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Statisticalproperties ofthe Jakarta and K uala Lum pur stock exchange indices before

and after crash
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(D ated:April14,2024)

Using the toolsdeveloped forstatisticalphysics,we sim ultaneously analyze statisticalproperties

oftheJakarta and K uala Lum purStock Exchangeindices.In spiteofthesm allnum berofdata used

in the analysis,the resultshowsthe universalbehaviorofcom plex system spreviously found in the

leading stock indices.W e also analyze theirfeaturesbefore and afterthe �nancialcrisis.W e found

that after the crisis both stocks do not show a sam e statisticalbehavior. The im pact ofcurrency

controlsisobserved in the distribution ofindex returns.

PACS num bers:05.40.Fb,05.45.Tp,89.90.+ n

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Recently,there have been considerable e�orts to an-

alyze �nancialdata by m eansofm ethodsdeveloped for

statisticalphysics[1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,

14]. M otivated by the scienti�c challenge to understand

the nature ofcom plex system s,physicists have started

to direct their attentions to a huge, and also growing

am ountofeconom icsdata recorded m inutesby m inutes

fordecades. Am ong these interesting data,the uctua-

tion ofstock exchangeindicesisofspecialinterest,since

it m ight indirectly reect the econom ic situation in a

certain region and som e people happily speculate their

m oney on it. Furtherm ore, the advancem ent in com -

puting capabilities has enabled them to handle a large

am ountofdata,unlike alm ost40 yearsago when M an-

delbrot investigated approxim ately 2000 data points of

cotton prices[15].

Itisthen expected thatsuch studiescould explain the

natureofinteractingelem entsin thecom plexsystem and,

therefore,could help to forecasteconom icuctuationsin

the future. In otherwords,these studies were intended

toproducenew resultsin econom ics,which m ighthelp us

to avoid econom ic\earthquakes"such aswhathappened

in Indonesia a few yearsago [16].

Previousstudiesin thissubjectsofarhavefocused only

on the long-term behavior ofthe leading stock indices.

This is understandable,since to statistically investigate

the universalfeatures in econom ic activities one has to

have a large am ount ofdata. Very little attentions are

given to investigate what happen to the stock m arkets

in developing countries(e.g.,Indonesia)aswellaswhat

happen to the stock indices before,during,and after a

�nancial(orm onetary)crash,although in the latterthe

m ostim portantingredientsofthe�nancialm arketoreco-

nom icuctuation could exist[10,11,12].

It is the objective ofthis paper to study the general

statisticalproperties ofthe uctuation in stock indices

in two developing countries,as wellas their properties

beforeand aftera �nancialcrashes.Thisstudy isim por-

tant in orderto investigate the extent ofthe universal-

ity ofcom plex behaviorfound previously in the leading

stock indices,such asS& P 500 and NYSE.Such investi-

gation willnaturally shed im portantinform ation on the

variation oftheuniversalconstantsin thescaling behav-

ior ofthe stock index. W ith this inform ation at hand

it is then possible to identify the statisticalproperties

that quantify di�erent behaviors in stock m arkets and

thosewhich indicatea crash orstablecondition.Forthis

purposewe take two di�erentindices,the Jakarta Stock

ExchangeIndex (abbreviated with IHSG ,an acronym of

Indeks Harga Saham Gabungan or com posite stock ex-

change price index) and the K uala Lum pur Stock Ex-

change index (K LSE),which belong to di�erent coun-

tries. Com paring the two indices would be very inter-

esting sinceboth Indonesia and M alaysia underwentthe
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FIG .1:TheIndonesian and M alaysian G rossD om esticProd-

uctsalong with theirpopulations.The verticalline indicates

theyearwhen them onetary and �nancialcrisisstarted to oc-

cur in the Asia region. In both countries the �nancialcrisis

wasstarted on July 1997,the im pactwasnaturally recorded

asthe 1998 G D P.D ata are taken from [17].
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sam e m onetary crisis in 1997,which are then followed

by �nancialcrashes in alm ost alleconom ic sectors,but

with quitedi�erenteconom icsituations.Ashasbeen of-

ten discussed,thebehavioroftwo stock indicescould be

very di�erent although the two stock m arkets are situ-

ated in the sam eregion.

