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A bstract

W e apply the Hurst exponent idea for investigation ofDJIA in-

dex tim e-seriesdata.The behaviorofthe localHurstexponentprior

to drastic changes in �nancialseriessignalisanalyzed. The optim al

length ofthetim e-window overwhich thisexponentcan becalculated

in orderto m ake som e m eaningfulpredictionsisdiscussed. O urpre-

diction hypothesisisveri�ed with exam plesof’29 and ’87 crashes,as

wellaswith m ore recentphenom ena in stock m arketfrom theperiod

1995-2003.Som e interesting agreem entsare found.

1 Introduction

Financialm arkets are nonlinear,com plex and open dynam icalsystem s de-

scribed by enorm ousnum beroffree,m ostly unknown param eters.M any of

theseparam etersareexteriorforthem arket,whatm akesthefulldescription

ofthe system even m ore com plicated. Exterior param eters are com pletely
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outofcontrolbyinvestorswhoarethepartof� nancialsystem .Theseparam -

etershave usually random origin connected with e.g.politicaldisturbances,

terrorist attacks,bankruptcies ofleading com panies,wars,etc. There are

also investordependent interiorparam etersdriving the m arketeven in the

absence ofother,notexpected exteriorphenom ena. The fullrecognition of

such interior param eters is a big challenge for econom ists and econophysi-

cists.

Allthese circum stances m ean thatdetailed tim e evolution ofa com plex � -

nancialsystem isunpredicted.Howeveristhesituation so hopeless? Even if

we can notpredictthe detailed evolution scenario,we m ightbe able to say

som ethingelseaboutthesystem .W ehavelearned from statisticalm echanics

thatonedoesnothavetoknow whereaparticularparticleofthem echanical

system willbeasecond orfew from now,in orderto� nd equation ofstateof

thissystem . The latterisquite su� cientin practicalapplicationsgiving us

thewhole availableinform ation aboutthe m acroscopic param eters,like e.g.

pressure ortem perature,and itre ectsalldetailed m icroscopic,directly in-

accessibleinform ation.In m any casesthisknowledgeissu� cientto indicate

direction in which thesystem isevolving.

In thisarticle we rise the question ifitispossible to � nd som e m acroscopic

param etersin � nancialm arketwhich would play the role ofa m acroscopic

indicatorofcom plex,interiorstock dynam ics. In particular,we would like

thisparam eterto beableto predictthatcrashesorotherdrasticchangesin

the m arketsignalare com ing soon. The task lookshopelessifone assum es

following Fam a [1]thatinvestorsdestroy inform ation whileusing it,so that

otherscan notuse thisinform ation again. In thisspiritm arketshould not

exhibitany correlationsbetween returnsrt attim etand rt+ � attim et+ �,

where

rt = ln
St+ 1

St
(1)

and St isthepriceofa given stock attim et.

Itwaswidely believed fora long tim ethatpricechangesfollow an indepen-

dent,zero m ean,Gaussian process. However,deviations from this sim ple

scenario have been observed in the � nancialsignalin the last few years.

Em piricalwork showed that the distribution function Pr(r > x) has tails

obeying powerlaw relation Pr(r> x)� x� � [2-4],contrary to norm alGaus-

sian distribution. Also the autocorrelation function ofthe absolute value of

price changesshowslong-range persistence hjrtjjrt+ �ji� �� �,with �� 0:3

[5-7]. A sort oflong m em ory correlations in � nancialsignalitselfhas also
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been revealed [8-12].

Dueto largeliquidity ofcurrency exchangem arkets,they seem to bea nat-

uralsubject to explore the existence ofsuch correlations between returns.

Thishasbeen done form ajorworld and European currenciesin [13-15]. It

hasalso been proven thatcom plexity ofa � nancialm arketisnotlim ited to

the statisticalbehavior ofeach � nancialtim e series form ing it but follows

from thestaticsand dynam icsofcorrelationsexistingbetween variousstocks

in them arket[16].

Theproven existenceofcorrelationsin � nancialtim eseriesrevealsthepossi-

bility to apply som eglobalm acroscopicapproach to seethem .In thispaper

we address the possibility ofsearching forcorrelationsbetween subsequent

returns in � nancialseries with the use ofDetrended Fluctuation Analysis

(DFA)[17],applied forthe� rsttim ein � nancesin [18-20].Ourphilosophy is

described below.

