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Abstract

A remarkable similarity in the behavior of the US S&P500 mdeom 1996 to August
2002 and of the Japanese Nikkei index from 1985 to 1992 (1dsysft) is presented, with
particular emphasis on the structure of the bearish phd&agnding a previous analysis of
Johansen and Sornette [1999, 2000] on the Nikkei index-lauttble” based on a theory of
cooperative herding and imitation working both in bullishwaell as in bearish regimes, we
demonstrate the existence of a clear signature of herdithgidecay of the S&P500 index since
August 2000 with high statistical significance, in the forfrsvong log-periodic components.
We offer a detailed analysis of what could be the future ei@huof the S&P500 index over the
next two years, according to three versions of the theoryexypect an overall continuation of
the bearish phase, punctuated by local rallies; we prediovarall increasing market until the
end of the year 2002 or at the beginning of 2003 (first quante)predict a strong following
descent (with maybe one or two severe up and downs in the e)iddiich stops during the first
semester of 2004. After this strong minimum, the market jseeted to recover. Beyond, our
prediction horizon is made fuzzy by the possible effect afissinal nonlinear collective effects
and of a real departure from the anti-bubble regime. Thelaiities between the two stock
market indices may reflect deeper similarities between timeldmentals of two economies
which both went through over-valuation with strong spetivgphases preceding the transition
to bearish phases characterized by a surprising numberdo$drarises (bad loans for Japan
and accounting frauds for the US) sapping investors’ confide

1 Introduction

Financial crashes have been proposed to be critical pher@inghe statistical physics sense of
critical phase transitions (see [23, 10, 16, 9, 22, 20] afeteaces therein). Two hallmarks of crit-
icality have been documented: (i) super-exponential pdaweracceleration of the price towards a
“critical” time t. corresponding to the end of the speculative bubble andoderiodic modula-
tions accelerating according to a geometric series siggalidiscrete hierarchy of time scales.
Imitation between investors and their herding behaviorombt lead to speculative bubbles with
accelerating overvaluations of financial markets possiblipwed by crashes, but also to “anti-
bubbles” with decelerating market devaluations followmgrket peaks. There is thus a certain
degree of symmetry between the speculative behavior of hbé”“and “bear” market regimes.
This degree of symmetry, after the critical timie corresponds to the existence of “anti-bubbles,”
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characterized by a power law decrease of the price (or ofadarithm of the price) as a function
of timet > t., down from a maximum at. (which is the beginning of the anti-bubble) and by
decelerating/expanding log-periodic oscillations [1The classic example of such an anti-bubble
is the long-term depression of the Japanese index, the Nikiat has decreased along a downward
path marked by a succession of up and downs since its allHigieof 31 Dec. 1989. Another good
example is found for the gold future prices after 1980, afteall-time high. The Russian market
prior to and after its speculative peak in 1997 also cortsta remarkable example where both
bubble and anti-bubble structures appear simultaneoushhé same.. This is however a rather
rare occurrence, probably because accelerating markist$ogiperiodicity often end-up in a crash,
a market rupture that thus breaks down the symmetry{(for ¢ < t.intot—t¢.fort > ¢.). Herding
behavior can occur and progressively weaken from a maxinmuthaarish” (decreasing) market
phases, even if the preceding “bullish” phase ending. atas not characterized by an imitation
run-away. The symmetry is thus statistical or global in gahand holds in the ensemble rather
than for each single case individually.

In [11, 12], the decrease of the Nikkei index has been andlyzéletails, starting from 1 Jan.
1990, using three increasingly complex formulas, corredpg to the three successive orders of a
Landau expansion arouridf the logarithm of the price% = aF(x)+---, where in general
the coefficients may be complex. The first-order expressameth on discrete scale invariance [19]
of stock indices reads:

Inp(t) = Ay + B17% + C17% cos [win (1) + ¢1], Q)

where
T=t—1t., (2)

Ta

wheret, is the time of the beginning of the anti-bubble. The inclasad a non-linear quadratic
term in the Landau expansion leads to the second-orderddgeic formula [21]
A, 7\ %
Inp(t) ~ A + —— {Bg + Cy cos lwln(T) + %ln <1 + (K) ) + @2 } . (3)
1+ (£) '

A third-order formula has also been given in [11] which desifrom the addition of a third-order
term in the Landau expansion. We do not write this formuldieitply here as we shall not need
it for the present analysis. Equation (3) describes a ttiandirom an angular log-frequency (for
T < A;) to a different angular log-frequency+ A, (for A; < 7). Note that expression (3) reduces
to equation (1) in the limiA; — 4o0. Using these three formulas, a prediction was published in
January 1999 on the behavior of the Japanese stock markat iimltowing two years [11], that
have been remarkably successful [12].

The present situation of Japan does not seem any more véeyedif from that of the US
after the burst of the “new economy” bubble in March-April02J13] (paralleling the end of the
Japanese bubble in January 1990) and the cascade of disspwert yet fully unveiled in their full
extent, of creative accounting of companies striving tklgood in the eyes of analysts rather than
to build strong fundamentals (paralleling the discovera stirprising amount of bad loans held by
Japanese banks). This remark takes a forceful meaning wbkimdy at Fig. 1, which compares the
behavior of the Japanese Nikkei index and of the US S&P50&kinhder a time shift of 11 years.
The three fits of the Nikkei index, shown in Fig. 1 as undulafines, use the three mathematical
expressions discussed above. The dashed line is the siogpleetiodic formula (1); the dotted
line is the improved nonlinear log-periodic formula (3) dlped in [21] and also used for the
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October 1929 and October 1987 crashes over 8 years of dataptitinuous line is the extension
of the previous nonlinear log-periodic formula to the thindler Landau expansion developed in
Ref. [11]. This last more sophisticated mathematical fdenpuedicts the transition from an angular
log-frequencyw (for 7 < A;) to another angular log-frequency+ A, for A; < 7 < Ajandto a
third angular log-frequency + A, + A/, (for A} < 7).

In the next section, we use the insight provided by the thebgyritical herding [23, 10, 16, 9,
22, 20] to analyze the S&P500 2000-2002 antibubble. We perfobattery of tests, starting with
parametric fits of the index with two of the above log-pertodower law formulas, followed by the
so-called Shank’s transformation applied to characterishes. We then present two spectral anal-
ysis, the Lomb periodogram applied to the parametricallyeteled index and the non-parametric
(H, q)-analysis of fractal signals. These different approacleesptement each other and confirm
the remarkably strong presence of log-periodic structuissalso detect a significant second-order
harmonic which provides a statistically significant impeowent of the description of the data by
the theory, as tested using the statistical theory of néstpdtheses. Section 3 offers an analysis of
what could be the future evolution of the S&P500 index overrbxt two years by comparing the
predictions of three formulas. The predictions are foundaaobust and consistent. We conclude
by speculating in section 4 on possible consequences assveibjections further ahead.

