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In recent publications, the authors have considered inverse statistics of the D ow Jones Industrial
Averaged (D JIA) l,I,I]. Speci cally, we argued that the natural candidate for such statistics is
the Investm ent horizons distribbution. This is the distrbbution of waiting tim es needed to achieve a
prede ned kevelofretum obtained from detrended historic asset prices. Such a distribbution typically
goesthrough am axim um ata tin e coined the optim alinvestm ent horizon, ,which de nesthem ost
likely waiting tin e for obtaining a given retum . By considering equalpositive and negative levels
of retum, we reported In l,l] on a quantitative gain/loss asym m etry m ost pronounced for short
horizons. In the present paper, this gain/loss asym m etry is re-visited for 2/3 ofthe lndividualstocks
presently in the D JIA .W e show that thisgain/loss asym m etry established fortheD JIA surprisingly
is not present In the tin e serdes of the Individual stocks. The m ost reasonabl explanation for this
fact isthat the gain/loss asym m etry observed in theD JIA aswellas in the SP 500 and N asdaq are due
to m ovem ents in the m arket as a whole, ie., cooperative cascade processes (or \synchronization")
which disappear in the inverse statistics of the individual stocks.

I. NTRODUCTION

W hat drives prices? T his question hasbeen studied for centuries w ith quantitative theories dating back at least to
B achelier l], who proposed the random walk hypothesis for price tra fctories. A s prices in general do not becom e
negative, econom ist later realized that a m ore realistic fram ew ork w as obtained by assum ing the random walk hypoth-
esis for the logarithm of the price I]. T his hasm ade relative retums the prim e ocus of nancial investigation w ith
only a few exceptions, such as hedge fiinds focusing on absolute retums, and benchm arking are alm ost exclusively
done by the nancialcomm unity by com paring relative retums w ith respect to a xed tim e interval.

W ithin the current econom ic paradigm | the E cient M arket Hypothesis EM H) l] | the idea of random ly

uctuating prices in the absence of new hard informm ation has been re-form ulated in the fram ew ork of hard-w orking
rational traders w ith com plete know ledge of all available Infom ation whose continuing e ort m ore or less Instanta-
neously rem oves any inbalance in prices due to past di erences in the expectations of traders. In short, the EM H
states that current prices re ect all available inform ation about the priced com m odity, ie., all available inform ation
is at any given instant already priced in by the m arket and any change in prices can only be due to the revelation of
new nfom ation. In other words, there is no free lunch.

Hence, the EM H claim s that inform ation drives prices. Unfortunately, this just leave us w ith another question,
nam ely how to price in the available nform ation [1]]? In the case of a stock, this m ust be done by considering how
the available inform ation a ects future eamings of the com pany. This cbviously (@gain) introduces som e am biguity
as not only do peoples expectations to a largely unpredictable future di er, but so do their strategies w ith respect
to for exam ple nvestm ent horizons, ie. how long they intend to hold their investm ent before taking any pro t, and
how large a risk they are w illing to take over that tin e period.

In order to qualify di erent pricing m odels etc., the nancial industry has perform ed m any statistical studies
establishing a num ber of socalled stylized facts l, I, .] as well as benchm arking for the perform ance of various

nancial instrum ents w ith respect to investm ent retums and in is com plem ent, risk taking. D ue to this focus on
retums and risk, m ost nancial studies essentially am ount to m easuring tw o-point correlations in one way or another,
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most comm only done by studying the distrdbution of retums calculated over som e prede ned xed tin e period

t AT ]-

Em pirically it has been established, that for not too long tin e intervals t's, say less than a week, the retum
distributions are characterized by \fat tails" [1,[, [1]. Fat tails of a distribbution refers to a m uch larger probability
for Jarge price changes than w hat isto be expected from the random walk orG aussian hypothesis. As treaches longer
tin e scales, the distrbution of retums gradually converges to a G aussian distrdbution. H owever, no real consensus
regarding the exact quantitative nature of this distrdbution exist.

