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An approach is suggested for analyzing tim e series by m eans of resum m ation techniques of

theoreticalphysics.A particularform ofsuch an analysis,based on thealgebraic self-sim ilarrenor-

m alization,isdeveloped and illustrated by severalexam plesfrom the stock m arkettim e series.
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I.SELF-SIM ILA R R EN O R M A LIZA T IO N

M any data in di� erent sciences are presented in the form oftim e series. The problem ofanalyzing the latter

consistsin understanding the dynam icsofm otion from one tem poralpointto anotherin the pastand,hopefully,in

forecasting the data foratleastsom e nearfuture. The standard approach to tim e-seriesanalysisisto try to guess

whatstochasticdynam icalsystem isbehind thedata,thatis,toattem pttom odeltheeventsproducingtheconsidered

data by stochasticdi� erentialor� nite-di� erenceequations[1,2].Such an approach hasbeen proved to bereasonable

when applied to a system close to a stationary state,butsudden changesin the behaviorofthe dynam icalsystem

generating the tim e seriescannotbe accurately grasped.

In thiscom m unication weadvanceanovelapproach to analyzingtim eseries,based on resum m ation techniquesthat

are used in theoreticalphysics. Asexam plesforillustration,we optfortim e seriesgenerated by econom ic system s,

including sharp changesin theirbehavior.Letusnotethatdi� erentphysicalanalogiesand techniquesarenow often

used fordescribing ecom onicphenom ena [3-8].

Asa starting point,wepresenta discretesetofdata,availablefrom thesystem past,in theform ofa polynom ial(

i.e.asaform alpowerseries),which isadirectanalogofaperturbativeexpansion valid astim et! 0.Therestconsists

in theapplication ofoneoranotherresum m ation techniqueto theasym ptoticexpansion wheretheroleofa coupling

constant is played by tim e. Ifonly a few points from the system history are known,the degree ofthe asym ptotic

expansion willbe low,and the m ost popular Pade0 sum m ation [9]is very di� cult,ifpossible,to apply. However,

there is an approach called the self{sim ilar approxim ation theory [10-17]which successfully workseven for a sm all

num berofasym ptoticterm s.Here we shalluse a variantofthisapproach,the algebraicself{sim ilarrenorm alization

[15-17].W econsiderbelow severalexam plestaken from thehistory ofrealstock m arketsusing only a few,up to six,

pointsfrom the history in orderto calculatethe following valuesofthe shareprices.

First,letusgivethegeneralschem eofthem ethod wesuggest.Assum ethatthevaluesofthesoughtfunction,f(t),

areknown forn equidistantsuccessivem om entsoftim e,t= k = 0;1:::;n � 1,so that

f(0)= a0; f(1)= a1; :::;f(n � 1)= an�1 : (1)

Letusbe interested in thevalueofthefunction f(n)in thefollowing n{th m om entoftim e.To proceed further,itis

im portantto � nd a com pactrepresentation ofthesetofthedata (1)in theform ofan explicitfunction.To thisend,

we can alwaysuse a form alTaylorseriesofthe soughtfunction,f(t)=
P

1

k= 0
A kt

k. Since only a � nite setofvalues

�
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(1) is available,one can reconstructonly a � nite setofcoe� cients,Ak = A k(a0;a1;:::;an�1 ); k = 0;1;:::;n � 1,

from condition (1).Thus,weobtain an approxim ateexpansion

f(t)’

n�1
X

k= 0

A k(a0;a1;:::;an�1 )t
k
: (2)

Let us stress that expansion (2) has no direct sense ifcontinued straightforwardly to the region of� nite arbitrary

t. The problem ofreconstructing the value ofa function in som e distant m om ent oftim e from the knowledge of

a � nite set ofits values in preceding tim e m om ents becom es now equivalent to the reconstruction ofthe function

forthe � nite value ofitsargum ent,t= n,from the knowledge ofitsasym ptotic expansion ast! 0. In theoretical

physics,such aproblem iscalled renorm alization orresum m ation problem [9,18].Thus,theproblem offorecastingthe

futurevaluesfrom thesetofhistoricaldata given in theform oftim eseriesbecom esequivalentto therenorm alization

(resum m ation)ofasym ptoticseries.An analyticaltoolforthesolution ofthisproblem ,called thealgebraicself-sim ilar

renorm alization,hasbeen recently developed [15-17]. W e describe here only itsprincipalpointsthatare im portant

within thecontextofthisletter.Thepolynom ialrepresentation (2)givesforthesoughtfunction f(t)thefollowing n

approxim ationspi(t);i= 0;1;:::;n � 1,

p0(t)= A 0 � a0; p1(t)= p0(t)+ A 1t;:::; pn�1 (t)= pn�2 (t)+ A n�1 t
n�1

: (3)