2 Analysis of the S&P500 2000-2002 antibubble

2.1 Theoretical foundations

The analysis presented below relies on a general theory afidial crashes and of stock market
instabilities developed in a series of works (see [23, 10,9182, 20] and references therein).
The main ingredient of the theory is the existence of pasiteedbacks in stock markets as well
as in the economy. Positive feedbacks, i.e., self-reiefornt, refer to the fact that, conditioned
on the observation that the market has recently moved updcésely down), this makes it more
probable to keep it moving up (respectively down), so thairgd cumulative move may ensue.
The concept of “positive feedbacks” has a long history innecoics and is related to the idea of
“increasing returns”— which says that goods become chdhpanore of them are produced (and
the closely related idea that some products, like fax ma&shibecome more useful the more people
use them). “Positive feedback” is the opposite of “negateedback”, a concept well-known for
instance in population dynamics: the larger the populatiorabbits in a valley, the less they have
grass per rabbit. If the population grows too much, they giltntually starve, slowing down their
reproduction rate which thus reduces their population atea time. Thus negative feedback means
that the higher the population, the slower the growth raading to a spontaneous regulation of
the population size; negative feedbacks thus tend to reggl@wth towards an equilibrium. In
contrast, positive feedback asserts that the higher (ctgply lower) the price or the price return
in the recent past, the higher (respectively lower) will be price growth in the future. Positive
feedbacks, when unchecked, can produce runaways untiethatidn from equilibrium is so large
that other effects can be abruptly triggered and lead tairagir crashes. Alternatively, it can give
prolonged depressive bearish markets.

There are many mechanisms leading to positive feedbacksding hedging derivatives, in-
surance portfolios, investors’ over-confidence, imittbehavior and herding between investors.
Such positive feedbacks provide the fuel for the developroespeculative bubbles as well as anti-
bubbles [11, 12], by the mechanism of cooperativity, thathis interactions and imitation between
traders may lead to collective behaviors similar to crowdrqmena. Different types of collective



regimes are separated by so-called critical points whithhisics, are widely considered to be one
of the most interesting properties of complex systems. Aesygoes critical when local influences
propagate over long distances and the average state ofdtegrsipecomes exquisitely sensitive to a
small perturbationi.e. different parts of the system become highly correlated. tAgocharacteris-
tic is that critical systems are self-similar across scadethe critical point, an ocean of traders who
are mostly bearish may have within it several continentsadddérs who are mostly bullish, each
of which in turns surrounds seas of bearish traders witmdslaf bullish traders; the progression
continues all the way down to the smallest possible scalegéestrader [25]. Intuitively speaking,
critical self-similarity is why local imitation cascaddwrdugh the scales into global coordination.
Critical points are described in mathematical parlanceragufarities associated with bifurcation
and catastrophe theory. At critical points, scale invargaholds and its signature is the power law
behavior of observables.

The last ingredient of the model is to recognize that theksioarket is made of actors which
differ in size by many orders of magnitudes ranging fromviudiials to gigantic professional in-
vestors, such as pension funds. Furthermore, structuregeat higher levels, such as currency
influence spheres (US$, Euro, YEN ...), exist and with theerurglobalization and de-regulation
of the market one may argue that structures on the largestiyp@scale, i.e., the world economy,
are beginning to form. This means that the structure of tlentiral markets have features which re-
sembles that of hierarchical systems with “traders” onealéls of the market. Of course, this does
not imply that any strict hierarchical structure of the &tocarket exists, but there are numerous
examples of qualitatively hierarchical structures in etci Models of imitative interactions on hi-
erarchical structures predict that the power law behaaorlie decorated by so-called log-periodic
corrections. Indeed, through the existence of preferelbsda a discrete hierarchy, or a discrete
cascade of instabilities [19] or the existence of a comipeatibetween positive and negative nonlin-
ear feedbacks [7], the scale invariance characterizirigaripoints may be partially broken into a
discrete scale invariance, that is, the observable isisnviwith respect to changes of scales which
are integer powers of a fundamental scaling ratidt is easy to show that log-periodicity as given
by the termC 7 cos [wIn (7) + ¢1] of expression (1) is the signature of discrete scale inmaga
the termcos [w In (7) + ¢1] reproduces itself each tinia 7 changed by~ /w, that is, each time
is multiplied by A = exp[27/w]. This theory predicts robust and universal signatures efsiative
phases of financial markets, both in accelerating bubblegedisas in decelerating anti-bubbles.
These precursory patterns have been documented for edlyeaiticrashes on developed as well as
emergent stock markets, on currency markets, on compacksstetc.

2.2 Log-periodic fits

We use equations (1) and (3) to fit the logarithm of the S&P3@@x over an interval starting at
time ¢4t @and ending at Aug. 24, 2002. The justification of the use ofdbarithm of the price is
presented in [10]. The choice &f..; is not completely obvious. It is clear that it should be close
to the peak of the S&P500 index in 2000 but cannot be expeoted exactly coincident with the
time of the peak due to finite-size and other effects spotliregvalidity of the log-periodic power
law. We address this problem in two ways. First, we stal and select 10 time series, starting
respectively atg.,« = 1st March 2000]1st April 2000, ...,1st December 2000. The comparison of
the fits obtained for these 10 time series will give a sensaeaif sensitivity with respect té,,+.
Second, we notice that we can generalize the definitiongifen by (2) into

T=t—t. 4)



While definition (2) together with the logarithmic as well pswer law singularities associated
with formulas (1) and (3) imposes that < t..+ for an anti-bubble, the definition (4) allows for
the critical timet,. to lie anywhere within the time series. In that case, the ghthe time series
for ¢t < t. corresponds to an accelerating “bubble” phase while thetpar t. corresponds to a
decelerating “anti-bubble” phase. Definition (4) has tthesadvantage of introducing a degree of
flexibility in the search space fog without much additional cost. In particular, it allows usatmid

a thorough scanning af;.,; since the value of. obtained with this procedure is automatically
adjusted without constraint.

