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A bstract

Since August 2000,the stock m arket in the USA as wellas m ost other western

m arkets have depreciated alm ost in synchrony according to com plex patterns of

drops and localrebounds.In [1],we have proposed to describe this phenom enon

using the concept ofa log-periodic power law (LPPL) antibubble,characterizing

behavioral herding between investors leading to a com petition between positive

and negative feedbacksin the pricing process.A m onthly prediction forthe future

evolution oftheUS S& P 500 index hasbeen issued,m onitored and updated in [2],

which is stillrunning.Here,we test the possible existence ofa regim e switching

in the US S& P 500 antibubble.First,we �nd som e evidence that the antibubble

has exhibited a transition in log-periodicity described by a so-called second-order

log-periodicity.Second,wedevelop a battery ofteststo detecta possibleend ofthe

antibubbleofthe�rstorderwhich suggestthattheantibubblewasalive in August

2003 but has ended in the USA,when expressed in the localUS dollar currency.

O urtestsprovidequantitativem easuresto diagnosetheend ofan antibubble.Such

diagnostic is not instantaneous and requires from three to six m onths within the

new regim e before assessing its existence with con�dence.From the perspective

offoreign investors in their currencies (S& P500 denom inated in British pound or

in euro) or when expressed in gold so as to correct for an arguably arti�cialUS$

valuation associated with the FederalReserve interest rate and m onetary policy,

we �nd that the S& P 500 antibubble is stillalive and running its course.Sim ilar

analysesperform ed on them ajorEuropean stock m arkets(CAC 40 ofFrance,DAX

ofG erm any,and FTSE 100 ofUnited K ingdom )show thatthe antibubble is also

presentand continuing there.
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1 Introduction

In 1999,in orderto describetheevolution oftheJapanesestock m arketsince

its all-tim e high in Decem ber 1989,Johansen and Sornette introduced the

concept ofan \antibubble" as a counterpart ofa bubble resulting from the

sam e herding behaviorand characterized by log-periodic power-law (LPPL)

structuresbutwith decelerating(ratherthan accelerating)oscillations[3].The

term \antibubble" isinspired by theconceptof\antiparticle" in physics.Just

asan antiparticleisidenticaltoitssisterparticleexceptthatitcarriesexactly

oppositechargesand destroysitssisterparticleupon encounters,an antibub-

bleisboth thesam eand theoppositeofabubble;it’sthesam ebecausesim ilar

herding patternsoccur,butwith a m ostly bearish versusbullish slant.Som e

antibubblescan also describe increasing m arketsoverlong tim es,although a

bearish phaseism orecom m onlyrecognized in them arkets[4,5,6,7].In August

2002,we detected the existence ofa clearsignature ofan antibubble in the

relaxation ofthe US S&P 500 index since August2000 with high statistical

signi� cance,in theform ofstronglog-periodiccom ponents[1].Sim ilarly tothe

prediction o� ered in [3]fortheevolution oftheNikkeiindex which waslater

evaluated in [8],wepresented a prediction forthe futureevolution oftheUS

S&P 500 index [1,6].Thisprediction hasbeen m onitored and updated oncea

m onth atthe URL [2].Accom panying the US stock m arkets,the antibubble

regim esince2000seem stobeaworld-widephenom enon in them ajorwestern

stockm arket[4].Theseworksonantibubblesextend alargeam ountoftheoret-

icaland em piricalwork on LPPL bubbleswhich often end in crashesorstrong

corrections(see [9,10,11,12]and referencestherein).In thiscontext,Roehner

hasinvestigated the resilience pattern around large price peaks[13]and has

found strong negative correlationsbetween stock m arket crash-recovery and

interestratespread [14].

In contrastto a LPPL bubblewhoseend isautom atically described by oneof

the param eters,the criticaltim e tc,the LPPL form ulation ofan antibubble

doesnotsay anything a prioriaboutitsduration.Forprediction purpose,the
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agonizing question iswhetherthedetection ofan antibubble pattern ensures

itscontinuation in the future and forhow long.In the case ofthe Japanese

antibubblestudied indepth[3,8],thedetectionwasperform edinearlyJanuary

1999,correspondingto9yearssincethebirthoftheantibubble.Theprediction

issued in early January 1999 turned outto be followed subsequently ex-ante

by the Nikkeiindex overm ore than two years.However,in January 1999,it

washard aprioritoassessforhow longthetheorywould beacorrectpredictor

ofthefutureevolution oftheNikkeiindex.

Here,weaddressthisquestion ofthedetection ofa changeofregim efrom an

antibubblephaseto som ething else.Forthispurpose,thepresentsituation is

perhapsm orefavorablethan fortheNikkeiin January 1999 forthefollowing

reason.Aswesaid above,in January 1999,theantibubblehasbeen unfolding

itselfalready for9 years.Itwasfound necessary to extend the LPPL theory

from a � rst-orderlog-periodicform ula to a second-orderand then to a third-

orderform ula.Itshould bestressed thatthe � rst-orderform ula isem bedded

as a specialcase ofthe second-order form ula which is itselfem bedded as a

specialcaseofthethird-orderform ula.Thelogicofthissuccession ofform ulas

is that they represent successive im provem ent to describe the m arket price

attim e intervalsfurtherand furtheraway from theearly developm entofthe

antibubble.Thelargeristheorderoftheform ula,thelargeristhetim einterval

over which the theory applies.The prediction issued in January 1999 was

perform ed based on the third-orderLPPL form ula.In contrast,the analysis

ofthe US S&P 500 antibubble hasbeen perform ed m uch earlierafterabout

only 2:5 years since its inception in August 2000 [1].Due to this relatively

short tim e span,it was found that the � rst-order form ula was su� cient to

describe the em piricaldata,while the second-order(and a fortiorithe third-

order)form ulawasnotneeded asitdid notlead toany statistically signi� cant

im provem ent.W ethusconcluded thattheS&P 500index had notyetentered

into the second phase in which the angularlog-frequency m ay startitsshift

to another value,as did the 1990 Nikkeiantibubble after about 2.5 years.

However,this situation o� ers the possibility for tracking a possible future

changeofregim efrom the� rst-orderto thesecond-orderform ula.Thisisthe

� rstpurpose ofthispaper.Using data garnered overten additionalm onths,

weshow thatonecan starttodetecttheoccurrenceofsuch achangeofregim e.

Addingan additionalyearofdatacon� rm sfurtherthisconclusion,asweshall

show.The statisticaltestsdescribed below give the probability to rejectthe

hypothesis that the m arket has not entered the second phase in which the

angularlog-frequency isshifting to anothervalue.These results suggestthe

possibility that,indeed,wehave entered a cross-overregim ein log-frequency

shift.Theim proved second-orderlog-periodicform ula hasim plicationsin the

prediction ofthefuturedropsofthem arkets.

The second purpose ofour paper is to develop a battery oftests to gain a

better understanding ofwhich scenario m ight be the m ost likely to unfold:

3



isthe antibubble likely to continue and isthe m arketwhen expressed in one

ofthe m ajorforeign currenciesorin gold to drop further? Orwillthe stock

m arkettransitto anotherregim e,perhapsrebound to develop a new bullish

regim e?Oreven worse(from thepointofview ofourm odel):isitpossiblethat

theUS and European stockm arkethasalreadyentered aregim edi� erentfrom

thatdescribed by the LPPL antibubble and thatwe have notyettaken this

into accountin ourupdatespresented in [2]? The presentpaperprovidesthe

theoreticalbasisand thestatisticalanchorunderlying them onthly prediction

updateswhich areavailableattheURL [2].

