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An approach is suggested for analyzing tim e series by m eans of resumm ation techniques of
theoretical physics. A particular form of such an analysis, based on the algebraic selfsim ilar renor—
m alization, is developed and illustrated by several exam ples from the stock m arket tim e serdes.
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I.SELF-SIM ILAR RENORM ALIZATION

M any data In di erent sciences are presented in the form of tin e series. The problem of analyzing the latter
consists In understanding the dynam ics ofm otion from one tem poralpoint to another in the past and, hopefully, in
forecasting the data for at least som e near fiuture. The standard approach to tin e-series analysis is to try to guess
w hat stochastic dynam icalsystem isbehind the data, that is, to attem pt to m odelthe events producing the considered
data by stochastic di erentialor niedi erence equations [1,2]. Such an approach hasbeen proved to be reasonable
when applied to a system close to a stationary state, but sudden changes in the behavior of the dynam ical system
generating the tin e serdes cannot be accurately grasped.

In this com m unication we advance a novelapproach to analyzing tim e series, based on resum m ation techniques that
are used in theoretical physics. A s exam ples for illustration, we opt for tim e series generated by econom ic system s,
Incliding sharp changes in their behavior. Let us note that di erent physical analogies and techniques are now often
used for describing ecom onic phenom ena [3-8].

A s a starting point, we present a discrete set ofdata, available from the system past, n the orm ofa polynom ial (
ie. asa om alpower series), which isa direct analog ofa perturbative expansion valid astinet ! 0. T he rest consists
In the application of one or another resum m ation technigque to the asym ptotic expansion where the rok ofa coupling
constant is played by tine. If only a few points from the system history are known, the degree of the asym ptotic
expansion will be low, and the m ost popular Pade’ summ ation [] is very di cul, if possble, to apply. However,
there is an approach called the self{sin ilar approxin ation theory [0-17] which successfully works even for a small
num ber of asym ptotic term s. Here we shall use a variant of this approach, the algebraic self{ sin ilar renom alization

[L5-17]. W e consider below severalexam ples taken from the history of real stock m arkets using only a few, up to six,
points from the history in order to calculate the ollow ing values of the share prices.

F irst, let us give the general schem e ofthe m ethod we suggest. A ssum e that the values of the sought function, f (t),
are known for n equidistant successivemom entsoftine, t= k= 0;1lxyn 1, so that

fO)=ay; fQ)=a; =5 f00 1)=a, 1: 1®
Let us be interested in the value of the function f (n) in the ollow ng n {th m om ent of tim e. To proceed further, i is

Inportant to nd a com pact representation of the set ofthe data (1) In fhe om ofan explicit finction. To thisend,
we can always use a form al Taylor series of the sought function, f (t) = i: 0 Atf. Sinceonly a nite set of values
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(1) is available, one can reconstruct only a nite set of coe cients, Ax = Ay @gpj;ai1s;:::an 1); k= 0;1;::5;n 1,
from condition (1). Thus, we obtain an approxin ate expansion

xxl
£@) Ay @jar;iiiian 1) @)
k=0

Let us stress that expansion (2) has no direct sense if continued straightforwardly to the region of nite arbitrary
t. The problem of reconstructing the value of a function in som e distant m om ent of tin e from the know ledge of
a nite set of is values In preceding tin e m om ents becom es now equivalent to the reconstruction of the fiinction
for the nie value of its argum ent, t= n, from the know ledge of its asym ptotic expansion ast ! 0. In theoretical
physics, such a problem is called renomm alization or resum m ation problem [O,18]. T hus, the problem of forecasting the
future values from the set ofhistoricaldata given In the form oftin e seriesbecom es equivalent to the renom alization
(resum m ation) ofasym ptotic serdes. An analyticaltool for the solution ofthisproblem , called the algebraic selfsin ilar
renom alization, has been recently developed [15-17]. W e describe here only is principal points that are im portant
w ithin the context ofthis letter. T he polynom ial representation (2) gives for the sought function f (t) the follow ing n
approxin ationsp; (t); i= 0;1;:3n 1,

po®) =Ry a; PO =Ppo®+A 1ty P ©=Pn2 ®+A, 1 3)