Thealgebraicself{sim ilarrenorm alization startsfrom applyingtotheapproxim ations(3)an algebraictransform ation,

de� ning Pi(t;s) = tspi(t); i= 0;1;:::;n � 1,with s � 0. This transform ation raises the powers ofseries (3),and

allows us to take e� ectively into consideration m ore points from the system history. W e use in what follows the

strongest form ofsuch a transform ation when s ! 1 ,which results in a nice exponentialrepresentation for the

sought function. The sequence ofso transform ed approxim ations Pi(t;s) is considered as a dynam icalsystem in

discretetim ei= 0;1;:::;n � 1.In orderto describethe system evolution with tim e,weintroduce,according to Refs.

[10-14],a new variable ’ and de� ne the so-called expansion function t(’;s)from the equation P0(t;s)= a0t
s = ’,

which resultsin t(’;s)= (’=a0)
1=s

.Then weconstructan approxim ation cascade[10-14]whosetrajectory pointsare

given by the expressionsyi(’;s)� Pi(t(’;s);s).Em bedding thiscascadeinto an approxim ation  ow,one can write

the evolution equation in the form ofthe functionalself{sim ilarity relation yi+ p(’;s)= yi(yp(’;s);s).Atthisstage,

wecan check the e� ectivenessofthe algebraictransform ation by calculating the localm ultipliers,

m i(t;s)�

�

@yi(’;s)

@’

�

’= P0(t;s)

; (4)

ass! 1 .Forcalculationswe usethe integralform ofthe self-sim ilarity relation,

Z P
�
i

Pi�1

d’

vi(’;s)
= �;

where the cascade velocity vi(’;s) = yi(’;s)� yi�1 (’;s) and � is the m inim alnum ber ofsteps ofthe procedure

needed to reach the � xed pointP�i (t;s)ofthe approxim ation cascade.Itispossibleto � nd P
�

i (t;s)explicitly and to

perform an inversealgebraictransform afterwhich the lim its! 1 isto be taken.The � rststep ofthe self{sim ilar

renorm alization iscom pleted. Then the procedure can be repeated asm any tim esasitisnecessary to renorm alize

allpolynom ials.Thisisthem ain idea oftheself-sim ilarbootstrap [17].Accom plishing thisprogram ,wecom eto the

following sequenceofthe self-sim ilarexponentialapproxim ants

f
�

j(t;�)= A 0 exp

�

A 1

A 0

texp

�

A 2

A 1

t:::exp

�

A j

A j�1

�t

��

:::

�

; j= 1;2;:::;n � 1: (5)

In orderto check whetherthissequenceconverges,we haveto analyzethe corresponding m apping m ultipliers.From

the equation f�1(t;1) = ’,we � nd t(’) = (A0=A 1)ln(’=A 0). Then we construct an approxim ation cascade,as is

described above,getting zj(’;�)� f�j(t(’);�),and de� ne

M j(t;�)�

�

@zj(’;�)

@’

�

’= f�
1
(t;1)

: (6)

Selecting from the sequence off�j two successive term swith sm allestM j(t)� M j(t;1),asa rule the two lastterm s

ofthe sequence,we can � nally determ ine � from the m inim alvelocity condition written as the m inim aldi� erence

condition
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m in
�

�
�f

�

j(t;�)� f
�

j�1 (t;�)
�
�; (7)

whosesolution � = �(t)allowsusto writethe � nalself-sim ilarexponentialapproxim ation forthe soughtfunction

f
�

j(t)= f
�

j(t;�(t)): (8)

Theapproxim antsf�n�2 (n;1)and f
�

n�1 (n;1)usually fram etheoptim alvaluef
�

n�1 (n).O neshould analyze,following

the procedure described above,a setofself-sim ilarapproxim ationsfor di� erentnum ber ofpoints from the history,

i.e.,onehasto calculateseveralpossiblef�j(t);j= 2;3;:::;n� 1,and to chooseam ong them thatwhich corresponds

to thesm allestm apping m ultipliercalculated atthe� xed point.Thevalueofthem ultiplieratthe� xed pointcan be

de� ned as

M
�

j(t)�
M j(t;�(t))+ M j�1 (t;�(t))

2
: (9)

Now wepasstotheillustration ofthem ethod byexam plesfrom thehistoryofvariousstockm arkets.W econcentrate

on di� erentstockm arketcrises,when thepriceschangedsharplyduringtheperiod oftim ecom parabletotheresolution

oftim eseries.Thedata,unlessstated otherwise,aretaken from thebooksofInternationalFinancialStatisticsissued

by the InternationalM onetary Fund.