>From the point of view of the present authors, a m ore reasonable answer to the question of what drives prices,
besides the In uence of Interest rates and other m acroscopic econom ic factors as well as quarterly eamings reports
etc. of the com pany in question, is hum an psychology w ith all its facets of bounded rationality, lim ited inform ation,
personal beliefs etc. In accordance w ith this view , the econom ics and nancial com m unities have In the past 5{10
years w inessed an increased interest in what hasbeen coined \B ehaviourialE conom ics". A prin e exam ple of such a
study is the book by R J. Schiller entitled \ IrrationalE xuberance" 1], published in 2000, but w ritten before the crash
of April of this year [l]. Thisbook gives num erous exam ples of both present (at that tim e) and past events where
the price of stocks, and m ore relevant, the P /E (price-eaming-ratio) has m ore or less exploded based on little m ore
than vague notions ofa \new econom ic era"[[]] and the only realdi erence com esw ith the speci c¢ sector driving the
bubble prior to the crashes seen in the past 150 years or so.

Ifwe focus on the US stock m arket, then in the 1860s and 1870s it was rail road era, in the 1920s it was utilities,
sem Fconductors (\Tektronix") in uenced the developm ent in 1950s and 1960s, in the 1980s it was a general public
Investm ent boom driven by lberalization of the nancialm arkets and, m ost recently, in second half of the 1990s it
was rst an em erging m arket boom and then the notorious nform ation technology bubble. M ost notabl are the
\explosions" in the P /E in the 1920s and in the period from early 1980s to 2000. D uring these periods, the P /E of
the SP 500 went from about 5 to 32 and from about 7 to 45, respectively 1l]]. T his corresponds to a m ore than six-fold
Increase In little less that one and two decades for the two respective periods.

A fter the O ctober 1987 crash, R J. Schiller asked a num ber of institutional and individual investors the follow ing
question : \W hich ofthe follow ing better describes your theory ofthe decline(s): (i) a theory about investorpsychology,
or (ii) a theory about fundam entals such as pro ts and interest rates?" The answers revealed that about 68% of
the institutional nvestors and 64% of the individual investors picked the form er altemative. From this R J. Schiller
concluded that: \It appears that the stock m arket crash had substantially to do w ith a psycholgical feediack loop
am ong the generalinvesting public from price declinesto selling and thus fiirther selling, and so forth". T his conclusion
was In accordance w ith his investigation of the new s stories published in m ediately prior to the crash ofO ctober 1929
w here also no speci c event or events could be singled out as responsible for the crash.

>From the point of view ofhum an psychology, the nancial comm unities focus on retums does not m ake asm uch
sense as one would like. T he cbvious answer to the question: \W hat retum would you lke to see a year from now ?",
isof course | \A s large as possble!" | or, if the question concemed risk | \A s an allaspossible!". A m ore natural
nvestm ent strategy is thus to settle for som e retum leveland/orm aximum risk and then ask how long onemust wait
In order to achieve this. But how is one to detem Ine a priori this nvestm ent horizon in an utterly unpredictable
world w ith respect to the fiture som e m onths away? Even if one sokly focus on m acroscopic fiindam entals aswellas
those of the com pany in question, the predictability of future eamings isa very di cul question. A s JP .Bouchaud
said in a lecture in G ranada of February 2005: \Ido not know how to price even my own com pany w ithin a factor of
tw o or perhaps even three though I know everything to be known about !"

A nother, m ore philosophical problem , w ith standard m odels of nancialm arkets is the ollow ing: If one, as these
m odels do, only assum es that the m arket participants are purely sel sh individuals, who optin ize their own utility
function through xed tim e contracts w ith other nom nally identical individuals, then, despie the achievem ent of
mutualbene ts, the term \contract" would not be de ned in a general context. W hy is this so?