2 A ngular log-periodic frequency shifting?

2.1 First-and second-orderLPPL form ulas

Letusbegin by recalling the m athem aticalexpression ofthe price evolution

trajectory ofan antibubble[3,1]:

ln[p(t)]= A + B �
m + C�

m cos[! ln(�)+ �]+ �(t); (1)

where p(t)isthe price,�(t)isthe noise or� tresiduals,! isthe angularlog-

frequency,B < 0 for(bearish)antibubbles ofinterest here,m ispositive to

ensure a � nite price atthe criticalinitiation tim e tc ofthe antibubble,� isa

phase which can be absorbed in a re-de� nition ofthe unit ofthe tim e,and

� = t� tc isthedistanceto thecriticaltim etc oronsetoftheantibubble.

Asexplained forinstancein [9,10,11,12],thepowerlaw acceleration B �m and

log-periodicity cos[! ln(�)� �]areboth intim ately linked to behavioralherd-

ing ofagentswhose investm ents involve a com petition between positive and

negative feedbacks[15,16]leading to a criticalpoint.Close to criticality,the

\order param eter" F � ln[p(t)]can be expanded according to a so-called

Landau expansion [17]asa function ofthe\controlparam eter" �

dF(�)

dln�
= �F(�)+ �jF(�)j2F(�):::; (2)

where the coe� cients� and � can,on generalground,be com plex.Starting

with theLandau expansion closeto thecriticalpoint� = 0,keeping only the

� rst-order term �F(�) retrieves Eq.(1).Inclusion ofthe second-order term

4



�jF(�)j2F(�)leadsto [17]

ln[p(t)]� A +

B �m + C�m cos

�

! ln� + � !

2m
ln

�

1+
�

�

� t

�
2m

�

+ �

�

r

1+
�

�

� t

�
2m

; (3)

where � ! ! 0 and � t ! 1 forj�j! 0.Higher-orderterm sin the Landau

expansion (2)can betaken intoaccounttodescribethebehavioratlongtim es

furtheraway from thecriticalpointtc,asdonefortheNikkeiantibubble[3].

2.2 Statisticaltests

Thequestion,whethertheS&P 500index hasentered ornotthesecond phase

in which the angular log-frequency is shifting to another value,am ounts to

com paring thequality ofthe� tsofthedata with the� rst-order(1)and with

thesecond-orderform ula (3).

SincethehypothesisthattheS&P 500indexfollowsthe� rst-orderform ula(1)

isim bedded within thehypothesisthatitfollowsthesecond-orderform ula(3),

wecan usethegeneraltheory ofnested hypothesistesting.Calling �1 and �2
theroot-m ean-squaresofOLS (ordinary least-squares)� tswith (1)and (3)of

thepricetim eseriesoftheS&P 500indexwith length n,thelikelihood-ratioor

W ilksteststatesthatthelog-likelihood-ratio T(�)= 2nln(�1=�2)followsthe

chi-squaredistribution with � = 2 degreesoffreedom ,asym ptotically when n

tendsto in� nity.

W e � rst present the � ts ofthe S&P 500 index tim e series from 2000/08/09

to 2003/08/15 with the � rst-order(1)and with thesecond-orderform ula (3)

in Fig.1.W ewillextend below theuppertim elim itofthe� tting intervalto

providefurthertests.Thecorrespondingvalues�1 = 0:03859and�2 = 0:03729

give a log-likelihood ratio T = 51.The probability thatT isgreaterthan 51

forachi-squaredistribution with twodegreesoffreedom is� 8� 10�12 ,giving

an extrem ely high con� dencelevelundistinguishablefrom 1.Itseem sthatthe

second-order form ula (3) is absolutely necessary.However,the rather large

value ofthe cross-overtim e � t = 2778 days= 7.6 yearscom pared with the

three yearspan ofthe tim e seriessuggeststhatthe transition from the � rst-

order(1)and with thesecond-orderform ula(3)hasjustbegun in 2003/08/15.

Redoing thecalculation ofthelog-likelihood ratio T fora shorterperiod also

givesan extrem ely large con� dence level,which issuspect.Forsuch a � nite-

tim eseries,thevalidityoftheasym ptoticW ilkstestisquestionable,especially

in view ofthe non-Gaussian and the large dependence in the residuesofthe

� ts,which can beseen with thenaked eye in Fig.1.W ilkstestassum esi.i.d.

random residues,which is certainly not the case at the daily scale.For a
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weekly tim e step,the residues are less correlated.Redoing the � ts using a

weekly tim escale,weobtain T = 8:7,giving a con� dencelevelof98:7% .This

enorm ous change in the con� dence levelcasts doubts on the validity ofthe

W ilks test and does not allow us to conclude from it thatthe second-order

form ula isnecessary.M oregenerally,becausethepricetim eserieshavea very

com plicated nature,applying classicalstatisticaltests(liketheW ilkstest)to

such tim e seriesisvery dangerous.Itisthusdesirable to develop sim ple and

robust(m ultivariate)statistics(de� ned in am ovingtim ewindow).Thispaper

isa � rststep in thisdirection.

To assessthe statisticalsigni� cance ofthe second-orderform ula,we propose

thefollowing alternativealgorithm which istailored to addresstheim pactof

thenoisestructureup to m onthly tim escales.

(1) Starting the � twith the � rst-orderform ula,we decom pose the residues

in segm entsofone-m onth duration.

(2) W e reshu� e the one-m onth intervals ofthe residuals at random .Since

thereareaboutthreeyearsofdata = 36 m onths,thereare36!(factorial

of36)waysofreshu� ing them onthly residues.

(3) W eadd thereshu� ed residuesto the� rst-orderform ula,which provides

uswith a noisy synthetic log-periodictim eseries.

(4) W e� tthissynthetictim eserieswith the� rst-and with thesecond-order

form ulasand calculatethecorresponding log-likelihood ratio T forthese

two � tsforthisrealization.

(5) W e redo steps 2-4 one thousand tim es and count how m any tim es the

valueem piricalvalueT = 51 isexceeded.

This algorithm is nothing but a bootstrap with noise realizations generated

from the realdata.In thisway,we keep the genuine structure ofthe depen-

dence ofrealpricesup to the m onthly scale.Thisallowsusto testhow the

em piricaldependence structureofpricesup to onem onth scalem ay interfere

with the detection oflog-periodicity and ofitsfrequency shift.The m onthly

scale isa com prom ise between having m any statisticalrealizations(favoring

sm allertim e intervals)and keeping asm uch aspossible allthe idiosyncratic

texturesofthepricetim esseriesthatdecoratethelargescalelog-periodicity.

