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In recentpublications,the authorshaveconsidered inverse statisticsofthe D ow JonesIndustrial

Averaged (D JIA)[1,2,3]. Speci�cally,we argued thatthe naturalcandidate for such statistics is

the investm enthorizonsdistribution. Thisisthe distribution ofwaiting tim esneeded to achieve a

prede�ned levelofreturn obtained from detrended historicassetprices.Such a distribution typically

goesthrough am axim um atatim ecoined theoptim alinvestm enthorizon,��� ,which de�nesthem ost

likely waiting tim e forobtaining a given return �.By considering equalpositive and negative levels

ofreturn,we reported in [2,3]on a quantitative gain/loss asym m etry m ost pronounced for short

horizons.In thepresentpaper,thisgain/lossasym m etry isre-visited for2/3 oftheindividualstocks

presently in theD JIA.W eshow thatthisgain/lossasym m etry established fortheD JIA surprisingly

isnotpresentin the tim e series ofthe individualstocks. The m ostreasonable explanation forthis

factisthatthegain/lossasym m etry observed in theD JIA aswellasin theSP500and Nasdaq aredue

to m ovem entsin the m arketasa whole,i.e.,cooperative cascade processes (or\synchronization")

which disappearin the inverse statisticsofthe individualstocks.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

W hatdrivesprices? Thisquestion hasbeen studied forcenturieswith quantitativetheoriesdating back atleastto
Bachelier[4],who proposed the random walk hypothesis forprice trajectories. As pricesin generaldo notbecom e
negative,econom istlaterrealized thatam orerealisticfram ework wasobtained by assum ingtherandom walk hypoth-
esisforthe logarithm ofthe price [5]. Thishasm ade relative returnsthe prim e focusof� nancialinvestigation with
only a few exceptions,such as hedge funds focusing on absolute returns,and benchm arking are alm ostexclusively
doneby the � nancialcom m unity by com paring relativereturnswith respectto a � xed tim e interval.
W ithin the current econom ic paradigm | the E� cient M arket Hypothesis (EM H) [6]| the idea ofrandom ly

 uctuating pricesin the absence ofnew hard inform ation hasbeen re-form ulated in the fram ework ofhard-working
rationaltraderswith com plete knowledge ofallavailable inform ation whose continuing e� ortm ore orlessinstanta-
neously rem ovesany im balance in prices due to pastdi� erences in the expectations oftraders. In short,the EM H
statesthatcurrentpricesre ectallavailableinform ation aboutthe priced com m odity,i.e.,allavailableinform ation
isatany given instantalready priced in by the m arketand any changein pricescan only be due to therevelation of
new inform ation.In otherwords,thereisno free lunch.
Hence,the EM H claim s that inform ation drives prices. Unfortunately,this just leave us with another question,

nam ely how to price in the available inform ation[21]? In the case ofa stock,thism ustbe done by considering how
the available inform ation a� ectsfuture earnings ofthe com pany. Thisobviously (again)introducessom e am biguity
asnot only do peoples expectations to a largely unpredictable future di� er,but so do their strategieswith respect
to forexam pleinvestm enthorizons,i.e. how long they intend to hold theirinvestm entbefore taking any pro� t,and
how largea risk they arewilling to takeoverthattim e period.
In order to qualify di� erent pricing m odels etc., the � nancialindustry has perform ed m any statisticalstudies

establishing a num ber ofso-called stylized facts [8,9,10]as wellas benchm arking for the perform ance ofvarious
� nancialinstrum ents with respect to investm ent returns and in its com plem ent,risk taking. Due to this focus on
returnsand risk,m ost� nancialstudiesessentially am ountto m easuring two-pointcorrelationsin oneway oranother,
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m ost com m only done by studying the distribution ofreturns calculated over som e pre-de� ned � xed tim e period
� t[8,9,10].
Em pirically it has been established,that for not too long tim e intervals � t’s,say less than a week,the return