There are two potential problems associate with this newaqatore (4). First, it assumes that
the anti-bubble is always associated with a bubble whichdilition, has the samg. Second, it as-
sumes that the bubble and anti-bubble are exactly symnztind:,., that is, the same parameters
characterize the index evolution fok t. and fort > t.. For the cases relevant to the present study,
these two problems are quite minor and can be neglected $efcas always found close tQart
(within the time series foty.r¢ prior to August 2000 and anterior to the time series othaxwi®ur
comparison with fits using (2) shows that the new procedueiges significantly better and more
stable fits, with in particular a value of very weakly sensitive toy.,... The parameters of the
fits with the first-order formula using (2) or (4) are presenite Table 1, using subscripts 0 and 1
respectively. The fits with the first-order formula (1) witletdefinition (2) are unstable, are quite
sensitive totg,r¢ and have on average much larger values of their residuélg > x1). Com-
paring parameters with subscripts 1 and 2, one can see thirgpthe symmetry condition (4)
improves the quality of fit remarkably. We stress howevet thiz improvement (4) is not crucial
and our results reported below remain robust with the defmi{2). It would also be quite easy to
relax the constraints of (4) by replacing= |t — t.| by an asymmetric function allowing in addition
for a plateau or time lag. Since this would involve additioaad poorly constrained additional
parameters, we do not pursue this possibility here.

The results of the fits of the logarithm of the S&P 500 indexrfr:.,+ to August, 24, 2002
with Egs. (1) and (3) using the improved scheme (4) are pteden figure 2 and in Table 1 under
the subscripts 1 and 2 respectively. The ten oscillatingesicorrespond to the ten best fits, one for
each of the 10 chosen valuestgf,,; from March to December 2000. Over the approximately two
years period available for the S&P500 anti-bubble, we fiiad tine two formulas give essentially the
same results and the same predictions for the following. yias is reflected quantitatively by the
facts thaty; ~ x2 and that the parameters;’s are extremely large, in which case expression (3)
reduces to equation (1) in the limX; — +oco. The top (respectively bottom) panel corresponds
to using equation (1) (respectively (3)). The curves aravshas continuous line in their fitting
interval and as dotted line in their extrapolation to theufat Note the very robust nature of the
solutions obtained for the ten choicestgf..., which essentially all agree in their parameters and
in their prediction of the future evolution.

To sum up, varying the starting datg.,; of the fitted time window over a 10-month period
and using two formulas, we confirm that a single log-periqubever law describes very well the
S&P500 anti-bubble since around mid-2000 According to thiees oft. ; listed in Table 1, the
critical ¢ is around 09-Aug-2000. This is consistent with the fact thatffit residuals obtained with
tstart = 01-Mar-2000, 01-Apr-2000, 01-Oct-2000, 01-Nov-2000 ahdb@c-2000 are significantly
larger (¢1 > 3.3) than the residuals for the other valuestgf,.. It is natural that fits withtg;.,¢
close tat. have smaller fit residuals. The fits with.,+ = 01-May-2000, 01-Jun-2000, 01-Jul-2000,
01-Aug-2000 and 01-Sep-2000 indeed exhibut smaller radThis conclusion is also supported
by the values ofu and ofa which are basically constant for these five starting datesnléining all
the information shown in Table 1, we have the critical titne= 09-Aug-2000+-5 days, the angular



log-frequencyw = 10.30 £ 0.17 and the exponent = 0.69 4+ 0.02. The fits with the second-order
formula (3) gives similar results.

2.3 Analysis using the Shank’s transformation on a hierarcly of characteristic times

The fundamental idea behind the appearance of log-peitipdécthe existence of a hierarchy of
characteristic scales. Reciprocally, any log-periodittgpa implies the existence of a hierarchy of
characteristic time scales. This hierarchy of time scale®termined by the local positive maxima
or minima of the function such dsg[p(t)]. For the S&P500 index anti-bubble, let us consider
the timest,, at which the S&P500 index reached a local minimum. As seergindi 2, there is
a clear sequence of sharp minima. We number them from the mecstt ong; = 23-Jul-2002,
ty = 21-Sep-2001¢3 = 04-Apr-2001,t, = 20-Dec-2000 up to the earliest onetgt= 12-Oct-
2000, which is still obvious. According to the predictionlog§-periodicity, the spacing between
successive values ¢f approaches zero as a geometric series lascomes large ang, converges
tot.. We havet; — to = 305 days,t, — t3 = 170 days,ts — t4 = 105 days and, — t5 = 69 days.

Specifically, log-periodicity predicts that the timgsare organized in a geometric time series
such that

bn —te = (5)

wherer sets the time unit and

27

A=ew (6)
is the prefered scaling ratio. The relation (5) leads to

tn — tc tn — ZL/n-l—l -\ ’ (7)

tn—l—l - 75c B tn—l—l - 7fn—i—2

which is a signature of the discrete self-similarity of tbg-periodic oscillations. Using the previ-
ously determined dates, ..., t5, we obtain

t —to
=1.79 8

F— ; (8)

271 _ 6o (9)

ts —ty ’

tg —t

3 4152, (10)

tq4 —t5

These three values given by (8,9,10) are compatible butlenthhn the value oA = 1.9 + 0.1
deduced from the log-periodic fits shown in Table 1. Note, thetording to the theory, the hierarchy
of scaleg. —t,, are not universal but depend upon the specification of themsysNhat is expected
to be universal are the ratiégt;" = \.

From three successive observed values, p$ayt.,, t,,+1 andt, o, we can obtain an estimation
of the critical time by the following formula

2. — tpaot
fo= —ntl ni2m (11)
2tn—l—l —tn — ZL/n-|—2

This relation applies the so-called Shanks transformdti¢pio accelerate the convergence of se-
ries. In the case of an exact geometrical series, three t@rensnough to converge exactly to the
asymptotic value.. Notice that this relation is invariant with respect to ahitary translation in
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time. Applying (11) withty, ¢, t3 givest. = 02-Sep-2000. Applying (11) witky, t3, t4 givest, =
03-Jul-2000. Applying (11) withs, ¢4, t5 givest., = 01-Jun-2000. These back-predictions for
are compatible with the value of = 09-Aug-2000+5 days given in Table 1 determined by the
log-periodic fits.

In addition, the geometric structure of the time setig$,, - - - is such that the next timg,, 3
can be obtained from the first three ones by

2+ 129 — tutngo — tngitngo (12)

tnt3 =
" tn—l—l —ty

Since time is measured backwardramcreases, we are interested in the titgat which the next
future minimum occurs. For this, we use formula (12) andrpst 0 to get

13— ity — tits
to —t3

to ~ 21 Jan 2004. (13)

While this Shank analysis has the advantage of simplicity @having an obvious geomet-
rical interpretation, its weakness lies in using a georoetet of characteristic timeg,,} whose
identification may be quite subjective. In the present cmeminima are so distinctive and sharp
that there is no ambiguity. But,the use of only three charatics dates makes more serious the
sensitivity to noise and is of course bounded to lead to lessige fits and predictions that the full
parametric fits reported in the previous section 2.2.