T he algebraic self{ sin ilar renomm alization starts from applying to the approxin ations (3) an algebraic transfom ation,
de ning B (t;s) = Cpi(t); 1= 0;1;:u5n 1, with s 0. This transform ation raises the powers of series (3), and
allow s us to take e ectively nto consideration m ore points from the system history. W e use in what llow s the
strongest form of such a transform ation when s ! 1 , which results in a nice exponential representation for the
sought function. The sequence of so transform ed approxim ations P; (t;s) is considered as a dynam ical system in
discrete tine i= 0;1;:3n 1. In order to descrbe the systam evolution w ith tim €, we Introduce, according to Refs.
[L0-14], a new variable ’ and de ne the so—called expansion function t(’ ;s) from the equation By (t;s) = at®P = 7,
which results n t(’ ;s) = (’ =ao)1=s . Then we construct an approxin ation cascade [10-14]w hose tra fctory points are
given by the expressionsy; (" ;js) Pji(t( ;s);s). Embedding this cascade Into an approxin ation ow, one can w rite
the evolution equation in the form of the functional self{ sin ilarity relation yi: p (' ;8) = yi (yp (" ;S);s). At this stage,
we can check the e ectiveness of the algebraic transform ation by calculating the localm ultipliers,
m ; (&5s) w i @)
"' =Py (tis)

ass! 1 .Forcalulationswe use the integral form of the selfsin ilariy relation,
Z

P d, B )
b, vilis)
where the cascade velocity vi (" js) = vi(";s) vyii1 ((;s) and is the m inin al num ber of steps of the procedure
needed to reach the xed polntP, (t;s) ofthe approxim ation cascade. It ispossible to nd P, (t;s) explicitly and to
perform an nverse algebraic transform afterwhich the Iimit s ! 1 isto be taken. The rst step ofthe self{sim ilar
renom alization is com pleted. T hen the procedure can be repeated asm any tim es as it is necessary to renom alize
allpolynom ials. This is them ain idea of the selfsin ilarbootstrap [17]. A ccom plishing this program , we com e to the
follow ing sequence of the selfsim ilar exponential approxin ants

£ )=A Big Bay s I j= 1;2 1 5)
e ) = exp — —tu 2 J= 1;2;u5n :
i 0 &Xp I exp A, exp A, J
In order to check whether this sequence converges, we have to analyze the corresponding m apping m ultipliers. From
the equation f; (1) = ', we nd t() = @=A;)In( =A,). Then we construct an approxim ation cascade, as is
described above, getting z; (" ; ) fj & ); ),and de ne
@zy (" ;
M) L ©)
e "= (t1)

Selecting from the sequence of £; two successive term s with snallestM () M j (1), as a rule the two last tem s
of the sequence, we can nally detem ine from the m inim al velocity condition w ritten as the m inimaldi erence
condition



min £5& ) £, & ) ; ()
whose solution = (t) allow sus to write the nalselfsim ilar exponential approxin ation for the sought finction

£,0=f & ©): ®)

Theapproxinantsf, , ;1) and f, ; ;1) usually fram etheoptim alvaluef, ; (n). O ne should analyze, ollow ing
the procedure described above, a set of selfsim flar approxin ations for di erent num ber of points from the history,
ie., one has to calculate severalpossble fj ©); J= 2;3;:::3;n 1, and to choose am ong them that which corresponds
to the am allest m apping m ultiplier calculated at the xed point. The valuie ofthem ultiplier at the xed point can be
de ned as

Myl ©)+My1 @ ©)

M © 5

)

N ow wepassto the illustration ofthem ethod by exam ples from the history ofvarious stock m arkets. W e concentrate
on di erent stock m arket crises, w hen the prices changed sharply during the period oftin e com parable to the resolution
oftin e serdes. T he data, unless stated otherw ise, are taken from the books of IntemationalF inancial Statistics issued
by the IntemationalM onetary Fund.