Because, a generaland lasting de nition of the temm \contract" requires long-tem (m eaning m uch longer than an
ordinary hum an tim e span) institutions, which can only be upheld through non-sel sh behavior. Legal nstitutions,
for exam ple, have a life tim e of centurdes and hence cannot be put to work w ithin a fram ework of sel sh individuals
who’s tin e horizon can’t possbly be longer that there own life span. Hence, m ost m odels of the nancialm arkets
are Jacking a very essential ingredient, w hich one usually denote by the generalword \culture". In conclusion, in our
opinion m ost m odels ofthe nancialm arkets Jack \psychology and culure".

T his does not m ean, how ever, that one cannot ask what drives the econom y and the stock m arket on longer tim e
scales, ie. over decades, and what behaviour the econom y exhibits over these tin e scales! An exampl of such a
study is presented on F ig.M. H ere, the historicalpublic debt ofthe U SA is shown togetherw ith a Jabeling ofthem ost
signi cant historic events, m ostly m ilitary con icts, nvolving the U S during the sam e period. N otice that the K orean
W ar and i's form al UN —forces did not represent any signi cant increase In US public debt. However, the so-called
Cold W ar between the USA and the USSR m ost certainly did. It is clear that the overall rise in the public debt is
exponential driven by large \bum ps" signifying rapid increases in public debt.



Tt is striking, on a qualitative level, that the origin of these large Increases In U S public debt is sin ply related to
war w ith two m a pr exceptions; the purchase of the Louisiana Territory from Napoleon in 1803 on the unauthorized
nitiative ofthe U S-am bassador In P aris, and the K eynesian (in the m eaning m assive public investm ents) \New D eal"
of Roosevelt In the 1930s. N ote, that the logarithm ic scale is the reason why the \bum ps" belonging to the purchase
of the Louisiana Territory and the Spanish W ar of 1898 do not \stand out" in Fig.H.

If one com pares this gure with one of the US stock m arket, say, the DJIA Figsll) one clearly sees that on a
qualitative level the rises In the public debt, due to warsand New D eal, are ollow ed by steep rises In the stock m arket
w ith one big exception, nam ely the bubble ofthe 1920s. In hind-sight, thism ay not be so surprising, since increases in
public debt nom ally m eans large public spending which funnels Jarge am ounts Into the private sector. H ow ever, one
should note that the average grow th rate of the US public debt is about 8:6% , see Fig.ll. This should be com pared
w ith that ofthe D JTA untilthe 1950s, which is about 2:5% . W hat is surprising is that m ost tin e periods w ith peace
exhibit a signi cant decline in the public debt, m ost notably the period after the war of 1812 until the second war
w ith the Sem inolk Indians (1835{1842), aswellasm odest growth In the D JIA . In the st half ofthe 19th century,
the U S public debt dropped to a meager USS$ 33.733 in 1835 from US$ 75463477 in 1791 1]. In conclusion w ith
respect to Iong-term growth in the stock m arket, public spending, especially in the case of war, has played a very
signi cant role in the Iong-tem growth ofthe US econom y and hence ofthe D JIA .

In the next sections, we w ill tum to the sub ct of optin al investm ents horizon distributions for both individual
stocks as well asm arkets. W e will do this in order to qualify an answer to the previous questions re-form ulated as
\w hat a retum is reasonable to expect in x days from now " orboth individualstocksaswellasm arketsby considering
the gain distrbution for prede ned retum levels. In order to quantify the risk from historicaldata, we also consider
the corresponding loss distribution [1].

T he rem aining part of this paper is organized as follow s. In the next section, we tum to the short-tem behaviour
of three U S stock m arkets, nam ely the D JIA , the SP 500 and the Nasdaq. Here, we w ill re=introduce a conceptually
new fram ework for the analysis of short-term (in the sense of days and weeks) price uctuations. W e call this tool
of analysis for inverse statistics as we x the retum Jvel and lt tine oat, and not vice versa, as in the usual
retum statistics. (It is worth noting that an analysis, where both retum leveland tine oats conditioned on a stabl
trend in either direction has been published by the st authori @, ]). First, we revisit previous results for the
D JIA aswell as presenting new results for the SP 500 and the N asdag index, show ing that the distrbution of tim e
horizons needed to obtain a speci ed retum can be excellently param eterized by a generalized gam m a-distribution.
Such distrbutions are welkknown from various rst-passage problem [11], but the quality of this param etrization is
nevertheless surprising considering the nature ofthe data. W e then tum to the previously found gain/loss asym m etry
forthe DJIA [[] and show that a sim ilar asym m etry is present in both the SP 500 and N asdag. In the third section,
we tum to the use of the inverse statistics on the sihgle stocks that are included in the D JIA in order to further
nvestigate the origin of this gain/loss asymm etry. Surprisingly, we nd that the gain/Joss asymm etry cbtained for
the index vanishes for the individual stocks. T he last section concludes arguing that the gain/loss asym m etry found
In the Index com es from a cooperative cascade through the various sectors of the econom v represented in the D JIA .