2.4 Spectral analysis

While the two previous analyses are suggestive, the parimature of the first one and the limited
power of the second one requires additional tests of thertegbdog-periodicity. In this goal, we
now turn to objective approaches for the detection of logegkcity by applying a spectral Lomb
analysis [17]. The Lomb analysis is a spectral analysisgdesi for unevenly sampled data which
gives the same results as the standard Fourier spectrgisemalWe apply this spectral analysis
to two types of signals. Following [8], the first one is obtadnby detrending the logarithm of
the S&P500 index, using the power law (without log-peridgicwith the exponenty determined
from the previous fits with formula (1). The time series of thsiduals of the simple power law fit
should be a pure cosine bf 7 if log-periodicity was perfect. We also use a recently depetl non-
parametric approach called tli&/, ¢)-analysis, which has been successfully applied to financial
crashes [29] and critical ruptures [28] for the detectiotogfperiodic components.

2.4.1 Parametric detrending approach

We first construct the following detrended quantity whicklégined using Eq. (1) by:
r(t) =1In {Al;np(t)] _ <ln [M]> : (14)

(t - 7fc)a (t - tc)a

where the bracket refers to the sample average. Table 1 dhavthe values ofd; and « are
quite stable and approximately equalrt@3 and0.69 for differenttg.,. In order to investigate the
impact of the different choice af, we first construcin p(¢) — A; as a function oin(¢ — tc) for
differentt. by fixing A; = 7.33. We then detrend it directly by determining the exponefitom a
linear fit, whose residuals(t) define the time series to be analyzed for log-periodicity.



Figure 3 shows the residual time seri¢s) as a function ofn(¢ — t..) for three different critical
timest,.: 15-Jul-2000 (top panel), 01-Aug-2000 (mid panel) and 182000 (bottom panel). The
log-periodic undulations are clearly visible. We then parf the spectral Lomb analysis on these
residuals. The three corresponding Lomb periodograms sliowig. 4 are very consistent with
each other. They all exhibit an extremely strong and sigmifiqpeak close to the log-frequency
f =w/27 = 1.7 with an amplitude larger than 140. Its harmonic shown as tlvenevard pointing
arrow is significant. As we shall discuss later in section thé existence of harmonics have been
shown to be important factors for qualifying log-periotlidi27, 30]. The presence of this harmonic
is thus taken as a confirmation of the presence of log-pe&itgdiThe third peak af = 2.5 — 3
is also significant but less well-constrainted. The insdtigf 4 magnifies the Lomb periodogram
in the neighborhood of the largest peaks. The two highestld_peaks fort, = 01-Aug-2000 and
t. = 15-Aug-2000 are significantly higher than the highest peakf= 15-Jul-2000, confirming
that the critical time is somewhere between 01-Aug-20001&R4ug-2000 (recall that section 2.2
foundt. ~ 09-Aug-2000+5 days). As the number of the data points used for the Lomb aisaly
the same in all analyses throughout this paper, this wareaodmparison of the Lomb peak heights
for differentt.’s to establish their significance levels [26]. The log-pdit frequency of the largest
peak fort. = 01-Aug-2000 isf = 1.71, corresponding ta = 27 f = 10.7, which is in reasonable
agreement with the value = 10.30 + 0.17 reported in Table 1.

To further assess the sensitivity with respect to the choice., we choose 21 different.
evenly spaced in the time interval from 15-Jul-2000 to 1B-3@00. For eaclh,., we perform the
same analysis as above and obtain the highest Lomb peaksaaskitciated log-frequency. The
results are shown in Fig. 5. The log-frequency is found taelse witht.. This is due to the
fact that, moving the critical time forward (respectivelgdiward), the other end of the time series
will decelerate (respectively accelerate) the log-peciagcillations. Fig. 5 confirms that the best
critical timet,. falls somewhere in the first half of August 2000. The correslig log-frequencies
aref =1.63 — 1.72 (w = 10.2 — 10.7), in agreement with Table 1.

It is interesting that the most relevant angular log-freqyew ~ 10 fitted on the S&P500
index is found very close to twice the valae5 found previously for the Nikkei index. Actually, a
small but noticeable peak at this valfie~ 5/27 ~ 0.80 can be seen in Fig. 4, strengthening the
analogy quantitatively. It may thus be surmised that bothNikkei and the S&P500 indices are
characterized by a universal discrete hierarchy of (ampldg-periodic frequencies, all harmonics
of a fundamental angular log-frequency closestoOther systems have previously exhibited the
curious fact, also observed when comparing the S&P500 td\tkkei indices, that the higher-
order harmonics may have an amplitude larger than the fuadtahvalue [15, 27, 30], as observed
for the S&P500 index.

2.4.2 Non-parametric(H, q)-analysis

The (H, q)-analysis [28, 29] is a generalization of theanalysis [2, 3], which is a natural tool for
the description of discretely scale invariant fractalse TH, ¢)-derivative is defined as

DHf(r) 2 M ] 15
The special casé#l = 1 recovers the normatderivative, which itself reduces to the normal deriva-
tive in the limitq — 1~. There is no loss of generality by constrainip@ the open interval0, 1)
[28]. We apply the H, ¢)-analysis to verify non-parametrically the existence of periodicity by
taking f(z) = Inp(t) andz = t — t.. The advantage of theg?, ¢)-analysis is that there is no need



of detrending as done in the previous section 2.4.1. Suckri#ihg is automatically accounted for
by the finite difference and the normalization by the denamin

Fig. 6 shows thé H, q)-derivatives of the logarithm of S&P500 index as a functidn(t — ¢..)
for three choice of.: 15-Jul-2000 withH = 0 andq = 0.8 in the top panel, 02-Aug-2000 with
H = 0.5 andg = 0.7 in the mid panel, and 16-Aug-2000 wifth = 0.4 andq = 0.7 in the bottom
panel. Each of these pairs (@, ¢) is the optimal pair [28, 29] corresponding to the most sigaiii
peak among all Lomb periodograms for edgh The log-periodic undulations are clearly visible
to the naked eyes. The Lomb periodograms of(tHeq)-derivatives shown in Fig. 6 are presented
in Fig. 7. The three highest Lomb peaks are even more signifiban those in Fig. 4. The inset
shows the magnified Lomb peaks. The highest Lomb peak is@utdort, = 02-Aug-2000, which
corresponds to the log-frequengy~ 1.71.