2 T he Search for the M arket State w ith the

U se ofLocalH urst Exponent

Itiswellknown thattheHurst�-exponent[21,22],extracted from thetim e

series according to DFA m ethod,m easures the levelofpersistency in the

given signal. The value � 6= 1=2 im plies the existence oflong-range cor-

relations and corresponds to so called fractionalBrownian m otion [23]. In

particular,for�> 1=2thereispersistence,and for�< 1=2 ’antipersistence’

in the series signal. W e expect that dram atic changes in � nancialsignal

should bepreceded by excitation stateofthem arket(nervousness),whatin

turn isre ected bytheshapeofsubsequentdailychangesin thesignal.These

changesshould becom elesscorrelated justbeforethedram aticbreakdown in

thesignaltrend.Contrary,when thetrend in them arketisstrong and well

determ ined,an increasing (decreasing)value ofm arketindex in im m ediate

past m akes also an increasing (decreasing) signalin the im m ediate future

m oreprobable[24].In otherwords,oneshould observesom elong-rangecor-

relationsin returnsand consequently higher�valuesforstrong,long lasting

trends (increasing or decreasing ones),and signi� cant drop in �-exponent

value ifthe trend isgoing to change dram atically itsdirection in very near

future.

To check this hypothesis we used DFA technique,rather than other avail-
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able m ethods like spectralanalysis or rescaled range analysis, to extract

�-exponent. This is because DFA m ethod avoids detection oflong-range

correlations being an artefact ofnonstationarity oftim e series [25]. Then

som eapplicationswereperform ed forDow JonesIndustrialAverage(DJIA)

daily closuresignal.

Forcom pletenessletusbrie y rem ind them ain stepsofDFA analysis:

1.The tim e series ofrandom one variable sequence x(t) oflength N is

divided into N =� non-overlapping boxes ofequalsize �. The tim e

variable isdiscrete and evolvesby a single unitbetween t= 1 (x(t=

1)� x1)and t= N (x(t= N )� xN ).Thuseach box contains� points

and N =� isinteger.

2.The linear approxim ation ofthe trend in each �-size box is found as

y�(t)= a�t+ b�,with a�;b� som ebox dependentconstants.

3.In each �-sizebox onede� nesthe’detrended walk’x�(t)= x(t)� y�(t)

as the di� erence between the originalseries x(t) and the localtrend

y�(t).

4.Onecalculatesthevarianceaboutthedetrended walk foreach box:

F
2

i
(�)=

1

�

X

t2i� th box

(x(t)� y�(t))
2
�
1

�

X

t2i� th box

x
2

�
(t) (2)

and theaverageofthesevariancesoverallN =� boxesofsize�:

hF
2(�)i=

�

N

N =�
X

i= 1

F
2

i
(�) (3)

5.A powerlaw behaviorisexpected:

hF
2(�)i� �

2� (4)

from which �-exponentcan beextracted from log-log linear� t.

Ifonewantsto use�-exponentto m easurethestrength oflocalcorrelations

in � nancialtim eseries,onehasto usethelocal�-exponentidea [17,18].For

agiven tradingday t= i,thecorresponding �i-exponentvaluewillbecalcu-

lated according to Eq.(4)in theperiod hi� N + 1;iioflength N ,called an
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observation box ortim e-window. In orderto coverthe whole tim e-window

length N with �-size boxes,we putthe lastbox contributing to Eq. (3)in

theperiod hi� N + 1;i� [N
�
]�+ 1i,where[:]m eanstheintegerpart.Thisbox

partly overlapsthepreceding onebutsuch overlapping doesnotm odify the

local�.M oving thetim e-window every onesession,oneisableto reproduce

the history of� changes in tim e. Let us notice that only the past signal

of� nancialseries,notearlierthan N sessionsbefore a given trading day t,

contributesto local�value.