II. PREVIOUS W ORK

In resent publications [, &, &, ], the present authors have proposed to Invert the standard retum-distrioution
problem and instead study the probabiliy distribution of waiing tin es needed to reach a xed level of retum

for the rsttine (see also Ref.l]). A smentioned previously, this is in the literature known as the \ rst passage
tin e"problem 1] and the solution is known analytically for a B rownian m otion as the G am m a-distribution
. .exp( a’=t)
pM = Jij—P—tT; @)

wih a / ), where one for lJarge Wwaiting) tin es recovers the wellkknown  rst retum probability for a random walk
p) t32.

Historical nancialtime series such as the D JIA, SP 500 and N asdaq possesses an (often close to exponential, see
however []]) positive drift over long tin e scales due to the overall grow th of the econom y m odulated w ith tin es of

recession, wars etc. If such a drift is present In the analyzed tin e serdes, one can obviously not com pare directly the
em pirical probability distrbution for positive and negative levels of retum. A s the focus of the present paper will
be on such a com parison, we m ust elin inate or at least signi cantly reduce the e ect of this drift. O ne possbility
for detrending the data is to use socalled de ated asset prices, but such prices are calculated using certain econom ic
assum ptions, which we as physicists are naturally sugpicious of.

In the present study as well as In those of [, 1], we have instead chosen to rem ove the drift based on the use of
wavelets |, ], which has the advantages of being non-param etric. This technigque has been describbed in detail



elsew here ] and for the present purpose, it su ces to say that this wavelet technique enables a segparation of the
originaltim e serdes s (t) into a short scale (detrended) tin e serdes s(t) and a (long tim escale) drift term d () so that
s)= s+ di) cf Fig.le).

Based on s(t) for som e historical tin e period of the D JIA , the em pirical investm ent horizon distrbutions, p( ),
needed to ocbtain a prede ned retum lvel for the rsttine can easily be calculated for di erent ’s. As s(t) is
stationary overtim e scalesbeyond that ofthe applied wavelkt (ora tin e Jargerthan say 1000 days) it is straightforward
to com pare positive and negative levels of retum.

A sthe em pirical Jogarithm ic stock price process is know n not to be B row nian, w e have suggested to use a generalized
(shifted) G am m a distribution
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w here the reasonsbehind ty are purely technical T1].

T he results so far have been very encouraging w ith respect to excellent param etrization ofthe em pirical probability
distributions for three m a pr stock m arkets, nam ely D JIA , SP 500 and N asdaq; cf. Figs.ll@), @) andll or exam ples
using a retum level of 5% and the gure captions for values of the +t parameters. The choice of = 0:05 isnot
accidental. Tt is su ciently Jarge to be above the \noise level"” quanti ed by the historical volatility and su ciently
an all to be of quite frequently occurrence. W e have also considered other retum levels, show ing qualitatively the
sam e features, but there resuls are not shown.

In allthree cases, the tailexponents + 1 ofthe distrdbutions param eterized by Eq. (M) are indistinguishable from
the \random walk value" of 3=2, which is not very surprising. W hat is both surprising and very interesting is that
these threem a prU S stock m arkets @O JIA, SP 500 and N asdaq) exhibit a very distinct gain/Jloss asym m etry, ie., the
distribbutions are not invariant to a change of sign in the retum Figs.l @), @) andl) . Furthem ore, this gain/loss
asymm etry quanti ed by the optin al investm ent horizon de ned as the peak position of the distrdutions has for at
least the D JIA a surprisingly sin ple asym ptotically power law like relationship w ith the retum level , seeFig.l.

