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Abstract

Following our previous investigation of the USA Standard &woor index anti-bubble that
started in August 2000, we analyze thirty eight world stockrket indices and identify 21
anti-bubble. An “anti-bubble” is defined as a self-fulfiimecreasing price created by posi-
tive price-to-price feedbacks feeding overall pessimisith megative market sentiment further
strengthened by inter-personal interactions. We mathiealigtcharacterize anti-bubbles by a
power law decrease of the price (or of the logarithm of thegras a function of time and by
decelerating/expanding log-periodic oscillations. Thegarity of European and Western stock
market indices as well as other stock indices exhibit pcallyi the same log-periodic power
law anti-bubble structure as found for the USA S&P500 indighese anti-bubbles are found to
start approximately at the same time, August 2000, in alielraarkets. This shows a remark-
able degree of synchronization worldwide. The descent@fabridwide stock markets since
2000 is thus an international event, suggesting the stnengig of globalization.
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1 Introduction

Financial bubbles are loosely defined as phases of oveatiahs of stock market prices above the
fundamental prices. Such over-valuations may be in accdtdthe theory of rational expectations,
leading to the concept of rational expectation bubbles [23325, 42], may be due to exogenous
causes or sunspots (see for instance [5]) or may result freariety of departures from pure and
perfect agent rationality [32, 33, 31, 34, 36].

A series of papers based on analogies with statistical phiysbdels have proposed that most
financial crashes are the climax of the so-called log-péripdwer law signatures (LPPS) associ-
ated with speculative bubbles resulting from imitationdextn investors and their herding behavior
[39, 16, 22, 13, 40]. In addition, a large body of empiricaldewmce supporting this proposition
have been presented [41, 39, 13, 19, 17, 40]. A complemefhitayof research has established
that, while the vast majority of drawdowns occurring on thajon financial markets have a dis-
tribution which is well-described by an exponential or @lstly fatter distribution in the class of
stretched exponentials, the largest drawdowns are onguwith a significantly larger rate than
predicted by extrapolating the bulk of the distribution atobuld thus be considered as outliers
[14, 40, 20, 12]. A recent work [21] has merged these two lofagsearch in a systematic way to
offer a classification of crashes as either events of an esmng origin associated with preceding
speculative bubbles or as events of an exogenous origirciatsd with the markets response to
external shocks. Two hallmarks of criticality have beenuioented: (i) super-exponential power
law acceleration of the price towards a “critical” timecorresponding to the end of the speculative
bubble and (ii) log-periodic modulations acceleratingarding to a geometric series signaling a
discrete hierarchy of time scales. Globally over all the kats analyzed, Ref. [21] identified 49
outliers, of which 25 were classified as endogenous, 22 ageexmis and 2 as associated with the
Japanese “anti-bubble”. Restricting to the world markelides, Ref. [21] found 31 outliers, of
which 19 are endogenous, 10 are exogenous and 2 are assagititeahe Japanese anti-bubble.
The exogenous crashes, not preceded by LPPS could be in @selagsociated with an important
piece of information impacting the market.

All these results taken together formulate a general hygsidhaccording to which imitation
between investors and their herding behavior lead to spteelbubbles of financial markets with
accelerating overvaluation decorated by acceleratinglaiscy structures possibly followed by
crashes or change of regimes. The key concept is the exéstafnpositive price-to-price feed-
backs. When speculative prices go up, creating wealth foresimvestors, this may attract other
investors by word-of-mouth interactions, fuelling funth@ice increases. This in turn promotes a
wide-spread interest in the media which promotes and amgplifie self-fulfilling wishful thinking
[29], with seemingly reasonable or rational theories adedrto justify the price increases. These
processes generate more investor demand, fuelling futibezxpansion of the speculative bubble.
The positive price-to-price feedback mechanism has rgceeen formulated mathematically in
a nonlinear generalization of the Black-Scholes stoctafierential equation [37] and in a non-
linear model of stock market prices combining the positikiegato-price feedback with nonlinear
negative feedback due to fundamental trading together wvithiia [11, 38]. It was there shown
that the speculative bubble becomes unstable, reflectenéati that high prices are ultimately not
sustainable, since they are high only because of expeaasadiofurther price increases. The bubble
eventually bursts, and prices come falling down. The feekiltizat fed the bubble carries the seeds
of its own destruction, and so the end of the bubble and trehaee often unrelated to any really
significant news on fundamentals [36].

The same feedback mechanism may also produce a “negatiibtebar “anti-bubble”, that is,



downward price movements propelling further downwarderitovements, enhancing pessimism
by inter-personal interactions. Johansen and Sornetlgfbposed indeed that such imitation and
herding mechanism may also lead to so-called “anti-bubléh decelerating market devaluations
following market peaks. The concept of “anti-bubble” wasaduced to describe the long-term
depression of the Japanese index, the Nikkei, that hasatstealong a downward path marked
by a succession of ups and downs since its all-time high of 80. 1989 [15, 18]. The concept
of anti-bubble restores a certain degree of symmetry betweespeculative behavior of the “bull”
and “bear” market regimes. This degree of symmetry, afterctitical timet., corresponds to the
existence of “anti-bubbles,” characterized by a power laardase of the price (or of the logarithm
of the price) as a function of time> ¢., down from a maximum at. (which is the beginning of the
anti-bubble) and by decelerating/expanding log-periadicillations [15, 18]. Another anti-bubble
was found to describe the gold future prices after its alletinigh in 1980. The Russian market
prior to and after its speculative peak in 1997 also cortsta remarkable example where both
bubble and anti-bubble structures appear simultaneooslthé same.. Several other examples
have been described in emergent markets [17].

In a recent paper [43], we have uncovered a remarkable sityila the behavior of the US
S&P500 index from 1996 to August 2002 and of the JapaneseeNikkex from 1985 to 1992
(11 years shift), with particular emphasis on the structfrthe bearish phase which is qualified
as an anti-bubble according to the previous classificatspecifically, we found the existence of a
clear signature of herding in the decay of the S&P500 indexesAugust 2000 with high statistical
significance, in the form of strong log-periodic componeatgsorating a power law relaxation.

Here, we show that the anti-bubble that started around A&GO on the USA stock market is
actually a world-wide phenomenon with a high degree of datian and synchronization between
most of the western markets. To our knowledge, only durimgcttash of October 1987 and in its
aftermath did stock markets worldwide exhibited a similastoonger correlation [1, 30].

2 ldentification of anti-bubbles in world stock market indexes

2.1 Qualification of an anti-bubble

Following the philosophy of Ref. [21] and references the(see also [36] for a general review and
references therein), we qualify an anti-bubble by the erist of a regime of stock market prices
well-fitted by the expression

Inp(t)~ A+ B7*+ Cr%cos [win (1) + ¢] , (1)

which embodies the log-periodic power law signature. TR@ession (1) obeys the symmetry of
discrete scale invariance [35], that has been proposed #ohadimark of cooperative behavior of
interacting agents [22, 13, 36]. The meaning of the adjectivell-fitted” will be clarified below,
first by presenting visual evidences in figures and then momadlly by statistical tests. For a
speculative bubble, we have

T=t.—t, (2)

which is the time to the end of the bubble occurring.at-or an anti-bubble, we have
T=t—1t., 3)

which is the time since the beginning of the anti-bubbles.athe exponent should be positive in
order for the pricep(t) to remain finite at = ¢. [13]. In general, speculative bubbles exhibiting the
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LPPS described by (1) with (2) are followed by crashes ongtamrrections that are “outliers” [21].
It may happen that some of these speculative bubbles tramsédher into anti-bubbles described
by (1) with (3). As we said, this occurred for instance for Rwssian speculative bubble ending
in 1997. In contrast, anti-bubbles correspond in generahtturing corrections of stock markets
that follow a period of strong growth, as exemplified by ttegectory of the Japanese Nikkei index
[15, 43] which culminated in Dec. 1989 and then has sufferetbastop decay decorated by
oscillations [15, 18].

