam e quantitiesasFigure (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 ultiplicative process to

explain it.The di�erence can,rather,be understood as com ing from

the bifractality ofa truncated fractionalL�evy m otion.This explains

why som e m easuressuch asH from the distribution ofreturnsorpdf

rescaling arem uch closerto each otherthan,forexam ple,the�-based

exponent(which wefound to m easureJ,notH ).Furtherwork isnow

underway totestthepredictionsofthefLm m odelagainstotherscaling

studiessuch asthe cited burstlifetim e,R/S,and spreading exponent

investigations.
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