See Ref. 1] or an application of nverse statistics to high-frequency foreign exchange data, speci cally the USS$
against the D eutch M ark and the Japanese Yen. W e are also currently investigating the use of inverse statistics for
Intra-day stock prices, but the results so far are still prelin inary.

III. NEW RESULTS

A sm entioned previously, the purpose of the present paper is to further investigate the origin ofthe gain/loss asym —
metry n DJIA .W e do that by sin ply com paring the gain and loss distrbutions of the D JIA w ith the corresponding
distrbutions for a single stocks in the D JIA as well as their average.

An obvious problm wih this approach is that the stocks in the D JIA changes w ith historical period and hence
an exact corregoondence between the D JIA and the single stocks In the D JIA isdi cul to obtain ifone at the same
tin e wants good statistics. T his is the tradeo , where we have put the em phasis on good statistics. H ow ever, if this
choice produces interpretationaldi culties, then one must ask why analyze the historicalD JIA at all?

The 21 com pany stocks analyzed and presently in the DJIA (oy the change of April 2004) are listed in tablell
together w ith the their date of entry Into the D JIA as the tin e period of the data set analyzed.

A s previously m entioned, the em pirical distribbutions for = 0:05 are presented in Figs. @), @) and ll Hr the
D JIA , the SP 500 and the Nasdaq respectively for the entire tim e sgpan availabl to the authors. Furthem ore, In
Figs.l®) and M) we have truncated the fi1ll data sets of the D JIA and SP 500 to a shorter historical tin e period
In order to com pare the resuls for the indices w ith that of the individual stocks. W hat one should prim arily note in
the com parison between the two setsof gures, ie., the longer data sets w ith the shorter, is that the only signi cant
di erence is to be found in the weaker statistics of the shorter periods; the positions of the m axin a for the positive
and the negative gains are In both cases roughly jist below 10 and 20 days, respectively, ie., a di erence of roughly
a factor of 2 for all three indices for a retum levelof 5% .

Ih Figs.ll we show the waiting tim e distrdbutions for 4 com panies in the D JIA, which are representative for the
distrbutions cbtained for all the com panies listed n Tabkl. W e see that, r a retum level j j= 0:05, the value of
the optin al investm ent horizon, ie. the position ofthe peak in the distribution, ranges from around 2 days to around
10 days depending on the com pany. M ore in portantly, it is clear from -Just looking at the gures that, within the
statistical precision of the data, the distrbutions are the sam e for positive and negative values of .

In order to further quantify this nvariance w ith respect to the sign of , we have averaged the (com pany) gain and
loss distrioutions separately in order to cbtain an average behavior for the stocks listed in Tablkl. The result ofthis
averaging process  ig.ll) isnothing less that an alm ost perfect agreem ent betw een the gain and loss distributionsw ith



a peak position around 5 days for both distributions. T hism eans that the optim al investm ent horizon for the average
of these selected Individual stocks is approxin ately half that of the loss distrbution for the D JIA and approxin ately
one fourth of that for the gain distribution. In other words, i is tw ice as slow to m ove the D JIA down and four tim es
as slow to m ove the D JIA up com pared to the average tin e to m ove an individual stock In the D JIA up ordown.

How can we rationalize these results? W hat we have done In essence is to Interchange the operations of averaging
over the stocks In the DJIA and calculating the inverse statistics for the stocks of this index. Since the DJIA is
constructed such that it covers all sectors of the econom y of which it seem s quite reasonable to assum e that a 5%
gain/loss in the shares of for exam ple B oeing A irw ays in generalhasnothing findam entally to do w ith a corresponding
gain/loss in the shares of C oca-C ola C om pany esgpecially since the data are detrended. In other words, it seem s quite
reasonable to assum e that there is nothing special about a retum lkevelof 5% in term s ofeconom ic findam entals etc.
T his assum ption is also strongly supported by the results presented in Fig.[H.