II.MECHANISM OF CRASH

C onsider the behavior of the D ow Jones index in the vicinity of the crisis 0of O ctober 27, 1997. W e intend to give
an illustration of the selfsin ilar renom alization schem e presented above and also to m ake som e general rem arks
conceming the m echanism of crash. W e are going to m ake a forecast for the D ow Jones index for O ctoker 25, 1997
based on di erent num ber of points from the system history.

Three point forecast. The follow ng valies are available in the period of tine from September 13;1997 till
O ctober 11;1997 taken w ith the two-week resolution (data are taken from the Yahoo F inance chart):

ap = 7720 (Sept:13); a; = 7920; a3 = 8000 (Oct:1l):

The coe cientsofthe polynomial 2) areA; = 260and A, = 60.W e nd the exponentialapproxinantsf (3;1) =
85408 and £, (3;1) = 81204 and them appingm ulipliers M ; 3) = 1andM , 3) = 0:146.From them inin aldi erence
condition min i, G; ) £ 3; )j weobtaln = 0:641428. Finally, the selfsin ilar exponential approxin ation is

f, 3) = 8237 and the m odulus of the multiplier (9) is M , (3)j= 0:485:
Four{point forecast. The following values are avaibbl in the period of tine from August 30; 1997 till
O ctober 11; 1997 taken w ith the two week resolution (data are taken from the Yahoo F inance chart):

ap= 7690 Aug:30); a3 = 7720; az= 7920; a3 = 8000 (Oct:11l):

The coe clients of the polynom alareA; = 151:%667; A, = 230,and A3 = 48:333. Repeating the sam e procedure
as above, we nd the exponential approxim ants § (4;1) = 7689 and f; (4;1) = 7646, w ith the m apping m ultipliers
M,@4) = 0013and M 3@4) = 0046. From themininaldi erence condition min ¥; @; ) £, 4; )j we obtaln
= 0:6026. The self{sim ilar exponential approxin ant becomes £; (4) = 7674 and the corresponding m ultiplier
modulus is M 5 (4)j= 0:048.
Five{point forecast. Consider the historical data for the Dow Jones index in the period of time from
August 16; 1997 to O ctobert 11; 1997. T he Pllow ing data are available:

ap= 7780 RAug:16); a; = 7690; ap,= 7720; a3z= 7920; a4 = 8000 Oct:11):
From condition (1), the coe cients ofthe polynom ial 2), wih i= 0;1;::3;4, are
A, = 48333; A, = 120833; A3= 93:3333; A,= 14:167:
T he ©llow ing three higher-order selfsim ilar exponential approxin ants, £, (; ), £5 (& ), and £, (& ) can be w ritten,
so thatat t= Swehave £, (5;1) = 0, £5 (6;1) = 7472, and £; (5;1) = 6113. T he corresponding m apping m ultipliers,
M, (B)= 0;M3()= 0319,and M 4 (5) = 13569, signalthat the subsequence f,; f;; £, isunstable. But from the

minimaldi erence condition min jf, 5; ) £5(5; )jwe can still Iocate the xed pointand nd = 0:%6232. The
self{ sim ilar exponential approxin ation is £, (5) = 7069, w ith the m ultiplierm odulus M , (5)j= 0:163.



Six{point forecast. Consider the data for the D ow Jones index in the period of tin e from August 2; 1997 to
O ctober 11; 1997:

ap = 8170 Aug:2); ai; = 7780; ay= 7690;

az = 7720; az= 7920; as= 8000 @©Oct:11):

The coe cients of the polynom ialare A; = 7715; A, = 582917; A3 = 253:75; A, = 57083,and As = 4:/5.
Follow ing the standard prescriptions, we can nd the exponential approxin ants £ (6;1) 7720 and £5 (6;1) = 7138
and the mapping multipliers M 4 (6) = 0308 and M 5(6) = 0:198. From the minimal di erence condition =
exp (6As =A,) weobtain = 0:7037. For the self{ sin ilar exponential approxin ation we get f5 (6) = 7328, w ith the
muliplierm odulus M 5 (6)j= 0:087.