II.M EC H A N ISM O F C R A SH

Considerthe behaviorofthe Dow Jonesindex in the vicinity ofthe crisisofO ctober27,1997.W e intend to give

an illustration ofthe self-sim ilar renorm alization schem e presented above and also to m ake som e generalrem arks

concerning the m echanism ofcrash. W e are going to m ake a forecastforthe Dow Jonesindex forOctober 25,1997

based on di� erentnum berofpointsfrom the system history.

T hree point forecast. The following values are available in the period oftim e from Septem ber 13;1997 till

O ctober 11;1997 taken with the two-week resolution (data aretaken from the Yahoo Finance chart):

a0 = 7720 (Sept:13); a1 = 7920; a3 = 8000 (O ct:11):

Thecoe� cientsofthepolynom ial(2)areA 1 = 260 and A 2 = � 60.W e� nd theexponentialapproxim antsf�1(3;1)=

8540:8and f�2(3;1)= 8120:4and them appingm ultipliers M 1(3)= 1and M 2(3)= 0:146.From them inim aldi� erence

condition m in� jf
�

2(3;�)� f�1(3;�)j,we obtain � = 0:641428. Finally,the self-sim ilar exponentialapproxim ation is

f�2(3)= 8237 and the m odulusofthe m ultiplier(9)isjM �

2(3)j= 0:485:

Four{point forecast. The following values are available in the period of tim e from August30;1997 till

O ctober11;1997 taken with the two week resolution (data aretaken from the Yahoo Financechart):

a0 = 7690(Aug:30); a1 = 7720; a2 = 7920; a3 = 8000 (O ct:11):

The coe� cientsofthe polynom ialareA 1 = � 151:667;A 2 = 230,and A 3 = � 48:333.Repeating the sam eprocedure

asabove,we � nd the exponentialapproxim antsf�2(4;1)= 7689 and f�3(4;1)= 7646,with the m apping m ultipliers

M 2(4) = � 0:013 and M 3(4) = 0:046. From the m inim aldi� erence condition m in� jf
�

3(4;�)� f�2(4;�)j,we obtain

� = 0:6026. The self{sim ilar exponentialapproxim ant becom es f�3(4) = 7674 and the corresponding m ultiplier

m odulusisjM �

3(4)j= 0:048.

Five{point forecast. Consider the historical data for the Dow Jones index in the period of tim e from

August16;1997 to O ctobert11;1997.Thefollowing data areavailable:

a0 = 7780 (Aug:16 ); a1 = 7690; a2 = 7720; a3 = 7920; a4 = 8000 (O ct:11):

From condition (1),the coe� cientsofthe polynom ial(2),with i= 0;1;:::;4,are

A 1 = � 48:333; A 2 = � 120:833; A 3 = 93:333; A 4 = � 14:167:

Thefollowing threehigher-orderself-sim ilarexponentialapproxim ants,f�2(t;�),f
�

3(t;�),and f
�

4(t;�)can bewritten,

so thatatt= 5 we have f�2(5;1)= 0,f�3(5;1)= 7472,and f�4(5;1)= 6113.The corresponding m apping m ultipliers,

M 2(5)= 0;M 3(5)= 0:319,and M 4(5)= 13:569,signalthatthe subsequence f�2; f
�

3; f
�

4 isunstable. Butfrom the

m inim aldi� erence condition m in� jf
�

4(5;�)� f�3(5;�)jwe can stilllocate the � xed point and � nd � = 0:6232. The

self{sim ilarexponentialapproxim ation isf�4(5)= 7069,with the m ultiplierm odulusjM �

4(5)j= 0:163.
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Six{point forecast. Consider the data for the Dow Jones index in the period oftim e from August2;1997 to

O ctober11;1997:

a0 = 8170 (Aug:2); a1 = 7780; a2 = 7690;

a3 = 7720; a4 = 7920; a5 = 8000 (O ct:11):

The coe� cientsofthe polynom ialare A 1 = � 771:5;A 2 = 582:917;A 3 = � 253:75;A 4 = 57:083,and A 5 = � 4:75.

Following the standard prescriptions,we can � nd the exponentialapproxim antsf�4(6;1)= 7720 and f�5(6;1)= 7138

and the m apping m ultipliers M 4(6) = � 0:308 and M 5(6) = 0:198. From the m inim aldi� erence condition � =

exp(6A 5� =A 4)we obtain � = 0:7037.Forthe self{sim ilarexponentialapproxim ation we getf�5(6)= 7328,with the

m ultiplierm odulusjM �

5(6)j= 0:087.