Beforeproceeding to theanalysis,itisworth to glance

atthe Indonesian and M alaysian G rossDom estic Prod-

ucts(G DP)shown in Fig.1.Beforethecrisisthegrowth

rateoftheIndonesian G DP seem sto befasterthan that

ofM alaysian G DP.The m onetary crisis in 1997 has a

clear im pact on both G DPs. Nevertheless,the im pact

on Indonesian G DP is m ore obvious. After the crisis,

M alaysia wasrather successfulto stabilize its econom ic

situation and did not accept the International M one-

tary Fund (IM F) prescription. Three years after that

M alaysia was able to put its G DP slightly above the

previous value in 1997. O n the other hand,Indonesia

wasunableto stop thedeclination ofRupiah againstUS

Dollar and decided to ask the IM F to help stabilizing

itsm onetary condition.O thercrises,which followed the

m onetary crisis,areblam ed asthe reasonsofthis.

II. G EN ER A L P R O P ER T IES

A . T im e Series and Index R eturns

In ouranalysiswe investigatethe daily index returns,

which arede�ned as

Z� t(t) = lnY (t+ �t)� lnY (t)

= ln[Y (t+ �t)=Y (t)]; (1)

with Y (t)indicatesthe closing index ofthe stock atday

t.Som epreviousstudies[6,7]areperform ed with there-

turn de�ned asthedi�erencein theindex,instead ofthe

di�erence in the logarithm ofindex asgiven by Eq.(1).

However, in our analysis we found that the results of

calculationsby using both m ethodsdo notdi�ersigni�-

cantly.

The available data for the IHSG index are the daily

closing index data recorded from January 1988 to April

2002 which consistof3526 data points.The K LSE data

contain also the daily closing index starting from De-

cem ber1993and ending with June2002,which com prise

totally 2104data points.Thenum berofdata in both in-

dicesseem sto bethe�rstobstaclein thisanalysis,since

com pared with thepreviousanalysison theS& P 500 in-

dex, e.g. Ref. [9],which used approxim ately 5 � 106

data points,thenum berturnsoutto beextrem ely sm all.

However,asshown by M andelbrotin hisanalysison the

cotton prices,even with about2000 data pointsitisstill

possible to extract a quantitative conclusion from the

data.

Figure2showsthetim eseriesoftheIHSG index along

with thelogarithm icreturnscalculated by using Eq.(1).

Itis naturally di�cult to de�ne when exactly the crisis

(or crash)started and when it �nished. To get around

thisdi�culty,in Fig.2 wealsodisplay thehistoricaltim e

seriesoftheexchangeratebetween 1000 Indonesian Ru-

piah and 1 US Dollar,since the econom ic crash started

with thedeclineofthisrate.Theavailabledatadonot�ll

theentirerange,neverthelessthey aresu�cientto locate

the period ofthe crisis. It should be noted that before

the m onetary crisisthe governm entintervention on this

exchangerate wasvery strong and asa consequence,al-

though the Rupiah wasnotpegged to US Dollarwith a

�xed rate,the uctuation in the exchangeratewasrela-

tively tiny.

In Fig.2 we indicate the period when Rupiah started

tocontinuouslydrop (10th July1997)untilitreached the

m inim um point (23rd January 1998). The IHSG index

also dropped signi�cantly during this period. However,

the index continued to strongly uctuate and reached

another m inim um about one year later due to the un-

fortunatepoliticalsituation.Thesam ephenom enon also

happened in the foreign exchange rate,though with a

di�erentscale.In view ofthis,accordingto theIHSG in-

dex,the duration of�nancialcrisiscould be longerthan

oneyear.

