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A bstract

A hypothesisthat the nancial log-periodicity, cascading selfsim ilarity through var-
Jous tin e scales, carries signatures of a law is pursued. It is shown that the m ost
signi cant historical nancial events can be classi ed am azingly well using a singke

and unigque value of the preferred scaling factor = 2, which indicates that its real
value should be close to this num ber. T his applies even to a declining decelerating
Jogperiodic phase. C rucial in this connection is identi cation of a \superbubblk"

(bubble on bubble) phenom enon . Identifying a potential \universal" preferred scal-
iIng factor, asundertaken here, m ay signi cantly in prove the predictive power ofthe
corresponding m ethodology. Several m ore speci ¢ related results include evidence
that:

(1) the realend of the high technology bubbl on the stock m arket started W ih a
decelerating logperiodic draw down) In the begining of Septem ber 2000;

(i) a parallel 20002002 decline seen in the Standard & Poor’s 500 from the log—
periodic perspective is already ofthe sam e signi cance as the one ofthe early 1930s
and ofthe Jate 1970s;

(iil) all this points to a much m ore serious global crash In around 2025, of course
from a levelm uch higher (at least one order ofm agniude) than in 2000.
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1 Introduction

T he suggestion that nancialdynam icsm ay be govemed by phenom ena anal-
ogous to crticality in the statistical physics sense and, especially, the related
subtle conospt of logperdodicity [L{4] proves exciting and at the same time
som ew hat controversial B{7]. In its conventional form criticality implies a
scale invariance which, fora properly de ned function F (x) characterizing the
system , m eans that

F(x)= F (x): @)

A positive constant in this equation describbes how the properties of the
system change when it is rescaled by the factor . One obvious solution to
this equation is:

Fo)=x ; @)

where = In( )=In( ).I representsa standard power-aw that is characteris-
tic of continuous scale-invariance and s the corresponding critical exponent.

T he zigzag character of nancial dynam ics attracts attention to the general
solution B]ofEqg. (1):

Fx)=xP ImE=nh()): 3)

P denotes a periodic function of period one. T he dom Inating scaling (2) thus
acquires a correction that isperiodic in In (x). T his solution can be interpreted
In tem s of discrete scale-invariance P] and a com plex critical exponent [10].
A functional form ofP is not detem ined at this kevel. It only dem ands that
if

x=T TJ “4)

where T denotes the ordinary tin e Jabeling the original price tin e series, rep—
resents a distance to the critical point T, the resulting spacings between the
corresponding consecutive repeatable structures at x, (le., m Inina or m ax—
In a) ofthe logperiodic oscillations seen In the linear scale ollow a geom etric
contraction according to the relation

Xn Xn
e ©)

Xn+2 Xn+1



The critical points coincide w ith the accum ulation of such oscillations and,
In the context of the nancialdynam ics, it is this e ect that potentially can
be used for prediction provided  is really well de ned and constant. O ur
previous contrbution (@] provides two related elem ents that tum out to be
essential for a proper Interpretation and handling of the nancial pattems.
O ne isthe suggestion that consistency ofthe theory requires that, ifapplicabl,
the log-periodic scenario is tom anifest its action selfsim ilarly through various
tin e scales. Im prints of such e ects have also been found @] in the real stock
m arketsand furthercon m ed n Ref. [13].Second is iddenti cation #]that

2 isthem ost approprate preferred scaling factor through various tin e scales,
In am azing consistency w ith those found for a whole variety of other com plex
system s O{12]. Below we present an attem pt to classify all the signi cant
historical events on the world’s leading stock m arket, Including the 2000{2002
declining and log-periodically decelerating phase, w thin such a schem e.

2 Logperiodic S&P 500 in 1970 —2002

T he above period includes essentially the whole spectrum ofe ects of interest
from the present perspective. It seem s that the best scalar representation
of the world global econom ic developm ent during this perdod is in temm s of
the Standard & Poor’s 500 index. Kesping in m ind that there exists som e
freedom in choosing a speci ¢ form ofthe periodic function P in Eg.(3), which
In poses a serious restriction on the m athem atical rigour of the corresponding
m ethodology, we take the rst term of its Fourder expansion,