Itisnotsurprising thatlocal�-exponentatgiven m om enttdependson the

tim e-window length N . Itisseen in Fig.1 where we presentthe exam ple of

local�-exponentplotsforchosen 400 trading day period ofDJIA daily clo-

sure values. Three di� erentchoices: N = 210,N = 350 and N = 420 have

been herem adeto calculatelocal�.Onem ay noticethatplotsforN = 350

and N = 420 coincidesvery wellwith each other,whileN = 210 plotshows

already som e deviationsfrom othertwo. Itexhibits slightly higherlocal�

valuesin the� rsthalfofdiscussed period than in thesecond half.Theques-

tion arises,whetherthisisa reale� ectoutside the statisticaluncertainties

rangeand whattheoptim altim e-window length N should bechosen forfur-

therdiscussion.

The choice ofN seem sto be a m atterofintuition,statisticsand econom ic

regards.IfN istoolarge,�-exponentlosesitslocality and m ay not’see’cor-

relationswhosecharacteristicrange,say �,ism uch sm allerthan thewindow

length (� � N ). This is the m ain reason why � evolution becom es m ore

sm ooth ifN increases.On theotherhand,ithasbeen proven thatstandard

deviation � �in thelocal�value,caused by � nite-sizetim e-seriese� ectson

long-rangecorrelation,isoforder[26]:

� �� (
�

N
)1=2 (5)

Thus,we are stuck with huge statisticaluncertainty with decreasing N ,

whate� ciently destroysallpredictions.

Onehasto � nd then a golden point(golden area)where two aboverequire-

m entsm eet together,i.e. where � � issu� ciently sm all,and N isnottoo

large. Foreconom ic reason we suggestthatN should notexceed one trad-

ing year(N = 240)in the case of� nancialserieswith daily closure signal.

Thisisto avoid probable seasonalperiodicity in supply and dem and in the

m arket,whatwould introducearti� cialcontributionstoinvestigated correla-

tions.Besides,in ouropinion,�losesa sensofthelocalvalueforN > 240.

5



In order to stay within the scaling range ofEq. (4) we used the box size

5< � < N =5.

To � nd the optim alN we investigated how farthe standard deviation � �

changes with N for N � 300. This has been done for di� erent subseries

ofDJIA signal,taking 500 sam ples for each value ofN . The results are

collected in Fig. 2,where � �(N )isdisplayed togetherwith the respective

percentageuncertainty � �=h�i.Asonewould expectfrom Eq.(5),� �(N )

slowly decreaseson theaveragewith N ,butsom edepartsfrom thisruleare

observed. The � rst localm inim um below N = 240 appears at N = 215.

Although this m inim um is notstrong,we decided to m ake furtherestim a-

tions oflocal� for DJIA series using this particular tim e-window length.

Our choice corresponds to about ten m onths trading period. It is worth

to observe thatthe obtained statisticaluncertainty � 9% agrees wellwith

thatcalculated in [18]fora m onetary m arket. W e have also checked that,

forN < 200,there existsa substantialdrop oflinearregression correlation

coe� cientR 2,whatadditionally justi� esourchoice.Finally,we found that

thelocal�valueisnotsensitiveto changesin N notexceeding 10% ,so that

any choice 190 � N � 230 reproducesqualitatively and quantitatively very

sim ilarresults.

3 D JIA Signal Tested w ith D FA M ethod -

A pplications

Now weproceed to analyzethelocalvalueof�-exponentestim ated with the

DFA technique fordaily closureDJIA signal.The whole history ofthissig-

naliscollected in Fig.3. W e have focused attention on the m ostim portant

eventsin them arkethistory.Theseare:crashesin Septem ber1929,October

1987,July 1998,and thecurrentsituation in lastthreeyears.Alldata were

taken from [27].

Firstletusconsiderthe’29crash shown in detailsin Fig.4.TheDJIA signal

had been in clearincreasing m ode forabout4 m onths-from session ]9760

up to thesession ]9840 (3.09.1929)when thetrend in m arketindex changed

itsdirection. The crash took place 40 dayslater. The detailed �-exponent

structureofthisperiod isshown in Fig.4a,wheredotsdenoterespectivelocal

� valuescalculated session by session from the lastN = 215 index values.