Figure3displaysthehistoricaltim eseriesoftheK LSE

index along with theirlogarithm ic returnsand the ratio

between 1 M alaysian Ringgit and 1 US Dollar. Coin-

cidentally,our de�nition ofthe crash period �ts nicely

with the latter. As in the case ofIHSG ,the K LSE in-

dex also signi�cantly dropped during this period. The

di�erencebetween Indonesian and M alaysian foreign ex-

change rate is,nevertheless,apparenthere,since on 1st

Septem ber1998M alaysiaim posed currency controls,the

Ringgitwaspegged with US Dollarwith a �xed rate of

3.80RinggitperDollar,whileIndonesiawasunabletodo

thatdueto them ulti-crisisthatsim ultaneously occurred

in thiscountry.From Fig.3 itisnotclearwhetherornot

such policy helped toelevatetheK LSE index,sincecom -

paringwith theIHSG uctuation in Fig.2thetwoindices

seem to be strongly correlated,thus other externalfac-

torscould be m ore relevantto explain the im provem ent

in theK LSE index.In fact,Ref.[18]claim sthatthepol-

icy has led to a m isposition ofthe Ringgit relative to

itsrealistic exchangerate.During 1999 the Ringgitwas

overvalued since the regionalcurrencies such as Japan

Yen and Singapore Dollar have alldepreciated against

US Dollar.Asa consequence,M alaysian exportbecam e

lesscom petitiveand eventually thispolicy led to an eco-

nom icslowdown in M alaysia.

A quick glance to the index uctuation Y (t) in both

�guresrevealsthattheuctuation ism oredram aticthan

thatofS& P 500,indicating that in this case the situa-

tion ism ore com plex. Afterthe crash the m agnitude of

returnsZ(t)isobviously largerin both indices,or,in the

econom ics language,the probability to gain or to loose

becom es largerthan before. In the next section,it will

beshown thatboth indicesareclearly m orevolatileafter

the crash.
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FIG .2: The ratio between 1000 Indonesian Rupiah and 1

US D ollar (top),the Jakarta Stock Exchange Index (IHSG )

Y (t)(m iddle)and thelogarithm icreturn Z(t)calculated from

Eq.(1) as a function of tim e t sam pled with �t = 1 day

(bottom ).Thearrow in them iddlepanelindicatesthelowest

value position ofY (t) in 1998. Two verticaldashed lines in

the �gure de�ne the crash period during which the Rupiah

exchange rates dropped signi�cantly relative to US D ollar.

D ata are taken from [19](ID R/USD exchange rate)and [20]

(IHSG stock index).

B . Scaling the Index R eturns

Following previous studies [6, 7] we investigate the

probability density function (PDF or P (Z)) ofthe re-

turn to theorigin P (0)in orderto investigatethescaling

behaviorofthe IHSG and K LSE index returns.Thead-

vantage ofsuch analysisisobvious,since the num berof

data included isrelatively sm all,whilethe probability is

largestatZ = 0,thusreducing the statisticalinaccura-

cies.

Starting with the characteristicfunction [7]

’(�t) = e
� � tjqj

�

; (2)

the L�evy stabledistribution isgiven by

P (Z) =
1

�

Z 1

0

e
� � tjqj

�

cos(qZ)dq : (3)
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FIG .3:Theratio between 1M alaysian Ringgitand 1US D ol-

lar (top),the K uala Lum pur Stock Exchange Index (IHSG )

Y (t) (m iddle) and the logarithm ic return Z(t) (bottom ) as

a function oftim e sam pled for �t= 1 day. O n 1st Septem -

ber1998 M alaysia im posed currency controls,theRinggitwas

pegged with US D ollar with a �xed rate of3.80 Ringgit per

D ollar. D ata are taken from [19](RM /USD exchange rate)

and [21](K LSE stock index).Everything else isasin Fig.2.

From Eq.(3)theprobability ofreturn to theorigin P (0)

reads

P (0) =
�(1=�)

��(�t) 1=�
; (4)

where� indicatesthe G am m a function.

Thelog-logplotsofP (0)asa function ofthesam pling

tim e �tforboth IHSG and K LSE indicesare shown in

theleftpanelsofFig.4.Sincethenum berofdata points

isrelatively sm allwe lim itouranalysisonly up to �t=

19 daysfortheIHSG index and �t= 13 daysforK LSE.

In the form er(latter)case the num berofdata pointsin

each setdecreasesfrom 3526(2104)for�t= 1day tothe

value of181 for �t= 19 days (160 for �t= 13 days).