W eperform 1000sim ulationsfortheS&P 500indextim eseriesfrom 2000/08/09

to tlast = 2003=08=15.The averagesand standard deviationsofthe param e-

tersobtained from the� tswith Eq.(1)arethefollowing:htci= 2000=08=19�

19days,hm i= 0:72� 0:10,h!i= 9:4� 0:5,h�i= 3:33� 1:69,hAi= 7:32� 0:03,

hB i= �0:048� 0:32,hCi= 0:0010� 0:0006,h�1i= 0:0363� 0:0013.Theav-

eragesand standard deviationsoftheparam etersobtained from the� tswith

Eq.(3) are the following:htci = 2000=08=14� 19 days,hm i = 0:76� 0:11,

h!i= 9:7� 1:7,h�i= 3:24� 2:08,h� ti= 5889� 2674days,h� !i= �3:7� 40,

hAi= 7:32� 0:03,hB i= �0:0039� 0:0029,hCi= 0:0009� 0:0006,h�2i=

6



0:0358� 0:0014.Theaverageand standard deviation ofthelog-likelihood ratio

arehTi= 22:7� 25:8.TheprobabilitythatT > 51isfound tobe11:1% .Thus,

accordingtothisbootstrap m ethod,thenullhypothesisthatS&P 500hasnot

experienced a log-periodicfrequency shiftcannotberejected ata signi� cance

levelof10% .However,the nullhypothesis can be rejected at a signi� cance

levelof12% .Thus,the situation islessclearthan with the W ilkstestwhich

assum esasym ptotic Gaussian i.i.d.noise statisticsbutthe evidence suggests

thatthe transition to a log-periodic frequency shifthasstarted.Thishasan

im portantim plication forthe future evolution ofthe S&P 500 index,asthe

� rst-order(continuousline)and second-order(dashed line)form ulasdiverge

signi� cantly after2003/08/15,asshown in Fig.1.

W e have perform ed exactly the sam e procedure for other tlast chosen ear-

lier than 2003/08/15,from tlast =2002/02/15 to tlast = 2003=08=15 in step

of3 m onths,giving a totalof 7 tim e periods.For each tlast,we calculate

the em piricallog-likelihood ratio and the associated probability Prtlast that

this ratio is exceeded, by using the above bootstrap m ethod. This gives:

Pr2002=02=15 = 11% ,Pr2002=05=15 = 67% ,Pr2002=08=15 = 5:1% ,Pr2002=11=15 = 30% ,

Pr2003=02=15 = 38% ,Pr2003=05=15 = 3:4% ,and Pr2003=08=15 = 11% .The plotof

Prtlast asa function oftlast isshown in Fig.1,with thescale indicated on the

rightverticalordinate.Overall,Prtlast tendsto decrease,which im pliesa pro-

gressive increasing relevance ofthe second-orderform ula com pared with the

� rst-orderform ula.Thesm allvalueofPr2002=02=15 iscaused by thedistortion

ofthepriceswith a localtrough around 2002/02/15,whilethatofPr2002=08=15
results from the localsharp peak around 2002/08/15 and probably the pre-

ceding crash aswell.Thise� ecthasbeen observed in [18](seeFig.6 therein).

Theseresultsopen seriously thepossibility thattheS&P 500indexhasstarted

tocross-overfrom the� rst-ordertothesecond-orderform ulaalreadyin2003/08/15.

Thecorresponding � tsshown in Fig.1 suggeststhattherecould bea delay in

the drop predicted in 2003/08/15 on the sole basisofthe � rst-orderform ula

and perhapsa change ofregim e.In hindsight,we know now thatthe change

ofregim e turned out to be ofa di� erent m ore subtle nature,as we discuss

below.

Asa word ofcaution,itisnecessary to stressthatthebootstrap m ethod isan

in-sam plem ethod.In-sam pleresultscan di� ersigni� cantlyfrom out-of-sam ple

resultsbecause the bootstrap m ethod isperform ed undera � xed sam ple.In

particular,it gives conditionalprobabilities that converge to unconditional

probabilitiesonly asthesam plesizetendsto in� nity.Itisdi� cultto assessa

priorihow close are bootstrap probabilitiesto unconditionalprobabilitiesin

our� nitesam ple.Thisrem ainsa lim itation oftheapproach.
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3 H ow to detect the end ofthe antibubble?

3.1 Evolution ofthe �tparam eters

According to standard econom ic theory,the pricesofstocksm ustre
 ectthe

discounted future capital
 ows.In practice,the pricesinclude the im pactof

news,from which anticipation on futurecash 
 owsism ade,aswellasbehav-

ioralbiasesand herdingam onginvestors.Thisprovidesam ixtureofendogene-

ity and exogeneity [19,11].Theantibubblephaseissupposed tore
 ectm ostly

the im pact ofthe behavioralpart which leads to self-reinforced pessim ism

interm ittently interrupted by transientphasesofoptim ism .

Iftheantibubblepattern isto bea correctdescription ofthem arketprices,a

necessary condition isthatitsparam etersshould be robust,thatis,approxi-

m ately constantasa function oftim e.On the otherhand,astim e 
 ows,the

cum ulative e� ect ofexogenous news m ay detune progressively the antibub-

blepattern.Thisphenom enon m ay beaccelerated in thepresenceofa strong

exogenousshock.One can thusview the unfolding ofan antibubble asa dy-

nam ic processwith com peting forcesattem pting to m aintain and to destroy

theLPPL structure.

W e� ttheUS S&P 500indextotheLPPL form ulae(1)overarunningwindow

from 2000/08/09 to tlast,where tlast is sam pled at a bi-weekly rate in the

intervalfrom 2001/08/15 to 2003/08/15.Figure2 showstheevolution ofthe

� tparam eterstc,m ,!,�,A,B ,C and oftheroot-m ean-square(r.m .s.)ofthe

� tresiduals�.Them ostnoticeablestructurein theseplotsisthedeviation of

theparam etersfrom theirapproxim atelyconstantvalue,which occurred atthe

end of2001 and lasted oneto two quarters.Thisdeviation isassociated with

the\crash" ofAugust2001 [18].Noticethatther.m .s.� hasbeen growing in

steps,each step correspondingroughlytothepronounced dropsand associated

volatility atsuccessive bottom softhelog-periodictrajectory.

Based on Figure2,theredoesnotseem tobea
 agrantchangeofregim eup to

them ostrecentinvestigated tlast =2003/08/15,sothatothertestsareneeded.

3.2 Construction ofscenarioswith uncontam inated reference

To quantify the possibility thatthe antibubble m ay have disappeared orwill

disappear,weconstructtwoclassesofscenariosandtesthow theLPPL � tsdis-

tinguish between them .ConsidertheS&P 500from theonsetoftheantibubble

(approxim ately 2000/08/09)to a tim etlast.Thescenariosareobtained by ex-

tending thistim eseriesforsix m onthsaftertlast by
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ClassI:continuing thelog-periodicform ula with noiseadded to it,

ClassII:perform ing a random walk with daily volatility equalto the

historicalvolatility overthesam eperiod.

Class I corresponds to the continuation ofthe antibubble regim e.Class II

correspondsto a regim e switch attlast from the antibubble to a structureless

pricetrajectory.

W e generate N = 1000 tim e series foreach class and then � t each ofthem

by the LPPL form ula (1).In the sim ulations,we use noise generated by a

GARCH (generalized auto-regressive conditionalheteroskedasticity) m odel,

which isa processoften taken asa benchm ark in the � nancialindustry and

which takesintoaccountvolatilitypersistence.TheinnovationsoftheGARCH

noise processhave been drawn from a Studentdistribution with 3 degreesof

freedom with avarianceequaltothatofthe� tresidualsoftherealdata.This

ensuresareasonablecorrespondencebetween thestatisticalpropertiesofthese

synthetic tim e series and the known properties ofthe em piricaldistribution

ofreturns.