To test the robustness of ttié/, ¢)-analysis for the detection of log-periodicity, we scEn
from —1 to 1 with spacindg).1 andq from 0.1 to 0.9 with spacing0.1 for each criticalt.. Figure 8
shows the log-frequency as a function off andq for ¢, = 16-Aug-2000. The existence of a flat
plateau aff = 1.62+0.07 for most of the pair§H, ¢) confirm the existence of log-periodicity. The
five smaller log-frequencies below the plateau corresponttheé spurious values stemming from
the most probable effect of noise on power laws [6] and shbaldiscarded. The three higher log-
frequencies above the plateau probably stem from the titerebetween high-frequency noise and
the second harmonics.

We then apply the non-paramet(i#/, ¢)-analysis to the S&P500 index for 21 different choices
of the criticalt.. For each givert,., we take the average of the Lomb periodograms fo2hlk 9
pairs of (H, ¢). The amplitude of the highest peak in each averaged Lombdgumgram is plotted
as a function ot,. in the lower panel of Fig. 9. Their associated log-frequesiogwn in the upper
panel of Fig. 9 with error bars is estimated from the averagght of the plateaus such as the one
seen in Fig. 8. This log-frequency slightly decreases withThere are two clear humps in the
lower panel around late July and mid August 2000. The humprattenid August is higher than the
other one. The corresponding log-frequendfes 1.60 — 1.70 are compatible with those reported
in Table 1.

2.5 Role of log-periodic harmonics

The spectral Lomb analyses reported above (see figures 4)axiwell as a the visual structure
of the S&P500 time series suggest the presence of a ratlergstrarmonic at the angular log-
frequency2w. The possible importance of harmonics in order to qualify-periodicity is made
also more credible by recent analyses of log-periodicitiiyidrodynamic turbulence data [27, 30]
which have demonstrated the important role of higher haiosan the detection of log-periodicity.

We thus revisit the parametric log-periodic fits of sectio@ @ith formula (1) using (4) to
include the effect of an harmonic at the angular log-fregyelw. In this goal, we postulate the
formula

Inp(t) = A+ B4+ C7%cos [wln (1) + ¢1] + D7 cos [2wIn (1) + ¢2] , (16)

which differs from equation (1) by the addition of the lastteproportional to the amplitud®.
This formula has two additional parameters compared withtfile amplitudeD of the harmonic
and its phase». We follow the fit procedure of Ref. [31] with minor modificatis, which itself
adapts the slaving method of [8, 9]. By rewriting Eq. (16)w&s(t) = A+ Bf(t)+Cg(t)+ Dh(t),



we obtain a system of 4 linear equations for the four var@ldleB, C andD:

> Inp; N X fi XYoo Xh A

Y(p)fi | _ | Xfi X Xafi Zhfi | | B (17)
>-(Inp;)g; Sgi Y figi Y9 Y higs c |-

>-(Inp;)h; Shi X fiki Y gihi Y h? D

wherep; = p(t;), fi = f(t:), gi = g(t;) andh; = h(t;). Solving analytically this system allows
us to slave the four parametefs B, C and D to the other parameters in the search for the best fit.
With this approach, we find that the search of the optimalrpetars is very stable and provides fits
of very good quality in spite of the remaining five free par&ans

The results are listed in Table 2 and depicted in figure 10.fithesiduals are reduced consid-
erably compared with the fits reported in Table 1. The impnowat of the fits are obvious when
comparing Fig. 10 with figure 2. Note also that| < |C| (|C| = 5|D|) which is in agreement with
the fact that the spectral peak of the fundamental log-faqu is much higher than the peak of the
second harmonic approximately by a facipas shown in Fig. 4 and Fig. 7.

We have also tested whether the addition of a third log-feeqy aroundf ~ 2.8 (which is
not a third harmonic), as suggested from the spectral Lonaltys@s shown in figures 4 and 7),
could improve and/or modify the fit. We found a slight but regnificant reduction of the root-
mean-square error with negligible modification of the figgesting that this log-frequency is due
to noise.

Since expression (16) contains the formula (1) as a speasd /@ = 0, we can use Wilk’s
theorem [18] and the statistical methodology of nested thgses to assess whether the hypothesis
that D = 0 can be rejected. Therefore, the null hypothesis and itenaltiee are

1. Hy: D = 0;
2. Hy: D #0;

The method proceeds as follows. By assuming a Gaussiaibdigin of observation errors (resid-
uals) at each data point, the maximum likelihood estimatibthe parameters amounts exactly to
the minimization of the sum of the square over all data pqmitaumbern) of the differences;(7)
between the mathematical formula and the data [17]. Thelatdrdeviatiors; with j = 0,1 of
the fits to the data associated respectively with (1) andi€LGven by1/n times the sum of the

squares over all data points of the diﬁerenéffso%(z‘) between the mathematical formula and the
data, estimated for the optimal parameters of the fit. Thdikalihoods corresponding to the two
hypotheses are thus given by

Lij=—-nlnv2r —nlno; —n/2, (18)

where the third term results from the product of Gaussianisarikelihood, which is of the form
x Hexp 5 o) /20 | = exp[—n/2],

from the definitions? = (1/n) >} [5§0) (4)]2. Then, according to Wilk theorem of nested hy-
potheses, the log-likelihood- rat|o

T = —2(Lo — L1) = 2n(Inoy —Inoy) , 19)
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is a chi-square variable with degrees of freedom, wheteis the number of restricted parameters
[5]. In the present case, we hake= 1.

The Wilk test thus amounts to calculate the probability tihat obtained value of' can be
overpassed by chance alone. If this probability is smah, fieans that chance is not a convincing
explanation for the large value @f which becomes meaningful. This implies a rejection of the
hypothesis thaD = 0 is sufficient to explain the data and favor the fit with# 0 as statistically
significant.

In our test, the beginning of the fitted data set is fixed at 08-2000, while the end of the data
set varies from 01-Jan-2001 to 24-Aug-2002. The resulthei¥ilk test are presented in Table 3.
Increasing the number of points decreases the probalbilitytihe obtained probability to overpass
may result from chance, and thus increases the statistipafisance of the fit with Eq. (16). Since
the assumption of Gaussian noise is most probably an umstiersgion of the real distribution of
noise amplitudes, the very significant improvement in thaligquof the fit brought by the use of
Eg. (16) quantified in Table 3 provides most probably a lowmrra for the statistical significance
of the hypothesis thab should be chosen non-zero, above #9e8% confidence level. Indeed,
a non-Gaussian noise with a fat-tailed distribution wouddelspected to decrease the relevance of
competing formulas, whose performance could be scramhbiddoa made fuzzy. The clear and
strong result of the Wilk test with assumed Gaussion nolses ¢onfirm a very strong significance
of Eq. (16).