Following our previous finding [43] of a strong influence ofogdperiodic harmonic at the an-
gular log-frequencyw for the S&P500 index, we also present fits including the ¢idéa harmonic
at2w. In this goal, we postulate the formula

Inp(t) = A+ B4+ C1%cos [wln (1) + ¢1] + D7% cos [2wIn (1) + ¢2] , 4)

which differs from equation (1) by the addition of the lagttgoroportional to the amplitud®.

2.2 Methodology

For each stock market described below, we use equationadi¥to fit the logarithm of the stock
market indices over an interval starting from a timg,; and ending in September, 30, 2002. If
we knew the critical timé,., then an obvious choice would bg... = t.. This choice would be
optimal since it allows us to use expression (1) for the lopgssible time span compatible with the
occurrence of the anti-bubble. Not knowitigprecisely, in order to be consistent with the meaning
of expression (1) with (3), we should ensure that,: > t..

Furthermore, in accordance with the intuitive meaning ofati-bubble, we would like to take
tstart ClOSE to the last strong maximum in 2000 and then carry outsitsaty analysis with respect
to tsiart. FOrtunately, we shall show that the critical timesestimated from the fit of the data for
differenttg.+ do not disperse much. In other words, the fits with diffetigiat, are robust and. is
not very sensitive tdg.,¢. We shall come back to this point later in Sec. 2.6 which walifbcused
on the best possible characterizatiort of

As part of the sensitivity analysis with respectitg,.+, we shall also use the following trick,
which ensures that the impact ff.,. is minimized. Since nothing informs us a priori about the
time ordering ofts.;+ andt., following [43], we modify expression (3) into

T=t—t|. ©)

This definition (5) has the advantage of removing the coimgtod t. < t.ar iN the optimization.

It thus enables us to test the robustness of fits by scannffeyetit ¢.;.,« [43]. Not knowingt.
precisely, in order to be consistent with the meaning of esgon (1) with (3), we ensure that
tstart > te Dy trial and error: a given chosen ., is accepted only if the fit gives a critical time
tc < tstart-

While the definition (3) together with the logarithmic as et power law singularities asso-
ciated with formula (1) imposes that < t.a¢ fOor an anti-bubble, the definition (5) allows for
the critical timet,. to lie anywhere within the time series. In that case, the phthe time series
for t < t. corresponds to an accelerating “bubble” phase while thetpar ¢. corresponds to a
decelerating “anti-bubble” phase. Definition (5) has tthesadvantage of introducing a degree of
flexibility in the search space fog without much additional cost. In particular, it allows usatmid
a thorough scanning df;.,. since the value of. obtained with this procedure is automatically
adjusted without constraint. See Ref. [43] for a discussidhe advantages and potential problems



associated with this procedure using (5). Here, we use thaitin (5) because it has proved to
provide significantly better and more stable fits with littieed to varyg;.,.

For a giventy.,t, we estimate the parametets o, w, ¢, A, B andC' of (1) by minimizing
the sum of the squared residues between the fit function @ )Xtea logarithm of the real index
data. Following [22, 13], the three linear parametérd3 andC are slaved to the other parameters
by solving analytically a system of three linear equationd ae are left with optimizing four
free parameters. To obtain the global optimization sofytwe employ the taboo search [6] to
determine an “elite list” of solutions as the initial condits of the ensuing line search procedures
in conjunction with a quasi-Newton method. The best fit thibimed is regarded to be globally
optimized. A similar procedure is used to fit the index withnfiala (4). This formula has two
additional parameters compared with (1), the amplitidef the harmonic and its phagg. We
follow a fit procedure which is an adaptation of the slavinghod of [22, 13]. This allows us to
slave the four parameters, B, C' and D to the other parameters in the search for the best fit. With
this approach, we find that the search of the optimal parametevery stable and provides fits of
very good quality in spite of the remaining five free paramsete

We apply this procedure to 38 stock indices all over the winrbtLiding:

e eightindices in Americas (Argentina, Brazil, Chile, USA® Jones, Mexico, USA-NASDAQ,
Peru, and Veneruela),

o fourteen indices in Asia/Pacific (Australia, China, Hongigolndia, Indonesia, Japan, Malaysia,
New Zealand, Pakistan, Philippines, South Korea, Sri Lam&avan and Thailand),

e fourteen indices in Europe (Austria, Belgium, Czech, Derkngrance, Germany, Nether-
lands, Norway, Russia, Slovakia, Spain, Switzerland, @yidnd United Kingdom) and

e two indices in Africa/Middle East (Egypt and Israel).

By the obvious criterion to obtain at least a solution in th&nfy procedure, we find no evidence
of an anti-bubble in the following eleven indices: Austr@hile, China, Egypt, Malaysia, New
Zealand, Pakistan, Philippines, Slovakia, Sri Lanka anmte¥eela. Interestingly, except for Austria
and New Zealand, they are emergent markets in developingfriest

The rest of the paper is thus devoted to the study of the réngaltyY indexes out of our initial
list of 38.

2.3 Bearish anti-bubbles

Anti-bubbles are identified in 21 stock market indices: Ne@mds, France, USA Dow Jones, USA
NASDAQ, Japan, Belgium, Denmark, Germany, Norway, Spaimitzgrland, United Kingdom,
Israel, Brazil, Hong Kong, India, Peru, Taiwan, Czech, Atyga and Turkey. We refer to these anti-
bubble by the term “bearish” to stress that they are fittedrbg\eerall decreasing power law (since
B < 0 anda > 0). Figures 1-21 present the fits of these 21 bearish antilbalily expression (1)
and (4). The corresponding parameters are listed in Tabdgsgl12. Similar bearish anti-bubbles
were observed before in Latin-American, Asian and WestéonkSmarkets [15, 17]. We also show
the extrapolation of these fits by formulas (1) and (4) unid42004, in the spirit of the analysis
presented for the USA S&P500 index [43].

These figures show that the log-periodic structures are prgninent. For instance, four to
five log-periodic oscillations can be identified for most lo¢ ttases presented. However, for some



indices, the log-periodic oscillations closettaare strongly affected by noise for some indices and
are less clear-cut.

The majority of predicted critical times for the launch of the anti-bubbles fall between August
and November, 2000: eight in August, two in September, thrégactober and one in November.
This is in agreement with the determinatitn= Aug-09-2000 for the S&P500 index [43], suggest-
ing a worldwide synchronization of the start of a bearish-buabble phase.