distributionsare characterized by \fattails" [8,9,10].Fattailsofa distribution refersto a m uch largerprobability
forlargepricechangesthan whatistobeexpected from therandom walkorG aussian hypothesis.As� treacheslonger
tim e scales,the distribution ofreturnsgradually convergesto a G aussian distribution. However,no realconsensus
regarding the exactquantitativenatureofthisdistribution exist.
>From the pointofview ofthe presentauthors,a m ore reasonable answerto the question ofwhat drivesprices,

besides the in uence ofinterestratesand otherm acroscopic econom ic factorsas wellas quarterly earningsreports
etc. ofthe com pany in question,ishum an psychology with allitsfacetsofbounded rationality,lim ited inform ation,
personalbeliefs etc. In accordance with this view,the econom ics and � nancialcom m unities have in the past5{10
yearswitnessed an increased interestin whathasbeen coined \BehaviourialEconom ics".A prim eexam pleofsuch a
study isthebook by R.J.Schillerentitled \IrrationalExuberance"[22],published in 2000,butwritten beforethecrash
ofAprilofthisyear[11]. Thisbook givesnum erousexam plesofboth present(atthattim e)and pasteventswhere
the price ofstocks,and m ore relevant,the P/E (price-earning-ratio)hasm ore orlessexploded based on little m ore
than vaguenotionsofa \new econom icera"[23]and theonly realdi� erencecom eswith thespeci� csectordriving the
bubble priorto the crashesseen in the past150 yearsorso.
Ifwe focuson the US stock m arket,then in the 1860sand 1870sitwasrailroad era,in the 1920sitwasutilities,

sem i-conductors(\Tektronix")in uenced the developm entin 1950sand 1960s,in the 1980sitwasa generalpublic
investm entboom driven by liberalization ofthe � nancialm arketsand,m ostrecently,in second halfofthe 1990sit
was � rst an em erging m arket boom and then the notorious inform ation technology bubble. M ost notable are the
\explosions" in the P/E in the 1920sand in the period from early 1980sto 2000. During these periods,the P/E of
theSP500 wentfrom about5 to 32 and from about7 to 45,respectively[24].Thiscorrespondsto a m orethan six-fold
increasein little lessthatoneand two decadesforthe two respectiveperiods.
Afterthe O ctober1987 crash,R.J.Schillerasked a num berofinstitutionaland individualinvestorsthe following

question:\W hich ofthefollowingbetterdescribesyourtheoryofthedecline(s):(i)atheoryaboutinvestorpsychology,
or (ii) a theory about fundam entals such as pro� ts and interest rates?" The answers revealed that about 68% of
the institutionalinvestorsand 64% ofthe individualinvestorspicked the form eralternative.From thisR.J.Schiller
concluded that: \Itappearsthatthe stock m arketcrash had substantially to do with a psychologicalfeedback loop
am ongthegeneralinvestingpublicfrom pricedeclinestosellingand thusfurtherselling,and soforth".Thisconclusion
wasin accordancewith hisinvestigation ofthenewsstoriespublished im m ediately priorto thecrash ofO ctober1929
wherealso no speci� c eventoreventscould be singled outasresponsibleforthe crash.
>From the pointofview ofhum an psychology,the � nancialcom m unitiesfocuson returnsdoesnotm ake asm uch

senseasonewould like.Theobviousanswerto thequestion:\W hatreturn would you liketo seea yearfrom now?",
isofcourse| \Aslargeaspossible!" | or,ifthequestion concerned risk | \Assm allaspossible!".A m orenatural
investm entstrategy isthusto settleforsom ereturn leveland/orm axim um risk and then ask how long onem ustwait
in order to achieve this. But how is one to determ ine a priorithis investm enthorizon in an utterly unpredictable
world with respectto thefuturesom em onthsaway? Even ifonesolely focuson m acroscopicfundam entalsaswellas
thoseofthe com pany in question,the predictability offuture earningsisa very di� cultquestion.AsJ.P.Bouchaud
said in a lecturein G ranada ofFebruary 2005:\Ido notknow how to priceeven m y own com pany within a factorof
two orperhapseven threethough Iknow everything to be known aboutit!"
Another,m ore philosophicalproblem ,with standard m odelsof� nancialm arketsisthe following:Ifone,asthese