T his then m eans that the two operations, ie. the averaging and the Inverse statistics calculation, do not com m ute
not even approximn ately. Hence signi cant inter-stock correlationsm ust exist even for a rather m odest retum level

= 0:05. In our view, this is a quite surprising resul and especially considering that the large di erences In the
optin al nvestm ent horizons for the distrbutions of the index and the average of the individual stocks.

Iv. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION S

W e have considered inverse statistics for nancialdata. It is argued that the natural candidate for such statistics
is what we call the Investm ent horizon distribution. Such a distrdbution, obtained from the historic data of a given
m arket, indicates the tin e gpan an Investor historically has to wait n order to obtain a prede ned lkevelofretum. For
the threem a prU S m arkets, nam ely the D JIA , SP 500 and N asdaq, the distrdbbutions are param etrized excellently by
a shifted generalized G am m a distribbutions for which the rstm om ent does not exist.

The typical waiting tin e, for a given kevel of retum , can therefore be characterized by e.g. the tim e position
of the m aximum of the distrbution which we call the optim al nvestm ent horizon. By studying the behaviour of
this quantity for positive (gain) and negative (loss) levels of retum, a very interesting and pronounced gain/loss
asym m etry em erges for all threem arkets considered. T he nature ofthis gain/loss asym m etry w as fiirther investigated
by calculating the investm ent horizon distribution for 21 of the 30 Individual stocks in the D JIA . Q uie surprisihgly
the observed gain/loss asym m etry in the D JIA is not present in the investm ent horizon distribution for the individual
stocks.

Speci cally, we have shown that ifone rst \average" the stock prices of, say, the D JIA in order to create the index
and then calculate the nverse statistics of it, then one ocbtains a pronounced gain/lossasym m etry. R eversing the order
of these tw 0 operations, how ever, m akes this asym m etry disappear. A dm ittedly, this hasbeen done system atically for
only a single gain and loss level , but it seem s unreasonable to claim anything special about the 5% gain/loss level
used. Hence, the investm ent horizon distribution for the individual stocks is invariant under a change of sign for

Furthem ore, the optin al Investm ent horizon for the average of the distributions for the individual stocks is ap—
proxin ately half that of the loss distrbution for the entire m arket O JIA ) and approxin ately one fourth of that for
the gain distrbution for the entire m arket. In other words, it is tw ice as slow to m ove the D JIA down and four tin es
as slow tom ove the D JIA up com pared to the average tin e to m ove an individual stock In the D JIA up ordown.

T here are severalpossible scenarios which m ay explain the observed behavior. H owever, they all am ount to m ore
or less the sam e thing. A down/up-tum in the D JIA m ay be nitiated by a down/up-tum in som e particular stock in
som e particular econom ical sector. T his is follow ed by a dow n/up—tum in econom ically related stocks in other sectors
and so forth. The resul is a cascade, or synchronization, of consecutive dow n/up-tums in all the sectors covered by
the D JIA . T he initiation ofthism ay be som e m ore generalnew piece of nform ation, which is considered m ore crucial
for one sector than other sectors, but as argued for in length in 1] £ m ay also happen f©or no cbvious reason what
SO ever.

An (rational) exam ple would be that Intel drops signi cantly due to bad quarterly eamings in tum, by a cascade
process, a ecting the stock price of BM and M icroSoft and so forth. A s the Index, at least from a physicist’s point of
view , can be com pared to an extemal eld, m ovem ents in the Index due to a single ora few stocks can rapidly spread
through m ost or all sectors, if psychology in generaland speci cally feed-back loops are in portant, thus creating a
relatively lJarge m ovem ents In the overall index. T hat losses in general are faster than gainsm ust also be attributed
to hum an psychology: peopl are in generalm uch m ore risk adverse than risk taking/l].