These values are already m uch sm aller com pared with

previousanalyses,e.g.,fortheHang Seng index [14]one

endsup with the value of1481 for�t= 128 m inutes.

Theslopesoflinearregressionstotheseplotsequalthe

negativeinverseoftheL�evy stabledistribution indices�.
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FIG .4: Left panels: Log-log plots of the IHSG (top) and

K LSE (bottom )probability ofreturn to the origin asa func-

tion ofthe sam pling tim e �t. Solid curves show linear re-

gressionsto thisprobability.The dashed curvein thecase of

K LSE showsanotherpossibility ifoneusesonly the�rstthree

pointsin the linearregression,whereasthe dotted curve isa

linear regression by excluding the �rst point (�t= 1). The

slopesoftheselines,which areequaltonegativeinverseofthe

L�evy stable distribution indices,are shown in theleftpanels.

Right panels: Com parison between norm alized distribution

functions for �t = 1 and norm alized L�evy stable distribu-

tions(solid and dashed lines)with param etersobtained from

the left �gures. The standard deviation and the num ber of

data are shown in the rightpanels.

Using thisindex wecalculatethe param eter by m eans

ofEq.(4)and plotthe \theoretical" PDF asa function

ofnorm alized returns Z=�,using Eq.(3),where � the

standard deviation ofthe distribution,and com pare it

with the em piricalPDF obtained from data in the right

panelsofFig.4.Allrelevantparam etersobtained in this

calculation aredisplayed in TableI.

In theIHSG caseweobtain m = � 0:7374(corresponds

to � = 1:3561) which is slightly sm aller than that of

the S& P 500 index obtained from the sam e analysis[7]

(� = 1:40),orusing di�erentapproach [9](� = 1:60 {

3.45).Thevalue isalso sm allerthan the resultobtained

forHangSengindex(�= 1:619)[14].Thevalueindicates

that the centralpart ofthe IHSG distribution can be

described by a L�evy stableprocess.

In the K LSE case the situation is rather di�erent as

depicted by thebottom panelofFig.4.ThePDF atzero

return shows a cross-over at �t between 1 and 2 and,

as a consequence,as shown by the solid line the linear

regression to the points does not lead to a satisfactory

result.To clarify this,weusethethree�rstpointsin the

second regression and excluding the P (Z = 0;�t= 1)

data point in the third one. The results are com pared

with thelinearregression to allpointsin thebottom -left

panelofFig.4. In the �rst case we obtain � = 1:7433,

already close to a G aussian distribution although still

within the L�evy stable index. In the second case the

index � is sm aller,indicating that the distribution for

sm all�tisfarfrom G aussian.However,in thethird case

the distribution isalready a G aussian unstable process.

From thisresult,clearly wecan concludethatby slightly

increasing �tthe K LSE index doesnotretain itspower

law and quickly convergesto a G aussian distribution,in

contrastto the IHSG index. The PDF behaviorforthe

three cases is clearly seen in the bottom -right panelof

Fig.4.

The standard deviation � is known as the historical

volatility in �nancialliteratures and quanti�es the risk

associated with the corresponding stock [23]. Asshown

in the �rst line ofTable I,the K LSE stock is slightly

riskier than the IHSG one. The kurtosis m easures the

relativepeakednessofthedistribution toaG aussian one.

ThePDF ofthe lesscapitalized stocksism oreleptokur-

ticthan thePDF ofthem orecapitalized ones[23].From

Table I we can clearly see that the IHSG stock is less

capitalized than K LSE.Finally,the skewnesscharacter-

izesthedegreeofasym m etry ofthedistribution from its

m ean. A positive value ofskewness indicates that the

stock delivered m ore pro�tsalong itshistory,whereasa

negativevalue displaysm ore losseshitthe investor.Ta-

ble Irevealsthatthe IHSG stock in generalgivesm ore

pro�tsthan the K LSE one.

Although num ericalvaluesgiven in TableIcould bein-

teresting,thevaluesbecom em uch m oreim portantwhen

we discuss the behavior ofthe stock indices before and

afterthe �nancialcrash in the nextsection.