m odelsdo,only assum esthatthe m arketparticipantsare purely sel� sh individuals,who optim ize theirown utility
function through � xed tim e contracts with other nom inally identicalindividuals,then,despite the achievem ent of
m utualbene� ts,the term \contract" would notbe de� ned in a generalcontext.W hy isthisso?
Because,a generaland lasting de� nition ofthe term \contract" requireslong-term (m eaning m uch longerthan an

ordinary hum an tim e span)institutions,which can only be upheld through non-sel� sh behavior. Legalinstitutions,
forexam ple,have a life tim e ofcenturiesand hence cannotbe putto work within a fram ework ofsel� sh individuals
who’s tim e horizon can’tpossibly be longerthatthere own life span. Hence,m ostm odels ofthe � nancialm arkets
arelacking a very essentialingredient,which oneusually denoteby the generalword \culture".In conclusion,in our
opinion m ostm odelsofthe � nancialm arketslack \psychology and culture".
Thisdoesnotm ean,however,thatone cannotask whatdrivesthe econom y and the stock m arketon longertim e

scales,i.e. over decades,and what behaviour the econom y exhibits over these tim e scales! An exam ple ofsuch a
study ispresented on Fig.1.Here,thehistoricalpublicdebtoftheUSA isshown togetherwith a labeling ofthem ost
signi� canthistoricevents,m ostly m ilitary con icts,involvingtheUS during thesam eperiod.NoticethattheK orean
W arand it’s form alUN-forcesdid notrepresentany signi� cantincrease in US public debt. However,the so-called
Cold W arbetween the USA and the USSR m ostcertainly did. Itisclearthatthe over-allrise in the public debtis
exponentialdriven by large\bum ps" signifying rapid increasesin public debt.
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Itisstriking,on a qualitative level,thatthe origin ofthese large increasesin US public debtissim ply related to
warwith two m ajorexceptions;the purchaseofthe Louisiana Territory from Napoleon in 1803 on the unauthorized
initiativeoftheUS-am bassadorin Paris,and theK eynesian (in them eaning m assivepublicinvestm ents)\New Deal"
ofRooseveltin the1930s.Note,thatthe logarithm icscaleisthe reason why the \bum ps" belonging to thepurchase
ofthe Louisiana Territory and the Spanish W arof1898 do not\stand out" in Fig.1.
Ifone com pares this � gure with one ofthe US stock m arket,say,the DJIA (Figs.2) one clearly sees that on a

qualitativeleveltherisesin thepublicdebt,dueto warsand New Deal,arefollowed by steep risesin thestock m arket
with onebig exception,nam ely thebubbleofthe1920s.In hind-sight,thism ay notbesosurprising,sinceincreasesin
publicdebtnorm ally m eanslargepublicspending which funnelslargeam ountsinto the privatesector.However,one
should note thatthe averagegrowth rate ofthe US public debtisabout8:6% ,see Fig.1. Thisshould be com pared
with thatoftheDJIA untilthe1950s,which isabout2:5% .W hatissurprising isthatm osttim eperiodswith peace
exhibita signi� cantdecline in the public debt,m ostnotably the period afterthe warof1812 untilthe second war
with the Sem inole Indians(1835{1842),aswellasm odestgrowth in the DJIA.In the � rsthalfofthe 19th century,
the US public debt dropped to a m eagerUS$ 33.733 in 1835 from US$ 75.463.477 in 1791[25]. In conclusion with
respect to long-term growth in the stock m arket,public spending,especially in the case ofwar,has played a very

signi� cantrolein the long-term growth ofthe US econom y and hence ofthe DJIA.
In the nextsections,we willturn to the subjectofoptim alinvestm entshorizon distributions forboth individual

stocksaswellasm arkets. W e willdo this in orderto qualify an answerto the previousquestionsre-form ulated as
\whatareturn isreasonabletoexpectin x daysfrom now"forboth individualstocksaswellasm arketsby considering
thegain distribution forpre-de� ned return levels.In orderto quantify therisk from historicaldata,wealso consider
the corresponding lossdistribution[26].
The rem aining partofthispaperisorganized asfollows.In the nextsection,weturn to the short-term behaviour