Allforecasts,exceptthethree-pointone,predicta decreaseofthe Dow Jonesindex.Norm ally,in theabsenceofa

dram atic eventwhich can alterdrastically the m arketactivity,one should expectthatthe m oststable trajectory is

to be realized.Expecting the sequence ofthe m ultipliersfM �

jg;j= 2;3;::;5,we notice thatthe four{pointforecast

f�3(4)= 7674isoptim alfrom theviewpointofstability,thatis,itcorrespondstothem inim alm appingm ultiplier,and,

thus,thisfour-pointprediction isto be chosen asthe � nalestim ate.The Dow Jonesindex on October 25,1997 was

7715. The percentage errorofourforecastequals� 0:531% . An upward developm ent,predicted by the three{point

forecast,appearsto be lessstable than the decaying trajectories.The levelachieved by the m arketafterthe bubble

burstcorrespondsratherto a correction than to a crash.

W hen the norm alevolution isdisrupted by som e unexpected negative dram atic events,such asthe crisisin Hong

K ong,which disturbstheself-sim ilardynam ics,then itm ay happen thatthem arkettem porarily selectsnotthem ost

stable trajectory.In itssearch fora solution,the m arketm ay leavefora while the m oststable trajectory and jum p

to a less stable one. Then,it can bounce back to the m ost stable trajectory or it can fallfor a while on the least

stable trajectory corresponding,in thiscase,to the � ve{pointforecast.During a shortperiod oftim e,lessthan the

tim e{series resolution,one can observe a rapid succession ofallpossible trajectories. After the source ofthe self{

sim ilarity violation islifted,onem ay expectthatthem arketwillreturn to them oststabletrajectory.Them otion to

theleaststabletrajectory isthem ostdram aticm om ent,asisseen from theanalysisofthe� ve{pointforecast.Since

both starting polynom ialcoe� cientsarenegativeand jA 2j> > jA 1j,an extrem ely strong tendency to decay,a sortof

panic,appearsresulting in f�2(5;1)= 0;howeverthesituation isrem edied dueto thehigher{ordercoe� cientA 3 > 0,

which re ectsstillexistingm oderatelyoptim isticviews;though such an optim ism rem ainslim ited by pessim isticviews

represented by the negative A 4. The � nite value given by f�4(5)= 7069 isquite low because ofsuch a com bination

oftendencies. W e would like to stressthat in the case ofthe � ve-pointforecastthe � xed pointdeterm ined by the

locally unstable sequencef�3;f
�

4 liesvery closeto the boundary separating stable from unstable trajectories.Thisis

why theshort-term m arketchangescan bevary rapid,� rst,to theleveldeterm ined by f�5(6)= 7328,and then to the

levelf�3(4)= 7674.W econcludethatthefollowing reasonscaused theO ctober1997 uctuations:(1)theburstofthe

upward bubbleaccom panied by theappearanceofseveralstabledecaying trajectories;(2)thelocation ofoneofthese

trajectories,corresponding to strong decay,atthe boundary between stable and unstable trajectories;(3)the Hong

K ong crash thatpushed them arketfrom the m oststabletrajectory with m oderatecorrectionsrightto thisunstable

trajectory,although shortly afterthiscrisisthe m arketprom ptly bounced back to the nearby stabletrajectories.

III.M A R K ET C R ISES

W eshallconsiderseveralexam plesofcriseshappened in di� erentstock m arkets.In allthecaseswehaveperform ed

thesam estepsasin SectionsIand II,butonly theoptim alforecastsarepresented below.Itturnsoutthatdi� erent

crises require for their description di� erent num ber ofhistoricalpoints. Let us start from the crises which can be

described knowing only three points from the system history:

(i)Considerthe dynam icsofthe averageindex ofthe French industrialshare pricesfrom 1986 to 1988,with one

yeartim e resolution,and m ake a forecastfor1989. The following historicaldata are available (the price in 1985 is

taken for100;1985 = 100):

a0 = 153:3 (1986); a1 = 177:6 (1987); a2 = 162:1 (1988):

From condition (1),thecoe� cientsofpolynom ial(2),with i= 0;1;2,can befound giving A 1 = 44:2and A 2 = � 19:9.

The following exponentialapproxim ants(5)can be readily obtained:

f
�

1(t;�)= a0 exp

�

A 1

a0
�t

�

; f
�

2(t;�)= a0 exp

�

A 1

a0
texp

�

A 2

A 1

�t

��

;
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from where,att= 3 and � = 1,we have f�1(3;1)= 364:078 and f�2(3;1)= 191:8. The m apping m ultiplierscan be

calculated using form ula (6),which yields M 1(3)� 1 and M 2(3)= � 0:048,so that the sequence f�1; f
�

2 is locally

stable[14].From the m inim aldi� erence condition m in� jf
�

2(3;�)� f�1(3;�)j,which readsas

� = exp

�

3A 2

A 1

�

�

;

we � nd � = 0:505. Finally,the self-sim ilar exponentialapproxim ation for the sought share price index is f�2(3) =

237:34.Theactualvalue ofthe index in 1989 was234:9.The percentageerrorofourforecastis1:039% .