To further explore statisticalproperties of the PDF

ofindex returnswefollow Refs.[6,7],i.e.we investigate

thestabilityofthedistribution for�t> 1day.Assum ing

thecentralpartofthedistribution can bedescribed by a

L�evy stabledistribution,then using thescaling variables

P
0(Z) = P (Z)(�t)1=� (5)

and

Z
0(t) =

Z(t)

(�t)1=�
; (6)

the em piricalPDFs for di�erent tim e sam pling �t will

collapseonto the �t= 1 distribution.

The results for both indices are displayed in Fig.5,

whereweperform theanalysisfor�t< 20 days.In gen-

eralthedata collapseisevident,especially in thecaseof

IHSG .In the K LSE caseweuse�= 1:7433 (resultfrom

regression to allem piricalP (0)in Fig.4),sincethevalue

leadsto an averagebehavior. AsRef.[14]hasreported,

wealso�nd thattheextentofdatacollapseisstrongerin

the centerofthe distribution. The existence ofa cross-

overin the K LSE case is also observed here,the scaled

P 0(Z)arem orescattered than thatofthe IHSG .
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TABLE I: Sum m ary ofgeneralstatisticalpropertiesoftheIHSG and K LSE returnsZ(t).Linearregression to theprobability

density function atzero return PD F(0)asa function of�tshown in Fig. 4 yieldsa line y = m x + n,where m = � 1=�. The
standard deviation,kurtosis,and skewnessare calculated using the form ulasgiven in Ref.[22].

Properties IHSG K LSE

1 2 3

Standard deviation � 0.0187 0.0196 0.0196 0.0196

K urtosis 81.796 29.044 29.044 29.044

Skewness 3.3987 0:3888 0:3888 0:3888

m � 0:7374 � 0:5736 � 1:0918 � 0:4145

n 1.6020 1.4985 1.5914 1.3691

 1:383� 10
� 3

1:787� 10
� 4

1:240� 10
� 2

6:433� 10
� 6

� 1:3561 1:7433 0:9159 2:4125

N 3526 2104 2104 2104

P
’ 

( 
Z

 )
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FIG .5:Top panels:Probability density functionsoftheIHSG

and K LSE index returns for �t < 20 days. Bottom panels:

Thesam e probability density functions,butplotted in scaled

units,using Eqs.(5)and (6). Inverse ofthe L�evy stable dis-

tribution index isshown in bottom panels.

C . M om ents

Reference [9]has pointed out that the use ofthe re-

turn probability to the origin PDF(0) to estim ate the

L�evy stable distribution index � is statistically not op-

tim al,due to discretenessofthe distribution.Instead of

exploitingsuch m ethod,Ref.[9]used adi�erentstrategy,

i.e.calculating�by m eansoftheslopeofthecum ulative

distribution tailsin a log-log plot. To furthertesttheir

resultson the scaling behavior,Refs.[8,9]analyzed the

m om entsofthe distribution ofnorm alized returns

�(k) = hjg(t)jki: (7)

wherethe norm alized returnsg(t)isde�ned by

g(t) =
Z(t)� hZ(t)i

hZ 2(t)i� hZ(t)i2
; (8)

with hZ(t)i the tim e average ofZ(t) over the entire of

tim e series.In the case ofthe S& P 500 index the result

is found to be consistent with the analysis ofthe tails

ofcum ulative distributions. They pointed out that the

changein them om entsbehaviororiginatesfrom thegrad-

ualdisappearance ofthe L�evy slope in the distribution

tails. In ourcase itisalso im portantto cross-check the

resultsshown in Fig.4,especially theK LSE slope,which

isfound to be non-linearin the rangeof�t= 1� 10.

Ithasbeen shown in Ref.[9]thatEq.(7)willdiverge

for k � 3. In this study we also constrain k within

0� k � 3.Theresultforboth indicescom pared with the

m om entobtained from aG aussian distribution areshown

in Fig.6. O bviously the results are consistent with our

previousanalysis,theIHSG m om entretainsitsscalingup

to �t= 9 days,only after�t= 13 them om entstartsto

deviate toward the G aussian distribution. In the K LSE

case the m om entquickly convergesto the G aussian dis-

tribution as�tincreasesfrom 1 day and doesnotshow

any scaling behaviorasin the form ercase.