A 11 forecasts, except the threepoint one, predict a decrease ofthe D ow Jones index. N om ally, in the absence ofa
dram atic event which can alter drastically the m arket activity, one should expect that the m ost stable tra fctory is
to be realized. Expecting the sequence of the multjpliers fM 5 g; j= 2;3;:;5, we notice that the Hur{point orecast
f; (4) = 7674 isoptim alfrom the view point of stability, that is, it correspondsto them Inin alm apping m ultiplier, and,
thus, this urpoint prediction is to be chosen asthe nalestimate. The D ow Jones index on O ctoker 25, 1997 was
7715. T he percentage error of our forecast equals 0:531% . An upward developm ent, predicted by the three{point
forecast, appears to be less stable than the decaying tra gctories. T he level achieved by the m arket after the bubble
burst corresponds rather to a correction than to a crash.

W hen the nom alevolution is disrupted by som e unexpected negative dram atic events, such as the crisis in H ong
K ong, which disturbs the selfsim ilar dynam ics, then it m ay happen that the m arket tem porarily selects not them ost
stable tra ectory. In is search for a solution, the m arket m ay leave for a while the m ost stable tra ctory and jum p
to a less stable one. Then, i can bounce back to the m ost stable tra fctory or it can f2ll for a whilk on the last
stable tra ectory corresponding, In this case, to the ve{point forecast. D uring a short period of tin e, less than the
tin e{serdes resolution, one can observe a rapid succession of all possible tra gctories. A fter the source of the self{
sim ilarity violation is liffted, one m ay expect that the m arket w ill retum to the m ost stable tra fctory. T he m otion to
the least stable tra pctory is the m ost dram aticm om ent, as is seen from the analysis ofthe ve{point forecast. Since
both starting polynom ialcoe cients are negative and A, J>> A Jj an extram ely strong tendency to decay, a sort of
panic, appears resulting in £, (5;1) = 0; however the situation is rem edied due to the higher{ordercoe cientA; > O,
which re ects stillexisting m oderately optin istic view s; though such an optin isn rem ains lim ited by pessim istic view s
represented by the negative A4 . The nite value given by £ (5) = 7069 is quite Jow because of such a com bination
of tendencies. W e would like to stress that In the case of the vepoint Precast the xed point determm ined by the
Jocally unstable sequence f5; £, lies very close to the boundary separating stable from unstable tra fctordes. This is
w hy the short-term m arket changes can be vary rapid, rst, to the leveldetermm ined by £ (6) = 7328, and then to the
evelf; 4) = 7674.W e conclude that the follow ing reasons caused the O ctober 1997 uctuations: (1) the burst ofthe
upw ard bubble accom panied by the appearance of several stable decaying tra gctordes; (2) the location ofone ofthese
tra pctordes, corresponding to strong decay, at the boundary between stable and unstable tra gctories; (3) the Hong
K ong crash that pushed the m arket from the m ost stable tra pctory w th m oderate corrections right to this unstable
tra fctory, although shortly after this crisis the m arket prom ptly bounced back to the nearby stable tra fctories.

ITI.M ARKET CRISES

W e shall consider severalexam ples of crises happened in di erent stock m arkets. In allthe cases we have perform ed
the sam e steps as in Sections I and IT, but only the optin al forecasts are presented below . It tums out that di erent
crises require for their description di erent num ber of historical points. Let us start from the crises which can be
described know Ing only three points from the system history:

(1) Consider the dynam ics of the average index of the French industrial share prices from 1986 to 1988, w ith one
year tin e resolution, and m ake a forecast for 1989. The follow ing historical data are available (the price In 1985 is
taken for 100;1985 = 100) :

ap = 1533 (1986); a; = 1776 (1987); ap, = 162:1 (1988):

From condition (1), the coe cientsofpolynom ial 2),wih i= 0;1;2, can be ound givingA; = 442 andA, = 199.
T he follow Ing exponential approxim ants (5) can be readily cbtained:
A, Ay A,
i )=aexp — t ; L, G )= aexp —texp — t
ag ap Ay



from where, att= 3and = 1,wehavef; (3;1) = 364078 and £, (3;1) = 191:8. The m apping mulipliers can be
calculated using formula (6), which yields M ; (3) land M, (3) = 02048, so that the sequence f;; £, is Iocally
stable [14]. From them ininaldi erence conditionmin i, 3; ) £; 3; )j which readsas