ofthree US stock m arkets,nam ely the DJIA,the SP500 and the Nasdaq. Here,we willre-introduce a conceptually
new fram ework forthe analysisofshort-term (in the sense ofdaysand weeks)price  uctuations. W e callthistool
ofanalysis for inverse statistics as we � x the return leveland let tim e  oat,and not vice versa,as in the usual
return statistics.(Itisworth noting thatan analysis,whereboth return leveland tim e  oatsconditioned on a stable
trend in either direction hasbeen published by the � rstauthor[13,14]). First,we re-visitpreviousresults for the
DJIA aswellaspresenting new resultsfor the SP500 and the Nasdaq index,showing thatthe distribution oftim e
horizonsneeded to obtain a speci� ed return can be excellently param eterized by a generalized gam m a-distribution.
Such distributionsare well-known from various� rst-passageproblem [15],butthe quality ofthisparam etrization is
neverthelesssurprising consideringthenatureofthedata.W ethen turn to thepreviously found gain/lossasym m etry
forthe DJIA [2]and show thata sim ilarasym m etry ispresentin both the SP500 and Nasdaq.In the third section,
we turn to the use ofthe inverse statistics on the single stocks that are included in the DJIA in order to further
investigate the origin ofthis gain/lossasym m etry. Surprisingly,we � nd thatthe gain/loss asym m etry obtained for
the index vanishesforthe individualstocks.The lastsection concludesarguing thatthe gain/lossasym m etry found
in the index com esfrom a cooperativecascadethrough the varioussectorsofthe econom y represented in the DJIA.

II. P R EV IO U S W O R K

In resent publications [1,2,3,16],the present authors have proposed to invertthe standard return-distribution
problem and instead study the probability distribution ofwaiting tim es needed to reach a �xed levelofreturn �

forthe � rsttim e (see also Ref.[17]). As m entioned previously,this is in the literature known asthe \� rstpassage
tim e"-problem [15]and the solution isknown analytically fora Brownian m otion asthe G am m a-distribution

p(t)= jaj
exp(� a2=t)
p
�t3=2

; (1)

(with a / �),where one forlarge(waiting)tim esrecoversthe well-known � rstreturn probability fora random walk
p(t)� t�3=2 .
Historical� nancialtim e seriessuch asthe DJIA,SP500 and Nasdaq possessesan (often close to exponential,see

however[18])positive driftoverlong tim e scalesdue to the overallgrowth ofthe econom y m odulated with tim esof
recession,warsetc. Ifsuch a driftispresentin the analyzed tim e series,one can obviously notcom pare directly the
em piricalprobability distribution for positive and negative levels ofreturn. As the focus ofthe presentpaper will
be on such a com parison,we m ust elim inate oratleastsigni� cantly reduce the e� ect ofthis drift. O ne possibility
fordetrending thedata isto useso-called de ated assetprices,butsuch pricesarecalculated using certain econom ic
assum ptions,which we asphysicistsarenaturally suspiciousof.
In the presentstudy aswellasin those of[1,2],we have instead chosen to rem ove the driftbased on the use of

wavelets [19,20],which has the advantages ofbeing non-param etric. This technique has been described in detail
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elsewhere [1]and for the presentpurpose,it su� ces to say that this wavelettechnique enables a separation ofthe
originaltim e seriess(t)into a shortscale (detrended)tim e series~s(t)and a (long tim e-scale)driftterm d(t)so that
s(t)= ~s(t)+ d(t)(cf.Fig.2(c)).
Based on ~s(t)forsom e historicaltim e period ofthe DJIA,the em piricalinvestm enthorizon distributions,p(�

�
),

needed to obtain a pre-de� ned return level� for the �rsttim e can easily be calculated for di� erent �’s. As ~s(t) is
stationaryovertim escalesbeyond thatoftheapplied wavelet(foratim elargerthan say1000days)itisstraightforward
to com parepositiveand negativelevelsofreturn.
Astheem piricallogarithm icstockpriceprocessisknown nottobeBrownian,wehavesuggested touseageneralized