In conclusion, the results presented here thus provide further evidence for the presence of cooperative behavior (or
synchronization) possbly with a psychologicalorigin in the stock m arket beyond w hat can be deduced from standard

nancialm odels.
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1] A s the e cient m arket hypothesis only speaks about the relation between prices and available inform ation it as a conse—
quence can only be tested pintly w ith som e assetpricing m odel. T his Introduces a am biguity In how to interpret anom alous
behaviour of retums: Is the m arket ine cient to som e extent or do we have a bad pricing m odel? This is in fact a very
serious problem , since it m akes it very di cult or in possible to \prove" that the m arket is e cient or ine cient and to
som e extent tums the entire question into a m atter of belief [1].

R2] The title is coined from the labelthat A .G reenspan put on the developm ent of the stock m arkets in a speech on D ecem ber
5,1996.

R3] Even the tem inology characterizing the econom y prior to for exam ple the bubbles preceding the crashes 0o£1929 and 2000
wasmore or lessthe same [ ].

R4] The average P /E is today around 16 for US stocks, which is still the highest in westem m arkets.

R5] In 1790, the FederalG ovemm ent declared that it was redeem ing the Scrip M oney that was issued during the R evolutionary
W ar in the am ount of U S$ 80.000.000.

R6] This can in fact also be tumed into a gain distribution by \shorting".

R7] Itsactualvalue depends on possible short-scale drift which m ay in part be due to the fact that we are using the daily close.
Ideally, one should use som e m easure of all prices during the day, but it’s not obvious how to de ne such a representative
price for the entire trading day. W e are aware that the m id price often is used as proxy but it is not obvious that this
m easure is to be preferred as relatively large price changes tend to occur in the beginning and end of the trading day.

8] The reason for this has an evolutionary origin: one of the functions of em otions is to speed up decisions, which is an
excellent feature in tem s of physical survival. H owever, in the case of the stock m arkets, where nancial survivalm ay be
at stake, rational decisions are to be prefered. But, as rational decisions take longer tin e to m ake, people w ill often act
on em otions. In a study, published in June in the jpumalP sychological Science by a team of resesarchers from Stanford
U niversity, C amegie M ellon U niversity, and the U niversity of Tow a, a group of finctionalpsychopats outperform ed a group
of people w ith nom alem otional responses in a nancialgam e.



C om pany

[[Entering date D ata period |

A Icoa’

Am erican E xpress C om pany
ATTY

Boeing A irways

C iticorp

Coca-Cola Com pany
DuPont

Exxon & M obil

G eneralE lectric

G eneralM otors

G oodyear

Hew lett & Packard

BM

Intel

Intemational P aper

E astm an K odak C om pany
M D onald’s C ooperation
M erck & Com pany
Procter & Gamble
TheW ak D isney Co.

W allM art

Apr22,1959
Aug 30, 1982
M ar 14, 1939
Jul08, 1986

M ar 17, 1997
M ar 12, 1987
Nov 20, 1935
Oct 01, 1928
Nov 07, 1907
M ar 16, 1915
July 18 1930
M ar 17, 1997
Jun 29, 1979
Nov 01, 1999
Jul03, 1956

Julls, 1930

O ct 30, 1985
Jun 29, 1979
M ay 26, 1932
M ay 06, 1991
M ar 17, 1997

1962.1{19998
19772{19998
1984.1{1999.8
1962.1{19998
1977.0{1999.8
1970.0{1999.8
1962.1{19998
1970.0{1999.8
1970.0{1999 8
1970.0{1999 .8
1970.1{19998
1977.0{1999.8
1962.0{1999.8
1986.5{1999 .8
1970.1{19998
1962.0{1999.8
1970.1{1999 8
1970.0{1999.8
1970.0{1999 .8
1962.0{1999.8
1972.7{1999 8

TABLE I: List of the (21) D JIA stocks analyzed in this work (about 70% of the total num ber). Furthem ore, their date of
entry into the D JIA are shown, and the tin e period covered by the analyzed data set. A llofthese com panies are also naturally
part of SP 500 w ith G eneralE lectric as the m ost heavily weighted stock ./Fom er A um inum C orporation of Am erica. YFom er

Am erican Tel. & Tel. Truncated due to antitrust case in 1984.