3A,
A,y

we nd = 0:505. Fially, the selfsin ilar exponential approxin ation for the sought share price index is § 3) =
23734. The actualvalie of the index in 1989 was 234:9. T he percentage error of our forecast is 1:039% .
(i) In 1990 1992; the average Index ofthe D enm ark shipping share prices had the ©llow ng values (1990 = 100)

ap = 100 (1990); a; = 100 (1991); a, = 92 (1992):

Let us ook for the price In 1993. This case can be considered by analogy w ith the previous one. The polynom ial
coe cients can be readily ound beingA; = 4 and A, = 4. For the considered Index we have £, (3;1) = 112:75 and
f, 3;1) = 100:60. The m apping muliplierM , 3) = 0:089, hence the sequence of exponential approxin ants locally
converges. From them inim aldi erence condition,we nd = 0:35. Thus, the selfsim ilar exponential approxin ation
is f, 3) = 104289:The actual index in 1993 was 105, so the erroris  0:677% .

(1i1) C onsider the average ndex of the Sw iss industrial share prices from 1993 to 1995 (1990 = 100):

ap = 1374 (93); a1 = 1592 (94); ap = 166 (95):

T he corresponding polynom ialcoe cientsareA; = 293 and A, = 75. Letusm ake a forecast for 1996. Repeating
Iiterally the sam e steps as above, we can easily calculate the exponential approxin ants £; (3;1) = 260:508; £, (3;1) =
184883, and the m apping multiplierM ;, 3) = 0076. Then from them ininaldi erence condition we nd = 0:621.
So, the selfsim ilar exponential approxin ation is £, (3) = 204:394. The price In 1996 was 206:3, which show s that the
percentage error of our forecast equals 0:924% .

W e continue w ith the crises which can be described using four{points from the history:

(1) C onsider the dynam ics of the average index of the French industrial share prices in 1970 1973, w ith one year
resolition (1970 = 100):

ap = 100 (70); a3 = 958 (71); ay = 1074 (72); az= 1297 (73):

Let usm ake a forecast or 1974. The polynom ialcoe cients found from condition () areA; = 138; A, = 1045
and A3 = 0:85. The exponential approxin ants (5) are
A,
£ )=aexp — t ;
ag
Ay A,
£, 6 )=aexp —texp — ¢ ;
ao A,
£, 6 ) Biy Bay Bs o
; )= agexp — —texp —
3 0 €Xp 2 exp A; P a,
Therefore, at t = 4, we have f; 4;1) = 5758; £, 4;1) = 97366, and f; (4;1) = 93:996. The correspond-—
Ing mulipliers are M 1 (4) 1;, M,@) = 0166, and M 3 4) = 0:087. From the m inim al di erence condition
min ;@ ) £, 4; )j which reads
— 4A3 .
A, !

we nd = 0:7767.Thus, the selfsin ilar exponential approxin ation is § (4) = 94:885:0 ur estin ate agreeswellw ith
the actualprice equalto 96:6 in 1973. T he percentage erroris 1:775% .
(ii) In 1985 1988; the average Index of the N etherlands general share prices had the ollow Ing valies:

ap = 100 85); a3 = 128:7 (86); ap = 1292 (87); a3z = 119:7 (88):



W e are going to forecast the price for1989. Thepolynom ialcoe cientsareA; = 48:867; A, = 232,andA3 = 3:033.
The bcalmultiplierm ;s)= 1+ A; 1+ s)tAgs,ass! 1 and t= 4;takesthevaluem; (4;1 )= 1+ 4A=Ay =

2:995, hence the quality of the sequence of P;; i = 0;1;:53, is not good. In this case, we can consider another
sequence of approxin ations, which does not include the constant tem . T he expansion fiinction now is determ ined
from the equation A1£"° =  giving t¢ ;s) = (=A1)"" " . The correponding calmuliplier, de ned by the
form ula analogousto (4),thatism3;; (5s)= 1+ A, @+ s) A, L+ s),ass! 1 ;t= 4,equals 0:899< 1. Thence
the follow ing selfsim ilar exponential approxin ants can be cbtained (see Ref. [17] orm ore details):