This analysis, paralleling that presented for the USA S&PBdex [43], suggests that many of
the stock markets shown here are in a phase of recovery énwdtlose to the last date, September
30, 2002, used to perform the fit. This recovery is predictgdhle extrapolations of (1) and (4)
to extend until some time in 2003 depending upon the markets the figures) before a recession
resumes for a while. However, we do not claim that these patations should be valid beyond
roughly the end of 2003. The statement applies to the madfelfie Netherlands, France, USA
(Dow Jones and NASDAQ), Belgium, Denmark, Germany, Nongpgin, Israel, Peru, and Turkey.
We note also that there is sometimes a substantial differeatween the timing of the recovery and
the following recession predicted by expression (1) comgbavith formula (4). This is the case for
the stock markets of the Netherlands, France, the USA Dows]dworway, Spain, and the United
Kingdom. In these cases, one should be careful in intengdtiese extrapolations as reliable
forecasts. In some cases, such as for the United Kingdom eamlBthe two extrapolations are
S0 inconsistent as being meaningless. Thus, our messagasheot so much the forecasts but
instead the remarkable consistency in the log-periodioftyhese anti-bubble phases, shown by
their common starting dates and similar structures quedtiliy the power law exponents and the
angular log-frequencies.

In contrast, the markets of Japan, Switzerland, Hong Kardjal Taiwan, Czech and Argentina
are extrapolated to continue their overall descent routithe middle of 2003 or beyond before
a recovery sets in. The clear log-periodic structure sinagust 2000 shown in figure 5 for the
Japanese Nikkei index is especially interesting becausestiucture follows the large scale anti-
bubble log-periodic pattern that started in January 1994hd continued at least until the begin-
ning of 2000 [18]. A possible interpretation of the novelsture identified in figure 5 is that it
is a sub-structure within a hierarchy of log-periodic pattseoccurring at many different scales, as
found for instance in Weierstrass functions (see [8] forrarrpretation of Weierstrass functions
and their generalizations in terms of log-periodicity atmdifferent scales) and suggested in [7].
We can expect more generally that similar multiscale logepkcity should exist in other markets.
However, these fine structures especially at the smallées¢dree months, monthly, weekly, in-
traday, etc.) are greatly effected or even spoiled by thénsitally noisy nature of stock market
prices, due to the fact that many more effects contributerially at small scales to scramble pos-
sible signals. Only at the large time scales studied her¢heaoooperative behavior of investors be
systematically observed.

Another important observation is that the log-periodiciltegtons and power law decays are
distinctly different with a smaller number of oscillatioaad much larger “noise” for Brazil, Hong-
Kong, India, Peru, Taiwan, Czech republic, Argentina anckdy compared with the others. This
may be explained by the presence of stronger idiosyncraftiseinces, such as local crises in South
America. For these markets, the two extrapolations obdiafraam expressions (1) and (4) diverge
rapidly away from each other, making them quite unreliable.

As shown in Table 1, the power law exponentf the indices of Belgium and Argentina
are significantly larger tham, while those of Netherland, USA Dow Jones, Germany, Norway,
Switzerland and United Kingdom are close to or slightly ¢gedahanl. In absence of the log-
periodic oscillations, this would mean that the overallghaf these indices would be concave



(downward plunging) rather than convex (upward curvatas}they would be fob < o < 1.
Large values ofx > 1 implies a steep downward overall acceleration of the indBxt in all
cases when this occurs, this is compensated by a large adgtf the log-periodic oscillations. In
contrast, fol0 < o < 1, the index initially drops fast in the early times of the ambble and then
decelerates and approaches a constant level at long times.

To quantify the significance level of the log-periodic oktibns in these 21 anti-bubbles, we
adopt the Lomb analysis [26] on the residuals of the logaritti the indices by removing the power
law [17]:

Inp(t) — A— Bt®
r(t) = Cra ; (6)
wherer is defined in (3). If the log-periodic formula is a correct megentation of these indices,
r(t) should be a pure cosine as a functioniof. Thus, a spectral analysis oft) as a function
of the variableln 7 should be a strong power peak. Figure 22 presents the cormdisig Lomb
periodograms for all 21 indices described in table 1 and shioavfigures 1-21. Most of the Lomb
spectral peaks give a very significant signal of the exigt@idog-periodic structures [44].

In addition, an harmonic of a fundamental angular log-fesguyw is visible at2w in the Lomb
periodogram for many of the markets, as found previouslyttier S&P 500 index [43]. This is
the justification for including an harmonic log-periodiccifatory term according to (4). Table 2
lists the corresponding parameters of the fits of the 21 gtwatket indices with expression (4) and
shows that using of formula (4) reduces the r.m.s. erromngty for most of the indexes. Only
for Israel is the improvement of the fit ambiguous. In secdh we shall come back to this issue
and provide rigorous and objective statistical tests orreéf@/ance of log-periodicity with a single
angular log-frequency and with the addition of its harmonics ab.

2.4 Bullish anti-bubbles

Figures 23-28 present the fits of six stock market indicessfralia, Mexico, Indonesia, South
Korea, Thailand and Russia) using formula (1) and (4), whth ¢orresponding parameters listed
in Table 3. We have separated these 6 markets from the 2lopsevnes because their fits with
formulas (1) and (4) give a positive coefficielt corresponding to an overall increasing market at
large time scales. We thus call them “bullish” to descrilie tverall increasing pattern. We keep
the terminology “anti-bubble” to refer to the fact that tlogdperiodic oscillations are decelerating.
To the best of our knowledge, the identification of such bhllanti-bubbles is performed here
for the first time. Notice that there are five log-periodic ithations for Australia, Indonesia and
Thailand, four for and Mexico and approximately three fouf®dkorea and Russia as can be seen
in the figures 23-28. This means that the log-periodic stinestin these stock market indices are
quite significant and convincing [44]. Table 3 shows thatghedicted critical timeg,.. of the start

of these bullish anti-bubbles are again between August aneiber, 2000.

We have also performed a fit of these 6 stock market indicels @ipression (4) which ac-
counts for the possible presence of an harmonic log-periugtiillatory term. The fits are plotted in
Figs. 23-28 as dashed lines, whose parameters are pregefaole 4. We find that the improve-
ment of the fits using expression (4) compared with (1) is \&gyificant for Australia, Korea,
Indonesia and Thailand.

2.5 Statistical test of the log-periodic term

Since expression (4) contains formula (1) as the speci& Pas- 0, we can use Wilk’s theorem
[28] and the statistical methodology of nested hypothegesssess whether the hypothesis that
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D = 0 can be rejected. Similarly, we can also test'i= 0 can be rejected in (1). We consider the
following three hypotheses.

1. Hy: C =0, corresponding to use a simple and pure power law to fit thek starket indices;
2. Hy: D =0, corresponding to the log-periodic function (1) withouydrarmonics;

3. Hy: D # 0, corresponding to the log-periodic function (4) which s an harmonics at
2w.

Our tests presented below show tl&s can be rejected with certainty in favor &f, for all the
indexes which have been analyzed. Moreover, we find fiatan be rejected in favor off,
with high statistical significance for all except one indesjéction level ofl0~*%). We stress that
Wilk's methodology of nested hypothesis testing autonadliicakes into account the competition
between (i) the improved fit obtained by adding fitting partereeand the “cost in parsimony” of
adding these parameters.