Calling ~X thevectorofparam eterstc,m ,!,�,A,B ,C,and �,wethusobtain

two sets ofN vectors foreach class.The gist ofthis test is to quantify the

di� erencesin the distributionsofthe param eters~X in the two classes:ifthe

di� erences are signi� cant,thisprocedure provides a naturalclassi� cation to

apply to the realrealization in order to decide whether it belongs to Class

Ior Class II.Speci� cally,ifthe antibubble indeed continues up to tlast + 6

m onthswith a price trajectory close to the extrapolation ofthe log-periodic

� tperform ed up totlast,onecould expectthattheparam etersofthe� tsofthe

tim eseriesup to tlast+ 6 m onthswith theLPPL form ula (1)should beclose

to thesetfound forClassIand farfrom thosefound forClassII.Conversely,

iftheS&P 500index switchestoarandom walk aftertlast,oneshould � nd the

corresponding param etersofthelog-periodic� tto departfrom thesetfound

forClassIwhile being com patible with those found forClassII.Thistestis

partofa largeclassofpattern recognition m ethods[20,21].Using thepattern

recognition language,wereferto each tim eseriesasan objectto beclassi� ed

(eitherin ClassIorClassII).

Figure 3 plots the probability density functions (PDFs),p1(x � x0) (solid

lines) and p2(x � x0) (dashed lines),of the di� erence between a given � t

param eterx and itsreferencevaluex0,forthetwo classesassociated with the

antibubble thatdeveloped from 2000/08/09 to tlast = 2003=08=15.Theindex

1 (respectively 2)refersto ClassI(respectively II).ThevariableX standsfor

anyoftheparam eterstc,m ,!,�,A,B ,C,and �.Thereferencevaluex0 isthe

valueoftheparam eterobtained in the� toftheantibubble from 2000/08/09

to tlast = 2003=08=15 with the log-periodic form ula.The di� erencesbetween

each pairofPDFsaresigni� cant:p1(x� x0)concentratesaround x� x0 = 0,
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ascould beexpected,whilep2(x� x0)exhibitsa m uch largerdispersion with

m uch slowerdecaying tails.

In pattern recognition m ethods,itisnecessary to de� ne two types oferrors

that can occur in a classi� cation schem e using a given � t param eter x.An

erroroftypeIoccurswhen thehypothesis,which istrue,isrejected (a \false

negative" in term sofnullhypothesis testing).Errorsoftype Ioccurwith a

com plem entary cum ulative probability P1(x) m easured as the proportion of

theobjectsin classIwith a deviation jX � x0jgreaterthan jx� x0j:

P1(x)= lim
N ! 1

]fX :jX � x0j> jx � x0j& X 2 Ig

N
; (4)

where ]isthe operatorcounting the num ber ofelem ents in a given set.An

erroroftypeIIoccurswhen an hypothesis,which isfalse,isaccepted (a\false

positive" or\falsealarm " in term sofnullhypothesistesting).Errorsoftype

IIoccurwith a cum ulative probability P2(x)m easured asthe proportion of

theobjectsin classIIwith thedeviation jX � x0jsm allerthan jx� x0j:

P2(x)= lim
N ! 1

]fX :jX � x0j< jx� x0jg & X 2 IIg

N
: (5)

By de� nition,limx! x0
P1(x) = 1,lim x! x0

P2(x) = 0,lim jx�x 0j! 1 P1(x) = 0,

and lim jx�x 0j! 1 P2(x)= 1.

Figure 4 shows the probabilities P1(x) and P2(x) constructed by taking as

the reference the antibubble on the S&P 500 from 2000/08/09 to tlast =

2001=08=15,forthe seven � tparam etersand forthe r.m .s�.Figures5 to 8

arethesam efortlast = 2002=02=15,2002=08=15,2003=02=15,and 2003=08=15,

respectively.

As seen in Figure 3,the PDF’s forClass Iare extrem ely narrow.One m ay

wonder ifthis is not due to our use ofthe GARCH process which gives a

too conservative estim ate ofthe noiseim pact.To testthispossibility,we use

anothernoisegenerating process.Ratherthan generating noisesynthetically,

weconstructthetim eseriesoftheresidues�(t)obtained from thelog-periodic

� tofthe reference tim e series with the LPPL form ulae.W e then extractat

random a six m onth segm ent of�(t) which is the noise taken to decorate

the extended series from tlast to tlast + 6 m onths forClass Iobjects.Having

thus generated new objects ofClass I,we calculate the new PDFs and the

probabilitiesP �
1
(x)de� ned asthe proportion ofthe objects(with \residual"

noise) in class I with a deviation jX � x0jgreater than jx � x0j.The new

PDFs p�
1
(x � x0) are shown as dotted line in Figure 3.The dependence of

the corresponding P �
1
(x) (de� ned as P1(x) but using p�

1
(x � x0) instead of

p1(x� x0))fortheseven param etersand forther.m .s.asafunction ofjx� x0j

areshown asthedotted linesin Figs.4 to 8.Asexpected,using pastrealized
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residualsgivesslightly largerdispersionsbutthedi� erencesarenotlarge.This

con� rm sthelargedi� erence between objectsin ClassIand in ClassII.

Toqualifythecontinuation oftheantibubblebased on them easured valuex of

oneparam eter,onewould liketohaveboth P1(x)large(abovesom ethreshold)

and P2(x)sm all(below som ethreshold).The� rstcondition (P1(x)su� ciently

large)tellsusthattherealized deviation iswellwithin thenorm al
 uctuations

ofobjectsin ClassI.Thesecond condition (P2(x)su� ciently sm all)indicates

thatitisim probableto obtain such a valueofx ifthepriceserieswasnotan

antibubble.Thesetwo conditionsquantify how m uch deviation ofx from the

referencevaluex0 istolerableto qualify theadditionalsix m onth ofdata asa

continuation oftheantibubble.

In practice,using tlast = 2003=08=15,one hasto waitan additional6 m onth

and analyzetherealized tim eseriesasan objectto beclassi� ed according to

theaboveschem e.To testthesensitivity and reliability ofthisprocedure,itis

naturalto turn to data in thepastoftlast = 2003=08=15 to sim ulatehow this

m ethod would have worked in thispast.W ewillthen turn below to exam ine

thedata posteriorto tlast = 2003=08=15.

3.3 Ex-posttests

Toassessthevalidityoftheproposed m ethod,wetestitretroactively.Thetest

consistsin takingthepricetim eseriesfrom 2000/08/09totlastasthereference

and in applying theproceduredescribed in section 3.2 foreach tlast,with tlast
takingthevalues2001=08=15,2002=02=15,2002=08=15,and 2003=02=15,with

a tim estep ofsix m onths.W eusetherealized valuesofthe� tted param eters

obtained forthe tim e series extending to tlast + 6 m onths to obtain the two

probabilities P1 and P2.The realized values ofP1,P
�
1
and P2 are listed in

Table1.Therealized valuesofthe� tparam etersforthetim eseriesextending

to tlast+ 6 m onthsareindicated by theverticallinein Figs.4 to 8.

The rather poorresults (sm allP1’s,P
�
1
’s and large P2’s) forthe two earlier

tim estlast = 2001=08=15and tlast = 2002=02=15can probably beattributed to

thefactthatthelog-periodicstructurewasnotyetsu� ciently developed and

wasdom inated by noise.A large P2 in particularm eansthatthe six-m onth

extension from tlast to tlast + 6 m onths had sim ilarity with a random walk.