Ay
f6 )=at+ Atexp — t
Ay
A, As
f, & )=a+ Atexp —texp — t
A, Ay

This leadsto theestimates £f5 (4;1) = 129264 and £, (4;1) = 163:417. Them appingm uliplierM 3 (4), calculated from
the form ula analogous to (6), equals 0:613, which tells that the sequence £, f, isstable. From them inimaldi erence
condition min i, @4; ) £5¢; )jwe nd = 06952, which results In the selfsim ilar exponential approxin ation
£, @) = 152206. O ur orecast agreeswellw ith the index in 1989, equalto 1514, thus the errorbeing 0:532% .

(iii) C onsider the data for the average index of the M exican sharepricesin 1991 1994 (1990 = 100) :

ap = 1901 (91); a3 = 2913 (92); ap = 325®% (93); a3z = 442:1 (94):

The polynom ialcoe cilentsareA; = 18435; A, = 108,and A3 = 24:85. Let usm ake a forecast for 1995. Since
mi@4;1 )= 487%andm3; 4;1 )= 1343, wewillproceed In a close analogy to the case (ii). Repeating the sam e
steps as above, we can readily calculate the exponential approxin ants f5 (4;1) = 260:893 and £, (4;1) = 480018 and
them appihgmuliplierM 5 (4) = 0:13. Then from them inin aldi erence condition,weget = 0:584. The self{sin ilar
exponential approxin ation is f; (4) = 377:695. The index In 1995 was 389:3; so the percentage error of our forecast
equals 2:981% .

F ive{point crises: (i) Consider the historical data for the average Index of the G em an industrial share prices
In 1957 1961, wih one year resolution, and lt us m ake a forecast for 1962. The follow ing data are available
(1958 = 100) :

ap= 78 (57); a1 = 100 (68); ax = 171 (69); a3z = 272 (1960); a4 = 282 (61):

From condition (1),the coe cientsofpolynom ial 2),with i= 0;1;::54,areA, = 16:667; A, = 12:5; A3 = 22333,
and A4 = 425. The higherorder selfsim ilar exponential approxin ants are

£ ) Alt A2t A3 ‘
;)= ajexp — —texp — ;
3 & 0 EXp 2 exp A; P 2, i

£, ) Biy Boy Bay Ba

;)= a —texp — —texp —
4 0 &XpP 20 P A, exXp A, © A,
Att= 5,weget f5 5;1) = 226885 and £, (6;1) = 199314. The corresponding m apping m ultipliers, M 3 (5) =
1003 and M 4 (6) = 0:%687, signal that the subsequence f;; f, is stable. From the minimaldi erence condition
min ¥, 6; ) £56; )jwehave

5,

Aj

T he Jatter equation gives = 0:577. T he self{ sin ilar exponential approxin ation £, (5) = 221268 agreeswellw ith the
actualvalue of the Index in 1962 equalto 221. T he percentage error is 0:121% .

(ii) T he average index of the Swedish share prices in the period oftim e from M ay 1987 to Septem ber 1987 had the
follow ing values (1980 = 100):

apg = 726 ; air = 740 ; Az = 801 ; asz = 825; ag = 877 :

W hat was the value of the index in O ctober 1987 ? T his case can be considered by analogy wih (i). The polynom ial
coe clients are A1 = 74:75; A, = 133:792; A3 = 5125, and A, = 6208. The estin ates for the index are



f5 (5;1) = 632:564 and f,; (5;1) = 710:11:ThemulipliersareM 3 (5) = 0861 and M 4, (5) = 0:06, hence we conclude
that the sequence of the exponential approxin ants locally converges. From them ininaldi erence condition, we get
= 0:6675. The self{sin ilar exponential approxin ation £, (5) = 695:732. The actualvalue of the index in O ctoker
1987 was 697. So that the error of our prediction is 0:182% .
(iii) C onsider the historicaldata for the average index of the Israel industrial share prices In 1989 1993 (1990 =
100):

ap = 87 (89); a; = 100 (90); ap = 155 (91); a3z = 297 (92); a4 = 418 (93):