The method proceeds as follows (see [40, 43] for recent im@idations in similar contexts).
Assuming a Gaussian distribution of observational errarsiduals) at each data point, the maxi-
mum likelihood estimation of the parameters amounts exactihe minimization of the sum of the
square over all data points (of numbgrof the differences (i) between the mathematical formula
and the data [26]. The standard deviationfor hypothesisH; with j = 0,1, 2 of the fits to the
data associated with (1) and (4) is given bin times the sum of the squares over all data points

of the differenceﬁj(.o) (1) between the mathematical formula and the data, estimatedgmptimal
parameters of the fit. The log-likelihoods correspondinthethree hypotheses are thus given by

Lj=-nlnv2r —nlno; —n/2, @)

where the third term results from the product of Gaussianisarikelihood, which is of the form
oc [T expl= (5" () /207) = expl-n/2]
=1

from the definitions? = (1/n) ?:1[55.0) (4)]2. Then, according to Wilk’s theorem of nested hy-
potheses, the log-likelihood-ratio

Tj,j+1 = —2(Lj — Lj+1) = 2n(ln O’j — 1n0j+1) N j = 0, 1 (8)

is a chi-square variable with degrees of freedom, whekeis the number of restricted parameters
[10]. In the present case, we hakve= 1.

The Wilk test thus amounts to calculating the probabifity: . | that the obtained value @f; ;1
can be overpassed by chance alone. If this probaldjty. ; is small, this means that chance is not
a convincing explanation for the large value’gf; .; which becomes meaningful. This implies a
rejection of the hypothesis th&t = 0 (resp. D = 0) is sufficient to explain the data and favor
the fit with C' # 0 (resp. D # 0) as statistically significant. In other words, if the obsstwalue
of the probabilityl — P; ;1 thatTj ; (respectively ofl; ») does not exceed some high-confidence
level (say, the99% confidence level) of thg?, we then reject the hypothesis; (respectivelyH,)
in favor of the hypothesi#/, (respectivelyH), considering the additional ter@ri (respectivelyD)
redundant. Otherwise, we accept the hypothésigrespectivelyH,, considering the description
with H (respectivelyH) insufficient.



For each stock index, we fit the corresponding time serigsirgjafrom t..,+ and ending on
September 30, 2002 to a simple power law, to the log-peri@utiction (1) and to the formula
(4) respectively, and thus obtain, o1 ando,. Then we can calculaté) ;. from (8) and the
corresponding probabilitieB; ;1. The results of the Wilk tests are presented in Table 5. Thesa
To,1 are extremely large for all indices, which reject with ertidy high statistical significance the
hypothesis that a pure power law is sufficient compared tg-gériodic power law. For the test of
H, againstH, T » is found very large % 40) for most of the indices, except for Israéh(; = 2.7)
and Mexico {72 = 25.9). Even in the case of Mexico, the improvement obtained byrapa the
harmonic term (hypothesiH>) is nevertheless very significant sin€g, = 25.9 corresponds to a
probability of rejection offfy P, 5 less thanl0=%%. Thus, only for Israel, we find thad = 0 can
not be rejected at the confidence levebd%. This reflect the fact that the reduction of the r.m.s.
errors when going from formula (1) to (4) is less thé¢. The lack of significant improvement can
also be seen visually in Fig. 13.

Since the assumption of Gaussian noise is most probably der@stimation of the real distri-
bution of noise amplitudes, the very significant improvemerhe quality of the fit brought by the
use of both formulas (1) and (4) quantified in Table 5 provitest probably a lower bound for the
statistical significance of the hypothesis that béttand D should be chosen non-zero, above the
99.9999% confidence level. Indeed, a non-Gaussian noise with aifatitdistribution would be
expected to decrease the relevance of competing formulassenperformance could be scrambled
and be made fuzzy. The clear and strong result of the Wilk tggh assumed Gaussian noises thus
confirm a very strong significance of both formulas (1) and (4)

2.6 Determination ofz,

The critical timet. defines the real starting time of the anti-bubbles and is goitant param-
eter for quantifying the synchronization between différstock markets. It is thus important to
investigate how robust is its determination by our fittinggaduré. In this section, we discuss
two markets to illustrate the typical situation, the Frestbck index as an example of a bearish
anti-bubble and the Australia stock index as an example afilsib anti-bubble. To test for the
robustness of the determinationtpfwe follow the analysis of [43] on the USA Standard and Poor
index and take seven different values fQg, from Jun-01-2000 to Dec-01-2000 for each index.
Figure 29 shows the seven best fits, one for éagh, for the French stock index. The correspond-
ing fitting parameters are listed in Table 6. Three fits in B@are slightly different from the rest
especially in the early days of the anti-bubble. The stgrtiates of these three fits are Oct-01-2000,
Nov-01-2000 and Dec-01-2000. The slightly different nataf these three cases is also reflected
in discernable variations in the fitting parameters listedable 6. In particular, they identify a
critical ¢, at the end of October, 2000 rather than mid-August, 2000y Bl have slightly larger
exponentsy, lower log-frequencies and smalletd. Despite these differences, all the fits are quite
robust indicating a critical time at or slightly after Augu2000.

Figure 30 shows the seven best fits, one for eagh, for the Australian stock index. The
relevant parameters are listed in Table 7. We also obserge fhs starting on Jun-01-2000, Nov-
01-2000 and Dec-01-2000 that have relatively later preditt, slightly larger exponents, lower
log-frequenciesv. But the predicted index value #t (i.e., e) are almost the same. The critical
time ¢ of the Australian anti-bubble is also clustered around August, 2000. This is consistent

“We do not discuss here other approaches for the estimationich as using Shank’s transformation, the general-
ized g analysis, the parametric fitting approach, and so on (sed433fand reference therein).



with the fact that both including extra data earlier thaifts.. < t.) and truncating data aftey
(tstart > te) Will reduce the precision of the determinationtgfand deteriorate the quality of fits.

We nevertheless have to note that not all the indices givie salmst results. The log-periodic
oscillations in the initial days of some anti-bubbles armptetely spoiled by noise, where differ-
ent effects overwhelm the herding behavior thought to béeatotigin of the log-periodic power
law patterns. For instance, the existence of an anti-buisbtee Peruvian stock index is quite
questionable in view of the particularities in its fittingrpmeters.

3 Correlation across different markets and synchronizatia of the anti-
bubbles

One of the most remarkable results obtained so far is that ofidise anti-bubbles started between
August and November, 2000, with very similar time evolui@s quantified by the formulas (1) and
(4) and by the Tables 1 and 2. This suggests that the triggefialmost simultaneously occurring
anti-bubbles is an international event. Figure 31 sumrearzur main message by superimpos-
ing the stock market indices of seven countries (US S&P 3@¥Netherlands, France, Germany,
Norway, UK, Spain). The ordinate plots the normalized valgét) — (p)]/o, of each index as a
function of time, wherdp) is the mean whose substraction accounts for a countryfgpaainsla-
tion in price ando,, is the standard deviation for each index which accounts faumtry-specific
adjustment of scale. This remarkable collapse onto a singker curve does not rely on any para-
metric fit. It demonstrates maybe more clearly than by angrotheans the extraordinary strong
synchronization of the anti-bubble regime in the major easmarkets. Other markets exhibit a
higher variability and have not be represented on this clowvelarity.

