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A bstract

W e com pare the probability distribbution of retums for the threem a pr stodk-m arket
Indices NN asdaqg, S& P 500, and D ow -Jones) w ith an analytical form ula recently de—
rived by D ragulescu and Y akovenko for the H eston m odelw ith stochastic variance.
For the period of 1982{1999, we nd a very good agreem ent between the theory
and the data for a w ide range of tim e lags from 1 to 250 days. O n the other hand,
deviations start to appear w hen the data for 2000{2002 are included.W e interpret
this as a statistical evidence of the m apr change in the m arket from a positive
grow th rate In 1980s and 1990s to a negative rate in 2000s.
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1 Introduction

M odels of m ultiplicative Brownian m otion with stochastic volatility have
been a sub Ect of extensive studies In  nance, particularly In relation with
option pricing [L]. O ne of the popular m odels is the so—called Heston m odel
R], for which m any exact m athem atical results can be obtained. Recently,
D ragulescu and Yakovenko O Y ) Blderived a closed analytical form ula forthe
probability distribution function PDF) of logretums in the Heston m odel.
They found an excellent agreem ent between the formula and the em pirdcal
data for the D ow-Jones Index for the period of 1982{2001. ( iscussion of
other work on retums distrbution and references can be found in Ref. [3].)

In the present paper, we extend the com parison by Including the data for
Nasdag and S& P500.W e nd that theDY fomula agrees very wellw ith the
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data for the period of 1982{1999. H owever, when the data for 20002002 are
Included, system atic deviations are observed, which re ect a swich of the
m arket from upward to downward trend around 2000.

2 P robability distribution of log—returns in the H eston m odel

In this Section, we brie y summ arize the results ofthe DY paper B].Let us
consider a stock, whose price S, as a function of tin e t, cbeys the stochastic
di erential equation ofm ultiplicative B rownian m otion:

dS.= S.dt+ S.dw . : @)

H ere the subscript t Indicates tim e dependence, is the drift param eter, W t(l)
is a standard random W iener process, and . isthe tin edependent volatility.
Changing the varabl in (1) from prce S: to ogretum . = In (S+=S,) and
elim Inating the drift by ntroducing x. = n». t, we nd:

p

Vi —
dx. = Etdt+ vedw s )

where vy = ¢ is the variance.
Let us assum e that the variance v obeys the follow ing m ean-reverting
stochastic di erential equation:

dwv, = \vd )dt+ P vedw 3)

Here isthe Iongtinemean ofv, isthe rate of relaxation to this m ean,
W t(Z) isa standard W jener process, and isthe variance noise. In general, the
W dener process In (3) m ay be correlated w ith the W iener process n (1):
@) @ E
aw .= dWw .+ 1 @ 2dZ¢; @)

where Z. is a W iener process Independent of W t(l), and 2 [ 1;1] is the
correlation coe cient.

T he coupled stochastic processes (2) and (3) constitute the Heston m odel
R]. In a standard m anner @], the FokkerP lanck equation can be derived for
the transition probability P (x;v jvi) to have log—retum x and variance v at
tin e t given the niial logretum x = 0 and variance v; at t= 0:
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A generalanalytical solution ofEq. (©) forP. (x;v jvi) was obtained in Ref. B].
Then P (x;v jv;) was Integrated over the nalvariance v and averaged over



the stationary distrioution (v;) ofthe lnitial variance vy:

A A
P.x)= dvy dvP&X;vivi) (w3): 6)
0 0

The function P x) in Eq. (6) isthe PDF of logretums x after the tin e lag
t. It can be direct com pared with nancialdata. It was found in Ref. 3] that
data tsare not very sensitive to the param eter , so below we consider only
the case = 0 for sim plicity.

The nalexpression orP.(x) at = 0 (theDY formula B]) has the fom
of a Fourier integral:

x=2 71

e dp e
P (x) = — PP (7)
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In the longtime lin it ¢ 2, Egs. (7) and 8) exhlbi scaling behavior, ie.
P. (x) becom es a function of a single com bination z of the two varabl x and
t p to the trivial nom alization factor N, and unin portant factore *=2):

q
Pex)=N.,e P @); P (z)=Kil)=z; z= =+7t; 10
t= t2=t=x;; N.= te'= x; a1

where K ; (z) isthe rstorderm odi ed Bessel fiinction.