Strengthened by this analysis of the strong relevance addéhend harmonics atv, we revisit
the Nikkei index and fit it in the first 2.6 years of its decayrttey in January 1990 using (16)
to test whether the second harmonics is also important ®Nikkei index. The fit is compared
with the log-price in Fig. 11. We find indeed an impressive fiayement, as the mean square
error y = 0.0457 is significantly smaller than the mean square egror 0.0535 obtained with
expression (1) and whose fit is shown in Fig. 1.

3 Discussion and prediction

Starting from a visual analogy with the Nikkei index shiftegl 11 years, the first point of the anal-
yses presented above is to have established with stronficagee the existence of an anti-bubble
followed by the S&P500 index approximately since July-AsigR2000. This anti-bubble is charac-
terized by an overall power law decay of the index decoratestitong log-periodic oscillations.
Following the analogy with the trajectory of the Nikkei ind&l years earlier, the second point
is that a comparison between the fits obtained with equatibhand (3) shows that the S&P500
index has not yet entered into the second phase in which theanog-frequency may start its
shift to another value, as did the Nikkei index after abobtyars of its decay. We may expect
this to occur in the future. Not being able to estimate diyettte parameter); controlling this
transition due to the smallness of the S&P500 index antblaburation, we can however offer the
following guess, based on the hypothesis that the vatuesnd A, given by the fit of expression
(3) to the logarithm of the Nikkei index are reasonable estéwn of those for the S&P500 index.
We use also the parameters in the columrgQf; = Aug-01-2000 of Table 1 for the first order
regime and extrapolate the fitted curve to 2006 (continumas.| Using the values of the fits with
(1) and plugging in the values a&; and A, from the Nikkei index in expression (3) gives the
dashed line shown in Fig. 12. The crossover from the firstraietgme to the second order regime
is here suggested to occur in the first half of 2004. Fig. 1@ edsnpares the first-order fit and the
second-order guess with formula (16) taking into accouatsicond harmonics. Fig. 12 suggests
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that the next broad minimum of the S&P500 index will occurhe first semester of 2004. This is
consistent with the prediction (13) using Shank’s tramstation.

The third important point is the improvement in the qualitiytioe fits and therefore in the
potential for predictions when adding the harmonic&wat as shown in figure 10 compared with
figure 2. Figure 2 suggests a local maximum of the S&P500 iadexnd the end of the first quarter
of 2003, while figure 10 refines this prediction by seeing atieggpeak before but close to the end
of 2002. These two predictions are not in contradiction: gregliction of figure 10 shows that the
oscillatory structure of S&P500 index implies several upd downs in the coming year, with a
tendency to appreciate for a while before going down agaitméyend of 2003.

Ideally, we would like to combine the effect of the secondesrformula (3) with the impact of
the second harmonics described by expression (16). We sikoyhadding to (16) a term with the
same structure as the one proportionat’toin (3) with w replaced by2w, again fixingA; and A,
at the values determined from the Nikkei index. Figure 13 paras the result of this fit with that
with (16) and their extropolation up to close to the end of@00hese two curves provide a sense
of the future directions of the S&P500 index and their prdbalegree of variability.

4 Concluding remarks

The growing awareness in 2002 of the crisis in the Americaemiiral system is reminiscent of the
starting point of Japan’s massive financial bubble burstentioan 10 years before and of the inter-
twining of the bad debts and bad performance of banks whqgsitat#s invested in the shares of
other banks, thus creating the potential for a catastropdscade of bankrupts. Japan has rediscov-
ered before the US the faults of the 19th century financiaksys$n the US in which stock markets
were so much intertwined with their overall banking finahagstem, that busts and bursts oc-
curred more than once every decade, with firms losing theditlines and workers and consumers
their savings and often their employment. It is often saat the 1930s depression was the last of
the stock market and bank-induced economic collapses. fdvarny fuzziness between financial
banking systems and stock markets, in part due to the iniemgain information technology, has
re-created the climate for stronger bubbles and more praramlilosses of confidence leading to
long-lived bearish regimes possibly nucleating depressio

A big problem is that, in the collapse following them, polityterventions such as lowering
interest rates, reducing taxes, government spending gaskand any measure to restore investors’
confidence may be much less effective, as discovered witBapanese so-called liquididy trap, a
process in which government and the central bank policy iescessentially useless. In addition,
loss of confidence by investors (for instance following ttafls in accounting in the US) may lead
to a non-negligible cost to the overall economy [4], pronglia positive feedback reinforcing the
bearish climate.

We have proposed that the trajectories of the US and Japatasle markets could be un-
derstood in large part by taking into account imitative amdding mechanisms, both stemming
possibly from rational or irrational behaviors. A key indient entering probably in the imitative
and herding processes is the phenomenon of investor coofidéinhas recently been argued [24]
that investor confidence can be understood far better if es@naes not that investors have rational
expectations, but that they have what economists call tadapxpectations.” Individuals with ra-
tional expectations predict others’ behavior by focusindheir external incentives and constraints.
In contrast, individuals with adaptive expectations predihers’ behavior (including possibly the
behavior of such an abstract “other” as the stock market)xinagolating from the past. In addi-

12



tion, confidence and trust in the market have been shown taljecied to history effects [24]. We
believe that these behavioral traits provide fundamentatsrunderlying the validity of our analysis
which, ultimately, can be viewed similarly as nothing butattier complex nonlinear) extrapolation
of the past.

Our theory does not describe the common “stationary” eiamutf the stock market, but rather
is specifically tailored for identifying “monsters” or anaires (bubbles and their end) and for
classifying their agonies. We claim that these agonies dtitebubbles) are mostly shaped by
collective effects between economic and stock market agenth their imitation and confidence
(and lack thereof) idiosynchracies. Ultimately, our dggmn must leave place to a recovery of the
fundamental pricing principles (and of possible emergsmdé@ew speculative bubbles) but, before
this, it describes the way by which collective effects cohitn large part the processes towards this
recovery.

The present study complements and makes more precise ayg@rie focusing at longer times
scales, based on three pieces of evidence, namely the govetHong time scales of population,
gross national product and stock market indices [14, 20]chvissued a prediction that starting
around 1999, a 5 to 10 years consolidation of internatiot@dksmarkets will occur, allowing a
purge after the over-aggressive appetite of the precedingd®. For more than the last two years,
this prediction has been born out. The present study confinlasmpression that the US stock
market is not yet on the verge of recovery.