(shifted)G am m a distribution

p(t) =
�

�
�
�

�

�
j�j

2�

(t+ t0)�+ 1
exp

�

�

�
�2

t+ t0

�
�
�

; (2)

wherethe reasonsbehind t0 arepurely technical[27].
Theresultsso farhavebeen very encouragingwith respectto excellentparam etrization oftheem piricalprobability

distributionsforthreem ajorstock m arkets,nam ely DJIA,SP500 and Nasdaq;cf.Figs.3(a),4(a)and 5 forexam ples
using a return levelof5% and the � gure captionsfor values ofthe � t param eters. The choice of� = � 0:05 is not
accidental. Itissu� ciently large to be above the \noise level" quanti� ed by the historicalvolatility and su� ciently
sm allto be ofquite frequently occurrence. W e have also considered other return levels,showing qualitatively the
sam efeatures,butthere resultsarenotshown.
In allthreecases,thetail-exponents�+ 1 ofthedistributionsparam eterized by Eq.(2)areindistinguishablefrom

the \random walk value" of3=2,which isnotvery surprising. W hatis both surprising and very interesting isthat
thesethreem ajorUS stock m arkets(DJIA,SP500 and Nasdaq)exhibita very distinctgain/lossasym m etry,i.e.,the
distributionsarenotinvariantto a changeofsign in thereturn �(Figs.3(a),4(a)and 5).Furtherm ore,thisgain/loss
asym m etry quanti� ed by the optim alinvestm enthorizon de� ned asthe peak position ofthe distributionshasforat
leastthe DJIA a surprisingly sim ple asym ptotically powerlaw likerelationship with the return level�,seeFig.6.
See Ref.[16]foran application ofinverse statisticsto high-frequency foreign exchange data,speci� cally the US$

againstthe Deutch M ark and the Japanese Yen. W e are also currently investigating the use ofinverse statisticsfor
intra-day stock prices,butthe resultsso fararestillprelim inary.

III. N EW R ESU LT S

Asm entioned previously,thepurposeofthepresentpaperisto furtherinvestigatetheorigin ofthegain/lossasym -
m etry in DJIA.W edo thatby sim ply com paring thegain and lossdistributionsoftheDJIA with thecorresponding
distributionsfora singlestocksin the DJIA aswellastheiraverage.
An obviousproblem with this approach is that the stocks in the DJIA changeswith historicalperiod and hence

an exactcorrespondencebetween theDJIA and thesinglestocksin theDJIA isdi� cultto obtain ifoneatthesam e
tim ewantsgood statistics.Thisisthetrade-o� ,wherewehaveputtheem phasison good statistics.However,ifthis
choiceproducesinterpretationaldi� culties,then onem ustask why analyzethe historicalDJIA atall?
The 21 com pany stocks analyzed and presently in the DJIA (by the change ofApril2004) are listed in table I

togetherwith the theirdate ofentry into the DJIA asthe tim e period ofthe data setanalyzed.
Aspreviously m entioned,the em piricaldistributionsfor�= � 0:05 are presented in Figs.3(a),4(a)and 5 forthe

DJIA,the SP500 and the Nasdaq respectively for the entire tim e span available to the authors. Furtherm ore,in
Figs.3(b)and 4(b)we have truncated the fulldata setsofthe DJIA and SP500 to a shorterhistoricaltim e period
in orderto com parethe resultsforthe indiceswith thatofthe individualstocks.W hatoneshould prim arily notein
thecom parison between the two setsof� gures,i.e.,thelongerdata setswith the shorter,isthatthe only signi� cant
di� erence isto be found in the weakerstatisticsofthe shorterperiods;the positionsofthe m axim a forthe positive
and the negativegainsarein both casesroughly justbelow 10 and 20 days,respectively,i.e.,a di� erence ofroughly
a factorof2 forallthreeindicesfora return levelof5% .
In Figs.7 we show the waiting tim e distributions for 4 com panies in the DJIA,which are representative for the