3 Com parison between the DY theory and the data

W e analyzed the data for the three m a pr stodk-m arket ndices: D ow -Jones,
S& P 500, and Nasdaqg. From the Yahoo W €b site [B], we downloaded the daily
closing values of D ow -Jones and S& P 500 from 4 January 1982 to 22 O ctober
2002 and all available data for Nasdaq from 11 O ctober 1984 to 22 O ctober
2002.The downloaded tin e series £S g are shown In the left panelofFig. 1.
Tt is clear that during 1980s and 1990s all three indices had positive exponen—
tial grow th rates, followed by negative rates in 2000s. For com parison, in the
right panelofFig. 1, we show the tin e serdes from 1930 to 2002. C ontrary to
the m utuaHunds propaganda, stock m arket does not always increase. D uring
1930s (G reat D epression) and 1960s{1970s (Stagnation), the average grow th
rate was zero or negative. O ne m ay notice that such findam ental changes of
the m arket trend occur on a very long tin e scale of the order of 15{20 years.

U sing the procedure described In Ref. B], we extract the PDF's Pt(data) (r)
of logretums r for di erent tine lags t from the tine series £S g for all



Stock indices data, 01/04/1982-10/22/2002 Stock indices data, 01/02/1930-10/22/2002
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Fig. 1. Historical evolution of the three ma®pr stock-m arket indices, shown i the
Ig-linear scak. The Nasdag curve is shifted up by the factor of 1.5 for charityy. The
vertical lne separates the regions w ih the average positive and negative grow th rates.

three Indices. In the DY theory [B], the actual (em pirically cbserved) grow th
rate is related to the bare param eter by the follow ng relation: =
=2, and Pt(data) (x) is obtained by replacing the argument r ! x+ t.The
param eters were ound by tting the tin e serdes in the kft panelofFig. 1
to straight lnes.W ith the constraint = + =2, the otherparam eters ofthe
Hestonmodel ( , , ) wereobtahed bym nin izing them ean-square deviation
F e NP &) P ®)F between the em piricaldata and the DY fomula
(7) and (8), w ith the sum taken over allavailablk x and thetine lagst= 1,5,
20, 40, and 250 days. T his procedure was applied to the data from 1982 (1984
for Nasdaq) to 31 D ecam ber 1999, and the values of the cbtained param eters
are shown in Tablk 1. The m odel param eters for D ow-Jones and S& P 500
are sin ilar, whereas som e param eters for Nasdaq are signi cantly di erent.
N am ely, the variance relaxation tine 1= ismuch shorter, the variance noise
is mudh bigger, and the param eter ismudch analler for Nasdaqg. A 1l of
this is consistent w ith the general notion that N asdag is m ore volatilke than
D ow -Jones and S& P 500. 0 n the other hand, the average grow th rates ofall
three indices are about the sam e, so the greater risk in N asdaqg does not result

In a higher average retum.

Tabk 1
Param eters of the Heston m odel cbtained from the ts of the Nasdaqg, S& P500, and

D ow-Jones data from 1982 to 1999 ushg = 0 forthe conelhtion coe cint.

1= X0

1 1 1 1

day year year year year

year

N asdag 114 22 3.6% 53 16% 14% 03 4.%

\O

0.67 13% 12% 136 40%

o\°
X

S& P 500 17 15 18

\©
o°

094 14% 13% 11 39

o

D ow-Jones | 24 10 2




Nasdaq data, 10/11/1984-12/31/1999 Nasdaq data, 10/11/1984-12/31/1999
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Fig. 2. Comparson between the 1984{1999 Nasdag data (ponts) and the
D rmagulescu{Yakovenko theory [B] (curves). Left panel: PDFs Py (x) of bg-retums x
for di erent tine lags t shifted up by the factor of 10 each for clarity. Right panel:
Renom alized PDF P (x)e¥~2=N  pbtted as a fiinction of the scaling argum ent z given
n Eg. (10).The solid line isthe scaling function P (z) = K ; (z)=z from Eqg. (10), where
K1 isthe rstorderm odi ed Bessel function.

Fig.2 com paresthe 1984{1999 data forN asdag (points) w ith theD Y theory
(curves). The kft panel showsthe PDFsP. (x) (7) for several tim e lags t, and
the right panel dem onstrates the scaling behavior (10).T he overall agreem ent
is quite good. P articularly in pressive is the scaling plot, w here the points for
di erent tim e Jags collapse on a singke nontrivial scaling curve spanning 10 ()
orders of m agniude. O n the other hand, when we include the data up to 22
O ctober 2002, the points visbly run o the theoretical curves, as shown in
Fig.3.W euse the sam evaluesoftheparameters (, , , ) nFig.3asinhFi.
2, because attem pts to adjist the param eters do not reduce the discrepancy
between theory and data. T he origin ofthe discrepancy is discussed in Sec. 4.