With its extraordinary and unparalleled growth, its enguiiecade-long absence of growth, its
crowded land, its aging population, is Japan a precursdreohéw regime that mankind has to shift
to, as discussed in [14, 20]? It seems that the present gaéliin of the US market to be in an anti-
bubble phase is entirely in line with these predictions.nfreolarger perspective and at the horizon
of the end of the first half of this century, the behavior ofsitastock markets raise the following
question: shall we learn the lessons of previous bubblesceashes/depressions and shall we be
able to transit to a qualitatively different organizatioheasonomic and cultural exchanges before
the fundamental limitations of a finite earth and limited fmmintelligence set in?
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Table 1: Fitted parameters using equations (1) and (3) o8&#500 index. The parameters with
subscript 0 correspond to fits using equation (1) togethdr (&). The subscripts 1 and 2 refer to
fits with expressions (1) and (3) respectively together \{dh The rows ofyg, x1 andys present
the standard deviations (r.m.s.) of the residuals for diffe fits. Note that the fits with the first-
order formula (1) with definition (2) are unstable and séresio ¢.;.,:. COMparing parameters with
subscripts 1 and 2, one can see that applying (4) improvesisantly the quality of the fits. With
this new symmetric definition (4), we find that the first-oréiesr using (1) are quite robust and close
to the fits with the second-order formula (3). Tihald values are discussed in the text.

tstart 01/03 01/04 01/05 01/06 01/07 01/08 01/09 01/20 01/11 01/12

teo 02/28 01/24 04/05 03/16 06/21 07/19 08/15 07/16 08/13 09/12
te1 07/12 07/18 08/06 08/06 08/06 08/18  08/10 08/10 08/17 09/18
teo 07/13 07/19 08/05 08/06 08/13 08/18 08/11 08/10 08/15 09/15

xo X100 3.969 3.790 3.752 3.605 3.423 3.303 3.277 3.363 3.369 3.406
x1 x 100 3.431 3.317 3.187 3.217 3.229 3.218 3.2773.307 3.370 3.407
x2 X100 3.415 3315 3.182 3.215 3.209 3.218 3.276 3.307 3.370 3.407

Qo 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.83 0.71 0.67 0.67 0.70 0.75 0.76
o1 0.80 0.74 0.71 0.70 0.69 0.68 0.66 0.73 0.75 0.77

a9 0.76 0.76 0.70 0.70 0.68 0.68 0.66 0.73 0.75 0.76
wo 1423 1532 13.12 13.77 1209 11.00 10.12 11.20 10.19 9.37
w1 10.79 11.01 10.30 10.35 10.50 10.04 f10.31 10.30 10.06 9.17

w9 11.33 10.82 10.37 10.38 10.22 10.03 10.27 1029 10.11 9.29
@0 3.49 4.99 2.03 0.59 4.16 5.34 5.17 4.01 1.55 4.09
D1 0.15 2.10 3.78 3.46 5.74 5.72 3.86 3.91 5.53 2.29
®2 6.28 3.31 3.34 3.27 1.35 5.80 412 3.97 2.03 4.67
Ay 7.33 7.33 7.33 7.33 7.33 7.32 7.34 7.31 7.30 7.27
As 7.33 7.33 7.33 7.33 7.33 7.32 7.33 7.31 7.30 7.28

By x 1000 -2.10 -3.10 -410 -420 -438 -492 -5.66 -3.40 -2.78 -241
By x 1000 -2.85 -2.87 -423 -427 -4.88 -4.89 -550 -8.37 -278 -254
C; x1000 0.47 -0.68 0.92 094 -0.99 1.13 1.25 0.82 0.70  -0.67
Cy x 1000 -0.62 -0.64 0.94 095 -1.10 1.13 1.22 081 -0.70 0.70
At 12128 24032 35135 93922 64998 94620 100000 97552 94581 98337
Aw 0.00 4.92 6.04 8.39 0.11 2.79 0.00 0.00 0.26 9.98
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Table 2: Parameters of the fit with equation (16) with (4) & 8&P500 index for differents;.,+.
The fit residuals are strongly reduced compared with theHiisva in Table 1. Thdold columns
correspond to the values tf., giving basically the same values for, o andw.

tstart 01/03 01/04 01/05 01/06 01/07 01/08 bf01/09 01/10 01/11 01/12
te 06/15 07/15 07/16 08/04 08/12 08/21 08/04 06/14 08/10 06/04
x x 100 3.009 2.858 2.713 2711 2.680 2690 2661 2700 2712 2.687
@ 079 068 065 065 061 0.61 0.54 0.60 0.57 0.57
w 12,12 1156 11.77 10.70 10.74 10.26 1097 1224 10.86 12.49
01 388 501 376 141 139 452 2.89 6.28 0.59 1.35
b2 490 066 439 298 280 284 5.83 0.24 1.20 2.88
A 733 734 734 734 734 7.33 7.38 7.39 7.35 7.40
B x1000 -2.19 -468 -559 577 -760 -7.36 -1242 -8.38 -10.34 610.
C x1000 0.44 -092 -109 121 154 158 -2.29 -1.44  2.03 1.79
D x1000 0.22 047 059 -053 -0.77 -0.71 -1.14 -0.77 -1.03 -0.96
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Table 3: Likelihood-ratio test of the hypothesis thiat 0 in Eq. (16). The beginning of the data
set for fit is set to be fixed at 09-Aug-2000. The end of the datavaries from 01-Jan-2001 to
24-Aug-2002. The: column gives the number of the data set for each fit. The camfléevel
gquantified byProba decreases on average with There is no doubt that th&; hypothesis of
D =+ 0 can not be rejected for all cases in #%£8% confidence level.

tast n o1 0o T Proba
01/01/01 101 0.0235 0.0283 18.70.0015%
01/31/01 121 0.0310 0.0381 24.8< 107*%
03/02/01 142 0.0341 0.0440 36.2< 10~*%
04/01/01 163 0.0578 0.0616 10.3 0.13%
05/01/01 183 0.0831 0.0934 21.30.0004%
05/31/01 204 0.0949 0.1026 15.90.0067%
06/30/01 225 0.0984 0.1064 17.70.0026%
07/30/01 245 0.1022 0.1260 51.2< 10~*%
08/29/01 267 0.1087 0.1544 93.9< 10*%
09/28/01 284 0.1332 0.1897 100.4 10~*%
10/28/01 305 0.1817 0.2181 55.7< 107*%
11/27/01 325 0.1855 0.2512 98.4< 107*%
12/27/01 346 0.1971 0.2552 89.4< 10~4%
01/26/02 365 0.1987 0.2659 106.2< 10*%
02/25/02 385 0.2055 0.2895 132.0< 10*%
03/27/02 407 0.2329 0.3274 138.6< 107*%
04/26/02 428 0.2363 0.3353 149.% 10*%
05/26/02 448 0.2482 0.3456 148.3< 10*%
06/25/02 469 0.2573 0.3515 146.4 10~*%
07/25/02 489 0.3170 0.4867 209.6< 10~%%
08/24/02 510 0.3582 0.5339 203.6< 107*%
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Figure 1. Comparison between the evolutions of the US S&Ra@&x from 1996 till August, 24,
2002 (bottom and right axes) and the Japanese Nikkei index 1985 to 1993 (top and left axes).
The years are written on the horizontal axis (and marked ligkaoh the axis) where January 1 of
that year occurs. The dashed line is the simple log-perifmdtiaula (1) fitted to the Nikkei index.
The data used in this fit goes from 01-Jan-1990 to 01-Jul-IPBR The parameter values ate=
28-Dec-1989 = 0.38, w = 5.0, ¢ = 2.59, A = 10.76, B = —0.067 andC' = —0.011. The
fit error isxy = 0.0535. The dash-dotted line is the improved nonlinear log-péciddrmula (3)
developed in [21] fitted to the Nikkei index. The Nikkei inddata used in this fit goes from 01-
Jan-1990 to 01-Jul-1995 [11]. The parameter valueg are 27-Dec-1989 = 0.38, w = 4.8,

