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Sharp changesin tim eseriesrepresentingm arketdynam icsarestudied by m eansoftheself{sim ilar

analysissuggested earlierby theauthors.Thesesharp changesarem arketboom sand crashes.Such

crisesphenom ena in m arketsareanalogousto criticalphenom ena in physics.A sim pleclassi�cation

ofthe m arketcrisisphenom ena isgiven.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Boom s and crashes of m arket structures are exam ples of dynam icaltransitions that rem ind phase transitions

and criticalphenom ena in physicalsystem s.Thisanalogy is,ofcourse,notdirect,since m arketsarenonequilibrium

system s.Nevertheless,itispossibletodeveloparenorm alizationgroupapproachforanalysingthedynam icsofm arkets

nearthepointsoftheircriticalchanges,such asboom sand crashes,som ewhatanalogoustotherenorm alization group

technique used fordescribing criticalphenom ena.Since nonequilibrium m arketsare quite di� erentfrom equilibrium

system sofstatisticalm echanics,the renorm alization group needed forthe analysisofm arketbehaviouristo be also

very di� erent from the statisticalrenorm alization group. W e show that such a naturaltoolfor describing m arket

criticalphenom enaisthealgebraicallyinvariantself{sim ilarrenorm alization group.In thisapproach,am arketcritical

restructuring istreated analogously to a criticalphenom enon in physics,which perm itsusto presentthem arkettim e

evolution in thecriticalregion bym eansofagrouppropertycalled,in physicallanguage,thepropertyofself{sim ilarity.

Using thisself{sim ilarrenorm alization group allowsusto renorm alizethetim eseriesgenerated by them arketand to

describethe occurrenceofboom sand crashesin good quantitativeagreem entwith the data available.

A powerfultoolfor describing criticalphenom ena in equilibrium statisticalsystem s is the so{called statistical

renorm alization group,form ulated by W ilson being based on theK adano� idea ofscalingtransform ations.A detailed

accountofthis technique can be found in m any books,for instance,in M a [1]. M arketscan be considered asvery

com plex nonequilibrium statisticalsystem s,and sharp changesofm arketstructure,such ascrashes,can be thought

ofasa kind ofnonequilibrium phenom ena,com parableto earthquakes[2,3].Therehavebeen suggested severalother

analogies between physicalsystem s and m arkets [2-5]. However,to our knowledge,there has been no attem pt to

develop a renorm alization group approach for treating the behaviour ofm arkets near their criticalpoints ofsharp

changes,thatisneartheirboom sand crashes.W e havesuggested such an approach in ourpreviouspapers[6,7].

Asfarasm arkets,despitesom eanalogieswith physicalsystem s,arem uch m orecom plex and,in addition,nonequi-

librium ,the standard statisticalrenorm alization group cannotbe applied to such transitionsasboom sand crashes.

Fortunately,there existsanotherapproach based on self{sim ilarrenorm alization group,which providesan evolution

equation in the space ofapproxim ations[8-12]. This approach,com pleted by the condition ofalgebraic invariance,

m akesthe basisofthe algebraic self{sim ilarrenorm alization [13-15]. Dynam ics in the space ofapproxim ations,for

the case ofa m arket,isnothing butthe tim e evolution ofthism arket. Thisiswhy the self{sim ilarrenorm alization

group seem sto be an absolutely naturalconceptfortreating m arketevolution.

Let us stress the m ain ideas explaining why our approach suites wellfor describing m arketdynam ics: (i) Sharp

structuralchanges in a m arket are equivalent to criticalphenom ena in a physicalsystem . (ii) The evolution ofa

m arketin the criticalregion can be form ulated by m eansofa group property with respectto tim e,sim ilarly to the

evolution ofa Ham iltonian with respecttoitsparam etersin statisticalrenorm alization group.(iii)In thesam eway as

in thelattergroup,wherein ordertogetagood quantitativedescription,oneneedstom akejustafew renorm alization

steps,in the self{sim ilarrenorm alization group,wealso need to takeinto accountonly a few tem poralpoints.