Sin ilarly to Nasdaq, the S& P500 data for 1982{1999 agree well w ith the
theory, as shown in Fig. 4. However, when the data up to 2002 are added
(Fig.5), deviations occur, albeit not as strong as for N asdaqg. For D ow -Jones
1982{1999 F i. 6), the data agrees very well w ith the theory. The PDF's for
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Fig.3.Thesmeas i Fig.2 for1984{2002.



S&P500 data, 01/04/1982-12/31/1999 S&P500 data, 01/04/1982-12/31/1999
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Fig.4.The sameash Fig.2 ©orS& P500 for 1982{1999.

1982{2002, shown in the left panel of F ig. 7, still agree w ith the theory, but
deviations are visble in the scaling plot n the right panel of Fig. 7. They
com e from the tin e lagsbetween 40 and 150 days not shown in the kft panel.

4 D iscussion and conclusions

W e conclude that, overall, the PD F's of logretums, P (X), agree very well
wih theDY formula B] forallthree stodk-m arket Indices for 1982{1999. It is
In portant to recognize that the shglke DY formula (7) and 8) tsthewhole
fam ity of em pirical PDF's for tim e Jags t from one day to one year (equal to
252 5 trading days) . T he agreem ent w ith the nontrivial B essel scaling fiinction
(10) extends over the astonishing ten orders ofm agnitude. T hese facts strongly
support the notion that uctuations of stock m arket are iIndeed described by
the H eston stochastic process.

O n the otherhand, once the data for 2000s are Included, deviations appear.
T hey are the strongest for N asdaqg, interm ediate for S& P 500, and the an allest
for D ow -Jones. T he origin of the deviations can be recognized by looking in
Fig.1l. Starting from 2000, N asdaq has a very strong dow nward trend, yet we

S&P500 data, 01/04/1982-10/22/2002 S&P500 data, 01/04/1982-10/22/2002

+ 10 days
o 20days 7
+ 30days

= 40 days

» 80days 1
° 100 days

v 150 days

» 200 days -
> 250 days

Probability density, P‘(x)
=

-05 -04 -03 -02 -0.1 0 0.1 0.2 0.3 -16-14-12-10-8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
Log-return, x Scaling variable, z

Fig.5.The sameasin Fig. 4 for1982{2002.



Dow-Jones data, 01/04/1982-12/31/1999 Dow-Jones data, 01/04/1982-12/31/1999
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Fig.6.The same as n Fig. 4 forD ow -Jones.

are trying to t the data using a constant positive grow th rate .0 bviously,
that would cause disagreem ent. For S& P 500 and D ow -Jones, the declines In
2000s are intemm ediate and an all, so are the deviations from theDY formula.
W e think these deviations are not an argum ent against the Heston m odel.
T hey rather indicate the change of from a positive to a negative value around
2000. O ur conclusion about the change of regin e is based on the statistical
properties of the data for the last 20 years. The situation is very di erent
from the crash of 1987. A s our plots show, the crash of 1987 did not have
signi cant statistical im pact on the PD F' s of logretums for 1980s and 1990s,
because the m arket quickly recovered and resum ed overall grow th. T hus, the
crash of 1987 was jist a uctuation, not a change of regin e. To the contrary,
the decline 0o£2000s (Wwhich is characterized by a gradualdow nward slide, not
a dram atic crash on any particular day) represents a fundam ental change of
regin e, because the statistical probability distrioutions have changed. These
conclusions are potentially in portant for investm ent decisions.

T he average growth rate is an exogenous param eter in the H eston m odel
and is taken to be constant only for sim plicity. In a m ore sophisticated m odel,
it ocould be a snooth finction of tine , re ecting the longtem trend of
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Fig.7.The same as n Fig. 6 for 1982{2002.



the m arket of the scale of 15{20 years. U sing a properly sslcted function ,
one could attem pt to analyze the stock-m arket uctuations on the scale ofa
century. T hat would be the sub fct of a future work.

W e are grateful to Adran D ragulescu for help and sharing his com puter
codes for data processing and plotting.
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