Thepolynom ialcoe cientsareA; = 4525; A, = 71625; A3 = 45{5,and A, = 6:375. Let usm ake a forecast for
the year 1994 . R epeating the sam e stepsasabove,we nd the approxin ants£ (5;1) = 569:963 and £, (5;1) = 146:153
and the m apping m ultipliersM 3 (5) = 0:608 and M 4 (5) = 0:004. Then from them Inimaldi erence condition, we get

= 0%64. The selfsin ilar exponential approxin ation is £, (6) = 221:18. The actualvalue of the index in 1994 was
257. T he percentage error of our forecast equals 13:938% .

Six {point crises: (i) Considerthe historicaldata forthe Standard Statistics index ofthe New York Stock E xchange
prices in the period from April 1929 till Septem ber 1929, w ith one m onth resolution, and let usm ake a Precast for
O ctober 1929. The Pllow ng historical data are available (taken from the League of N ations Statistical Yearbook;
1926 = 100) :

ap= 193 Apr:1929); a; = 193; ap, = 191; a3z = 203; as = 210; as = 216 (Sept:1929):
From condition (1), the polinom ialcoe cients, ori= 0;1;::5;5, are
A; = 26%683; A,= 49208; Asz= 28:333; Az;= 6292; As= 0:483:

T wo higherorder selfsim ilar exponential approxin ants w rite

o) i o, As, As

;)= a —texp — —texp — ;

4 7 0 EXpP a0 el Al exp AZ el A3 ’

) Ar Az, As, Bs As
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The estin ates for the Index at t = 6 are £, (6;1) = 194884 and £; (6;1) = 206:722: T he corresponding m apping

multpliers, M 4 (6) = 0:025 and M 5 (6) = 0021, signal that the subsequence £, ; f; is stable. From theminimal
di erence conditionmin 5 (6; ) £, (6; )Jjonehas
_ 6A 5
exp A,

Thisgives = 0:7182. T he selfsin ilar exponential approxin ation is f5 (6) = 201:692. T he actualvalue of the index
In October 1929 was 194. The percentage error equals 3:965% . It is worth noting that our lower bound estin ate,
£, (6;1), practically coincides w ith the realvalue.

(ii) Consider the behavior of the industrial share prices In the New York Stock Exchange characterized by the
average Standardé& Poor index, in the period of tim e from the second quarter of 1986 to the third quarter of 1987
(1980=100):

ap = 1994 (II;86); a; = 1982; ap, = 2013; a3z = 235:1; as= 253; as = 2775 (IIL;87):

And ket usmake a Precast for the fourth quarter of 1987. This case can be considered by analogy wih (i). The
coe clients of the polynom ialare

A;=5212; A,= 103:717; A3 = 64:096; A,;= 14883; As= 1:184:

For the index we ocbtain the values £, (6;1) = 202:109 and f5 (6;1) = 226:696. Them apping mulipliers areM 4 (6) =

001 and M 5 (6) = 0:012, so we conclude that the sequence of approxin ants locally converges. From the m inin al
di erence condition, we nd = 0:7119. The self{sin ilar exponential approxin ation becom es £ (6) = 215293. The
actualvalie of the index in the fourth quarter o£f1987 was 218:3. T he Precast error is 1:377% .



(iii) Consider the behavior of the Standard& Poor index in the period of tine from February 1990 to July
1990 (1985 = 100),

ag= 1834 Feb:90); a; = 1885; a, = 1892; a3 = 1964; ag = 202:8; as = 2049 (Jul:90):

Let usm ake a forecast for August 1990, the tim e of the Persian G ulfcrisis. The coe cients of the polynom ialcan be
restored giving

A, =19883; A,= 25:158; A3= 12783; Ay;= 23592; As= 0:183:

Repeating the sam e procedure as above, we nd the exponential approxin ants § (6;1) = 188:986 and £ (6;1) =
201:789 and them apping m ultipliersM 4 (6) = 0066 andM 5 (6) = 0:043. From them inimaldi erence condition, we
obtain = 0:7327. The selfsin ilar exponential approxin ation is £ (6) = 197:476. T he actualvalue of the index n
August 1990 was 188:1. T he percentage error of our forecast equals 4:985% , and the lower bound given by £, (6;1)
practically coincides w ith the actualvalie.