¢ = 6.27, Ay = 6954, A, = 6.5, A = 10.77, B = —0.070, C' = 0.012. The fit error isy =
0.0603. The continuous line is the fit of the Nikkei index with therthiorder formula developed in
Ref. [11]. The Nikkei index data used in the fit goes from 0t-1890 to 31-Dec-2000. The fit is
performed by fixing., o« andw at the values obtained from the second-order fit and adgsinty
Ay, A, A, Al andg. The parameter values afg = 1696, A; = 5146, A, = —1.7, Al = 40,

¢ =16.27, A =10.86, B = —0.090, C = —0.0095. The fit error isy = 0.0867. In the three fitsA,

B and(C are slaved to the other variables by multiplier approacharhateration of optimization
search. The inset shows the 13-year Nikkei anti-bubble thighfit with the third-order formula
shown as the continuous line. The parameter values\are 52414, A} = 17425, A, = 23.7,
Al = 1275, ¢ = 5.57, A = 10.57, B = —0.045, C = 0.0087. The fit error isy = 0.1101. In
all our fits, times are expressed in units of days, in contkéstthe yearly unit used in [11]). Thus,
the parameter® andC are different since they are unit-dependent, while all ttheioparameters
are independent of the units.
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Figure 2: The S&P500 index anti-bubble fitted fragp,,« to August, 24, 2002, with the improved
scheme (4) inserted in the two formulas (1) (upper panel@nfower panel) for different choices
of tstart, SPanning from Mar-01-2000 to Dec-01-2000. The dottedslisizow the predicted future
trajectories. One see that the fits are robust with respetiffezent starting date.
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Figure 3: The residuals(t) defined in Eq. (14) as a function bf(¢ — ¢.). The three plots from top
to bottom correspond respectively#o= 15-Jul-2000¢,. = 01-Aug-2000 and. = 15-Aug-2000.
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Figure 4: Lomb periodograms of the residua(g) shown in Fig. 3. The highest Lomb peaks are
very significant. The second harmonics is also visible amddieated by a downward pointing ar-

row. The inset shows a magnification of the Lomb periodogmatheé neighborhood of the stronger
peaks.
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Figure 5: Amplitude of the highest Lomb peaks (lower panel) their associated log-frequencies
(upper panel) obtained by apply the parametric detrenddpgcach of section 2.4.1 for 21 different
critical ¢. evenly spaced in the time interval from 15-Jul-2000 to 1p-3@00.

23



20

-200

—40! ! ! ! ! !
20

In p(t)

o-20F

DH

-40 ! ! ! ! !
50

-50
4 45

55
In(t-t)

Figure 6: The(H, g)-derivatives of the logarithm of the S&P500 index as a fuwrcof In(t — ¢.)
for three value of.: 15-Jul-2000 withH = 0 andg = 0.8 in the top panel, 02-Aug-2000 with

H = 0.5 andg = 0.7 in the mid panel, and 16-Aug-2000 wifth = 0.4 andq = 0.7 in the bottom
panel.
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Figure 7: Lomb periodograms of ttiéZ, ¢)-derivatives shown in Fig. 6 for three different value of
t.. The highest Lomb peaks are even more significant than tlmoB&i 4. The inset shows the
magnified Lomb peaks in the neighborhood of the maxima.
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16-Aug-2000. The plateau gt

1.6240.07 is a signature of the robustness of the detection of logspgaity by the( H, ¢)-analysis.

c =

Figure 8: Log-frequency as a function of andgq for ¢
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Figure 9: The highest Lomb peaks (lower panel) and theircatsa log-frequencies (upper panel)
obtained by apply the non-parametiiél, ¢)-analysis for 21 different critical, evenly spaced
shown as the abscissa. The Lomb peak height and the logefneylare obtained by averaging
all Lomb periodograms over all pai($7, ¢q) defined by scanning/ from —1 to 1 with spacing).1
andq from 0.1 to 0.9 with spacing0.1.

27



7.4 T T T

7.3F

In(S&P500)

34
©
T

6.7 : .

Date

Figure 10: All the fitted functions using Eq. (16). The dotletes show the predicted future
trajectories. One sees that the fits are quite robust witfertgo different starting datg. ... from
Mar-01-2000 to Dec-01-2000.
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Figure 11: Fit of the 2.6 first years of the Nikkei index antisble from Jan-01-1990 to Jul-31-
1992 by Eqg. (16) to test for the importance of a second haresoriihe parameter values are=
27-Dec-1989 = 0.42, w = 5.1, ¢1 = 5.60, ¢po = 1.80, A = 10.72, B = —0.051, C' = 0.0096
andD = 0.0034. The r.m.s. error of this fitig = 0.0457.
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Figure 12: Prediction of a change of regime from the first ofdemula (1) to the second order
formula (3). For the first order formula (1), we use the par@nsecorresponding t§. = Aug-01-
2000 given in Table 1. The second order fit (3) uses the sanzngder values as the first-order
formula with the addition that\; and A, are fixed to the values determined the corresponding
fit to the Nikkei index extending over 5 years of data. The sovsr between the two formulas
is predicted to occur in the first semester of 2004. We alsavdioo comparison the fit using
expression (16) taking into account the second harmoniteangular log-frequencdw, with the
parameters given in Table 2.
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Figure 13: Combination of the effect of the second-ordemida (3) with the impact of the second
harmonics described by expression (16) (see text for eaptars). The corresponding fit (thin
continuous line) is compared with expression (16) (secamnthbnic effect only in thick continuous
line) and extrapolates them up to close to the end of 2006.
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