(ii)In 1990 � 1992;theaverageindex oftheDenm ark shipping sharepriceshad thefollowing values(1990 = 100)

:

a0 = 100 (1990); a1 = 100 (1991); a2 = 92 (1992):

Let us look for the price in 1993. This case can be considered by analogy with the previousone. The polynom ial

coe� cientscan bereadily found being A 1 = 4 and A 2 = � 4.Forthe considered index wehavef�1(3;1)= 112:75 and

f�2(3;1)= 100:60.The m apping m ultiplierM 2(3)= � 0:089,hence the sequence ofexponentialapproxim antslocally

converges.From them inim aldi� erencecondition,we� nd � = 0:35.Thus,theself-sim ilarexponentialapproxim ation

isf�2(3)= 104:289:The actualindex in 1993 was105,so the erroris� 0:677% .

(iii)Considerthe averageindex ofthe Swissindustrialsharepricesfrom 1993 to 1995 (1990 = 100):

a0 = 137:4 (93); a1 = 159:2 (94); a2 = 166 (95):

Thecorresponding polynom ialcoe� cientsareA 1 = 29:3 and A 2 = � 7:5.Letusm akea forecastfor1996.Repeating

literally thesam estepsasabove,wecan easily calculatetheexponentialapproxim antsf�1(3;1)= 260:508;f�2(3;1)=

184:883,and the m apping m ultiplierM 2(3)= 0:076.Then from the m inim aldi� erence condition we � nd � = 0:621.

So,theself-sim ilarexponentialapproxim ation isf�2(3)= 204:394.Thepricein 1996 was206:3,which showsthatthe

percentageerrorofourforecastequals� 0:924% .

W e continuewith the criseswhich can be described using four{points from the history:

(i)Considerthe dynam icsofthe averageindex oftheFrench industrialsharepricesin 1970 � 1973,with oneyear

resolution (1970 = 100):

a0 = 100 (70); a1 = 95:8 (71); a2 = 107:4 (72); a3 = 129:7 (73):

Letusm ake a forecastfor1974. The polynom ialcoe� cientsfound from condition (2)are A 1 = � 13:8;A 2 = 10:45

and A 3 = � 0:85.Theexponentialapproxim ants(5)are

f
�

1(t;�)= a0 exp

�

A 1

a0
�t

�

;

f
�

2(t;�)= a0 exp

�

A 1

a0
texp

�

A 2

A 1

�t

��

;

f
�

3(t;�)= a0 exp

�

A 1

a0
texp

�

A 2

A 1

texp

�

A 3

A 2

�t

���

:

Therefore, at t = 4, we have f�1(4;1) = 57:58; f�2(4;1) = 97:366, and f�3(4;1) = 93:996. The correspond-

ing m ultipliers are M 1(4) � 1; M 2(4) = � 0:166,and M 3(4) = � 0:087. From the m inim aldi� erence condition

m in� jf
�

3(4;�)� f�2(4;�)j,which reads

� = exp

�

4A 3

A 2

�

�

;

we� nd � = 0:7767.Thus,theself-sim ilarexponentialapproxim ation isf�3(4)= 94:885:O urestim ateagreeswellwith

the actualpriceequalto 96:6 in 1973.Thepercentageerroris� 1:775% .

(ii)In 1985 � 1988;the averageindex ofthe Netherlandsgeneralsharepriceshad the following values:

a0 = 100 (85); a1 = 128:7 (86); a2 = 129:2 (87); a3 = 119:7 (88):
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W earegoingtoforecastthepricefor1989.Thepolynom ialcoe� cientsareA 1 = 48:867;A 2 = � 23:2,and A 3 = 3:033.