To see m ore e� ectively the evolution oflocal�,the m oving average value
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�m 5 of�-exponenttaken from � velastsessions(onetrading week)hasbeen

drawn in Fig.4b. A very cleardecreasing trend in local� isvisible. Ithad

started aboutone m onth before the DJIA index reached itsm axim alvalue

on 3.09.1929,butdid notterm inatewith thisdate.Sm allcorrectionsin local

�around thesession ]9840can beexplained asaresultofchangein DJIA in-

dex trend atthattim e.The�-exponenthasreached a deep and clearly seen

localm inim um �� 0:45 two weeksbefore the crash,contrary to very high

value �� 0:65 from which itstarted severalm onthsearlier.The statistical

uncertainty in the di� erence between initial(�0)and � nal(�f)valuesisat

m ost(� �0=�0 + � �f=�f)� 18% -twicesm allerthan therespectivechange

(�f � �0)=�0 � 33% . Hence,statistics isunable to explain thisparticular

trend-likepattern in �-exponentvalues.

To see ifitwasa chance,we checked two otherm ajorcrashesin Am erican

m arketin 1987 and 1998. The scenario found forthem isrevealed in Fig.5

and Fig.6. The ’87 crash hasalso cleardecreasing trend in local� forthe

whole one year period preceding the crash point (see details in Fig.5). At

thesam etim e,DJIA signalconstantly rises.Thesetwo contradicting trends

suggestthatinvestorswerebecom ing gradually m orescepticaboutthem ar-

ketfutureatthattim e,despitethem arketindex hasbeen rising.

Thelocal�had started toreach thevaluebelow 0:45sincethesession ]25340.

Soonafter,theDJIA indexalsochanged drasticallyitstrend on25.08.87(ses-

sion ]25385). A com parison of� increase lateron,with sim ultaneous drop

in DJIA signalbetween sessions]25385 and ]25395,can beread asthecon-

� rm ation ofdecreasing trend in the m arket.Itisworth to observe thatthe

local� gainsagain even deeperm inim um �’ 0:43 justbefore the October

crash. This m inim um reveals again that the m arket is very ’nervous’and

thatthe increase ofDJIA index,initiated by session ]25403,isonly a sm all

correction beforetheforthcom ing crash.Thepercentagedrop between m ax-

im aland m inim al�valuein thetrend isaboutthesam easin ’29 crash.

Thesam ephenom ena occursfor’98crash ifwem akeits’X-ray’with theuse

oflocal�-exponentasseen in Fig.6. The m arketism uch m ore nervousat

thattim e(theDJIA index plotisjagged m uch m orethan everbefore).This

leadsto m uch sm allervaluesgained by � in itsdecreasing trend before the

crash.

In thisparticularcase itisinteresting to see whathappened next,i.e.after

July 1998.TheDJIA index run in theperiod 1995-2003isdisplayed in Fig.7.

W enoticethatjustafterthe’98 crash,m arketentered into globally increas-

ing,but very nervous trend lasting up to January 2000. The �-exponent
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increasesin thisperiod,however,itprobably getsm any noisesignalscom ing

from thefrequently changingDJIA index valuewithin N = 215tim e-window

length from theim m ediatepast.In otherwordsthecorrelation rangeistoo

shortwith respectto N and �-exponentlosesitssensitivity to detectthem .

Therefore the prediction ofm arketsignalevolution with the use oflocal�-

exponentbecom esdi� cultin theperiod 1995-2003.

4 C onclusions

W e think that the carefulanalysis oflocal�-exponent signalm ay signi� -

cantly help to determ ine in which m ode (strong increasing,decreasing or

unpredicted one)a m arketisatgiven m om ent. Aswe have shown,the col-

lected data suggestthatvery cleartrendscan be distinguished notonly for

the� nancialseriessignalbutalsoforthelocalHurstexponent.In particular,

wetested that�valuedropssigni� cantly beforeany crash in theDJIA signal

isgoing to happen.Thiscon� rm sthatlocalHurstexponentm ay beused as

a m easure ofactualexcitation state ofthe m arket.However,one hasto re-

m em berthatstrong,exteriorphenom enanotcontrolled by investorsareable

to decelerateoracceleratepredicted process,drastically changeitsdepth,or

even itsdirection. Such sudden exteriorphenom ena can not,ofcourse,be

predicted by thelocal�behavior.