II.SC H EM E O F A N A LY SIS

Here we presenta shortsurvey ofthe self{sim ilaranalysisto be used in whatfollows. M ore detailscan be found

in ourpreviouspapers[6,7].The m ain characteristicofany m arketactivity isthe pricefora security orcom m odity,

orsom e index related to thisprice. Letf(t)be such a characteristicofa m arketatthe m om entoftim e t. A sharp

changeofthevalueofprice,thatisoff(t),occurring during theperiod oftim ecom parablewith theresolution ofthe

tim e seriescorresponding to f(t),iscom m only called a crisis.Boom saresharp upward m ovesand crashesaresharp

downward m ovesofthe price.

Suppose thatthe valuesoff(t)areknown forn + 1 tim e pointst= k = 0;1;2;:::;n,so that

f(k)= ak (k = 0;1;:::;n): (1)

The aim ofouranalysisisto predict,being based on the data (1),the behaviouroff(t)fort� n + 1.

Atthe � rststep,forthe function f(t)in the tim e interval0 � t� n,weconstructa polynom ialrepresentation

pn(t)=

n
X

k= 0

A kt
k

(0 � t� n); (2)

in which the coe� cientsA k arede� ned by the equations

pk(k)= ak (k = 0;1;:::;n): (3)
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The coe� cients ofpolynom ial(2) characterize di� erent tendencies,or trends,existing in the m arket. The plus or

m inussign ofA k describesthe tendency to growth orto decrease,respectively. Such di� erenttrendsm ay be called

heterotrends. The latterare som ewhatanalogousto heterophase  uctuationsin statisticalsystem s[16],where they

play a very im portantrole,especially in thevicinity ofphasetransitions.M arketm odelsm ustalso includesom ekind

ofheterogeneity in theirstructure[17,18].

The com petition ofdi� erenttendenciesin a m arketdeterm inesthe form ation offollowing prices. Ifthere are no

constraintsim posed from outside,them arketshould develop according to itsown laws.W eassum ethatthisnatural

dynam icsofa m arketcan be form ulated asthe property ofself{sim ilarity fora given tim e series.

Thealgebraicself{sim ilarrenorm alization group selectsthem oststablenonlinearm ixture oftendenciesprevailing

overthelessstable.Thus,evolvingand com petingviatheself{sim ilarrenorm alization dynam ics,di� erenttrendsform

aself{sim ilarheterotrend m arket,orsim ply self{sim ilarm arket.Theproblem offorecastingthepriceforarealm arket

is m apped to the problem ofevolution ofa self{sim ilar m arket. Let us em phasize again that the possibility ofso

sim plifying m arketdynam icsisjusti� ed in thecriticalregion wherecollectivecoherente� ectsbecom eprevailing.The

developm entofsuch a coherentbehaviourwith strong correlationsbetween m arketagentsisa necessary condition for

theform ation ofa law ofcollectivem otion,which,in turn,can beexpressed through theself{sim ilarrenorm alization

group.

For the sequence fpk(t)g ofpolynom ials pk(t) =
P

k

m = 0
A m t

m ,we m ay de� ne [15]the self{sim ilar exponential

approxim ants

fk(t;�)= A 0 exp

�

A 1

A 0

texp

�

A 2

A 1

t:::exp

�

A k

A k�1
�t

�

:::

��

; (4)

where it is assum ed that A m 6= 0 (m = 0;1;:::;k). This kind ofnested exponentials,because oftheir self{sim ilar

structure,is,aswe think,the m ostsuitable functionalform fordescribing m arketdynam ics.The e� ective tim e � is

to be found from a � xed{pointcondition,e.g.,taken asthe m inim al{di� erencecondition

jfn(t;�n)� fn�1 (t;�n)j= m in
�

jfn(t;�)� fn�1 (t;�)j; (5)

giving �n = �n(t).In m any cases,condition (5)can be reduced to

fn(t;�)= fn�1 (t;�); � = �n(t); (6)

which,according to (4),isequivalentto the equation

� = exp

�

A n

A n�1
�t

�

; � = �n(t): (7)

The latter,as is obvious,possesses a solution ifA n=A n�1 < 0,but when A n=A n�1 > 0,solutions m ay be absent.