The localm ultiplierm 1(t;s)= 1+ A 1 (1+ s)t=A 0s,ass! 1 and t= 4;takesthe value m 1(4;1 )= 1+ 4A 1=A 0 =

2:995,hence the quality ofthe sequence ofPi; i = 0;1;:::;3,is not good. In this case,we can consider another

sequence ofapproxim ations,which does notinclude the constantterm . The expansion function now is determ ined

from the equation A 1t
1+ s = ’ giving t(’;s) = (’=A 1)

1=(1+ s)
. The corresponding localm ultiplier,de� ned by the

form ulaanalogousto (4),thatism 3;1(t;s)= 1+ A 2 (2+ s) t=A 1 (1+ s),ass! 1 ;t= 4,equals� 0:899< 1.Thence

the following self-sim ilarexponentialapproxim antscan be obtained (see Ref.[17]form oredetails):

f
�

3(t;�)= a0 + A 1texp

�

A 2

A 1

�t

�

;

f
�

4(t;�)= a0 + A 1texp

�

A 2

A 1

texp

�

A 3

A 2

�t

��

:

Thisleadstotheestim atesf�3(4;1)= 129:264and f�4(4;1)= 163:417.Them appingm ultiplierM 3(4),calculated from

theform ula analogousto (6),equals0:613,which tellsthatthesequencef�3,f
�

4 isstable.From them inim aldi� erence

condition m in� jf
�

4(4;�)� f�3(4;�)jwe � nd � = 0:6952,which results in the self-sim ilar exponentialapproxim ation

f�4(4)= 152:206.O urforecastagreeswellwith the index in 1989,equalto 151:4,thusthe errorbeing 0:532% .

(iii)Considerthe data forthe averageindex ofthe M exican sharepricesin 1991 � 1994 (1990 = 100):

a0 = 190:1 (91); a1 = 291:3 (92); a2 = 325:6 (93); a3 = 442:1 (94):

The polynom ialcoe� cientsare A 1 = 184:35;A 2 = � 108,and A 3 = 24:85. Letusm ake a forecastfor1995. Since

m 1(4;1 )= 4:879 and m 3;1(4;1 )= � 1:343,we willproceed in a close analogy to the case (ii).Repeating the sam e

stepsasabove,wecan readily calculatethe exponentialapproxim antsf�3(4;1)= 260:893 and f�4(4;1)= 480:018 and

them apping m ultiplierM 3(4)= 0:13.Then from them inim aldi� erencecondition,weget� = 0:584.Theself{sim ilar

exponentialapproxim ation isf�4(4)= 377:695.The index in 1995 was389:3;so the percentage errorofourforecast

equals� 2:981% .

Five{point crises: (i) Consider the historicaldata for the average index ofthe G erm an industrialshare prices

in 1957 � 1961,with one year resolution,and let us m ake a forecast for 1962. The following data are available

(1958 = 100):

a0 = 78 (57); a1 = 100 (58); a2 = 171 (59); a3 = 272 (1960); a4 = 282 (61):

From condition (1),thecoe� cientsofpolynom ial(2),with i= 0;1;:::;4,areA 1 = 16:667;A 2 = � 12:75;A 3 = 22:333,

and A 4 = � 4:25.Thehigher-orderself-sim ilarexponentialapproxim antsare

f
�

3(t;�)= a0 exp

�

A 1

a0
texp

�

A 2

A 1

texp

�

A 3

A 2

�t

���

;

f
�

4(t;�)= a0 exp

�

A 1

a0
texp

�

A 2

A 1

texp

�

A 3

A 2

texp

�

A 4

A 3

�t

����

:

At t = 5,we get f�3(5;1) = 226:885 and f�4(5;1) = 199:314. The corresponding m apping m ultipliers,M 3(5) =

1:003 and M 4(5) = 0:687,signalthat the subsequence f�3; f�4 is stable. From the m inim aldi� erence condition

m in� jf
�

4(5;�)� f�3(5;�)jwehave

� = exp

�

5A 4

A 3

�

�

:

Thelatterequation gives� = 0:577.Theself{sim ilarexponentialapproxim ation f�4(5)= 221:268agreeswellwith the

actualvalue ofthe index in 1962 equalto 221.The percentageerroris0:121% .

(ii)Theaverageindex oftheSwedish sharepricesin theperiod oftim efrom M ay 1987 to Septem ber1987 had the

following values(1980 = 100):

a0 = 726 ; a1 = 740 ; a2 = 801 ; a3 = 825; a4 = 877 :

W hatwasthevalueoftheindex in October1987 ? Thiscasecan beconsidered by analogy with (i).Thepolynom ial

coe� cients are A 1 = � 74:75; A 2 = 133:792; A 3 = � 51:25,and A 4 = 6:208. The estim ates for the index are
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f�3(5;1)= 632:564 and f�4(5;1)= 710:11:Them ultipliersareM 3(5)= 0:861 and M 4(5)= � 0:06,henceweconclude

thatthe sequence ofthe exponentialapproxim antslocally converges.From the m inim aldi� erence condition,we get

� = 0:6675. The self{sim ilarexponentialapproxim ation f�4(5)= 695:732. The actualvalue ofthe index in October

1987 was697.So thatthe errorofourprediction is� 0:182% .