14

Fom er Travelers G roup. Fom er Standard O il

10 '

1013

1012

1011

10

US public debt [US$]

o Debt after the
War of Independence

TN

4 I
19760
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year

Il Il Il | Il Il
1880 1900 1920 1940 1

960| 1980 2000

FIG .1: G raph ofthe historicalU S public debt from 1791 til12000. T he dashed diagonal line represents an exponential function
corresponding to an average grow th rate of about 8:6% . Som e historic events are m arked by dashed vertical lines in the gure.
They are: (a) the 1812 war (1812{1814); () the second warw ith the Sem Inole Indians (1835{1842); (c) The M exican-Am erican
W ar (1846{1848); (d) TheC wilW ar (1861{1865); () The Spanish Am erican W ar (1898); (f) TheFirst W orld W ar (1914{1918);
(@) The Second W orld W ar (1940{1945) () TheCold W ar (1947{1991).
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(c) DJIA 1896{2001 (incl. detrended data)

FIG . 2: Historic D JIA data: (a) 1810{1902; () 1900{1950; (c) 1896{2001 including the (wavelet) detrended data series, s(t),
analyzed below (cf.Ref. [[] for further details).
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FIG . 3: Inverse statistics for detrended closing prices (open symbols) of the D JIA for the tin e periods indicated. For all
cases the retum Jlevels used were j j= 0:05. The solid lines represent the best ts ofEq. ({ll) to the em pirical data w ith the
param eters indicated below ; (@) D JIA (1896.5{2001.7): 0:51, 523, 068 and t ¢ 042 (lossdistribution); 051,

453, 2:d3 and tg 10: (gain distrbution); (o) Sam e asF ig.lM(a), but for a shorter tin e period (1960.8{1999.8). N ote
that the tailexponents + 1 are very close to the \random walk valie" of 3=2 for all distrbutions.
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FIG . 4: Inverse statistics for detrended closing prices (open sym bols) of the SP 500 for the tin e periods indicated. For all cases
the retum levels used were j j= 0:05. The solid lines represent the best tsofEqg. @l to the em pirical data w ith the Hllow ing
param eters: (@) SP 500 1940.9{2000.3): 0:50, 4387, 088 and t g 1:59 (loss distribution); 0:50, 5410,

256 and ty 1490 (gain distrbution); (o) Sam e asFig.M(@), but or a shorter tin e period (1960.8{1999.8). N ote that the
tailexponents + 1 are very close to the \random walk value" of 3=2 for all distrbutions.
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FIG.5: Same as Fig.M@), but for the Nasdag. The historical tim e period considered is 19712 to 2004.6. Again he solid
lines represent t of the em pirical data against Eq. ) with param eters: 051, 472, 073 and to 792 (loss
distribution); 051, 4:6, 241 and t ¢ 007 (gain distrdbution). N ote again that the tailexponents + 1 are very
close to the \random wak value" of 3=2 for both distributions.

FIG.6: The optin al nvestm ent horizon for positive (open circles) and negative (open squares) levels of retum for the
DJIA .In the case where < 0 one has used on the abscissa for reasons of com parison. If a geom etrical B rownian price
process is assum ed, one w ill have wih = 2 forallvalues of . Such a scaling behaviour is indicated by the lower
dashed line in the graph. Em pirically one nds ' 18 (upper dashed line), only for large values of the retum.
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FIG.7: Same as Fig. @), but for som e of the individual com panies of the D JIA : (a) Boeing A irways (1962.1{1999.8); ()
G eneralk lectric (1970.0{1999.8); (c) G eneralM otors (1970.0{1999.8); (d) Exxon & M obil, form er Standard O i1 (1970.0{1999.8).
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FIG.8: Averaged gain and loss distribution for the com panies listed in tabkell. The t isEq. @) wih valies 0:60,

324, 0:94 and tgq 1:09. N ote that the tailexponent + 1 is 0: above the \random walk value" of 3=2.
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