W ith the found e� ective tim e �n(t),weobtain the self{sim ilarforecast

f
�
n
(t)� fn(t;�n(t)) (t� n + 1): (8)

It m ay happen that,when A n=A n�1 > 0,equations (6) and (7) have no solutions. Then we need to return to

condition (5)which,togetherwith (4),yields�n = 0.In thiscase,the forecastbecom es

f
�
n
(t)= fn�1 (t;1) (� = 0): (9)

The stability analysisofthe procedureischecked by analysing the m ultipliers

M k(t;�)�
�fk(t;�)

�f1(t;1)
; M k(t)� M k(t;1); (10)

wherek = 1;2;:::;n.NotethatM 1(t;1)= 1 forany t.W hen Eq.(6)hasa solution �n(t),then them ultiplieratthe

� xed point(8)isde� ned as

M
�
n
(t)�

1

2
[M n(t;�n(t))+ M n�1 (t;�n(t))]: (11)

W hen (6)hasno solution,then the � xed pointisgiven by (9),and the related m ultiplieris

3



M
�
n
(t)= M n�1 (t;1) (� = 0): (12)

Itisalso adm issibleto de� nea � xed pointasan average

�

f
n
(t)�

1

2
[fn(t;1)+ fn�1 (t;1)]: (13)

In thiscase,the corresponding m ultipliercan be written as

�

M n (t)�
1

2
[M n(t;1)+ M n�1 (t;1)]: (14)

Theforecastingprocedureisstableifthem ultiplieratthe� xed pointsatis� estheinequality jM�
m
(t)j� 1or,respec-

tively,j
�

M n (t)j� 1.Thecaseofan equality iscalled neutrally stable.Asan optim alforecast,thatcorresponding to

the m inim alm ultiplieristo be taken.

Note thatthe di� erence

� n(t)� fn(t;1)� fn�1 (t;1)

describesthedegreeofam arketvolatility.Foraveryvolatilem arket,� n(t)can becom parablewith fn(t;1).Contrary

to this,fora steady{statem arket,� n(t)ism uch lessthan fn(t;1).

In thefollowingsection,wepassto theconsideration ofparticularexam plesofself{sim ilarm arkets.Alldata,unless

stated otherwise,aretaken from thebooksofInternationalFinancialStatisticsissued by theInternationalM onetary

Fund and from UNCTAD Com m odity Yearbooksissued by the United Nations.

W e start the self{sim ilar analysis from the sim plest case,when the values off(t) are given for only three tim e

points.So,weshalldealwith the self{sim ilarexponentialapproxim ants

f1(t;�)= a0 exp

�

A 1

a0
�t

�

; f2(t;�)= a0 exp

�

A 1

a0
texp

�

A 2

A 1

�t

��

and the m ultipliers

M 1(t;�)= �exp

�

�
A 1

a0
(1� �)t

�

;

M 2(t;�)=

�

1+
A 2

A 1

�t

�

exp

�

�
A 1

a0

�

1� exp

�

A 2

A 1

�t

��

t+
A 2

A 1

�t

�

:

Itturnsoutthatspeci� c featuresofa m arketaredirectly related to the quantities

X � a1 � a0; Y � a2 � a1: (15)

The coe� cientsofthe polynom ialrepresentation (2)can be expressed through these quantitiesas

A 0 = a0; A 1 =
1

2
(3X � Y ); A2 =

1

2
(Y � X ):

Depending on the valuesofX and Y ,di� erentpossibilitiescan arise.

III.U P W A R D B O U N D M A R K ET S

Thiscaseim pliesthata0 � a1 < a2,henceX � 0;Y > 0.The following subcasesexist.
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A .B alanced B ullM arket (0 < Y < X )

Then A 1 > 0;A 2 < 0,and jA 1j> jA 2j.Thebullish tendency presented by A 1 dom inatesoverthebearish tendency

given by A 2.Forthe balanced bullm arket,we have jM 2(3)j< 1,and pricesrise.W hen a price goesup sharply,we

geta boom .Som e exam plesofsuch boom sareconsidered below.