It is well-known that the October 1987 crash was an inteonati event, occurring within a
few days in all major stock markets [1]. It is also often beerted that smaller West-European
stock markets as well as other markets around the world #reeirced by dominating trends on
the USA market. In this spirit, in [17], a set of secondarycktmarkets were shown to exhibit
well-correlated “anti-bubbles” triggered by a rash of eason emerging markets in early 1994,
In this case, the synchronization occurred between Wesigean markets which were decoupled
from the USA markets. This suggests that smaller stock neuden weakly synchronize not only
because of the over-arching influence of the USA market, Isotindependent of the USA market
due to external factors such as the Asian crisis of 1994.

Here, we have shown the occurrence of the synchronizatica lafge majority of markets
with significant volumes into a collective anti-bubble, ttiecludes the USA markets, most of the
European markets as well as the developed Asian markets femdaiher markets worldwide (see
the list given in table 1). Motivated by this result, we tumanto a series of non-parametric tests
exploring the nature and amplitude of this worldwide syodiration, in order to attempt to cast
addition light on this remarkable event.

In the following, we investigate several measures of cati@h, or more generally of inter-
dependence, between each index and the USA S&P500 index taka reference, in order to
test whether we could have otherwise detected the syndatoom unravelled by our log-periodic
analysis. These measures of inter-dependence use thecorosktion of weekly returns, linear
regressions of indices and of their returns, a synchranizattio of joint occurrences of ups and
downs and an event synchronization method recently intedij27]. These different measures
confirm that the inter-dependence between the major westankets has slightly increased as
a function of time in the last decade and especially sinceFileof 2000, confirming weakly
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the qualitative message contained in our results of theromoce of a synchronized anti-bubble
worldwide. However, these more standard measures of depeaddo not come near the log-
periodic analysis in the strength of the signal.

3.1 Cross-correlation of weekly returns

The formulas (1) and (4) have been applied to the prices anhflight into the existence of a syn-
chronization comes from a comparison between these fitseoimttex prices. In order to study the
cross-correlation between different indices, we needudysthe index returns which are approxi-
mately stationary thus ensuring reasonable convergenpefres of the correlation estimators. We
thus follow a procedure similar to that of Ref. [30] for theiestion of the cross-correlation coeffi-
cients of monthly percentage changes in major stock mamkieixies from June 1981 to September
1987.

In order to minimize noise, we smooth the price time serigh wicausal Savitzky-Golay filter
with eight points to the left of each point (“present time?&ro point to its right and a fourth order
polynomial [26]. This provides a smoothed price time sefig. We then construct the return
time series and then obtain the cross-correlation funstimfrp(t). We use weekly returns, as a
compromise between daily and monthly returns to minimizeenand maximize the data set size.
The weekly returns are defined on the smoothed price timesggri) as

r(t) = In[p(t)/p(t = 7)] - (9)

We calculate the correlation coefficierdt$t) of the stock indices in a moving window of 65 trading
days (or about a quarter in calendar days). We present aultsebtained for the cross-correlation
between the USA S&P500 index and the stock market indicekeoNietherlands, France, Japan,
Germany, UK, Hong Kong, Australia, Russia and China, whiehtgpical.

As illustrated in Fig. 32, the European markets have rattineng correlations with the Ameri-
can market with an average correlation coefficieri.éft +0.05. The cross-correlation coefficients
of the smoothed weekly returns for Hong Kong, Australia, $tauiand China are shown in Fig. 33 as
a function of time. Their average cross-correlation coieffits are relatively weaker than those for
the European markets, with values respectively equal3®+ 0.05, 0.34 + 0.05, 0.35 4+ 0.05 and
0.21 + 0.05 for Japan, Hong Kong, Australia and Russia. The averags-caselation coefficient
for China is slightly negative{0.06 + 0.05), indicating that the Chinese stock market seems prac-
tically uncorrelated from the western markets. The unediés and fluctuations of the variables
C'(t) are determined by a bootstrap simulation of 1000 seriessbfufled returns which gives a
standard deviatioas = 0.12.

Interestingly, Fig. 32 shows that the cross-correlatiogfficients of the European markets with
the American market increases slowly with time. This properweaker for Japan and Hong Kong
and is completely absent for Russia and China. While quiakdg compatible, the evidence for a
slow increase of the cross-correlation is not sufficientigcise to relate precisely to our previous
finding of a strong synchronization of an anti-bubble regsimee the summer of 2000.

To refine the evidence for an increase in correlation, wesiilyate the correlation between the
USA S&P500 index and nine other indices (Netherlands (HkdnEe (FR), Japan (JP), Germany
(DE), United Kingdom (UK), Hong Kong (HK), Australia (AU), i&sia (RU), and China (CN)) in
two periods, [Jun-04-1997, Aug-09-2000] and [Aug-10-2086p-04-2002]. Table 8 shows tjie
coefficients and corresponding correlation coefficient§ the weekly returns in these two periods.
The coefficients3; and 3, for the two periods of each index are obtained by using thé kweiwn
linear regression of the time series of returns of each iratginst the time series of returns of
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the S&P500 index. Such an approach led Roll [30] to concludéhe existence of a particularly
strong synchronization during and after the crash of Oct8718een by the fact that the beta’s
of the different indices against a world market index wereraalously large. The two correlation
coefficientsy; and~, are directly evaluated. The values of the slg80] and the linear correlation
coefficienty are listed in Table 8. Fig. 34 plots the returns of four Eusspimdices as a function of
the returns of the S&P500 for each of the two periods. Thigégund Table 8 confirm a significant
increase of the correlations from the period [Jun-04-1991g-09-2000] to the period [Aug-10-
2000, Sep-04-2002]. Fig. 35 plots the returns of the indafddong Kong, Australia, Russia and
China as a function of the returns of the S&P500 for each ofvloeperiods. Table 8 and Fig. 35
show a significant increase in correlation from the periah{04-1997, Aug-09-2000] to the period
[Aug-10-2000, Sep-04-2002] only for Hong Kong and AustalRussia gives a marginal signal and
China none.

Table 8 and Fig. 34 clearly confirm a strong increase in theetairon between the USA stock
market and the European indices and some non-Europearesnfilmm the period [Jun-04-1997,
Aug-09-2000] to the period [Aug-10-2000, Sep-04-2002]agreement with the evidence of the
log-periodic synchronization documented above.

3.2 Synchronization of weekly returns

We now discuss another intuitive measure for the charaetgon of the synchronization of weekly
returns between different world stock markets. We use a mgowiindow, whose size is 65 trading
days, corresponding to 13 weeks. In this moving window, wisnde¢he synchronization factdg(¢)

as the fraction of weeks among the 13 weeks for which a giveexineturn has the same sign as that
of the S&P500 index. By definitior) < R(t) < 1. R(t) = 1 (respectivelyR(t) = 0) corresponds
to full synchronization (respectively perfect anti-syraization). R(t) = 0.5 corresponds to
independent time series whose weekly returns have mutiaiyjom signs.

We calculate the synchronization faci®(t) between the USA S&P500 index and the indices of
the Netherlands, France, Japan, Germany, UK, Hong Kongr#ias Russia and China. As shown
in Figs. 36 and 37, all considered indices hag) significantly larger thai.5 except for China
for which R(t) = 0.49. The uncertainties and fluctuations of the variali¥¢s) are determined by a
bootstrap simulation of 1000 series of reshuffled returnshviiive a standard deviatiary = 0.06.
Again, the European markets have relatively higher symihation factors and theiR(¢) increase
clearly with time. Not onlyR(¢) is consistently at its highest long-term average level @lést few
years for all markets, except for Russia and China, we canradte a very strong and significant
increase ofR(t) over the last year with much less fluctuations. Only Russih@mina among the
eight indices escape from this world-wide synchronization

3.3 Time resolved event synchronization of the index time sies

In view of the importance of characterizing the dependerte/éen different markets, we present
yet another measure of the synchronization of weekly retaanoss different world stock markets.
The two previous analyses were based on the time series &ywv@turns. The present analysis
measures the synchronization between different indexsirnes by quantifying the relative timings
of specific events in the time series, following the algaritimitially introduced in [27].

