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A bstract

W ecom paretheprobability distribution ofreturnsforthethreem ajorstock-m arket

indices(Nasdaq,S& P500,and Dow-Jones)with an analyticalform ula recently de-

rived by Dr�agulescu and Yakovenko fortheHeston m odelwith stochasticvariance.

For the period of1982{1999,we �nd a very good agreem ent between the theory

and the data fora wide range oftim e lagsfrom 1 to 250 days.O n the otherhand,

deviationsstartto appearwhen thedata for2000{2002 are included.W e interpret

this as a statisticalevidence ofthe m ajor change in the m arket from a positive

growth rate in 1980sand 1990sto a negative rate in 2000s.
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1 Introduction

M odels ofm ultiplicative Brownian m otion with stochastic volatility have

been a subject ofextensive studies in �nance,particularly in relation with

option pricing [1].One ofthe popularm odels isthe so-called Heston m odel

[2],for which m any exact m athem aticalresults can be obtained.Recently,

Dr�agulescu and Yakovenko(DY)[3]derived aclosed analyticalform ulaforthe

probability distribution function (PDF)oflog-returns in the Heston m odel.

They found an excellent agreem ent between the form ula and the em pirical

data for the Dow-Jones index for the period of1982{2001.(Discussion of

otherwork on returnsdistribution and referencescan befound in Ref.[3].)

In the presentpaper,we extend the com parison by including the data for

Nasdaq and S&P500.W e�nd thattheDY form ula agreesvery wellwith the
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data forthe period of1982{1999.However,when the data for2000-2002 are

included,system atic deviations are observed,which reect a switch ofthe

m arketfrom upward to downward trend around 2000.

2 Probability distribution oflog-returns in the H eston m odel

In thisSection,webriey sum m arizetheresultsoftheDY paper[3].Letus

considera stock,whosepriceSt,asa function oftim et,obeysthestochastic

di�erentialequation ofm ultiplicative Brownian m otion:

dSt= �S tdt+ �tStdW
(1)

t : (1)

Herethesubscripttindicatestim edependence,�isthedriftparam eter,W
(1)

t

isa standard random W ienerprocess,and �t isthetim e-dependentvolatility.

Changing the variable in (1)from price St to log-return rt = ln(St=S0)and

elim inating thedriftby introducing xt= rt� �t,we�nd:

dxt = �
vt

2
dt+

p
vtdW

(1)

t : (2)

wherevt= �2t isthevariance.

Let us assum e that the variance vt obeys the following m ean-reverting

stochasticdi�erentialequation:

dvt= � (vt� �)dt+ �
p
vtdW

(2)

t : (3)

Here � is the long-tim e m ean ofv, is the rate ofrelaxation to this m ean,

W
(2)

t isastandard W ienerprocess,and �isthevariancenoise.In general,the

W ienerprocessin (3)m ay becorrelated with theW ienerprocessin (1):

dW
(2)

t = �dW
(1)

t +

q

1� �2dZt; (4)

where Zt is a W iener process independent ofW
(1)

t ,and � 2 [� 1;1]is the

correlation coe�cient.

The coupled stochastic processes (2)and (3)constitute the Heston m odel

[2].In a standard m anner[4],the Fokker-Planck equation can be derived for

the transition probability Pt(x;vjvi)to have log-return x and variance v at

tim etgiven theinitiallog-return x = 0 and variancevi att= 0:

@

@t
P = 

@

@v
[(v� �)P]+

1

2

@

@x
(vP) (5)

+ ��
@2

@x@v
(vP)+

1

2

@2

@x2
(vP)+

�2

2

@2

@v2
(vP):

A generalanalyticalsolution ofEq.(5)forPt(x;vjvi)wasobtained in Ref.[3].

Then Pt(x;vjvi)wasintegrated over the �nalvariance v and averaged over
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thestationary distribution � �(vi)oftheinitialvariancevi:

Pt(x)=

1Z

0

dvi

1Z

0

dvPt(x;vjvi)� �(vi): (6)

The function Pt(x)in Eq.(6)isthe PDF oflog-returnsx afterthe tim e lag

t.Itcan bedirectcom pared with �nancialdata.Itwasfound in Ref.[3]that

data �tsarenotvery sensitive to theparam eter�,so below weconsideronly

thecase�= 0 forsim plicity.