(i)The averageindex ofthe Swedish shareprices(1980= 100)from 1980 to 1982:

a0 = 100(1980); a1 = 149(1981); a2 = 185(1982):

Letus� nd the index for1983.The coe� cientsofpolynom ial(2),de� ned by (3),areA1 = 55:5 and A 2 = � 6:5.For

theexponentialapproxim ants(4),wehavef1(3;1)= 528:567and f2(3;1)= 322:754.RecallthatM 1(t)� 1 forany t,

and using (10),wegetM 2(3)= 0:279.Forthe average(13),we� nd
�

f
2
(3)= 425:661,with the m ultiplier(14)being

�

M 2 (3)= 0:639.From the m inim al{di� erence condition (7),itfollowsthat� = 0:76445.Thisgivesforapproxim ant

(8)the valuef�
2
(3)= 357:087,and form ultiplier(11),we havejM �

2
(3)j= 0:447.Since M �

2
(3)hasthe absolutevalue

which islessthan thatof
�

M 2 (3),wehaveto acceptf
�
2
(3)astheoptim alforecast.Theactualindex boom ed in 1983

to 359.Thus,the errorofourforecastis� 0:5% .

(ii)The averageindex ofthe Philippinesshareprices(1985 = 100)from the fourth quarterof1986 tillthe second

quarterof1987:

a0 = 224:9(IV;1986); a1 = 273(I;1987); a2 = 315:6(II;1987):

W hatistheindex in thethird quarterof1987? Followingthestandard prescription,we� nd thepolynom ialcoe� cients

A 1 = 50:85 and A 2 = � 2:75. Then we getf1(3;1)= 443:172 and f2(3;1)= 400:363,with the m ultiplier M 2(3)=

0:643.From here,
�

f
2
(3)= 421:767 with

�

M 2 (3)= 0:842.Them inim al{di� erencecondition gives� = 0:8686,so that

f�
2
(3)= 405:371 with jM �

2
(3)j= 0:739.The actualvalue ofthe index in the third quarterof1987 was424:53.Both

ourestim atesarepretty closeto thisvalue,with an errorlessthan 4:5% .

B .Super{B ullM arket (0 � X < Y < 3X )

O nly bullish tendenciesare present,since A 1 > 0 and A 2 > 0. Forthiscase,Eq. (7)m ay have no solution,then

the m inim al{di� erence condition (5) yields � = 0. Therefore,instead of(8),we m ust consider (9). Exponential

approxim ants increase with tim e,and jM 2(3)j> 1. An interesting situation m ay occur { Despite an exponential

growth oftheapproxim ants,thevalueofthesoughtfunction att= n + 1 can belessthan an.And even a crash m ay

happen.W e illustratethisby the exam plesbelow.

(i)The averageindex ofthe Canadian industrialshareprices(1990 = 100)from 1967 to 1969:

a0 = 25:9(1967); a1 = 27:2(1968); a2 = 30:3(1969):

Letuslookfortheindexin 1970.Again followingtheprescribed procedure,wegetthepolynom ialcoe� cientsA 1 = 0:4

and A 2 = 0:9. The exponentialapproxim antsare f1(3;1)= 27:128 and f2(3;1)� 1018. The latterisnotprobable

because ofM 2(3) being ofsim ilar order. The sam e holds true for
�

f
2
(3) for which j

�

M 2 (3)j� 1. Consequently,

the optim alforecastisf�
2
(3)= f1(3;1)= 27:128,with M �

2
(3)= 1.The actualindex in 1970 wasdown to 26:6.O ur

prediction givesan errorof2% .

(ii)The M alaysian grossdom esticproduct(1985 = 100)from 1987 to 1989:

a0 = 82:585(1987); a1 = 89:967(1988); a2 = 97:804(1989):

W hat would be the value ofG DP in 1990? The polynom ialcoe� cients are A 1 = 7:154 and A 2 = 0:227. Then

f1(3;1)= 107:096 and f2(3;1)= 109:918,with M 2(3)= 1:237.Thence,
�

f
2
(3)= 108:507 with

�

M 2 (3)= 1:119,while

� = 0 and f�
2
(3)= f1(3;1)= 107:096,with M �

2
(3)= 1. Consequently,the optim alforecastisf�

2
(3),which deviates

from the actualvalue 107:406 in 1990 by only 0:29% .
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(iii)The m arkettea prices(in US dollarsperm etricton)atthe AverageAuction,London,in 1982{1985:

a0 = 1931:7(1982); a1 = 2324:6(1983); a2 = 3456:8(1984):

Letus� nd thepricein 1985.Thepolynom ialcoe� cientsareA1 = 23:25 and A 2 = 369:65.Sincefortheapproxim ant
�

f
2
(3),we have j

�

M 2 (3)� 1,the optim alforecastisf�
2
(3)= f1(3;1)= 2003,with M �

2
(3)= 1. The actualprice in

1985 wasdown to 1983:6.The errorofourforecastis0:98% .

