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SIGNIFICANCE OF LOG-PERIODIC SIGNATURES IN
CUMULATIVE NO ISE

HANS-CHRISTIAN GRAF V.BOTHMER

Abstract. Using m ethods introduced by Scargle we derive a cum ula—
tive version of the Lom b periodogram that exhibits frequency indepen-—
dent statistics when applied to cum ulative noise. W e show how this
cum ulative Lom b periodogram allow s us to estin ate the signi cance of
log-periodic signatures In the S& P 500 antibubble that started in Au-—
gust 2000.

1. Introduction

Speculative bubbles, crashes and depressions are som e of the m ost puz-—
zling phenom ena In nancialm arkets. Even though these are rare events
they occur m uch m ore often, than expected from standard m odels of nan-—
cial m arkets. For exam pl the otherw ise very successfull GARCH -M odel
predicts only one crash of a m agniute com parable to the events of 1929
and 1987 in 16000 years [IS98]. This suggest that the very largest crashes
are outliers that are caused by phenom ena not considered in the standard
m odels.

Severalauthors D S94], [TAF 9], WBM A 98] have argued that this behav—
Jor is natural, if one considers the stock-m arket asa com plex system . W hen
this system is far away from critical points, standard m odels are a good de—
scription of the system s dynam ics, but when a critical point is approached
the dynam ics change com plktely. In this picture a crash occurs, when a
critical point is reached.

T he theory of critical phenom ena predicts that all cbservables of a com —
plex system near a critical point are scale invariant. In the case of stock
m arkets this would m ean that the price p () near a critical point should
follow a pow er-law

gptt) A+B (& b
w here t; isthe tin e ofcrash. Unfortunately it isratherdi cul to distinguish
this from the exponential grow th
logp(t) A+ Bt

predicted by standard theory.

Help in this situation com es from the concept of discrete scale Invariance.
If the system oonsidered has a hirachical structure it m ight scale only in
accordance w ith these hirachies. T his allow s the scaling coe cient  to be
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a com plex num ber and the cbservables w ill obey

Igpt) Re®A +B & t© )
=A+B{ t) +Ck t ocos(!In(t. v+ );

Such a power-law w ith log-periodic signature is m uch easier to detect than
a pure powerdaw . In fact sizable log-periodic signatures have been de-
tected beforem any nancial crashes, including the ones from 1929 and 1987
(DS94, JAF96], VBM A 98], [SLJ99], ARJ00]) . A lso they have been found
after the bursting of som e speculative bubbles, for exam ple gold after 1980,
the N kkei-ndex after 1990 and m ost recently after the bursting of the new
econom y bubble In 2000 (A.J99], [5Z202]).

Still there is som e reason for doubt. A s several authors have pointed out
(H.J1L.* 001, Feid1Dl])), log-periodic signatures can often arise by chance in
system s that do not exhib it discrete scale invariance. Even sin pl B row nian
m otion produces log-periodic signatures quite often. Therefore there has
been a heated discussion about the signi cance of the found log-periodic
signatures in nancialdata [Fei0lbl], SJ01], Eei0lal.

O ne toolto detect these signatureshasbeen the Lom b periodogram intro—
duced by Lomb [Lom 76] and in proved by Scarglk in [Sca82]]. An in portant
property of Scargl’s periodogram is that the lndividualLomb powers of in—
dependently nom al distribbuted noise ollow approxin ately an exponential
distribution.

Unfortunately this property is lost, when one calculates Scarglk’s peri-
odogram for cum ulative noise, where the di erences between two cbserva—
tions are ndependently nom aldistrbuted. In this B row nian-M otion case,
the expected Lomb powers are m uch greater for am all frequencies than for
large ones. T herefore the signi cance of Jarge Lom b pow ers at am all frequen—
cies is di cul to estim ate. Huang, Salkur, Somette and Zhou tackle this
problm and several related onesw ith extensive M onte C arlo sin ulations in
H.JL." 00] and [ZS02].