Forthetwo latertim estlast = 2002=08=15 and tlast = 2003=02=15,weobserve

often largeP1’sand sm allP2’s,suggesting thattheantibubblehascontinued

todevelop.W eshould alsostressthatallparam etersarenotequivalentforthe

decision process.Forinstance,the r.m .s.of� tresidualsisalm ostinsensitive

to the phase �,which explains why the values ofP1 and P2 are com pletely

uninform ativeforthephase.
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3.4 Im pactofpastregim e switching:contam inated reference

Theprevioustestshavebeen perform ed with thehypothesisthattheantibub-

ble have been genuinely continuing untiltlast.Thiscondition hasallowed us

to take the param etersofthe � tsofthe tim e seriesup to tlast asreferences.

Butwhataboutthepossibility thatthepricetim eserieshasalready switched

to a random walk?Itcould bethecasethatwem ay incorrectly believein the

antibubblecontinuation untiltlast whilein factapartofthepasttim eseriesis

already in therandom walk regim e.Thereferencevaluesofthe� tted param e-

terswould then beincorrect,leading to possibledistortionsin thecalculation

ofP1 and P2.

W e thusalso need to take into accountthe factthatthe regim e switch m ay

have happened in the past,to quantify what is its e� ect in qualifying its

future.To addressthisquestion,wereplacethedata ofthelastsix m onthsof

thereferenceseriesending attlast by a random walk with tim estepsequalto

the historicalvolatility.Speci� cally,from the beginning ofthe tim e seriesto

tlast� 6 m onths,thetim eseriesistheS&P 500 data.From tlast� 6 m onthsto

tlast,weextend theS&P 500databy generating arandom walk.Theresulting

tim eseriesending attlast isthen taken atthebelieve-to-be-trueantibubbleto

which weapply theaboveproceduredescribed in section 3.2.

The testsare perform ed fortlast = 2003=02=15 and 2003=08=15.The results

are given in Figs.9 to 11,where the verticallinesindicate the valuesofthe

realized jx � x0jforthe tim e seriesending attlast+ 6 m onths.In Fig.9,one

observesa broadening ofp1 ascan beexpected.

Fig.12 showsP2 asa function oftlast forthe uncontam inated cases(circles)

studied in Sec.3.2and forthecontam inated cases(squares)studied in thissec-

tion foreach ofthe8 param eters.Theadjectiveuncontam inated (respectively

contam inated)refersto taking thetruetim eseriesup to tlast (respectively to

replacing the true tim e seriesby a random walk in the intervalfrom tlast� 6

m onthsto tlast).The overallpicture isthatthesquaresforthe contam inated

casetend tospread m oreuniform ly in [0;1]whiletheuncontam inated casebe-

com esm oreconcentrated towardssm allervaluesofP2 forthe lastthreetlast.

The m eans ofP2 for the uncontam inated (respectively contam inated) cases

areshown in thick lineswith closed circlesand squaresrespectively.Onecan

observe thatthe P2’sforthe contam inated case are signi� cantly largerthan

fortheuncontam inated case,suggesting thatitm ay bepossibletodistinguish

between them .

Fig.13 plotsthe productoftwo P2’sassociated with two param eterschosen

from thesetfm ,!,C,�g,bothforuncontam inated (circles)andcontam inated

(squares)cases.W e denote P2(x1;x2)the productofthe two P2’sassociated
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with the param eters x1 and x2.W e also perform the averages over allpairs

ofP2(x1;x2),forthe uncontam inated and forthe contam inated cases,which

are shown with � lled circles and squares respectively.The construction of

P2(x1;x2)constitutesonestep in thedirection ofa decision forthequali� ca-

tion ordisquali� cation oftheantibubblewhich should beideally perform ed on

the basisofthe fullm ultivariate distributionsoverallparam eterssim ultane-

ously.Onecan observesigni� cantly largerP2(x1;x2)’sfortheuncontam inated

casescom pared with the contam inated cases.The factthatP2(x1;x2)tends

todecreaseforthelastthreepointscan beinterpreted asfollows:thedatahas

accum ulated m oreso thatthe log-periodicstructure hasbecom e m oredevel-

oped,which constrainsm orethe� ts.Asaconsequence,itisthuslessprobable

to m isinterpret a random walk fora genuine LPPL antibubble between tlast

and tlast+ 6 m onths.Noticealsotheslowerdecay ofP2(x1;x2)forthelasttwo

pointsfortheuncontam inated casescom pared with thecontam inated cases.

3.5 Testing the end ofthe antibubble:form ulation and im plem entation

As an em piricalim plem entation of our detection m ethod,we propose the

followingtestforthepossibleendoftheantibubble,basedonselected scenarios

forthefuture.Toillustratethem ethod,wetakethedateof2003/08/15asthe

end oftheknown tim eseries,and then projectseveralpossiblescenariosover

thefollowing six m onths.Foreach scenario,thecharacteristicprobabilitiesP1
and P2 arecalculated and used to characterizethetwo possibleoutcom es:(i)

theantibubblecontinuesor(ii)theantibubblehasended.W ethen apply this

procedure to the realized data from 2003/08/15 to 2004/02/15 (2003/08/15

+ six m onths).In the� rstversion ofthispaperavailablein August2003 (v.1

at http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-m at/0310092),we perform ed the � rst part in

realtim eand out-of-sam ple.Thetim eelapsed sinceallowsusto describethe

conclusion ofthisteston therealized data.

3.5.1 Synthetic scenarios

Letusthusconsider2003/08/15 (forwhich the S&P 500 wasslightly below

1000) as the date from which we project scenarios to test for the continu-

ation or ending ofthe antibubble.W e extend the price tim e series beyond

2003/08/15 by constructing seven di� erent scenarios ofthe future S&P 500

evolution forthenextsix m onths:

(i) a random walk taking theS&P 500 to thevalue1200;

(ii) a random walk taking theS&P 500 to 1100;

(iii) a random walk taking theS&P 500 to 1000;

(iv) a random walk taking theS&P 500 to 900;
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(v) a random walk taking theS&P 500 to 800;

(vi) a continuation oftheantibubblewith noiseobtained by a GARCH process

described in Sec.3.2 (ClassIand P1);and

(vii) acontinuation oftheantibubblewith noiseobtained by drawing atrandom

theresidualsoversix previousm onthsasin Sec.3.2 (ClassIand P �
1
).

W e have generated 424 realizations foreach ofthese seven scenarios ending

at2004/02/15 (2003/08/15 plus6 m onths).Each realization,which hasbeen

� tted by the LPPL form ula (1),yields7 param etersand the r.m .s.Foreach

realization,thetwoprobabilitiesP1 and P2 de� ned in (4)and (5)areobtained

fortheseven param eters,from which theiraverageandstandarddeviationsare

determ ined.Theresultsareshown in Table2.Them oststrikingobservation is

thatP1 issm all(respectively large)forthe� verandom walkscenarios(respec-

tively forthe continuation ofthe antibubble),while P2 islarge (respectively

sm all)forthe� verandom walk scenarios(respectively forthecontinuation of

theantibubble).Asexpected,forthe� verandom walk scenarios,P1 increases

and P2 decreaseswith decreasing ending valueofthesynthetic values.These

resultssuggestthatoneshould beableto distinguish clearly thecontinuation

oftheantibubblefrom a regim eswitch to a random walk beyond 2003/08/15.

However,one should keep in m ind that the realfuture evolution m ight be

m ore com plicated than a random walk trajectory with consequences forthe

testwhich aredi� cultto foresee.