C .B ull{Turned{to{B ear M arket (0 � 3X < Y )

Thisim pliesA 1 < 0;A 2 > 0,and jA 1j< jA 2j.The bullish tendency presented by A 2 > 0 isnotstrong enough to

preventthepricefrom falling down,becauseofthein uenceofthebearish tendency given by A1 < 0.Thegrowth of

pricesistoo fast,form ing a bubble thatcan burst.Exam plesofsuch bubble crashesaregiven below.

(i)The averageindex ofthe Swissindustrialshare prices(1980 = 100)from the � rstquarterof1987 to the third

quarterof1987:

a0 = 206:9(I;1987); a1 = 211:5(II;1987); a2 = 245:5(III;1987):

W hatistheindex in thefourth quarterof1987? Forthepolynom ialcoe� cientswehaveA 1 = � 10:1 and A2 = 14:7.

The approxim ants are f1(3;1) = 178:714 and f2(3;1) = 206:516,with M 2(3) = � 0:049. The average is
�

f
2
(3) =

192:615,with
�

M 2 (3)= 0:476.From them inim aldi� erencecondition (7),weget� = 0:28638.Then,f�
2
(3)= 198:402,

with jM �
2
(3)j= 0:119.The optim alforecastisf�

2
(3).The actualindex in the fourth quarterof1987 was202:5.The

errorofourforecastis� 2:024% .

(ii)The tin prices(in US centsperpound)in Bolivia from 1987 to 1989:

a0 = 308:97(1987); a1 = 320:22(1988); a2 = 400:71(1989):

Letus� nd thepricein 1990.Thepolynom ialcoe� cientsareA1 = � 23:37 and A2 = 34:62.Fortheapproxim antswe

havef1(3;1)= 246:246 and f2(3;1)= 308:148,with M 2(3)= � 0:051.Hence,
�

f
2
(3)= 277:197,with

�

M 2 (3)= 0:475.

The m inim aldi� erence condition givesan e� ective tim e � = 0:2836. Then,f�
2
(3)= 289:714,with jM �

2
(3)j= 0:124.

The optim alforecastisf�
2
(3),deviating from the actualprice286:88 in 1990 by 0:99% .

(iii)The volum eofthe Argentineexport(in billionsofUS dollars)in 1979{1981:

a0 = 7:81(1979); a1 = 8:021(1980); a2 = 9:143(1981):

Letuslook forthe volum e in 1982. The coe� cientsare A 1 = � 0:244 and A2 = 0:455. Then,f1(3;1)= 7:110 and

f2(3;1) = 7:807,with M 2(3) = � 0:019. From here,
�

f
2
(3) = 7:459,with

�

M 2 (3) = 0:491. The e� ective tim e is

� = 0:2489,which yieldsf�
2
(3)= 7:63,with jM �

2
(3)j= 0:082. The optim alforecastisf�

2
(3). The actualvolum e in

1982 was7:625.The errorofourforecastis0:066% .

IV .D O W N W A R D B O U N D M A R K ET S

In thiscasea0 � a1 > a2,becauseofwhich X � 0 and Y < 0.Threepossibilitiescan arise.

A .B alanced B ear M arket (X < Y < 0)

Thism eansthatA 1 < 0; A 2 > 0,and jA 1j> jA 2j. The bearish tendency in the negative A 1 dom inatesoverthe

bullish tendency in the positiveA 2,which leadsto the decreaseofprice.Exam plesaregiven below.

(i)The exchangerateofJapaneseYen to SDR (SpecialDrawing Rights)in 1984{1986:

a0 = 246:13(1984); a1 = 220:23(1985); a2 = 194:61(1986):
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Letus� nd theratein 1987.Thecoe� cientsareA1 = � 26:04 and A2 = 0:14.Repeating thesam estepsasabove,we

have f1(3;1)= 179:194;f2(3;1)= 180:106,with M 2(3)= 0:973,which yields
�

f
2
(3)= 179:65 with

�

M 2 (3)= 0:986.