In this paper we present an analytic approach to the problm of estim at—
ing the signi cance of logperiodic signatures. W e start by introducing a
an all correction to Scargl’s Lom b periodogram , that m akes the distribbution
of Lomb powers exactly exponential for independently nom al distributed
noise.

In the second part we use the sam e m ethods to derive a nom alisation of
the Lom b periodogram that assures an frequency Independent exponential
distrbution of Lomb powers for cum ulative noise.

In the last section we apply these new m ethods to estin ate the signi -
cance of logperiodic signatures In so called S& P 500-antibubbl after the
crash of 2000. W e show how ourm ethods greatly sin plify the whole anal-
ysis and derive that there is about a 6% chance that a signature lke the
one detected by Somette and Zhou in [SZ02)] arises by chance if one only
considers frequencies sm aller than 10:0. If one searches all frequencies up to
the N yquist frequency, peaks of this height becom e m uch m ore comm on.

Furthem ore we detect equally signi cant peaks at ham onics of the fun-
dam ental frequency of Somette and Zhou. T his com plem ents evidence fora
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m ore sophisticated m odelling of the S& P 500 antibubbl by Somette and
Zhou in 2.S03].

W ewould like to thank VokerM olker for hosting our database of nancial
data and donating cpu-tin e for the M onte C arlo sin ulations that lkad to
this paper.

2. Independent N oise
C onsider the classical periodogram
2
1 Ko 2 Xo 2

P(!)=N—4 Xjoos!ty + Xysh!lt OS¢
0

3

=1 =1
This is a generalization of the Fourder transform to the case of unevenly
spaced m easurem ents. Unfortunately this classical form has di cul sta—
tistical behavior for uneven spacing. Scarglk therefore proposed in [Sca82]
a nom alized from of the periodogram , that restores good statistical prop—
erties in the case where all X 5 are independently nom al distributed w ith
m ean zero and variance 3. For this he observes that
Xo
SWw)= X yoos ! t
=1

Xo
C w)= Xy sin ! t
j=1
are again nom ally distrbuted, w ith variances

Xo
= Ng g C()Sz!tj

and

=1

A lso he clain s that for nom ally distrdbuted random variables with unit
variance their sum of squares is exponentially distributed. T herefore he
proposes to ook at

2 Py 5 Py | 23
6 j:1onos!tj jzlxjsm!tj 7
P()=14 + 5:
C S

Scargles clain , that this sum is exponentially distribbuted is only correct
when S (!) and C (! ) are independent. This is approxim ately true, when
the cbservation tin es tj are "not to badly bunched". In other cases whole
variance/covariance m atrix
Cs
= 2
Ccs S
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w ith
=N, 2 It sin !t
es=No § cos ! t;sin ! t;

has to be considered.
If is nvertble the values of the quadratic form

are exponentially distributed, ie.

P robability P (! ) > z) = exp( z):

by standard factsaboutm ultivariate nom aldistrbbutions (forexam ple M 11182,
Theoram 14.1]). Explicitly we can calculate

2
1_ 1 s cs
2 2 2 2
c s cs cs c

Thism eans the natural orm of the periodogram is

2C2()+ 25%2(1) 2 &C (S ()
2z ’

P ()=

N

w hich reducesto Scargk’scase forC and S independent ( s = 0), and to the
classical case foreven spacihg ( .= ). ThisP (!) isalways exponentially
distrbuted.

A s Scarglke we also replace t by w ih

No

=iarctan -1
21! No
=1

sin 2!t

cos2!

in all form ulas, to m ake the diagram tim e-translation invariant.

3. Cumulative N oise

Assum e now , that the di erences Yy = Ky X4 1) are independently
nom aldistributed w ith zero m ean and variance g . Then the distrdbbution of
pow ers In Scarglk’s periodogram dependson the angular frequency ! = 2 f.
See gure[ll for the resul ofa M onte C arlo sin ulation ofthis case. In sn all
frequencies m uch higher Lomb powers can occur by chance, then in high
frequencies. This re ects the well known fact that the expected value at
frequency £ of the evenly spaced Fourier transform of a brownian m otion
is proportional to 1=f?. Our iea is now to nom alize the periodogram by
adjusting Scarglk’s m ethods to this case.