The �nalexpression forPt(x)at�= 0 (the DY form ula [3])hasthe form

ofa Fourierintegral:

Pt(x)=
e�x=2

x0

+ 1Z

�1

d~p

2�
e
i~p~x+ F

~t
(~p)
; (7)

F~t(~p)=
�~t

2
� �ln

"

cosh
~
~t

2
+
~
2 + 1

2~

sinh

~
~t

2

#

; (8)

~
=

q

1+ ~p2; ~t= t; ~x = x=x0; x0 = �=; �= 2�=�
2
: (9)

In the long-tim e lim it ~t� 2,Eqs.(7) and (8)exhibit scaling behavior,i.e.

Pt(x)becom esa function ofa singlecom bination z ofthetwo variablex and

t(up to thetrivialnorm alization factorN t and unim portantfactore
�x=2 ):

Pt(x)= N te
�x=2

P�(z); P�(z)= K 1(z)=z; z =

q

~x2 + �t2; (10)

�t= �~t=2= t�=x
2
0; N t= �te

�t
=�x0; (11)

whereK 1(z)isthe�rst-orderm odi�ed Besselfunction.

3 C om parison betw een the D Y theory and the data

W eanalyzed thedataforthethreem ajorstock-m arketindices:Dow-Jones,

S&P500,and Nasdaq.From theYahoo W eb site[5],wedownloaded thedaily

closing valuesofDow-Jonesand S&P500 from 4 January 1982 to 22 October

2002 and allavailable data forNasdaq from 11 October1984 to 22 October

2002.The downloaded tim e seriesfS�g are shown in theleftpanelofFig.1.

Itisclearthatduring 1980sand 1990sallthreeindiceshad positiveexponen-

tialgrowth rates,followed by negative ratesin 2000s.Forcom parison,in the

rightpanelofFig.1,weshow thetim eseriesfrom 1930 to 2002.Contrary to

them utual-fundspropaganda,stock m arketdoesnotalwaysincrease.During

1930s(GreatDepression)and 1960s{1970s(Stagnation),the average growth

rate waszero ornegative.One m ay notice thatsuch fundam entalchangesof

them arkettrend occuron a very long tim escaleoftheorderof15{20 years.

Using the procedure described in Ref.[3],we extract the PDFsP
(data)

t (r)

of log-returns r for di�erent tim e lags t from the tim e series fS�g for all
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Fig. 1. Historicalevolution of the three m ajor stock-m arket indices, shown in the

log-linear scale.The Nasdaq curve is shifted up by the factor of1.5 for clarity.The

verticallineseparatestheregionswith the average positiveand negative growth rates.

three indices.In the DY theory [3],theactual(em pirically observed)growth

rate �� isrelated to the bare param eter� by the following relation:��= ��

�=2,and P
(data)

t (x) is obtained by replacing the argum ent r ! x + �t.The

param eters ��were found by �tting the tim e seriesin the leftpanelofFig.1

tostraightlines.W ith theconstraint�= ��+ �=2,theotherparam etersofthe

Hestonm odel(,�,�)wereobtainedbym inim izingthem ean-squaredeviation
P

x;tjlnP
(data)

t (x)� lnPt(x)j
2 between theem piricaldata and theDY form ula

(7)and (8),with thesum taken overallavailablex and thetim elagst= 1,5,

20,40,and 250 days.Thisprocedurewasapplied to thedata from 1982(1984

forNasdaq)to 31 Decem ber1999,and thevaluesoftheobtained param eters

are shown in Table 1.The m odelparam eters for Dow-Jones and S&P500

are sim ilar,whereas som e param eters for Nasdaq are signi�cantly di�erent.

Nam ely,the variancerelaxation tim e1= ism uch shorter,thevariance noise

� is m uch bigger,and the param eter � is m uch sm aller for Nasdaq.Allof

this is consistent with the generalnotion thatNasdaq ism ore volatile than

Dow-Jonesand S&P500.On theotherhand,theaveragegrowth rates��ofall

threeindicesareaboutthesam e,sothegreaterrisk in Nasdaq doesnotresult

in a higheraveragereturn.

Table 1

Param eters ofthe Heston m odelobtained from the �tsofthe Nasdaq,S&P500,and

Dow-Jonesdata from 1982 to 1999 using � = 0 forthe correlation coe�cient.

 1= � � � �� � x 0

1

year
day 1

year

1

year

1

year

1

year

Nasdaq 114 2.2 3.6% 5.3 16% 14% 0.3 4.7%

S& P500 17 15 1.8% 0.67 13% 12% 1.36 4.0%

Dow-Jones 24 10 2% 0.94 14% 13% 1.1 3.9%
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Fig. 2. Com parison between the 1984{1999 Nasdaq data (points) and the

Dr�agulescu{Yakovenko theory [3](curves).Left panel:PDFs Pt(x) of log-returns x

for di�erent tim e lags t shifted up by the factor of10 each for clarity.Right panel:

Renorm alized PDF Pt(x)e
x=2

=N t plotted asa function ofthescaling argum entz given

in Eq.(10).Thesolid lineisthescalingfunction P�(z)= K 1(z)=z from Eq.(10),where

K 1 isthe�rst-orderm odi�ed Besselfunction.