D . C orrelation in the stock index

Another interesting behavior ofthe stock index uc-

tuation is its short and long tim e m em ories which are

usually expressed in term s ofthe autocorrelation. Un-

derstandingthepowerlaw in thecorrelation isvery help-

fulin selecting the appropriate m odelor m echanism to

explain the uctuation process. In Ref.[9]it has been
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FIG .6: M om ents ofthe distribution ofnorm alized returns

given in Eq.(7) for �t= 1;2;3;4;6;9;13,and 19 days com -

pared with those obtained from the G aussian distribution

(solid thick lines).In the IHSG case,exceptfor�t= 13 and

19,allcurves do not signi�cantly deviate from the �t = 1

m om ent.

shown thatthe autocorrelation function ofthe S& P 500

returnsexhibitsan exponentialdecay with a characteris-

tic decay tim e ofapproxim ately 4 m inutes,whereasthe

absolutevalue ofindex returnsshowsa scaling behavior

with a power-law exponent of0.3. In our case it is of

coursedi�cultto study such behaviorsinceboth indices

are recorded daily. However,a qualitative com parison

between the two indicesm ighthelp usto probe the dif-

ferencesin the two stocks.

Following Ref. [9]the autocorrelation function is de-

�ned as

C� t(�) =
hZ� t(t)Z� t(t+ �)i� hZ� t(t)i

2

hZ 2

� t
(t)i� hZ� t(t)i

2
; (9)

where � indicates the tim e lag. The result for short-

rangeautocorrelation isdepicted in Fig.7,wherewecan

observe thatthe IHSG stock is slightly m ore correlated

than the K LSE one. This result is certainly consistent

with the analysisofthe scaling and m om ents behavior.

The uctuation in the K LSE index seem s to be m ore

random than thatofIHSG ,ascan beseen also in Fig.6.

The long-range autocorrelation function obtained by

calculating the absolute value of the return in Eq.(9)

is shown in Fig.8. The absolute value ofindex returns

from both stocksshow a long-rangepowerlaw behavior

with a tim escaleup to alm ostoneyear.Theonly di�er-

enceisobserved in thepowerexponentofthescaling,the

IHSG correlation fallso�fasterthan theK LSE one.This

is,however,in contrastto theirshort-range correlation.

Note that Refs.[4,9]�tted the long-range autocorrela-

tion to the function in the form ofa=(1+ �b) . In our

analysiswefound nosigni�cantdi�erenceifweused such

function.

-0.2

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

0 5 10 15 20

C
∆ 

t (
τ 

)

τ (day)

IHSG
KLSE

FIG .7: Short range autocorrelation functions ofthe IHSG

and K LSE index returnssam pled with �t= 1 day.

C
’ ∆ 

t (
τ 

)
C’∆ t (τ ) = 0.4 τ-0.4IHSG

100

10-1

10-2

100 101 102 103

100

10-1

10-2

10-3

τ (day)

C
’ ∆ 

t (
τ 

)

KLSE C’∆ t (τ ) = 0.4 τ-0.3

FIG .8:Log-log plotsofthe long-range autocorrelation func-

tion ofthe absolute index returns [see Eq.(9)]. Solid lines

representa linearregression overtheentirerange.Regression

to the powerlaw in the form ofa=(1+ �
b
)leadsto a sim ilar

result.

E. H ow volatile are the tw o stocks?

Finally itisalso interesting to seethe volatility ofthe

twostocks.Thevolatility ofthestock index isa m easure

ofhow m uch the index is likely to uctuate. Inform a-

tion on thestockvolatility isvery im portantforinvestors

since it quanti�es the risk factor and it is also an im -

portantinputoftheBlack-Scholesoption-pricing m odel.