F irst notice that
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in this situation. From thiswe cbtain

Xn
C(!)= (Xj Xo)COS!tj

j=1
X0 X3

= Yy cos!ty
=1 k=1
Xn xXn

= Yy cos !ty
k=1 =k

and a sin iar formula forS (! ). Notice that C (! ) and S (! ) are stillnom ally
distrbuted w ith

2 _ 2 ;
=)
X xn xn
= hYy ;Y1 cos !ty cos ! 4
k1l =k =1
xnooxn 2
= S cos !ty
k=1 3=k
and
2 _ 2
s = S ()i
X xn xn
= hYk;Yli sin 't] Ssn 'tj
k1l =k =1
xnooxn 2
k=1 3=k
and

s=H (1)s ()i

X b xo
= }.’]Yk;Yll sin ! tj cos ! t]
k1l =k j=1
x» x b
= 9 cos ! t sin !ty
k=1 j=k =k
W ith these values
p )= 1 ECTMIH 2P 2 C S,
: 2 2 2 2 ¢
c s cs

is again exponentially distributed:
P robability P (! ) > z = exp( z)

In particular the distrbution is now independent of ! as exem pli ed by
gureld which show s the cum ulative Lom b periodogram for a M onte C arlo
sim ulation as above.
N otice that is essential to consider the correlation between C (! ) and S (!)
in this case. Figure[d show s the cum ulative Lomb periodogram s for 1000
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random walksoflength 500 in logarithm ic tin e w thout the correlation term
above. Notice how this introduces spurious peaks at several frequencies.
Again we replace tj by t w ih

1 I;Ijls:in2!tj
T No
=1

In all form ulas, to m ake the diagram tim e-transhtion nvariant.

cos2!

4. Application to log-periodicity in financial data

Recently Somette and Zhou have suggested that there is a log periodic
signature in the S& P 500 index after the bursting ofthe new econom y bubble
572.02]. Am ong other m ethods they use Scargle's periodogram wih ¢ =
Ibgty; t) and Xy the logarithm of the index price j days after a critical
date t. for frequencies 0 £  10. To acoount for a nonlinear trend of the
form

A+B(y t)

they st detrend the Index values. For this they use a value of A obtained
from a nonlnear tof

() A+B({ t) +Cy ) cos(! Inly t)+ )

to the logarithm ofthe Index price and then determ IneB and fordi erent
choices of t. by linear regression.
W e follow the sam e procedure, but estinm ate A by a di erentm ethod. For
this we consider the oone]gtion coe cient
(€& Dlg®; A) X)
In = 5 I
l(tj t)2 l(]Og(X J A) X )2

w ith t the average of the t§’s and X the average ofthe log®X y A)’s. This
correlation coe cient measureshow welllogX 5 A) can be approxin ated
by a lnearm odel

ogB + Ilogf; to):

N otice that ry does not depend on B and . Since correlation coe ciens
near + 1 and 1 indicate strong explanatory value of the proposed trend,
while coe cients near 0 .ndicate that a trend w ith this valie of A seem snot
to be present, we rst search the valie of A that m axin ises r? . Then, lke
Somette and Zhou,we nd B and by linear regression

W ih thism ethod we address a critique ofFeigenbaum [Feillal]. He points
out that the detection of log-periodicity by lom b periodogram s is not inde—
pendent of the detection via nonlnear tsofequation ( ) to the price data,
if values produced by the second are reused in the rst. Our approach
elim inates this dependance.

Figure[ show s the highest Lomb powers obtained by this m ethod for 2—
year intervals starting from A ugust 1lst to Septem ber 5th, 2000. The highest
peak in our dataset is observed for the critical date A ugust 22th, 2000. This
is in reasonabl agream ent w ith the critical date found by Somette and Zhou

(A ugust 9th, 2000).
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To estin ate the signi cance of this peak we calculated the 203 Lomb
periodogram s of 2-year intervals starting at the 22nd of each m onth from
Jannuary 1984 to November 2000. Figure[H shows a com parison of these
periodogram s w ith the one from August 22nd, 2002. N otice that the dis—
tribution of Lomb-powers depends strongly on the frequency. For anall
frequencies high Lomb powers are much m ore probabl than at high fre—
quencies. The absence of Jarge powers for very an all frequencies is due to
the detrending procedure. T hese facts have also been cbserved by H.JL' 00]
n a som ew hat di erent setting.