Fig.2com paresthe1984{1999dataforNasdaq(points)with theDY theory

(curves).TheleftpanelshowsthePDFsPt(x)(7)forseveraltim elagst,and

therightpaneldem onstratesthescaling behavior(10).Theoverallagreem ent

isquitegood.Particularly im pressive isthescaling plot,wherethepointsfor

di�erenttim elagscollapseon a singlenontrivialscaling curvespanning 10 (!)

ordersofm agnitude.On the otherhand,when we include the data up to 22

October 2002,the points visibly run o� the theoreticalcurves,as shown in

Fig.3.W eusethesam evaluesoftheparam eters(�,,�,�)in Fig.3asin Fig.

2,because attem ptsto adjustthe param etersdo notreduce the discrepancy

between theory and data.Theorigin ofthediscrepancy isdiscussed in Sec.4.

Sim ilarly to Nasdaq,the S&P500 data for 1982{1999 agree wellwith the

theory,as shown in Fig.4.However,when the data up to 2002 are added

(Fig.5),deviationsoccur,albeitnotasstrong asforNasdaq.ForDow-Jones

1982{1999 (Fig.6),the data agreesvery wellwith the theory.The PDFsfor
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Fig.3.The sam easin Fig.2 for1984{2002.
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Fig.4.The sam easin Fig.2 forS&P500 for1982{1999.

1982{2002,shown in the leftpanelofFig.7,stillagree with the theory,but

deviations are visible in the scaling plot in the right panelofFig.7.They

com efrom thetim elagsbetween 40 and 150daysnotshown in theleftpanel.

4 D iscussion and conclusions

W e conclude that,overall,the PDFsoflog-returns,Pt(x),agree very well

with theDY form ula [3]forallthreestock-m arketindicesfor1982{1999.Itis

im portantto recognize thatthe single DY form ula (7)and (8)�tsthe whole

fam ily ofem piricalPDFsfortim e lagstfrom one day to one year(equalto

252.5tradingdays).Theagreem entwith thenontrivialBesselscalingfunction

(10)extendsovertheastonishingten ordersofm agnitude.Thesefactsstrongly

supportthenotion thatuctuationsofstock m arketareindeed described by

theHeston stochasticprocess.

On theotherhand,oncethedatafor2000sareincluded,deviationsappear.

They arethestrongestforNasdaq,interm ediateforS&P500,and thesm allest

forDow-Jones.The origin ofthe deviationscan be recognized by looking in

Fig.1.Starting from 2000,Nasdaq hasa very strong downward trend,yetwe
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Fig.5.The sam easin Fig.4 for1982{2002.
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Fig.6.The sam easin Fig.4 forDow-Jones.

aretrying to �tthe data using a constantpositive growth rate�.Obviously,

thatwould cause disagreem ent.ForS&P500 and Dow-Jones,the declinesin

2000sareinterm ediateand sm all,so arethedeviationsfrom theDY form ula.

W e think these deviations are not an argum ent against the Heston m odel.

Theyratherindicatethechangeof�from apositivetoanegativevaluearound

2000.Our conclusion aboutthe change ofregim e is based on the statistical

properties ofthe data for the last 20 years.The situation is very di�erent

from the crash of1987.As our plots show,the crash of1987 did not have

signi�cantstatisticalim pacton thePDFsoflog-returnsfor1980sand 1990s,

because them arketquickly recovered and resum ed overallgrowth.Thus,the

crash of1987 wasjusta uctuation,nota changeofregim e.To thecontrary,

thedeclineof2000s(which ischaracterized by a gradualdownward slide,not

a dram atic crash on any particularday)representsa fundam entalchange of

regim e,because the statisticalprobability distributionshave changed.These

conclusionsarepotentially im portantforinvestm entdecisions.

Theaveragegrowth rate�isan exogenousparam eterin theHeston m odel

and istaken tobeconstantonly forsim plicity.In am oresophisticated m odel,

it could be a sm ooth function oftim e �,reecting the long-term trend of
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Fig.7.The sam easin Fig.6 for1982{2002.
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them arketofthescaleof15{20 years.Using a properly selected function ��,

one could attem ptto analyze the stock-m arketuctuationson the scale ofa

century.Thatwould bethesubjectofa futurework.

W e are gratefulto Adrian Dr�agulescu for help and sharing his com puter

codesfordata processing and plotting.
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