The e� ective tim e is� = 0:98425.Then f�
2
(3)= 180:092 with jM �

2
(3)j= 0:981.Both forecastsarevery closeto each

otheraswellasto the actualrate175:2 in 1987,the errorbeing lessthan 3% .

(ii)The unitvalue ofthe Argentinewheatexports(1990 = 100)in 1982{1984:

a0 = 115:6(1982); a1 = 99:4(1983); a2 = 91:6(1984):

W hatwould be the value in 1985? In the standard way,we getA 1 = � 20:4;A2 = 4;2;f1(3;1)= 68:083;f2(3;1)=

86:892;M 2(3)= 0:263,so that
�

f
2
(3)= 77:488;

�

M 2 (3)= 0:631.Then � = 0:663696,and f�
2
(3)= 81:351;jM �

2
(3)j=

0:631.Again,both forecastsareequivalentfrom theviewpointofstability,closeto each otherand to theactualvalue

79:8 in 1985,the errorbeing lessthan 3% .

(iii)The averageindex ofthe K orean shareprices(1985 = 100)in 1989{1991:

a0 = 661:2(1989); a1 = 537:7(1990); a2 = 473(1991):

Letus� nd the index for1992 and com pare itwith that422:63 actually happened. In the usualway,we getA1 =

� 152:9;A2 = 29:4;f1(3;1)= 330:4;f2(3;1)= 447:83;M 2(3)= 0:322,and
�

f
2
(3)= 389:116,with

�

M 2 (3)= 0:661.

Thee� ectivetim eis� = 0:6768,which resultsin f�
2
(3)= 413:453,with jM �

2
(3)j= 0:681.Theerrorof

�

f
2
(3)is� 7:9%

and thatoff�
2
(3)is� 2:2% .

B .Super{B ear M arket (3X < Y < X � 0)

Thisim pliesthatboth A 1 and A 2 are negative. O nly bearish tendenciesare presented. Asan exam ple,consider

the volum eofG DP (in m illionsofSDR)ofthe Yem en Republic in 1979{1981:

a0 = 1084(1979); a1 = 1006(1980); a2 = 826(1981):

Let us calculate the volum e in 1982,com paring it with the actualone equalto 502. W e have A 1 = � 27; A2 =

� 51; f1(3;1)= 1006; f2(3;1)= 4:5� 10�7 ; M 2(3)= 8:6� 10�7 ,and
�

f
2
(3)= 502:976,with

�

M 2 (3)= 0:5. The

m inim aldi� erence condition (5)gives� = 0. So,f�
2
(3)= f1(3;1)= 1006,with M �

2
(3)= M 1(3)= 1. The optim al

forecastis
�

f
2
(3),whoseerroris0:19% .

C .B ear{Turned{to{B ullM arket (Y < 3X � 0)

Now A 1 > 0;A 2 < 0,and jA 1j< jA 2j.Thebullish trend in positiveA 1 becom esdom inating,although thebearish

trend in negativeA 2 stillrem ains.The m otion lookslikea downward bubble thatbursts.Considersom eexam ples.

(i)The averageindex ofthe US industrialshareprices(1985 = 100)in 1968{1970:

a0 = 51:7(1968); a1 = 51:2(1969); a2 = 43:9(1970):

W e shall� nd the index for1971 and com pareitwith the actualvalue 52:1.W e getA1 = 2:9;A 2 = � 3:4;f1(3;1)=

61:175; f2(3;1) = 51:96; M 2(3) = � 0:063,and
�

f
2
(3) = 56:568,with

�

M 2 (3) = 0:469. The m inim al{di� erence

condition gives� = 0:3221,becauseofwhich f�
2
(3)= 54:58 and jM �

2
(3)j= 0:124.Theoptim alforecastisf�

2
(3),with

an error4:8% .

(ii)The volum eofthe US im ports(1985 = 100)in 1973{1975:

a0 = 57:5(1973); a1 = 56:7(1974); a2 = 49:9(1975):

Letus� nd thevolum ein 1976,com paring itwith theactualvalue60:8.W em ay m ention thatthedeclinein im ports

in theseyearscould berelated to theoilem bargo and theenergy crisisof1973.Following thestandard procedure,we
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haveA 1 = 2:2;A 2 = � 3;f1(3;1)= 64:494;f2(3;1)= 57:61;M 2(3)= � 0:046;
�

f
2
(3)= 61:052,and

�

M 2 (3)= 0:477.