N otice also that the peak at £  1:6 is nevertheless quite large, In fact it
is the largest one observed at this frequency. But how probabl is it that
we have a peak of this relative height for any of the tested frequencies? T he
SnP 500 data set is not large enough, to estin ate this probability accurately,
but a count show sthat there are 39 datasets that have at least one frequency
w ith a peak that ishigher than any ofthe other at the sam e frequency. This
gives a naive estim ate 0£ 39=202 19;3% .

T he cum ulative Lom b periodogram proposed above in proves and greatly
sin pli es this analysis. F igure |8 show s the cum ulative Lom b periodogram s
ofthe S& P 500 antibubble togetherw ith the cum ulative Lom b periodogram s
of all other datasets. A detrending of the data as above was not necessary.
N otice that there are now several peaks of com parable size at frequencies
1:7, 34, 74 and 8:4. The fact that these lie close to the ham onics of 157
com pares well to the results of [2ZS03].

W e have included the theoretical 99:9% , 99% and 95% —quantiles for each
frequency derived above together w ith the 95% quantiles of the actual S& P
500 data. N otice the excellent agreem ent for frequencies greater than 1.

Since the height of the peaks is now largely independent from the fire—
quency, we can estin ate the global signi cance of the peak at 1:{7 wih
cum ulative Lom b power 5:61 by counting the num ber of cum ulative Lom b—
periodogram s w ith at least one peak of higher power for frequencies 0
f 10. We nd 12 ofthose which Inplies a signi cance of approxin ately
12=203 5:29% . In gure[d we com pare the glcbal signi cance of peaks in
cum ulative Lom b periodogram s of the S& P 500 w ith those cbtained from a
M onto Carlo sim ulation of brownian m otion w ith zero m ean and unit vari-
ance . There is a reasonable agreem ent for signi cances sm aller than 0:1
even though brownian m otion is only a very rough m odel of stock m arket
prices.

N otice that the global signi cance of a peak depends strongly on the
num ber of frequencies considered. If we consider all frequencies up to the
N yquist frequency for the average sam pling interval

No 500
fy = —= ——— 402;
2T  21og (500)

a peak ofheight 561 as above is found in 27:6% of sinulated periodogram s
and in 28:3% of the historical S& P 500 periodogram s. In this light the
choice 0of 0 f 10 by Somette and Zhou seem s to call or an apriori
Jasti cation if one wants to keep up the clain of a signi cant log-periodic
signature around £ = 1:7.
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5. Conclusion

W e have indrocuced a new version of the Lom b periodigram that exhibits
good statistical properties when applied to cum ulative noise. W ih thiswe
were able to detect the logperiodic signature In the S& P 500 antibubble
w ith better signi cance than with the ususal periodigram , even w ithout a
detrending procedure. M ore In portantly thism ethod allow s us to estin ate
the signi cance of the found log periodic signature which is a reasonable
5:9% ifwe only consider fequencies am aller than 10:0, and a disappointing
27:6% if one considers all frequencies up to the Nyquist frequency for the
average sam pling interval. W e also detect cum ulative Lom b peaks of sin ilar
signi cance at ham onics of the fiindam ental frequency 1:7.
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Scargle’s Lomb Periodigrams for Cumulative Noise
calculated for 1000 random walks of 500 steps in logarithmic time

300 T T T T T T T T T

| O individual lomb powcrs‘

200

150

Lomb Power

2

50

Frequency (f)