I

P (n®)=I( ))=A+Boos(2—]n(x)+ ): (6)
Thisofcourse mpliesthat ! = 2 =In( ).A uni used to measure x (equiv—
alently T) can be absorbed nto . W ith our = 2 we then try to obtain

the best representation of the oscillatory structure seem in the realm arket
during this period. T he other param eters of Egs. (3) and (6) are not relevant
for the present discussion and, since they are also nonuniversal @], are not
listed here. The result for the S& P500 is shown in Fig. la and can be seen
to ram ain system atically in phase w ith the corresponding m arket trends ap-—
proxin ately pointing to September 1, 2000 as the date of the reversal of the
alm ost 20 years global increasing trend. It is interesting to see that the fam ous
Black M onday of O ctober 19, 1987, ts perfectly and constitutes one of the
prom inent log-periodic precursors of a m ore serious global crash that started
In September 2000. A closer Inspection of the vicinity of this date, cbtained
by them agni cation presented in F ig. 1b, show s two other relevant elam ents.
Tt clearly indicates that them odulus ofthe cosine in Eq. (6) provides a better
representation for the log-periodic m odulation. Secondly, it provides indepen-—
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Fig. 1. @) Logarithm of the Standard & Poor’s 500 over the period 1970{2002
versus its corresponding log-periodic representation (solid line) in term s ofEgs. (3)
and (6). ) S&P500 from 1997 till end of August 2002. The solid lines serve as
a reference illustrating the log-periodically accelerating and decelerating scenarios
wih a comm on tim e of crash T = 1:92000.Them odulusofthe cosine n Eqg. (6) is
found here to constitute a better representation . T he preferred scaling factor = 2
is used everyw here.



dent evidence that the realdate T, m arking reverse ofthe upw ard globaltrend
is the begining of Septem ber 2000, as it is exactly at this tin e that the de—
celkerating log-periodic oscillations accom panying the decline start. Such an
In pressive synchronization of the end of a log-periodically acoelerating bub-
bl phase w ith the begining of log-periodically decelerating \antibubble" [14]
phase is spectacular, and can indeed be considered as an extra argum ent in
favour of the consistency of the log-periodic scenario m ay o er. Furthem ore,
the sam e preferred scaling factor = 2 hasbeen used In the analytical repre—
sentation for the decelerating phase shown in Fig. 1b, and it looks optin al.

3 Phenom enon of a \superbubble"

The last few years of the stock m arket developm ent during the period dis-
cussed above was driven by the high-technology sector, whose approprate
m easure is provided by the Nasdag. How its goeci ¢ tin edependence relates
to the S& P500 ofF ig. 1b, especially In the context of the log-periodic phase
transition seen there, is thus a naturaland intriguing question. Since the high
technology sector has been the leader in dictating the global trend, one ex—
pects the sam e scenario to apply. W hile this is true during the decline starting
in Septamber 2000, as can be seen from F ig. 2a, the N asdaq developm ent does
not, however, paralkl exactly that of the S& P 500 during the bubble phase.
The Nasdag value n M arch 2000 is signi cantly higher than at T, of Septem —
ber 1.Thism ay tem pt one to view [L5] late M arch 2000 as the tin e m arking
the end ofthe high-technology speculative bubble. T his, to som e extent, m ay
be considered a m atter of taste, although the N asdaqg clearly follow s its long
term trend precisely until Septem ber. Tts oscillation pattems in tin e also co—
incide w ith accum ulation of oscillations pointing to Septem ber, as prescribed
by our postulated universal value of .Reooncilation w ithin the soirit of the
hierarchy of selfsim ilar log-periodic pattems can be obtained by the follow Ing
additional postulate, which allow s one to better understand the subtleties of
the underlying dynam ics: The substructure in the period N ovember 1999 —
M arch 2000, as one of the consecutive Increases In the sequence of long tem

Jog-periodic pattem, gets boosted Into a localbubbl on top of a long tem

bubble, and therefore we temm it a \superbubbk". T his local \superbubbl"
then crashes (as at the end ofM arch 2000) and the system retums to a nor-
m albubbl state that eventually crashes at the tine (here Septem ber 2000)
determ ined by the long tem pattems. In fact, a trace of the sam e frequency
log-periodic oscillations can even be seen to accom pany the dynam ics of this
\superbubbk", as shown In F ig. 2b.