There are m any di�erent de�nitions ofthe volatility in

�nancialliteratures[24].Herewede�nethe volatility as

an average ofthe absolute return over a tim e window
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FIG .9:Thevolatility oftheIHSG (top)and K LSE (bottom )

stock indices obtained by calculating Eq.(10) with n = 1

m onth and sam pling tim e �t= 1 day.

with length n sam pled with �t= 1 day,

v(t) =
1

n

t+ n� 1
X

�= t

jZ(�)j ; (10)

with Z(�)isgiven by Eq.(1).

The resultsare shown in Fig.9.Ascan be estim ated

from Figs. 2 and 3 volatility in both stock indices in-

creasesafterthe �nancialcrash.Itisobviousthatafter

thedrop oftheforeignexchangerate�nished in 23rdJan-

uary 1998 volatilitiesofboth indicesare stilllarge until

the indicesreached theirm inim um values in Septem ber

1998. From that on,the volatility decreases gradually

although until2002 the values are stilllarger than the

valuesbefore the crash.

Itisalsoobviousfrom Fig.9thatbefore1997theIHSG

stockhad aratherstablevolatilityvariation,whileon the

otherhand the variation in the K LSE case wasalready

dram atic. In general,the two stocksm aintain these be-

haviorsafterthecrash,although in thisperiod the aver-

aged volatilities are largerthan before. This m ight ex-

plain why the IHSG stock index is found to be m ore

correlated than the K LSE one.

III. STA T IST IC A L P R O P ER T IES B EFO R E A N D

A FT ER C R A SH

In sectionIIwehaveshownthatbetween July1997and

Septem ber1998theindexreturnsofboth stocksuctuate

strongly. As shown in Fig.9,com pared with the situa-

tions before and after this period,both indices becom e

m ore volatile. A m ore quantitative description can be

1
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FIG .10: Sam e as in Fig.4 but for the IHSG case before,

during,and afterthe �nancialcrash.

obtained from TableII,wherein the�rstlineweaverage

the index volatility overalltim esbefore10th July 1997,

16 m onth afterthat(during which the volatility ofboth

indices is signi�cantly large),and overthe restofdata,

respectively.The resultcon�rm sthe �nding ofRef.[23],

nam ely the volatility ofa stock index tends to be large

rightafterthecrash and in a relatively long period after

that. This also happens to both stock indices,i.e. al-

m ost�ve yearsafter the �nancialcrisisboth stocksare

stillm orevolatilethan before.

In the �nancialliterature the volatility is often cal-

culated from the standard deviation ofthe returns dis-

tribution [24]. In TableIIwe also present the standard

deviations ofthe IHSG and K LSE index returns distri-

butions in allthree cases. TableII indicates that both

de�nitionsareconsistentin ouranalysis.

From the kurtosisofstock indiceswe can seethatthe

IHSG stock ism ore capitalized afterthe crash,whereas

theK LSE stockdisplaysaverydi�erentbehavior.Never-

theless,theskewnessoftheirdistributionsshowsasim ilar

tendency,both stocksdeliverlesspro�tsafterthecrash,

although m orepro�tscould beobtained from theK LSE
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TABLE II: StatisticalpropertiesofIHSG and K LSE stock indicesbefore,during,and aftercrash.

IHSG K LSE

Properties

Before crash D uring crash Aftercrash Before crash D uring crash Aftercrash

Average volatility 0.0192 0.0327 0.0260 0.0219 0.0341 0.0237

Standard deviation � 0.0167 0.0300 0.0185 0.0127 0.0323 0.0197

K urtosis 183.421 2.849 4.377 6.775 8.152 42.925

Skewness 6.8706 0.1417 0.7079 0.2053 1.0644 � 0:2529

 7:581� 10
� 4

2:891� 10
� 3

9:723� 10
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9:339� 10
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3:109� 10
� 4
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N 2347 296 883 889 284 993
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FIG .11:Asin Fig.10,butforthe K LSE stock index.

stock during the crash.