Given two index time serieg!) (t) andp(® (), we define “events” as large market velocities.
We define the market velocity as a coarse-grained measune sfdpe of the price as a function of
time. To obtain this coarse-grained measure, we apply opribesp(t) a causal Savitzky-Golay
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fourth-order polynomial filter with eight points on the lgfihd no point on the right. The velocity
v(t) attimet is define as the analytical time derivative of the coars@gdp(t). “Large velocities”
are defined by the conditidm(t)| > d, whered is a threshold chosen here equafite- 0.001. The
times when the velocities!) (¢) andv(®) (¢) of the two index time serigs'?) () andp(® () obey the
condition|v(t)| > d are denoted respectivety) (t=1,...,mq) andtg.?) (j=1,...,mg). The
degree of synchronization is then quantified by countingntimaber of times an evenfu(t)| > d)
appears in time serigs? (¢) shortly after it appears in time serig) (¢). This number is estimated
by the following formula

mi ma

c(12) = Z Z Jij (10)

i=1j=1

with
1t o<t — P <y
Ty =9 1/2 if ) =P , (11)
0 otherwise
where 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2
7ij = min {th =, 6 — oD ) P P (12)

Likewise,c(2]1) is calculated in a similar manner. The symmetrical comimnat

_ c(1]2) + ¢(2[1)
m11msy

Q (13)
called the synchronization index, measures the synchabtaiz of the events and thus of the two
time series. By construction, < @ < 1. The cases of) = 1 and@ = 0 correspond respectively
to full synchronization and absence of synchronizationvehés of the two index time series.

We calculate)(t) in a moving window of 65 trading days as before between the S&R500
index on the one hand and the stock markets of the Netherl&medace, Japan, Germany, UK,
Hong Kong, Australia, Russia and China on the other hand.38ignd Fig. 39 shown that all stock
markets havé)(t) significantly larger thaf.5 except for China. Again, an increasing trend appears
clearly for the European markets. Furthermore, the peiitzeghe winter of 2000 has significantly
larger Q(t) compared with the earlier time for the European markets,gHéong and Australia.
Q(t) is especially large and regular for The Netherland (HL) simid-1999 and all other markets
also have a very high synchronization ind@g) since 2001.

4 Discussion

Following our previous investigation of the USA Standard &woor index anti-bubble that started
in August 2000 [43], we have analyzed the major stock marigites worldwide and found that a
vast majority of European and Western countries as well ag/rather indices exhibit practically
the same log-periodic power law anti-bubble structure asdofor the USA S&P500 index. In
addition, these anti-bubbles are found to start approxipait the same time, August 2000, in
all these markets. This shows a remarkable degree of symehtmn worldwide which, to our
knowledge, has never been seen at any other time other thigng dund in the (short) aftermath of
the October 1987 crash.
To test further this synchronization, we have also usedrakstandard and less standard mea-

sures of correlation, dependence and synchronizationdestwhe USA S&P500 index and other
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world markets. These measures confirm the existence ofis@mi increase of dependence in the
last decade and still a larger increase in the last one-twosyeHowever, these measures come
nowhere close to the clarity of the signal of the extraondireirong synchronization found using
the log-periodic power law analysis. This is due to the faat the log-periodic power law analysis
is not sensitive to detailed phases in the oscillationsi$teded in slightly shifted effective time units
in different markets) and detects only the robust univeus#tindependent discrete scale invariant
features of the price trajectories.

What triggered the worldwide anti-bubble in August 2000% Triternational descent of many
of the worldwide stock markets since 2000 suggests thegitrening of globalization and the lead-
ing impact of the USA. In this respect, if history is any guittee historical record on financial crises
shows that they are often accompanying surges of globializat the past, including events as far
back as in the 19th century such as during the gold standaiatdpaf 1880-1913 [24]. Bordo and
Murshid [4] compared various characteristics of the cimmsatry transmission of shocks in the
financial markets of both advanced and emerging countrigagltwo periods of globalization -
the pre-World War | classical gold standard era, 1880-18hd,the post-Bretton Woods era, 1975-
2000. They found that financial market shocks were more tjidzhbefore 1914 compared to the
present and interpret this result by the growing financiatumiy of advanced countries and the
widening of the center to include a more diverse group of t@@sspanning several regions. Our
findings temper Bordo and Murshid’s results and suggest sifdedransition to a stronger integra-
tion and globalization fostered by several factors, iniclgccorporate and financial globalization,
and the rapid development, adoption and use of informatimhcammunications technology. Our
results also confirm those of Goetzmann et al. [9] who find thatcorrelation structure of the
major world equity markets over 150 years vary consider#iinigugh time and are highest during
periods of economic and financial integration such as tleellith and 20th centuries. Goetzmann
et al. [9] also stress that such increase of correlationigathat diversification benefits to global
investing relies increasingly on investment in emergingk®is, in agreement with our results on
the weaker synchronization of emerging markets. Our residh also be seen to add to the lit-
erature on contagion, usually defined as correlation betwesrkets in excess of what would be
implied by economic fundamentals, by providing a new tecdlrtiool.
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Table 1: Parameters of the fits of the indices indicated infils¢ column using the first-order
formula (1) fromtg.c to September, 30, 2002. All these indices are in the soecakarish anti-
bubble regime, qualified by the fact that the coefficiéhis negative. The exponents of the
leading power law in formula (1) are found either larger oraier than1, corresponding to an
accelerating (respectively decelerating) decrease optites as a function of time (see texty.
denotes the root-mean-square (r.m.s.).

Stock tstart te a w o A 10°B 103C 10%y
Netherlands ~ 00/09/04 00/08/28 1.05 9.16 1.63 6.53 -0.5518-0.4.30
France 00/09/04 00/08/30 0.92 8.88 354 879 -1.39 -0.339 3.9

USA Dow Jones 00/09/06 00/08/15 1.05 9.76 4.01 9.30 -0.1711-0.3.37
USA NASDAQ 00/08/20 00/09/02 0.26 10.00 3.37 8.74 -251 -236.36
Japan 00/08/28 00/08/06 0.79 7.74 3.34 9.74 -3.40 -0.86 3.96
Belgium 00/11/06 00/06/25 1.52 12.20 2.85 8.02 -0.01 0.00363.
Denmark 00/10/24 00/05/03 0.78 13.37 0.62 5.98 -2.73 0.4716 3.
Germany 00/09/04 00/08/31 1.05 9.02 566 8.87 -057 0.19 943
Norway 00/09/05 00/10/02 1.02 8.21 477 6.75 -0.60 0.22 3.96