The factthatP1 isso sm allforthe random walk scenarios(i)-(v)and quite

large for the continuation ofthe antibubble scenarios (vi) and (vii) tells us

som ething im portant.Recallthat P1 quanti� es the probability that the de-

viations on the LPPL param eters is larger in a true LPPL antibubble con-

tinuation than those obtained from the scenarios.Sm allP1’sforthe random

walk scenarios(i)-(v)m eansthat,conditioned on thefactthatwebelieve(er-

roneously)thatthescenarios(i)-(v)aregenuineLPPL structures,essentially

any random realization decorating a true LPPL structure would continue to

qualify asa genuine LPPL structure.In other words,P1 can be interpreted

as the probability ofexistence ofthe LPPL antibubble.It is very sm allfor

the random walk scenarios(i)-(v)and quite largeforthe continuation ofthe

antibubble scenarios (vi)and (vii).Reciprocally,the factthatP2 isso large

forthe random walk scenarios(i)-(v)isin line with the factthatLPPL � ts

give large errors for these scenarios and thus,conditioned on the fact that

these scenarios are believed a priorito be genuine LPPL antibubbles,it is

very probable thatrandom walk realizationswould give sim ilaroreven bet-

terLPPL � ts.In otherwords,whatthistesttellsusisthat,starting with a

bad � t,additionalnoise can give sim ilar or better � ts.In contrast,the low

valueofP2 forthecontinuation oftheantibubblescenario(vi)and (vii)m eans

thatrandom walk extensionsarevery unlikely to givequalitiesof� tssim ilar

to those obtained on average for these scenarios (vi) and (vii).In sum ,the

sm allP1 and large P2 found forthe random walk scenarios (i)-(v)are good
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signalsoftheend oftheLPPL antibubble.In contrast,thelargeP1 and sm all

P2 found forthe continuation scenarios(vi)and (vii)are good signalsofthe

continuation oftheLPPL antibubble.

Thus,weconcludethat,given thepresentpricepattern,thereisonly a sm all

probability ofm aking an errorin diagnosis:(a)ifweobtain a sm allP1 and a

large P2 in the realized six m onths from 2003/08/15 to 2004/02/15,we will

concludethattheantibububblehasended;(b)in contrast,ifweobtain alarge

P1 and a sm allP2,wewillconcludethattheantibubblecontinues.

3.5.2 Realized probabilitiesand apparentend ofthe US antibubble

Letusapply the testjustdescribed to the realized data from 2003/08/15 to

2004/02/15.In the� rstversion ofourpaperpresented in Sec.3.5.1,wecould

notconcludethattheantibubblehad ended yetand suggested thatwewould

be able to decide when the data tillFeb 2004 would becom e available.Here

wecom pletethistest.

Forthis,Figure 14 showsthe probabilitiesP1 (continuouslines),P
�
1
(dotted

lines),and P2 (dashed lines)corresponding to the reference antibubble from

2000/08/09 to 2003/08/15 asfunctionsofeightparam etersderived from the

� ts with the � rst-order log-periodic form ula,which was shown in Fig.11.

The verticallines indicate the realized values ofjx � x0j,where x0 is the

referencevalue.Onecan seethattheP1’sarevery sm alland theP2’sarevery

large forallparam etersbutthe phase �,which waspreviously shown to be

irrelevantanyway.Thesm allvaluesofP1 and largevaluesofP2 indicatethat

theantibubblein theUSA hasapparently ended.

3.6 S&P 500 in othercurrencies

In theprevioustests,theS&P 500 index wasvalued in thelocalcurrency,the

US dollar.In asense,thiscorrespondstom akingajointanalysisofthebehav-

ioroftheS&P 500 index and oftheUS$.Onecan worry aboutthepossibility

that som ething has a� ected the US$ so that the behavior ofthe S&P 500

index m ay havebeen distorted when viewed from theUS$ lens.Thisquestion

boilsdown in factto thefollowing:who aretheinvestorsm oving the m arket

and whatisthecorrectreference currency? In [22],wehave found strong ev-

idence offueling ofthe 2000 new econom y bubble by foreign capitalin
 ow.

M ore generally,foreigners constitute a growing part ofthe investm ent pool

[23]in
 uencing US m arketsin particularwith therecycling ofsurplusesfrom

Asian countries,astheir m oves in and outofthe m arket are m ore frequent

and volatilethan them ajorinvesting US funds,duetoalargecurrentaccount

de� citthatm ustbe� nanced,fearofaweakening dollar,theim pactofarising
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ordecreasing dollar,and so on.Since the burstofthe new econom y bubble

in 2000,theFederalReservehasdecreased itsleading shortterm interestrate

in a seriesofsteps(see [24]fora detailed analysisofthisFed policy and its

relationship with theUS stock m arket);ithasbeen argued by m any observers

thatthese m ovesm ay have arti� cially distorted the available liquidity in ad-

dition to directm onetary interventions,am ounting to an e� ectivein
 ation in

dollarterm s,henceitsdepreciation,with observableconsequencesin thereal

estateboom [25](therising priceofrealestateisthesam easthedecreasein

the value ofthe dollarwith respectto these assets).Thissuggeststo decon-

volvethetim eevolution oftheUS stock m arketfrom theUS$,which am ounts

to taking theview pointofeithera prudentinvestorcom paring stock with a

supposedly risk haven such a gold orthe view pointofa foreign investorby

converting them arketpricein euro,British pound orYen,forinstance.

W e have � tted the S&P 500 index denom inated in British pound,Canadian

dollar,euro,gold � xesFM 2,Hong Kong dollar,JapaneseYen,XAG,aswell

asUS dollarforcom parison,from 2000/08/09 to 2004/07/16,using the� rst-

orderand second-orderLandau form ulae.W e � nd thatthe � tsforJapanese

Yen and XAG are even worse than that for the US dollar,while Canadian

dollar,gold � xes FM ,and Hong-Kong dollar give sim ilar results com pared

with the US dollar.Interestingly,the analyses using the British pound and

theeurogivem uch m oreconvincing � ts.A typicalplotisillustrated in Fig.15

forthe US m arketexpressed in British pounds.The param etervaluesofthe

� tting to S&P 500 denom inated in di� erentcurrencies(British pound,euro,

gold � xesFM ,and US dollar)arelisted in Table3.Given thequality ofsuch

� ts,our previous m ethodology (not shown for brevity) concludes that the

antibubblecontinuesfrom theEuropean investorview point.

The param eters shown in Table 3 suggest that the crossover from the � rst-

order to the second-order regim e has occurred, which m eans a signi� cant

change in the valuesofthe angularlog-frequency during the developm entof

theantibubble.W enotein particulara quitesigni� cantdi� erenceofRM SE’s

between thetwo� ts,asalsoshown in Fig.16.Figure16showstheevolution of

ther.m .s.(root-m ean-square,an inverse m easureofthequality ofthe� ts)of

the� tresidualsoftherespective� ts.In general,thediscrepancy between the

two � ts(with the � rst-orderand second-orderform ulae)ofa given currency

increaseswhen m ore data are included.The separationsbetween the dashed

versus corresponding continuous lines illustrate the crossover from the � rst

orderto thesecond order.