Itisclearly tem pting to investigatewhetherornotthe

universalproperties found in section IIstillexist in all

periodsand to ask whatkind ofdi�erencesm ightquan-

tify theseconditions.Theanswercan befound in Figs.10

and 11. O bviously in allcasesthe statisticalaccuracies

arenotasgood asin theprevioussection,when weused

alldata in our analyses. Nevertheless,in spite ofthe

very lim ited data points used in our analysis,the m es-

Before crash (2347)
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FIG .12: M om ents of the distribution of IHSG norm alized

returnsbefore,during,and aftercrash.
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k
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FIG .13:Sam e asin Fig.12,butforthe K LSE index.

sagefrom Figs.10and 11isclear,theuniversalproperties

ofthe returns distribution retain their existences in all

cases. Linearregression to the IHSG probability ofthe

return to theorigin revealsthefactthatthedistribution

turns from L�evy to G aussian after the crash. Surpris-

ingly,theK LSE stock index showsa contrary result,the

distribution altersfrom a G aussian to a L�evy one after

the crash.

A cross-check to theresultshown in Figs.10 and 11 is

inevitable,since the num ber ofdata could signi�cantly

lim itstatisticalaccuraciesin thiscase.Forthispurpose

in Figs.12 and 13 wedisplay them om entsofboth stock
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FIG .14: Short range autocorrelation functions ofthe IHSG

and K LSE index returnsbefore,during,and aftercrash.

indicesin thecaseofbefore,during,and afterthe�nan-

cialcrash.A consistentresultisobtained from these�g-

ures,in thecaseofIHSG thedistribution becom escloser

to G aussian during and after crash,whereas the K LSE

m om entsm oveawayfrom theG aussian distribution after

the crash.

Another im portant �nding obtained from Fig.12 is

that the scaling behavior up to �t = 9 shown by the

IHSG case in the previous section originates from the

period beforecrash.Afterthecrash,theIHSG m om ents

quickly convergeto a G aussian distribution.In fact,this

phenom enon hasalready been seen in the left panelsof

Fig.10,where the em piricalprobability ofreturn to the

origin is m ore scattered in the crash periods and after

that.

As in the previous section,investigation ofthe auto-

correlation function from both stocks m ight also be of

interest. The corresponding autocorrelation isshown in

Fig.14.Although itisdi�culttoseehow longtheK LSE

stock m aintains its correlation, the IHSG stock index

obviously becom es less correlated during and after the

crash. This result can be understood by looking back

to Fig.12,i.e. after the crash the returns distribution

becom esm ore random and thereforethe index lossesits

m em ory.

Itm ightbe m ore interesting ifwe com pare resultsin

thissection with currency controlsshown in thetop pan-

elsofFigs.2 and 3.Thegovernm entinterventionson the

exchange rate seem to create non naturaleconom icsac-

tivitieswhich haveadirectinuenceon theuctuation of

stock indices.O ncethecurrency isunder-controlled,the

uctuationstend to signi�cantly deviatefrom the G aus-

sian distribution,which can be clearly seen in the IHSG

m om ent before crash (Fig.12) and the K LSE one after

crash (Fig.13). From the investors point of view this

is obvious,a less uctuating exchange rate reduces the

num berofvariablesconsidered in estim ating the future

stock price.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehaveanalyzed theIHSG and K LSE stock index re-

turnsusingthem ethodsdeveloped forstatisticalphysics.

In spiteofthelim ited num berofdata used in ouranaly-

sis,westillfound thatboth stockindicesshow theuniver-

salproperties previously observed in the leading stocks

such asS& P 500 and NYSE,i.e. the scaling properties.

The di�erence is,nevertheless,found in the tim e scale,

the IHSG stock retainsits scaling property longerthan

the K LSE one. As a consequence,the form er is m ore

correlated than the latter.

Byinvestigatingtheirstatisticalpropertiesbefore,dur-

ing, and after the �nancialcrash it is found that the

scaling behavior ofthe IHSG index originates from its

uctuation beforethecrash period.During and afterthe

crash periodstheindex distributionsarecloserto G aus-

sian and donotshow astableprocess.In theK LSE case,

the return distributionsin allperiodsshow an unstable

processand departfrom G aussian afterthe crash. O ne

possible explanation to these di�erent behaviors could

be the currency control. Besidesthese di�erences,both

stock indicesshow som esim ilarities,nam ely both stocks

becom em orevolatileduringand afterthecrash and their

return m om ents becom e closer to G aussian during the

crash.
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