Spain 00/09/14 00/10/04 0.93 7.52 3.15 6.90 -0.82 0.31 3.98
Switzerland 00/08/23 00/11/18 1.00 6.76 5.16 9.01 -0.7026-0. 3.67
UK 00/09/04 00/10/23 1.00 7.58 0.00 8.77 -0.55 -0.17 3.17
Israel 00/08/28 00/09/09 0.18 1145 4.02 6.61 -205 17.7 451
Brazil 00/08/14 00/08/12 0.87 10.15 4.74 9.74 -1.36 0.56 06.2
Hong Kong 00/07/21 00/02/26 0.90 7.65 195 9.90 -1.69 -0.29275
India 00/07/12 00/05/26 0.78 6.34 5.61 8.47 -2.92 -0.85 4.89
Peru 00/09/11 99/10/28 0.15 19.80 1.16 745 -118 -209 3.22
Taiwan 00/07/17 00/01/24 0.38 9.22 101 9.26 -63.0 17.7 8.50
Czech 00/07/28 00/08/13 053 461 119 6.32 -125 520 4.80
Argentina 00/07/14 00/05/02 154 7.25 5.28 6.23 -0.03 -0.02.2
Turkey 00/07/10 00/08/28 0.13 9.56 2.88 9.62 -160 63.7 11.8
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Table 2: Values of the parameters of the fits to the 21 indiéeabde 1 given in the first column
using formula (4) fromig.,; to September, 30, 2002. As in table 1, the bearish natureeof th
markets is identified by the fact th& < 0. Note that the amplitud® of the harmonics is often
very significant compared with the amplitudeof the mean angular log-frequency.

Stock tstart te a w b1 o A 10°B  10°C  10°D 10%y
Netherlands ~ 00/09/04 00/07/20 0.80 11.07 4.75 091 6.60 82-2. 0.64 0.32 3.72
France 00/09/04 00/07/04 0.71 11.24 0.28 4.25 8.90 -5.76 91-0. 0.48 3.47
USA DowJones 00/09/06 00/06/18 0.72 12.09 0.83 2.16 9.33 45-1.-0.65 -0.34 3.00
USA NASDAQ 00/08/20 00/09/02 0.26 10.00 3.37 0.00 8.77 -269:24.73 -9.18 5.70
Japan 00/08/28 00/08/06 0.77 7.74 3.35 0.00 9.74 -3.72 -0.8921 3.69
Belgium 00/11/06 00/06/21 1.14 12.24 2.67 049 805 -0.12 050. -0.02 2.83
Denmark 00/10/24 00/05/04 0.64 13.35 0.87 0.00 6.04 -7.51051. 0.36 2.86
Germany 00/09/04 00/10/06 0.94 8.47 361 458 886 -1.20 1 0.40.12 3.96
Norway 00/09/05 00/07/13 0.87 10.92 2.03 1.78 6.82 -1.61 450. 0.13 3.58
Spain 00/09/14 99/07/03 0.88 1570 1.75 1.28 7.14 -1.14 8-0.10.08 3.46
Switzerland ~ 00/08/23 00/11/23 0.95 6.72 554 0.00 9.01 80.9-0.35 -0.07 3.52
UK 00/09/04 00/07/21 0.84 10.78 356 152 883 -153 -0.30.160 2.82
Israel 00/08/28 00/09/09 0.19 11.41 4.26 0.00 6.60 -194. 2817.-1.73 4.49
Brazil 00/08/14 00/02/23 1.08 7.99 6.24 4.69 9.83 -0.34 70.0-0.08 5.41
HongKong 00/07/21 00/01/30 0.41 7.52 221 0.41 1039 -71.68.88 3.03 4.63
India 00/07/12 99/12/04 0.03 8.84 596 0.73 17.34 -7544 -639.53 4.12
Peru 00/09/11 00/02/26 0.54 7.69 298 499 7.19 -1.67 12092 1.2.76
Taiwan 00/07/17 99/05/07 0.31 7.34 1.93 4.44 995 -181.0.511421.50 5.41
Czech 00/07/28 00/08/11 0.40 459 1.27 0.77 6.39 -33.90 9.69.46 3.94
Argentina 00/07/14 99/08/23 2.00 11.23 0.67 4.40 6.25 -0.00.00 0.00 8.20
Turkey 00/07/10 00/08/28 0.20 9.55 2.94 132 952 -78.16 147.18.47 11.0
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Table 3: Values of the parameters of the fits of the indicegatdd in the first column using the
first-order formula (1) frontg..« to September, 30, 2002. The bullish nature of the marketsgef
to the the fact thaB > 0. The exponents: of the leading power law take values either greater

or less than 1 indicating either an upward or a downward dMerge scale curvature of the price
trajectory.

Stock tstart te a w b A 10°B 10°C 10%y
Australia 00/09/04 00/08/08 0.77 10.85 3.55 8.08 0.07 -0.3076
Mexico  00/09/04 00/08/08 0.80 10.11 4.42 870 0.32 0.86 4.02
Indonesia  00/09/16 00/08/09 1.06 10.30 5.83 599 0.09 -0.3190
Korea  00/10/12 00/11/15 1.37 6.69 567 6.29 0.05 -0.05 5.00
Thailand 00/09/20 00/08/16 0.93 9.45 516 561 0.58 -0.3937 4.
Russia  00/12/01 00/10/08 0.92 7.93 3.33 7.24 276 -0.68 4.85

Table 4: Values of the parameters of the fits of the indiceis@tdd in the first column using formula
(4) from tgart to September, 30, 2002.

Stock tstart te a w o1 o A 10°B 103C 10°D 10%y
Australia 00/09/04 00/08/10 0.64 10.89 3.42 051 8.08 0.26.800 -0.26 1.53
Mexico  00/09/04 00/06/27 0.73 5.97 4.23 165 869 0.72 0.39.15 3.91
Indonesia 00/09/16 00/11/16 0.96 3.47 1.33 3.10 6.04 -0.2550- -0.62 2.71
Korea  00/10/12 00/08/10 1.00 5.04 190 1.90 6.24 0.46 -0.28.25- 4.28
Thailand 00/09/20 00/07/27 0.43 5.18 3.62 2.22 5.48 20.83903. 6.62 3.54
Russia  00/12/01 00/10/12 0.91 7.85 3.90 0.17 7.23 3.07 -0.0510 4.57
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Table 5: Likelihood-ratio (Wilk) test of hypothesid; againstH, and of hypothesidi, against
Hy, whereHj is the hypothesis that’ = 0 in (1) (pure power law fit),H; is the hypothesis that
D = 0in (4) (corresponding to the log-periodic function (1) vath any harmonics) anffs is the
hypothesis thaD # 0, corresponding to the log-periodic function (4) which indibs an harmonic
at2w. Each stock index time series whose country/area is givémeirfirst column starts ata,+
and ends at September 30, 2002. The colungives the number of the data points for each fit. The
oj's are the standard deviations for hypotheSiswith j = 0,1, 2 of the fits to the data associated
with formula (1) and (4). Thd); ;.1 are the log-likelihood-ratios defined in expression (8).eTh
P; ;11 are the probability for exceedirib; ;+; under the assumption of that hypotheis holds.