Thee� ectivetim eis� = 0:2969.Then,f�
2
(3)= 59:493,with jM �

2
(3)j= 0:108.Theoptim alforecastisf�

2
(3).with an

error� 2% ,though
�

f
2
(3)isalso good.

(iii)The ratio ofthe totalNon{G old Reservesto Im portsforIndustrialCountriesin 1967{1969:

a0 = 8:1(1967); a1 = 8:1(1968); a2 = 6:8 (1969):

W e m ake a prediction for 1970 and com pare it with the actualvalue 8:9. As usual,we � nd A1 = 0:65; A 2 =

� 0:65; f1(3;1) = 10:305; f2(3;1) = 8:198; M 2(3) = � 0:079;
�

f
2
(3) = 9:252,and

�

M 2 (3) = 0:461. Also,� =

0:35;f�
2
(3)= 8:812,with jM �

2
(3)j= 0:142.Theforecastf�

2
(3)isoptim al,with an error� 0:989% .

V .Y O {Y O M A R K ET S

In such m arkets,tim e data are notconsecutively ordered butbehave oscillatory. W ith only three tim e pointswe

considerhere,therecan be two possibilities.

A .Y o{Y o D ecline M arket (Y � 0 < X )

In thiscasea0 < a1;a1 � a2,henceA 1 > 0;A 2 < 0,and jA 1j> jA 2.The bullish trend in positiveA 1 overweights

the bearish trend in negative A 2. The price,after a2,can go only up. This behaviourm ay be called yo{yo boom .

Consideran exam ple.

The averageindex ofthe UK shareprices(1958 = 100)in 1960{1962:

a0 = 166(1960); a1 = 171(1961); a2 = 158(1962):

Letusestim ate the index for1963 and com pare itwith the actualvalue 181. Calculationsgive us A 1 = 14; A 2 =

� 9;f1(3;1)= 213:791;f2(3;1)= 172:219;M 2(3)= � 0:109,and
�

f
2
(3)= 193,with

�

M 2 (3)= 0:446. The e� ective

tim e is� = 0:433459,thence f�
2
(3)= 185:241,with jM �

2
(3)j= 0:215.The optim alforecastf�

2
(3)hasan error2:3% .

B .Y o{Y o R ise M arket (X < 0 � Y )

Here we havea0 > a1;a1 � a2,so thatA 1 < 0;A 2 > 0,and jA 1j> jA 2j.The bearish trend prevailsoverbullish,

asa result,the price fallsbelow a2.Thistype ofbehaviourm ay be term ed yo{yo crash.An exam pleisgiven below.

The Chilean totalreserves(in m illionsofSDR)in 1972{1974:

a0 = 204(1972); a1 = 137(1973); a2 = 149(1974):

W e m akea forecastfor1975,com paring itwith the actualvalueof84.Recallthatan upheavalhappened in 1974 in

Chile. W e � nd A1 = � 106:5;A2 = 39:5; f1(3;1)= 42:604;f2(3;1)= 121:918;M 2(3)= � 0:106;
�

f
2
(3)= 82:261,

and
�

M 2 (3) = 0:447. Then � = 0:54519,which leads to f�
2
(3) = 86:856,with jM �

2
(3)j= 0:774. Here the optim al

forecastis
�

f
2
(3)having an error� 2% .

V I.B U B B LE B U R ST

Therelatively sim plethree{pointclassi� cation ofm arketbehaviourwehavepresented doesnotexhaustallpossible

typesofm arketdynam icswhich m ightoccurwhen m ore pointsofa tim e seriesare taken,butratherdem onstrates

how the self{sim ilaranalysiscan be used fordescribing m arketcrises. Itisneedlessto recallthatthe possibility of

predicting m arket crises is very m uch im portant. W e would like now to pay a specialattention to m arket bubble
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burstsshowing that,in thefram ework oftheself{sim ilaranalysis,allofthem occurin thesam eway.Such an analogy

between bubble burstsofquite di� erentm arketsm akesitpossibleto predictthese burstphenom ena.