(iii)Considerthe historicaldata forthe averageindex oftheIsraelindustrialsharepricesin 1989 � 1993 (1990 =

100):

a0 = 87 (89); a1 = 100 (90); a2 = 155 (91); a3 = 297 (92); a4 = 418 (93):

Thepolynom ialcoe� cientsareA 1 = 45:25;A 2 = � 71:625;A 3 = 45:75,and A 4 = � 6:375.Letusm akea forecastfor

theyear1994.Repeatingthesam estepsasabove,we� nd theapproxim antsf�3(5;1)= 569:963and f�4(5;1)= 146:153

and the m apping m ultipliersM 3(5)= 0:608 and M 4(5)= 0:004.Then from the m inim aldi� erence condition,weget

� = 0:64. The self-sim ilarexponentialapproxim ation isf�4(5)= 221:18. The actualvalue ofthe index in 1994 was

257.The percentageerrorofourforecastequals� 13:938% .

Six{pointcrises:(i)ConsiderthehistoricaldatafortheStandard Statisticsindex oftheNew YorkStock Exchange

pricesin the period from April1929 tillSeptem ber1929,with one m onth resolution,and letusm ake a forecastfor

October 1929. The following historicaldata are available (taken from the League ofNations StatisticalYearbook;

1926 = 100):

a0 = 193 (Apr:1929); a1 = 193; a2 = 191; a3 = 203; a4 = 210; a5 = 216 (Sept:1929):

From condition (1),the polinom ialcoe� cients,fori= 0;1;:::;5,are

A 1 = 26:683; A 2 = � 49:208; A 3 = 28:333; A 4 = � 6:292; A 5 = 0:483:

Two higher-orderself-sim ilarexponentialapproxim antswrite

f
�

4(t;�)= a0 exp

�

A 1

a0
texp

�

A 2

A 1

texp

�

A 3

A 2

texp

�

A 4

A 3

�t

����

;

f
�

5(t;�)= a0 exp

�

A 1

a0
texp

�

A 2

A 1

texp

�

A 3

A 2

texp

�

A 4

A 3

texp

�

A 5

A 4

�t

�����

:

The estim ates for the index at t = 6 are f�4(6;1) = 194:884 and f�5(6;1) = 206:722:The corresponding m apping

m ultipliers,M 4(6) = � 0:025 and M 5(6) = 0:021,signalthat the subsequence f�4; f
�

5 is stable. From the m inim al

di� erence condition m in� jf
�

5(6;�)� f�4(6;�)jonehas

� = exp

�

6A 5

A 4

�

�

:

Thisgives� = 0:7182.The self-sim ilarexponentialapproxim ation isf�5(6)= 201:692.The actualvalue ofthe index

in October 1929 was 194. The percentage errorequals 3:965% . It is worth noting that our lower bound estim ate,

f�4(6;1),practically coincideswith therealvalue.

(ii) Consider the behavior ofthe industrialshare prices in the New York Stock Exchange characterized by the

average Standard& Poorindex,in the period oftim e from the second quarter of1986 to the third quarter of1987

(1980= 100):

a0 = 199:4 (II;86); a1 = 198:2; a2 = 201:3; a3 = 235:1; a4 = 253; a5 = 277:5 (III;87):

And let us m ake a forecast for the fourth quarter of1987. This case can be considered by analogy with (i). The

coe� cientsofthe polynom ialare

A 1 = 52:12; A 2 = � 103:717; A 3 = 64:096; A 4 = � 14:883; A 5 = 1:184:

Forthe index we obtain the valuesf�4(6;1)= 202:109 and f�5(6;1)= 226:696.The m apping m ultipliersareM 4(6)=

� 0:01 and M 5(6)= 0:012,so we conclude thatthe sequence ofapproxim antslocally converges. From the m inim al

di� erence condition,we � nd � = 0:7119.The self{sim ilarexponentialapproxim ation becom esf�5(6)= 215:293.The

actualvalue ofthe index in the fourth quarterof1987 was218:3.The forecasterroris1:377% .
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(iii) Consider the behavior of the Standard& Poor index in the period of tim e from February 1990 to July

1990 (1985 = 100),

a0 = 183:4 (F eb:90);a1 = 188:5;a2 = 189:2;a3 = 196:4;a4 = 202:8;a5 = 204:9 (Jul:90):

Letusm akea forecastforAugust1990,thetim eofthePersian G ulfcrisis.Thecoe� cientsofthepolynom ialcan be

restored giving

A 1 = 19:883; A 2 = � 25:158; A 3 = 12:783; A 4 = � 2:592; A 5 = 0:183:

Repeating the sam e procedure as above,we � nd the exponentialapproxim ants f�4(6;1) = 188:986 and f�5(6;1) =

201:789 and them apping m ultipliersM 4(6)= � 0:066 and M 5(6)= 0:043.From them inim aldi� erencecondition,we

obtain � = 0:7327.The self-sim ilarexponentialapproxim ation isf�5(6)= 197:476.The actualvalue ofthe index in

August1990 was188:1. The percentage errorofourforecastequals4:985% ,and the lowerbound given by f�4(6;1)

practically coincideswith the actualvalue.