Iv.ATTEMPT OF PREDICTION

F inally, consider the behavior of the Standard& Poor, D ow Jones, and NY SE Com posite Indices in the period of
tin e from A pril 30, 1997 to Septem ber 30, 1997, and lt usm ake a forecast for O ctober 31, 1997.
FortheN Y SE C om posite index we have (from the NY SE H istorical Statistics A rchive in Intemet) :

ap = 41694 @Apr:30); a; = 441:78; ap, = 462:44;

as = 4945; a;= 47048; as= 49723 (Sept:30):
The coe clents of the polynom ialare
A, = 104366; A, = 155:195; A3= 98434; A,= 2491; As= 2:145:

Repeating the sam e procedure as above, we nd the exponential approxin ants § (6;1) = 430:124 and f5 (6;1) =
520:109 and them apping multipliers M 4 (6) = 0:022 and M 5 (6) = 0:03. From them nimnaldi erence condition we
obtain = 0:6974. T he selfsin ilar exponential approxin ation is £5 (6) = 478:855.

For the Standardé& P oor Index (data are taken from the DBC O nline chart) we have

ap= 783 Apr:30); a; = 845; a; = 888; a3 = 948; as = 900; as = 950 (Sept:30):
The coe clents of the polynom ialare
A, = 222:15; A,= 306292; As3= 189{5; A,= 47:708; As= 4::

W e nd the higher exponential approxin ants §; (6;1) = 818:966 and £; (6;1) = 1030 and for the m apping m ultipliers
weobtain M 4 (6) = 0021 and M 5 (6) = 0:028. From them nimnaldi erence condition, we nd = 0:6978. Thus,
the self{sim ilar exponential approxin ation is f5 (6) = 935:082.

Sin ilarly, forthe D ow Jones index (data are taken from the DBC O nline chart) one has

ap = 6950 Apr:30); a; = 7300; a, = 7700; as = 8200; a4 = 7670; as = 8000 (Sept:30);
which gives the polynom ialcoe cients
A, = 1477; A, = 2291; A3= 1528; A, = 399:167; As= 35:

Follow ing the sam e steps as above, we nd the exponential approxin ants £ (6;1) = 7108 and f5 (6;1) = 8400 and
the m apping multipliers M 4 (6) = 0025 and M s5(6) = 0:04. From the mininal di erence condition we cbtain

= 0:694088. T he self{ sim ilar exponential approxin ation is £f; (6) = 7788.

In conclusion, we have shown that resum m ation techniques of theoretical physics can be successilly em ployed for
analyzing tin e series. T hem ost convenient such a technique, to ourm ind, is the algebraic selfsim ilar renomm alization
[15-17]. W e have applied this approach to analyzing tin e series corresoonding to di erent stock m arkets. From
our point of view , m arket crises are som ew hat sin ilar to critical phenom ena in statistical physics. T here exists a



tem poral region around a crisis, w here the behaviour of a m arket, being intin ately connected w ith its behaviour at

tin es relatively distant from visble anom alies [19], begins exhibiting speci ¢ features, lke log{periodic oscillations
B-5]. Such a precrisis region around a phase transition, and precrisis e ects are sin ilar to precursor phenonen a
caused by heterophase uctuations R0]. The point of view that m arket crises have their origin in the collective
behaviour ofm any interacting agents and that the stock m arket crises are analogous to critical phenom ena has also

been prom oted by other researchers B]. T he sim ilarity between the crises of stock m arkets and the criticalphenom ena

of statistical system s m akes it possible to apply for their description the sam e resumm ation m ethods, such as the

algebraic self{ sim ilar renom alization [15-17]. Farther developm ent of this approach w illbe presented in the follow ing

papers.
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