(i)The averageindex ofthe Belgian industrialshareprices(1990 = 100)in 1971{1973:

a0 = 34(1971); a1 = 38(1972); a2 = 46(1973):

Let us look for the index in 1974 and com pare it with the actualvalue 37. Repeating the standard steps,we get

f1(3;1) = 40:562,while f2(3;1) � 103,with M 2(3) � 103. Therefore,the average estim ate
�

f
2
(3) has negligible

probability to happen. The m inim al{di� erence condition (5) gives � = 0. So,f�
2
(3) = f1(3;1) = 40:562,with

M �
2
(3)= 1.The erroroff�

2
(3)is9:6% .

(ii)The averageindex ofthe Japaneseshareprices(1985 = 100)in 1987{1989:

a0 = 196:4(1987); a1 = 213:9(1988); a2 = 257:8(1989):

During these years,Japan had,whatitwould have been term ed later,the bubble econom y [19]. In 1990,the index

dropped to 218:8. Applying the self{sim ilaranalysisto the data above,we � nd f1(3;1)= 209:733,while f2(3;1)as

wellasM 2(3)are again unreasonably large. Forthe e� ective tim e,we again get� = 0. In thisway,the sole stable

estim ate isf�
2
(3)= f1(3;1)= 209:733,whoseerroris� 4:1% .

W eshould keep in m ind thattheerrorofthree{pointforecastsm ay beofabout10% .Fora m oreaccurateanalysis,

weneed to considera largernum berofhistoricalpoints.Butin the presentpaper,wewish to lim itourselvesby the

sim plest,although the crudest,type ofthe three{pointanalysis.

V II.C O N C LU SIO N

W e haveshown how the self{sim ilaranalysiscan be used fordescribing and forecasting variouscrises.The latter,

according to their strength,can be roughly divided into two types: (1) First degree crash (boom ),when the price

falls(grows)by an am ountcom parableto the gain (loss)achieved during the period ofobservation.Them ajority of

bubble crashesand bubble boom sare ofthistype.M ainly those who buy stockson m argin,e.g.bearsselling short,

arehurt.(2)Second degreecrash (boom ),when thepriceloss(gain)isoftheorderofthepricevalueatthelastpoint

ofobservation. Yo{yo crashesand boom sare often ofthiscategory. Then,notonly m argin{playerscan be ruined,

butthosewho own stocksoutrightcan be hurttoo.

W e illustrated our approach by severalexam ples. The num ber ofthe latter could be increased to any desirable

quantity,since we have considered hundreds ofsuch cases. In the m ajority ofthese cases,the sim ple three{point

analysisgivesreasonablepredictions.W hen the accuracy ofsuch a sim plestanalysisisnotgood enough,one hasto

invoke additionalinform ation taking into account m ore data on the m arketbehaviour. However in this paper,we

would liketo lim itourselvesby them ostsim plecaseinvolving justthreepointsofdata.How to dealwith tim eseries

containingm orepointswasbrie y explained in Refs.[6,7]and willbediscussed in detailin ourfollowingpublications.

The principaldi� erence ofourapproach to describing m arketcrises,ascom pared to thatbased on m odelling the

m arketbehaviourby a com plicated system ofnonlineardi� erentialor di� erence equations [20],is in the following.

M arkets are so com plex system s that they can be treated by dynam icalm odels,with m ore or less success,only

in a stationary state. But crises are principally nonstationary phenom ena. The com plexity ofrealm arkets m akes

it im possible,to our m ind,to m odelthem by any com plicated system ofnonlinear equations. M oreover,there is

quite known property ofnonlinear equations,when adding or om itting a negligibly sm allterm drastically changes

the behaviourofsolutions. W e do nottry to invent,which,aswe think,isim possible,a dynam icalm odelforeach

m arket. Instead,we assum e thateach m arketdevelopsself{sim ilarly,according to its own laws. The resultofthis

developm entisexhibited in m arketcharacteristics,which contain the hidden inform ation on the lawsgoverning the

m arket.Theself{sim ilaranalysisperm itsoneto extractthishidden inform ation.Thus,each m arketitselfprescribes

itsfuture developm ent{ and thisisthe essenceofthe notion ofa self{sim ilarm arket.
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