Figure 1. Scargk’s periodogram for 1000 random walks
w ith nom al distrbuted Innovations of zero m ean and unit
variance. Each random walk has 500 stepswhich are assum ed

to occur at tim es log (1) :::1og (500)
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Cumulative Lomb Power
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Cumulative Lomb Periodograms for Cumulative Noise

calculated for 1000 random walks with 500 steps in logarithmic time
15 T T T T T T T T T

| O cumulative lomb powers‘

10}~ o q 4
L @ QE) oo o} gl
F0% 6 o t‘% o%@o%% S i A

12

0 2 4 6 8 10
Frequency (1)

Figure 2. Cumulative Lom b periodogram for 1000 random
walksw ith innovations of zero m ean and unit variance. E ach
random walk has 500 steps which are assum ed to occur at
tines Iog (1) :::1og (500). For the nom alisation ¢ = 1 has
been used.
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Cumulative Lomb Periodigrams without Correlation Correction

Cumulative Lomb Power

calculated for 1000 random walks with 500 steps in logarithmic time
S T | T | T | T | T

| ¢ individual lomb powm‘

o

Lh

4=

L

(S¥]

4 6
Frequency (1)

Figure 3. Cum ulative Lom b periodogram sw ithout the cor-
rection for correlation between C (!') and S (! ) of 1000 ran—
dom walks w ith Innovations of zero m ean and unit variance.
E ach ofthe random walkshas 500 stepswhich are assum ed to
occur at times log (1) :::1og (500). ( was estin ated for each
dataset. The omm ission of the correction termm s ntroduces
sourious peaks at several frequencies.
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Lomb Power
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The S&P 500 Anti Bubble
Highest Powers of Scargle’s Periodogram for different critical dates
150 L ‘ T T T | T T 17T | T 17T | T T 17T ‘ I o o | T T 7T | T 17T

140 ‘— highest lomb power | —|

10~ =

60— =

SD 111 | ‘ I I | | L 111 | 111 | | T ‘ S 0 | | | | 111
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
Critical date [days after the 31st of July 2000]

Figure 4. H ighest peaks In Scargk’s periodogram s of2-year
windows of S& P 500 data starting from di erent days in
August and September 2000. Before calculating the peri
odogram the price data has been detrended according to the
procedure described In the text.
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S&P 500 - Lomb Periodograms

2 year windows, starting at then 22nd of each month from Jan. 1984 to Nov. 2000

2&} T | T | T | T | T
L all lomb periodograms |l
— periodigram starting from Aug. 22, 2000
150 — —
; L J
z
-
= 100 = =
g
3
-
50— =
0 | | B NIRRT s O R
0 2 4 6 8 10

Frequency (f)

Figure 5. 202 Scargl periodogram s for 2-year w indow s of
S& P 500 data starting from 22nd ofeach m onth. Before cal-
culating the periodogram the price data has been detrended
according to the procedure described in the text. For one
window the detrending procedure did not converge
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Cumulative Lomb Power
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Cumulative Lomb Periodigrams of the S&P 500

2 year windows starting on the 22nd of each month from 1984/01 to 2000/11
15 T T T T T T T T T

all periodigrams
— periodigram starting Aug. 22nd, 2000
---- 99,9% of each fequency (theoretical)
L —-—- 99% of each frequency (theoretical) 4
—— 95% of each frequency (theoretical)
— 95% of each frequency (empirical)

<

Lh

Frequency ()

Figure 6. 203 cum ulative periodogram s for 2-year w indow s
of S& P 500 data starting from 22nd of each month. The
price data has not been detrended. 7 = 0:000119403 has
been estin ated from the total 18 years of data.
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Global significance of cumulative lomb powers

frequencies 0.0 to 10.0
IU T T T T T T T | T T T T T T T

9 — S&P500 i
— 1000 random walks |

Maximal Cumulative Lomb Power

0
0,01 0.1 1
Significance of having a high cumulative Lomb Power anywhere

Figure 7. Highest peaks of cum ulative periodogram s for
1000 random walks com pared w ith those of 203 cum ulative
periodogram s for 2-year w indow s of S& P 500 data starting
from 22nd of each m onth. The price data has not been de-
trended. g = 0000119403 hasbeen estim ated from thetotal
18 years of data.
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