distributionsobtained forallthe com panieslisted in Table I. W e see that,fora return levelj�j= 0:05,the value of
theoptim alinvestm enthorizon,i.e.theposition ofthepeak in thedistribution,rangesfrom around 2 daysto around
10 daysdepending on the com pany. M ore im portantly,it is clearfrom just looking atthe � gures that,within the
statisticalprecision ofthe data,the distributionsarethe sam eforpositiveand negativevaluesof�.
In orderto furtherquantify thisinvariancewith respectto thesign of�,wehaveaveraged the(com pany)gain and

lossdistributionsseparately in orderto obtain an averagebehaviorforthestockslisted in TableI.Theresultofthis
averagingprocess(Fig.8)isnothinglessthatan alm ostperfectagreem entbetween thegain and lossdistributionswith
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a peak position around 5 daysforboth distributions.Thism eansthattheoptim alinvestm enthorizon fortheaverage
oftheseselected individualstocksisapproxim ately halfthatofthelossdistribution fortheDJIA and approxim ately
onefourth ofthatforthegain distribution.In otherwords,itistwiceasslow to m ovetheDJIA down and fourtim es
asslow to m ovethe DJIA up com pared to the averagetim e to m ovean individualstock in the DJIA up ordown.
How can we rationalizethese results? W hatwe havedone in essenceisto interchangethe operationsofaveraging

over the stocks in the DJIA and calculating the inverse statistics for the stocks ofthis index. Since the DJIA is
constructed such that it coversallsectorsofthe econom y ofwhich it seem s quite reasonable to assum e that a 5%
gain/lossin thesharesofforexam pleBoeingAirwaysin generalhasnothingfundam entally todowith acorresponding
gain/lossin thesharesofCoca-Cola Com pany especially sincethedata aredetrended.In otherwords,itseem squite
reasonableto assum ethatthereisnothing specialabouta return levelof5% in term sofeconom icfundam entalsetc.
Thisassum ption isalso strongly supported by the resultspresented in Fig.6.
Thisthen m eansthatthetwo operations,i.e.theaveraging and theinversestatisticscalculation,do notcom m ute

noteven approxim ately. Hence signi� cantinter-stock correlationsm ustexist even for a ratherm odest return level
� = 0:05. In our view,this is a quite surprising result and especially considering that the large di� erences in the
optim alinvestm enthorizonsforthe distributionsofthe index and the averageofthe individualstocks.

IV . SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have considered inverse statisticsfor� nancialdata. Itisargued thatthe naturalcandidate forsuch statistics
iswhatwe callthe investm enthorizon distribution. Such a distribution,obtained from the historic data ofa given
m arket,indicatesthetim espan an investorhistorically hasto waitin orderto obtain a prede� ned levelofreturn.For
thethreem ajorUS m arkets,nam ely theDJIA,SP500 and Nasdaq,thedistributionsareparam etrized excellently by
a shifted generalized G am m a distributionsforwhich the � rstm om entdoesnotexist.
The typicalwaiting tim e,for a given levelofreturn �,can therefore be characterized by e.g. the tim e position

ofthe m axim um ofthe distribution which we callthe optim alinvestm ent horizon. By studying the behaviour of
this quantity for positive (gain) and negative (loss) levels ofreturn,a very interesting and pronounced gain/loss
asym m etry em ergesforallthreem arketsconsidered.Thenatureofthisgain/lossasym m etry wasfurtherinvestigated
by calculating the investm enthorizon distribution for21 ofthe 30 individualstocksin the DJIA.Q uite surprisingly
theobserved gain/lossasym m etry in theDJIA isnotpresentin theinvestm enthorizon distribution fortheindividual
stocks.
Speci� cally,wehaveshown thatifone� rst\average"thestock pricesof,say,theDJIA in orderto createtheindex

and then calculatetheinversestatisticsofit,then oneobtainsapronounced gain/lossasym m etry.Reversingtheorder
ofthesetwo operations,however,m akesthisasym m etry disappear.Adm ittedly,thishasbeen donesystem atically for
only a single gain and losslevel�,butitseem sunreasonableto claim anything specialaboutthe 5% gain/losslevel
used.Hence,the investm enthorizon distribution forthe individualstocksisinvariantundera changeofsign for�.
Furtherm ore,the optim alinvestm ent horizon for the average ofthe distributions for the individualstocks is ap-