IV .A T T EM P T O F P R ED IC T IO N

Finally,considerthe behaviorofthe Standard& Poor,Dow Jones,and NYSE Com posite indices in the period of

tim e from April30,1997 to Septem ber30,1997,and letusm akea forecastforO ctober31,1997.

Forthe N Y SE C om posite index wehave(from the NYSE HistoricalStatisticsArchivein Internet):

a0 = 416:94 (Apr:30); a1 = 441:78; a2 = 462:44;

a3 = 494:5; a4 = 470:48; a5 = 497:23 (Sept:30):

The coe� cientsofthe polynom ialare

A 1 = 104:366; A 2 = � 155:195; A 3 = 98:434; A 4 = � 24:91; A 5 = 2:145:

Repeating the sam e procedure as above,we � nd the exponentialapproxim ants f�4(6;1) = 430:124 and f�5(6;1) =

520:109 and the m apping m ultipliers M 4(6)= � 0:022 and M 5(6)= 0:03.From the m inim aldi� erence condition we

obtain � = 0:6974.The self-sim ilarexponentialapproxim ation isf�5(6)= 478:855.

Forthe Standard& Poor index (data aretaken from the DBC O nline chart)wehave

a0 = 783 (Apr:30);a1 = 845;a2 = 888;a3 = 948;a4 = 900;a5 = 950 (Sept:30):

The coe� cientsofthe polynom ialare

A 1 = 222:15; A 2 = � 306:292; A 3 = 189:75; A 4 = � 47:708; A 5 = 4:1:

W e� nd thehigherexponentialapproxim antsf�4(6;1)= 818:966 and f�5(6;1)= 1030 and forthem apping m ultipliers

we obtain M 4(6)= � 0:021 and M 5(6)= 0:028. From the m inim aldi� erence condition,we � nd � = 0:6978. Thus,

the self{sim ilarexponentialapproxim ation isf�5(6)= 935:082.

Sim ilarly,forthe D ow Jones index (data aretaken from the DBC O nline chart)onehas

a0 = 6950 (Apr:30);a1 = 7300;a2 = 7700;a3 = 8200;a4 = 7670;a5 = 8000 (Sept:30);

which givesthe polynom ialcoe� cients

A 1 = 1477; A 2 = � 2291; A 3 = 1528; A 4 = � 399:167; A 5 = 35:

Following the sam e steps asabove,we � nd the exponentialapproxim antsf�4(6;1)= 7108 and f�5(6;1)= 8400 and

the m apping m ultipliers M 4(6) = � 0:025 and M 5(6) = 0:04. From the m inim aldi� erence condition we obtain

� = 0:694088.The self{sim ilarexponentialapproxim ation isf�5(6)= 7788.

In conclusion,we haveshown thatresum m ation techniquesoftheoreticalphysicscan be successfully em ployed for

analyzingtim eseries.Them ostconvenientsuch atechnique,to ourm ind,isthealgebraicself-sim ilarrenorm alization

[15-17]. W e have applied this approach to analyzing tim e series corresponding to di� erent stock m arkets. From

our point ofview,m arket crises are som ewhat sim ilar to criticalphenom ena in statisticalphysics. There exists a
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tem poralregion around a crisis,where the behaviourofa m arket,being intim ately connected with itsbehaviourat

tim es relatively distant from visible anom alies[19],begins exhibiting speci� c features,like log{periodic oscillations

[3-5]. Such a precrisis region around a phase transition,and precrisis e� ects are sim ilar to precursor phenonem a

caused by heterophase  uctuations [20]. The point ofview that m arket crises have their origin in the collective

behaviourofm any interacting agentsand thatthe stock m arketcrisesare analogousto criticalphenom ena hasalso

been prom oted by otherresearchers[5].Thesim ilarity between thecrisesofstock m arketsand thecriticalphenom ena

ofstatisticalsystem s m akes it possible to apply for their description the sam e resum m ation m ethods,such as the

algebraicself{sim ilarrenorm alization [15-17].Fartherdevelopm entofthisapproach willbepresented in thefollowing

papers.
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