The bestresultsin prediction offorthcom ing drastic changesin the m arket

seem tobeobtained if’quiet’situation existswithin considered tim e-window

length,i.e. ifone has clear long-lasting trends in m arket index before the

crash. This situation took place in 1929,1987 and 1998. Otherwise,the

�-exponentcontainsartifactsfrom therapidly changingm arketindex within

tim e-window over which itis calculated. In the lattercase predictions are

troublesom e.

W e have checked that the above analysis,based on the local�-exponent,

workswellalsoforotherm arketindices,liketheW arsaw Stock ExchangeIn-

dex (W IG 20)[28],howeverdi� erenttim e-window length should beused in

thatcase.W ebelieve thatobservation and analysisoflocalHurstexponent

m ay play a signi� cantroleasan additionalhintform arketinvestors,apart

from othertechnicalindicatorslike m oving average orm om entum . Itcould

bea novelpartoftheclassicaltechnicalanalysisin � nances.
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Figure1:Theexam pleoftim eevolution plotsoflocal�-exponentforDJIA

signalin the period Feb.1913{June 1914 forthree di� erentchoicesoftim e-

window length N :N = 210,350,420.The�valuesarearti� cially m ultiplied

by two and then displaced along the verticalaxis to m ake the di� erences

noticeable.TheDJIA index signalisalso drawn forcom parison.

11



0,40

0,41

0,42

0,43

0,44

0,45

0,46

0,47

0,48

0,49

0,50

0,51

0,52

0,53

0,54

0,55

140 150 160 170 180 190 200 210 220 230 240 250 260 270 280 290 300

N

<
α>

0,00

0,01

0,02

0,03

0,04

0,05

0,06

0,07

0,08

0,09

0,10

0,11

0,12

0,13

0,14

0,15

∆α
, ∆

α/
<α

>
∆α

, ∆
α/

<α
>

∆α
, ∆

α/
<α

>
∆α

, ∆
α/

<α
>

<α>

∆α

∆α/<α>

Figure 2: The standard deviation � �(N ) and the percentage uncertainty

� �=h�iwith respectto them ean �valueh�iasa function oftim e-window

length N . Calculationswere m ade on the sam ple of500 subseriesoflength

N each. Note that h�i,m arked with round dots,stays steady and does

notchange signi� cantly with N .Itcon� rm sthe rightchoice ofsubseriesin

DJIA signal.Such subserieswith uncorrelated signaland no drasticchanges

in �-exponent(quietdom ains)aregood,naturaltoolsto calibratestatistical

uncertaintiesoftheapplied m ethod.
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Figure4:An ’X-ray’ofthe’29 crash m adewith theuseoflocal�-exponent.

(a)Alllocal�valuescalculated session aftersession arem arked asdots.

(b)The m oving average �m 5 oflast� ve sessions. The signi� cantdrop in �

between sessions]9820 and ]9860 isstriking.
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Figure5:Thehistory of’87 crash.

(a)Thelocal�evolution calculated asbeforeforN = 215.

(b)The m oving average �m 5 line explainshow the decreasing trend in � is

form ed.
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Figure6: Thehistory of’98crash.Thesam enotation aspreviously applies.

Thedecreasing trend in �ism uch deeper(50% )than before.Theinvestors

seem to be very enthusiastic tillthe beginning of1997 (�> 0:65),butthey

becom e pessim istic and nervousjustone yearlater(� < 0:45),despite the

DJIA indexstillgrows.The�-exponentreachesitsdeep m inim um (�< 0:35)

in thehalfof1998.Thisisa good m om entforcrash to appear(!).
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Figure7: Thetotaldisplay oftheperiod 1995-2003 in DJIA signalhistory.

The previousnotation applies. Som e im portanteventsare m arked:the be-

ginning of’98 crash (17.07.1998),the end ofthe longesteconom ic boom in

US history after107 m onths ofits expansion (14.01.2000),terrorist attack

in New York (11.09.2001). The decreasing trend in �-exponentisobserved

from 14.01.2000to10.09.2001{ justoneday beforetheterroristattack.The

huge drop in DJIA signalwasthen predicted atthattim e anyway (!). The

DJIA index would have dropped im m ediately after,even ifthe attack did

nottakeplace(!).
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