proxim ately halfthatofthe lossdistribution forthe entire m arket(DJIA)and approxim ately one fourth ofthatfor
thegain distribution fortheentirem arket.In otherwords,itistwiceasslow to m ovetheDJIA down and fourtim es
asslow to m ovethe DJIA up com pared to the averagetim e to m ovean individualstock in the DJIA up ordown.
There are severalpossible scenarioswhich m ay explain the observed behavior.However,they allam ountto m ore

orlessthesam ething.A down/up-turn in theDJIA m ay beinitiated by a down/up-turn in som eparticularstock in
som eparticulareconom icalsector.Thisisfollowed by a down/up-turn in econom ically related stocksin othersectors
and so forth.The resultisa cascade,orsynchronization,ofconsecutive down/up-turnsin allthe sectorscovered by
theDJIA.Theinitiation ofthism ay besom em oregeneralnew pieceofinform ation,which isconsidered m orecrucial
forone sectorthan othersectors,butasargued forin length in [11]itm ay also happen forno obviousreason what
so ever.
An (rational)exam ple would be thatInteldropssigni� cantly due to bad quarterly earningsin turn,by a cascade

process,a� ecting thestock priceofIBM and M icroSoftand so forth.Astheindex,atleastfrom a physicist’spointof
view,can becom pared to an external� eld,m ovem entsin theindex dueto a singleora few stockscan rapidly spread
through m ostorallsectors,ifpsychology in generaland speci� cally feed-back loopsare im portant,thuscreating a
relatively largem ovem entsin the over-allindex.Thatlossesin generalarefasterthan gainsm ustalso be attributed
to hum an psychology:peoplearein generalm uch m orerisk adversethan risk taking[28].
In conclusion,theresultspresented herethusprovidefurtherevidenceforthepresenceofcooperativebehavior(or

synchronization)possibly with a psychologicalorigin in thestock m arketbeyond whatcan bededuced from standard
� nancialm odels.
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Com pany Entering date D ata period

Alcoa
?

Apr22,1959 1962.1{1999.8

Am erican ExpressCom pany Aug 30,1982 1977.2{1999.8

ATT y M ar14,1939 1984.1{1999.8

Boeing Airways Jul08,1986 1962.1{1999.8

Citicorp
�

M ar17,1997 1977.0{1999.8

Coca-Cola Com pany M ar12,1987 1970.0{1999.8

D uPont Nov 20,1935 1962.1{1999.8

Exxon & M obil
�

O ct01,1928 1970.0{1999.8

G eneralElectric Nov 07,1907 1970.0{1999.8

G eneralM otors M ar16,1915 1970.0{1999.8

G oodyear July 18 1930 1970.1{1999.8

Hewlett& Packard M ar17,1997 1977.0{1999.8

IBM Jun 29,1979 1962.0{1999.8

Intel Nov 01,1999 1986.5{1999.8

InternationalPaper Jul03,1956 1970.1{1999.8

Eastm an K odak Com pany Jul18,1930 1962.0{1999.8

M cD onald’sCooperation O ct30,1985 1970.1{1999.8

M erck & Com pany Jun 29,1979 1970.0{1999.8

Procter& G am ble M ay 26,1932 1970.0{1999.8

The W altD isney Co. M ay 06,1991 1962.0{1999.8

W allM art M ar17,1997 1972.7{1999.8

TABLE I: List ofthe (21) D JIA stocks analyzed in this work (about 70% ofthe totalnum ber). Furtherm ore,their date of

entry into theD JIA areshown,and thetim eperiod covered by theanalyzed data set.Allofthesecom paniesarealso naturally

partofSP500 with G eneralElectric asthe m ostheavily weighted stock.
?
Form erAlum inum Corporation ofAm erica.

y
Form er

Am erican Tel.& Tel.Truncated due to anti-trustcase in 1984.
�
Form erTravelersG roup.

�
Form erStandard O il.
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FIG .1:G raph ofthehistoricalUS publicdebtfrom 1791 till2000.Thedashed diagonallinerepresentsan exponentialfunction

corresponding to an average growth rate ofabout8:6% .Som ehistoric eventsare m arked by dashed verticallinesin the�gure.

