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6.3 Deviation of fuzzy .S can be both direction from determinsictic .S (regarding zero .S’ as an absolut no trend),
— \/VZ_Rl(S) if S>0; 7= JijRl(S) if S<0; Z=0ifS=0 therefore using the fuzzy aproach has not necessarily dampening effect.

6.4 Time series data structure needs to be looked into to explain the fuzzy .S and ,Z' behaviour