A s far as such exotic e ects are concemed, the Nasdaqg is not an excsption.
In this regard even m ore goectacular, as illustrated In Fig. 3a and Fig. 3b,
w as the gold price developm ent around 1980. Tts extram ely sharp log-periodic
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Fig. 2. @) The Nasdag Composite from 1997 through August 2002 and its
log-periodic representation (solid line) in tem s ofEgs. (3) and (6), w ith the m odu—
lus of the cosine. () The N asdag \superbubble" of N ovem ber 1999 { M arch 2000.
T he solid line illistrates its own short temm log-periodic developm ent. T he preferred
scaling factor = 2 isused throughout.
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Fig.3.The gold price over the period 1978{1982 and the corresponding log-periodic
representations in tem s of Egs. (3) and (6), on both sides of T = 15:9:1980 w ith
the same = 2. (p) The gold price \superbubble" com pared to the optin al short
temm log-periodic scenarios w ith the sam e preferred scaling factor.



( = 2) bubbl also boosts one of its upgoing substructures into a \super—
bubbl", which iself develops is own log-periodic oscillations w ith the sam e
scaling factor, and the global Iong temm log-periodic bubbl eventually starts
decaying, also logperiodically with = 2. Such a scenario also resolves the
di culy encountered in Ref. [L5] of 1lling the gap between the gold price

maxinum and the onset of the decelerating log-periodic phase. O ur general
rem ark in this context is that overlooking such e ects of the \superbubbls"

m ay lead to awhole spectrum of ‘s, which isboth unaesthetic and m iskading.

4 Looking into future

Having ocollected from several tim e scales quite interesting evidence of uni-
versality of the nancial log-periodicity, it is now natural to look from this
persoective at the m ost extended period of the recorded stock m arket activity
as dated since 1800 [16]. A nearly optin al corresponding log-periodic repre—
sentation versus the S& P 500 data is shown in Fig. 4 using theusual = 2.1kt
w ell reproduces the two ocbvious dips of the 1930s and Jate 1970s, and even the
broad one in the m id of the 19th century, and it also points to the one that
started in Septem ber 2000, as discussed above, as another of the sam e order.
T he year 2002 m ade already clear that it can be considered as such. T he sig—
ni cance of this Jast draw down indicates that it m ay not fully recover before
2004. A m ore detaiked lkely Intem ediate developm ent can be estim ated by
extrapolating a decelerating structure of F ig. 1b, which allow s som e vital In—
crease starting late In 2002, possibly accom panied by accelerating log-periodic
sub-pattems on am aller tin e scales $]. &t, however, also indicates that In the
year 2010 the S& P 500 is very lkely to assum e values factor of a few larger
than in 2002.E xtrapolating this developm ent even further ahead in tin e, one
also sees that it tends around 2025 to a m uch Jarger decline than anything we
have experienced so far. That such a scenario deserves to be seriously taken
Into account we also conclude from the fact that we had it provisionally al-
ready In 1999 at the tin e of extrem e euphoria, and it was signaling a large
dip exactly at the begining of 21st century, which indeed occurred.

5 Summ ary

T he analysis presented above provides not only further argum ents in favour
of the existence of the log-periodic com ponent iIn nancial dynam ics, self-
sin ilarly on various tim e scales, but also Indicates that the corresponding
central param eter —the preferred scaling factor —m ay very wellbe a constant
close to 2. In this way it is possibl to cbtain a consistent relation between
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Fig. 4. Logarithm ofthe Standard & Poor’s 500 index ilustrating its developm ent
since 1800 [L6]. The values prior to is o cial introduction are reconstructed from
historicaldata [16]. T he solid line represents the optin al log-periodic representation
appropriate to this tin e scale w ith the usualpreferred scaling factor. T he fact that
the third m inim um In the solid line com es a little bi later than in the realdatam ay
seam som ew hat disturbing. In this connection, however, i is Interesting to notice
that when correcting for a huge In ation, esgpecially at that tine, them inImum In
the realdata gets shifted to the early 1980s.

the pattems and i allow sm ore reliablk extrapolations into the future. It also
allow s the log-periodicity to pretend to the status ofa law . O focourse, on short
tin e scales it is a fragik one, as the real nancialm arket is exposed to m any
\extemal" factors, such as unexpected wars or other political events, which
m ay distort its intemal hierarchical structure on the organizationalaswellas
on the dynam ical Jlevel. In this connection it is worth raem em bering that the
functional form of the log-periodic m odulation so far is not supplied by the-
oretical argum ents and this opens room for som e m athem atically unrigorous
assignm ents ofpattems, as is often needed in orderto properly interpret them .
Identifying a hierarchy of tin e scales and a universal preferred scaling ratio is
crucial In this connection and very helpful for real predictions. Strict tting
of the lowest order tetm In the Fourier expansion of the periodic function In
Eg. (3) is typically not an optim al procedure. Here it serves basically as a
convenient representation to guide the eye.
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