They are:(a)the1812 war(1812{1814);(b)thesecond warwith theSem inoleIndians(1835{1842);(c)TheM exican-Am erican

W ar(1846{1848);(d)TheCivilW ar(1861{1865);(e)TheSpanish Am erican W ar(1898);(f)TheFirstW orld W ar(1914{1918);

(g)The Second W orld W ar(1940{1945) (h)The Cold W ar(1947{1991).
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FIG .2:Historic D JIA data:(a)1810{1902;(b)1900{1950;(c)1896{2001 including the (wavelet)detrended data series,~s(t),

analyzed below (cf.Ref.[1]forfurtherdetails).
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(a) D JIA (1896.5{2001.7)
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FIG .3: Inverse statistics for detrended closing prices (open sym bols) ofthe D JIA for the tim e periods indicated. For all

cases the return levels used were j�j= 0:05. The solid lines representthe best�tsofEq.((2)to the em piricaldata with the

param etersindicated below;(a)D JIA (1896.5{2001.7):�� 0:51,� � 5:23,� � 0:68 and t 0 � 0:42 (lossdistribution);�� 0:51,

� � 4:53,� � 2:13 and t0 � 10:1 (gain distribution);(b)Sam easFig.3(a),butfora shortertim eperiod (1960.8{1999.8). Note

thatthe tailexponents�+ 1 are very close to the \random walk value" of3=2 foralldistributions.
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(a) SP500 (1940.9{2000.3)
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FIG .4:Inversestatisticsfordetrended closing prices(open sym bols)oftheSP500 forthetim eperiodsindicated.Forallcases

thereturn levelsused were j�j= 0:05.Thesolid linesrepresentthebest�tsofEq.(2)to theem piricaldata with thefollowing

param eters: (a) SP500 1940.9{2000.3): � � 0:50,� � 4:87,� � 0:88 and t 0 � 1:59(loss distribution);� � 0:50,� � 5:10,

� � 2:56 and t0 � 14:0 (gain distribution);(b)Sam e asFig.4(a),butfora shortertim e period (1960.8{1999.8). Notethatthe

tailexponents�+ 1 are very close to the \random walk value" of3=2 foralldistributions.
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FIG .5: Sam e as Fig.3(a),but for the Nasdaq. The historicaltim e period considered is 1971.2 to 2004.6. Again he solid

lines represent �t ofthe em piricaldata against Eq.(2) with param eters: � � 0:51,� � 4:72,� � 0:73 and t 0 � 7:92 (loss

distribution);�� 0:51,� � 4:16,� � 2:41 and t 0 � 0:07 (gain distribution).Noteagain thatthetailexponents�+ 1 are very

close to the \random walk value" of3=2 forboth distributions.
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FIG .6: The optim alinvestm enthorizon �
�

� forpositive (open circles)and negative (open squares)levelsofreturn � � forthe

D JIA.In the case where � < 0 one has used � � on the abscissa for reasons ofcom parison. Ifa geom etricalBrownian price

process is assum ed,one willhave ��� � �
 with  = 2 for allvalues of�. Such a scaling behaviour is indicated by the lower

dashed line in the graph.Em pirically one �nds ’ 1:8 (upperdashed line),only forlarge valuesofthe return.
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(b) G eneralElectric
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(c) G eneralM otors

1 10 100 1000
τρ [days]

0.000

0.005

0.010

0.015

0.020

p(
τ ρ)

ρ= 0.05
ρ=-0.05

(d) Exxon & M obil

FIG .7: Sam e as Fig.3(a),but for som e ofthe individualcom panies ofthe D JIA:(a) Boeing Airways (1962.1{1999.8); (b)

G eneralElectric(1970.0{1999.8);(c)G eneralM otors(1970.0{1999.8);(d)Exxon & M obil,form erStandard O il(1970.0{1999.8).
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FIG .8: Averaged gain and loss distribution for the com panies listed in table I. The �t is Eq.(2) with values � � 0:60,

� � 3:24,� � 0:94 and t0 � 1:09.Note thatthe tailexponent�+ 1 is0:1 above the \random walk value" of3=2.
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