2 The price ofgold is �xed twice a day in London by the �ve m em bers ofthe

London gold pool,allm em bers of the London Bullion M arket Association.The

�xesstartat10:30 a.m .,and 3:00 p.m .London tim e.The data are retrieved from

http://www.am ark.com /archives/�xes.asp.
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Figure 16 identi� es very clearly a change ofregim e around February 2003,

m aterialized by thejum p in r.m .s.in all� tsand,atthesam etim e,thesudden

increase ofthe r.m .s.ofthe � rst-order form ula com pared with the r.m .s.of

the second-order form ula.The sam e phenom enon is docum ented above for

the S&P 500 in US dollar.Beyond the quality and predictive power ofthe

proposed � ts,we would like to stress the im portance ofidentifying \regim e

switches".Roughly speaking,Fig.16 showsthatther.m .s.ofthe� tresiduals

forforeign currenciesofthesecond-orderLandau form ulakeep decreasing asa

function oftim e(thequality ofthe� tsincrease),in contrastwith thoseofthe

� rst-orderform ula.Thiscon� rm sthevisualim pression thatthesecond-order

Landau � tscapturevery welltheLPPL oscillationswhen com pared with the

� rst-order� ts,asexem pli� ed in Fig.15.

Theseanalysesim ply thattheS&P 500antibubblestarted in m id-2000isstill

alive,when denom inated in European currencies.A naturalquestion isthen

toask iftheantibubblein theEuropean stock m arketsisstillcontinuing since

those stocks are traded directly in EUR and in GBP.W e have � tted three

m ajorindexesin Europe,thatis,CAC 40 ofFrance,DAX ofGerm any,and

FTSE 100 oftheUnited Kingdom .Theresultsarevery sim ilarto each other.

W e thustake FTSE asan exam ple shown in Figure 17.This� gure presents

the FTSE ofthe United Kingdom from 2000/08/09 to 2004/07/16 and its

� tsusing the � rst-orderand second-orderLandau form ulas.W e see thatthe

antibubble isrighton track in these stock m arketsin Europe.The tentative

conclusion ofthisstudy isthatthe strong im pact ofthe intervention ofthe

US FederalReservehasperturbed the� ngerprintsoftheantibubbleoftheUS

stock m arketswhen viewed in localcurrencies,while itispossible in reality

that the herding bearish-bullish oscillations are stillpresent but are hidden

by the distorting feedback actionsofthe FederalReserve and the perturbed

behavior of the US$.Correcting for this possible bias by taking the view

pointofan European investor,we conclude thatthe antibubble m ay wellbe

continuing.Sim ilarconclusionshold when taking gold asthereferenceunitto

expressthevalueoftheUS stock m arkets(see[2]).

4 C oncluding rem arks

First,we have presented a generalm ethodology to testfora cross-overora

shiftin log-periodicity.Second,wehavedeveloped a battery ofteststo detect

a possible end ofthe antibubble.Ourconclusion isthatthe antibubble was

stillprobably alivein August2003buthasended sincein theUSA (i.e.,when

viewed from the view point ofa US investor valuing in US dollars).M ore

generally,our tests provide new quantitative m easures to diagnose the end

ofan antibubble and thiswillbe usefulforfuture applications.W e � nd that

such diagnosticisnotinstantaneousand requiresprobablythreetosix m onths
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within thenew regim ebeforeassessing itsexistencewith con� dence.W ehave

also found thattheantibubbleisstillcontinuing when viewed from thepoint

ofview ofa European investororalternatively from an investor valuing the

US stock m arketwith respectto gold.W eattributethediscrepancy between

ourtwo conclusionsto thedepreciation oftheUS dollarin thelasttwo years,

which islinked to theFederalReserve interestrateand m onetary policy.

This present paperfollowsseveralothers[1,4,6,18]which were nucleated by

noticing a sim ilarity between the Nikkeiantibubble thatstarted in January

1990and thepresentUS antibubblethatstarted in August2000,when shifted

approxim ately by 11 years.W e conclude with a word ofcaution concerning

this sim ilitude between the two tim e series:the noted sim ilarity should not

lead to the beliefthatthe S&P 500 index is bound to follow blindly in the

futurethepath suggested bytheNikkei.In contrastwith chartism ortechnical

analysis,ourapproach istodevelop ascienti� cunderstandingofthesebubble-

antibubblephases.Thesim ilitudebetween theNikkeiand US m arketsispart

ofthesearch for\universal" properties,thatallow ustoestablish a theory (in

short,a theory isa story ofrepeatable/reproducible occurrences).Using this

theory then allowsusto describe idiosyncratic behaviors,thatis,deviations

from one case to another,orin otherwords,the partsofthe evolutionsthat

arenotuniversal.Thisiswhatshould giveusan hedgeforpredictions.Thisis

why wehaveem phasized in previousworksthesim ilitudebetween theshifted

Nikkeiand theUS stock m arkets[6].

However,afterthree-yearevolution ofthe S&P 500 antibubble,the discrep-

ancy between the Nikkeiand S&P 500 antibubbles becam e detectable.The

qualitativeanalogyisstilltherebut,quantitatively,therearedi� erences.Tech-

nically,aftertwo yearsand a halfafterthetop in Decem ber31,1989,we� nd

that the Nikkeihas started to shift to another antibubble regim e while no

such shiftwasdetectable afterthe sam e tim e span since the startofthe an-

tibubblein theUS.Only when using data up to thesum m erof2003,we� nd

suggestionsofsuch achangeofregim e.In addition,theUS m arketshavebeen

characterized by m uch strongercrashesand rallies,m odelled by theso-called

zero-phase W eierstrass-type functions[18].These two factssuggest thatthe

herding forcesareeven strongerin theUS and thatinvestorsreacteven m ore

on hair-triggertoany \news." Thesim ilaritiesbetween theshifted Nikkeiand

theS&P 500 arequalitative:bubblepreceding antibubble,strong speculation

and herding,sim ilarfearand herdingin theantibubbleregim e,som eproblem s

with bad loansorbad accounting,strong com m itm entfrom thecentralbanks

and governm entstoprovideliquidity and cash...Buttherearedi� erencesand

thesedi� erencescan bedetected alreadyafterthree-yearevolution oftheS&P

500 antibubbleand even m oreafterfouryears.

There are also interesting structuraldi� erences in the origin ofthe bubbles

that preceded their antibubbles.Japan was (and stillis) a surplus country,
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whosestrong positivebalanceofpaym entled to \high-powered" m oney being

poured inthecountry.Thisin turn powered speculation and priceappreciation

to sky-rocketing levels.The so-called bad loansdragging down the Japanese

recovery cam efrom thisepoch when thehigh-powered m oney inputwasused

by banksto provide loansam pli� ed by the m ultipliere� ectforpurchasesat

pricesoften substantially largerthan therealvalue.In contrast,theUSA has

becom ein thelastdecadeade� citcountry,accum ulatingan increasingly large

negative balance ofpaym entwith the restofthe world.The bubble thatde-

veloped in the1990swasfuelled indirectly by thesurplusdollarsaccum ulated

by foreign countries which were re-injected in the US in the hope ofget-

ting a reasonable return while avoiding the risk ofappreciation oftheirown

currencies [22].The bubble had also a very strong endogenous com ponent

ofself-reinforcing beliefin a \new econom y," a characteristic that could be

m atched to thefaith in theJapanesem iracleunderlying theJapanesebubble.

Thusboth theJapaneseand USA m arketsarestrongly linked to thebehavior

ofinternationalinvestorsand centralbankersand tothebeliefand con� dence

ofinvestors,but the speci� cs ofthe herding and over-optim ism have som e-

tim es di� erent origins.It rem ains to be seen ifthis willlead to appreciable

di� erencesin theevolution ofthetwo antibubbles.
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Table 1

Resultsofex-posttests ofthe end ofan antibubble described in section 3.3 with

two classesofsynthetic tim e series.

tlast tc m ! � A B C �

P1 : 2001/08/15 0.000 0.014 0.000 0.418 0.000 0.000 0.585 0.000

2002/02/15 0.001 0.000 0.000 0.053 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

2002/08/15 0.701 0.051 0.169 0.314 0.161 0.077 0.011 0.000

2003/02/15 0.139 0.945 0.011 0.081 0.065 0.969 0.894 0.000

P2 : 2001/08/15 0.838 0.119 0.582 0.345 0.749 0.290 0.031 0.136

2002/02/15 0.655 0.369 0.537 0.908 0.616 0.328 0.265 0.404

2002/08/15 0.067 0.066 0.096 0.838 0.050 0.057 0.115 0.289

2003/02/15 0.273 0.002 0.116 0.733 0.152 0.002 0.000 0.041

P �
1
: 2001/08/15 0.000 0.018 0.000 0.530 0.000 0.000 0.662 0.000

2002/02/15 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.347 0.000 0.033 0.000 0.000

2002/08/15 0.631 0.297 0.339 0.145 0.461 0.351 0.085 0.000

2003/02/15 0.236 0.982 0.030 0.080 0.070 0.993 0.943 0.001
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Table 2. Probabilities for the two types oferrors concerning seven scenarios extrapolating the S& P 500 index over six m onths from

2003/08/15 in the future.The num bersin the parenthesesstand forthe standard deviations.See section 3.5.1 fora description ofthe

testing procedure.

Scenario tc m ! � A B C �

P1 : i 0:000(1) 0:001(6) 0:000(0) 0:057(64) 0:000(0) 0:172(216) 0:000(0) 0:000(0)

ii 0:000(3) 0:000(0) 0:000(0) 0:093(118) 0:007(35) 0:000(0) 0:000(0) 0:000(0)

iii 0:025(58) 0:000(0) 0:002(3) 0:271(242) 0:086(141) 0:000(0) 0:000(0) 0:004(2)

iv 0:216(105) 0:002(3) 0:057(81) 0:066(74) 0:058(72) 0:002(3) 0:019(86) 0:009(1)

v 0:063(70) 0:000(1) 0:008(14) 0:100(115) 0:309(218) 0:002(27) 0:000(2) 0:000(0)

vi 0:490(283) 0:508(294) 0:485(277) 0:484(280) 0:495(290) 0:508(294) 0:511(298) 0:495(284)

vii 0:436(261) 0:215(303) 0:378(281) 0:386(278) 0:305(250) 0:216(299) 0:213(286) 0:024(82)

P2 : i 0:955(44) 0:269(37) 0:917(34) 0:814(215) 0:982(4) 0:061(33) 0:728(31) 0:965(3)

ii 0:847(67) 0:714(62) 0:818(57) 0:675(212) 0:843(86) 0:712(66) 0:898(32) 0:805(6)

iii 0:581(144) 0:665(68) 0:601(101) 0:351(250) 0:467(197) 0:792(80) 0:697(30) 0:239(26)

iv 0:243(99) 0:184(20) 0:251(66) 0:701(262) 0:442(90) 0:232(28) 0:096(17) 0:153(31)

v 0:431(138) 0:420(62) 0:474(97) 0:726(247) 0:218(203) 0:300(49) 0:374(23) 0:771(21)

vi 0:131(137) 0:026(28) 0:075(84) 0:191(236) 0:129(144) 0:027(30) 0:025(21) 0:014(36)

vii 0:150(139) 0:084(65) 0:106(92) 0:258(256) 0:223(178) 0:085(66) 0:065(45) 0:195(99)
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Table 3

Param eter values ofthe �tting to S& P 500 denom inated in di�erent currencies

(British pound,euro,gold �xesFM ,and US dollar)usingthe�rst-orderand second-

orderLandau form ulae.The data are from 2000/08/09 to 2004/07/16.The super-

scripts1 and 2 stand fortheorderoftheLandau form ula used in �tting.

Currency tc m ! � � t � ! A B C �

EUR 1 2000/10/31 0.84 6.56 3.48 7.40 -1.95E-3 5.46E-4 0.0548

EUR 2 2000/10/05 0.90 9.23 0.00 3343 -45 7.40 -1.29E-3 4.44E-4 0.0449

GBP1 2000/10/07 0.78 7.07 0.02 6.91 -2.66E-3 7.97E-4 0.0501

GBP2 2000/07/30 0.99 11.92 4.05 2689 -49 6.92 -6.20E-4 -2.07E-4 0.0374

GFF1 2000/09/17 0.91 5.27 2.70 1.69 -1.26E-3 -3.30E-4 0.0568

GFF2 2000/10/18 0.90 8.65 0.72 5232 -78 1.69 -1.49E-3 -4.06E-4 0.0498

USD 1 2000/09/05 0.72 5.63 0.32 7.25 -2.55E-3 -1.20E-3 0.0575

USD 2 2000/09/08 0.63 11.01 2.12 6902 -64 7.29 -5.87E-3 2.48E-3 0.0434
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Fig.1.Leftordinate:FitsoftheS& P 500 index overa tim eintervalofthreeyears

with a daily sam pling rate using the �rst-order LPPL form ulae (1) and the sec-

ond-orderLPPL form ulae (3).The param etersare the following:tc = 2000=08=27,

m = 0:72,! = 9:2,� = 4:62,A = 7:3123,B = � 0:0037,C = � 0:0008,and ther.m .s.

of�t residuals is �1 = 0:03859 for the �rst order form ula;and tc = 2000=08=06,

m = 0:76,! = 11:4,� = 1:03,� t = 2778,� ! = � 22:6,A = 7:3245,B = � 0:0031,

C = � 0:0007,and the r.m .s.of�tresiduals is �2 = 0:03729 for the second order

form ula.R ight ordinate:The probability that the sim ulated log-likelihood-ratio

exceedsthe realized ratio asa function oftlast.
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contam inated respectively).
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Fig.13.Com bined probability P2(x1;x2)asa function oftlast forboth uncontam i-

nated (circles)and contam inated (squares)cases.Pairs(x1;x2)areform ed bytaking

x1 and x2 in the set fm ,!,C ,�g.The thick lines with close circles and squares

givetheaverageovertheeightparam etersforthetwo typesofP2 (uncontam inated

and contam inated respectively).
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Fig. 14. Probabilities P1(x) (continuous lines), P �
1
(x) (dotted lines), and P2(x)

(dashed lines) corresponding to the reference antibubble from 2000/08/09 to

tlast = 2004=02=15 as functionsofeight param eters derived from the �tswith the

log-periodic form ula (1).Theverticallinesindicate therealized valuesofjx � x0j.
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Fig.15.TheS& P 500 index denom inated in G BP from 2000/08/09 to 2004/07/16

and its �tsusing the �rst-orderand second-orderLandau form ulas.The valuesof

the�tparam etersarelisted in Table3.The�tsareextrapolated to theend of2005.
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Fig.16.Evolution oftheRM S ofresidualsofthe�toftheS& P500 index expressed

in fourdi�erentcurrencieswith the�rst-orderand second-orderLandau form ulae.
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Fig.17.TheFTSE index(in british pounds)from 2000/08/09 to2004/07/16 and its

�tsusingthe�rst-orderand second-orderLandau form ulas.The�tsareextrapolated

to the beginning of2005.
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