Stock tstart n 00 a1 P Too, Tip Poi(%) Pi2(%)
Netherlands ~ 00/09/04 508 0.078 0.043 0.037 609.2 14&510~% < 10°*
France 00/09/04 520 0.070 0.040 0.035 589.0 144210°* <10°*
USA DowJones 00/09/06 500 0.053 0.034 0.030 459.8 1181107*% < 10°*
USANASDAQ 00/08/20 511 0.099 0.064 0.057 456.2 111510* <10~
Japan 00/08/28 498 0.069 0.040 0.037 551.7 70Z10°* <10°*
Belgium 00/11/06 459 0.056 0.034 0.028 466.7 1586 10~* <10~*
Denmark 00/10/24 456 0.052 0.032 0.029 457.1 92.2107* <10~*
Germany 00/09/04 504 0.083 0.044 0.040 637.9 105710~* < 10~*
Norway 00/09/05 543 0.081 0.040 0.036 772.0 110810~* <107
Spain 00/09/14 483 0.062 0.040 0.035 4219 1339010~* <10°*
Switzerland ~ 00/08/23 505 0.062 0.037 0.035 526.9 40910* <10°*
UK 00/09/04 506 0.050 0.032 0.028 4645 120.4107* <10°*
Israel 00/08/28 390 0.058 0.045 0.045 194.0 2.7<10~* 10.03
Brazil 00/08/14 505 0.094 0.062 0.054 4189 138.a¢10~* <10°*
HongKong 00/07/21 523 0.070 0.053 0.046 298.3 1356107* <107
India 00/07/12 528 0.073 0.049 0.041 428.7 1802 10~* < 107*
Peru 00/09/11 488 0.051 0.032 0.028 438.3 151910~* <107
Taiwan 00/07/17 518 0.114 0.085 0.054 307.3 4667 10~* <10~*
Czech 00/07/28 507 0.052 0.048 0.039 724 199810*% <10°*
Argentina 00/07/14 502 0.148 0.122 0.082 194.0 4014107* <107
Turkey 00/07/10 534 0.146 0.118 0.110 2331 67.&10°* <10°*
Australia 00/09/04 509 0.031 0.018 0.015 588.4 144410~* <10~*
Mexico 00/09/04 493 0.078 0.040 0.039 6554 25%10~* =~10~*
Indonesia 00/09/16 454 0.080 0.039 0.027 658.6 3294110~* < 10°*
Korea 00/10/12 456 0.108 0.050 0.043 705.2 142310°*% <10°*
Thailand 00/09/20 481 0.076 0.044 0.035 535.1 203810~* <107
Russia 00/12/01 413 0.114 0.048 0.046 704.7 48110~* <10°*
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Table 6: Fitting parameters with equation (1) for the Fremelrket stock index with differenit .
indicated in the first column.

tstart te o w 0] A B C X
00/06/01 00/08/20 0.91 9.23 4.26 8.81 -0.00154 0.00035 80.03
00/07/01 00/08/15 0.89 9.53 5.48 8.81 -0.00168 -0.00038389.0
00/08/01 00/08/19 0.89 9.36 3.45 8.81 -0.00165 0.00038 93.03
00/09/01 00/08/30 0.91 8.90 3.37 8.79 -0.00145 -0.00035399.0
00/10/01 00/10/23 0.97 7.56 3.19 8.74 -0.00101 0.00029 00.04
00/11/01 00/10/25 0.98 7.46 0.70 8.74 -0.00096 -0.000274037.0
00/12/01 00/10/23 1.05 7.48 0.50 8.72 -0.00061 -0.000184130

Table 7: Fitting parameters with equation (1) for the Adstramarket stock index with different
tstart INdicated in the first column.

tstart tc « w Qb A B C X
00/06/01 00/09/23 0.76 9.41 0.88 8.08 0.00002 -0.00044 7G3.01
00/07/01 00/08/21 0.80 10.25 4.42 8.09 0.00001 0.00032 76.01
00/08/01 00/08/20 0.78 10.29 4.17 8.09 0.00002 0.00036 76.01
00/09/01 00/08/14 0.77 10.57 2.29 8.08 0.00006 0.00037 76.01
00/10/01 00/08/11 0.78 10.68 4.67 8.08 0.00007 -0.00035170.0
00/11/01 00/09/26 0.72 9.35 4.47 8.08 0.00003 0.00055 0.018
00/12/01 00/09/11 0.67 9.78 4.66 8.08 0.00007 -0.00073 80a.01

Table 8: 8’s and correlation coefficients between the USA S&P500 index and nine indices
(Netherlands (HL), France (FR), Japan (JP), Germany (DBited Kingdom (UK), Hong Kong
(HK), Australia (AU), Russia (RU), and China (CN)) in two pmis. Periodl is [Jun-04-1997,
Aug-09-2000] and period is [Aug-10-2000, Sep-04-2002]. The return is the logarithirthe ratio
between two successive prices with time lag of 30 trading day

INDEX HL FR JP DE UK HK AU RU CN
51 1.07 093 098 092 068 134 060 221 -0.05
Y 0.73 0.67 062 0.83 049 051 0.68 0.42 0.03
B2 106 1.03 117 0.76 066 0.92 045 0.99 0.02
Yo 087 090 086 0.87 059 0.72 080 0.46 0.02
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Figure 1. The stock market index of Netherlands (fine noisg)liand its fits with the simple log-
periodic formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4) inqmrating an harmonics &w (dashed
line). The starting date for the fitsdg.,; = 04-Sep-2000 and the ending date of the fit is September,
30, 2002. The parameter values of the fit with (1) are= 28-Aug-2000,ac = 1.05, w = 9.16,

¢ = 1.63, A = 6.53, B = —0.00055, andC = —0.00018. The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.043.
The parameter values of the fit with (4) &e= 20-Jul-2000,c = 0.80, w = 11.07, ¢y = 4.75,

¢2 =091, A = 6.60, B = —0.00282, C = 0.00064, andD = 0.00032. The r.m.s. of the fit errors

is 0.0372. The formula including the harmonics reduces.thesr of fit errors by 13.6%.
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Figure 2: The stock market index of France (fine noisy lina) isfits with the simple log-periodic
formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4) incorporatirmg harmonics (dashed line). The starting
date for the fits igs.,t = 04-Sep-2000. The parameter values of the fit with (1)tare 30-Aug-
2000, = 0.92, w = 8.88, ¢ = 3.54, A = 8.79, B = —0.00139, andC' = —0.00033. The r.m.s.
of the fit errors is 0.0399. The parameter values of the fit {@jraret. = 04-Jul-2000 = 0.71,

w = 11.24, ¢1 = 0.28, ¢po = 4.25, A = 8.90, B = —0.00576, C' = —0.00091, and D = 0.00048.
The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0347. The formula includihg harmonics reduces the r.m.s. of fit
errors by 12.9%.
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Figure 3: The stock market DowJones index of USA (fine noisg)liand its fits with the simple
log-periodic formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4)dorporating an harmonics (dashed line).
The starting date for the fits ig;.,; = 06-Sep-2000. The parameter values of the fit with (1) are
t. = 15-Aug-2000 = 1.05, w = 9.76, ¢ = 4.01, A = 9.30, B = —0.00017, andC = —0.00011.

The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0337. The parameter valugiseofit with (4) aret, = 18-Jun-2000,

a = 0.72, w = 12.09, ¢1 = 0.83, ¢ = 2.16, A = 9.33, B = —0.00145, C = —0.00065, and

D = —0.00034. The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.03. The formula including tlarmonics reduces
the r.m.s. of fit errors by 11.1%.
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Figure 4: The stock market NASDAQ index of USA (fine noisy Jiaad its fits with the simple log-
periodic formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4) inqmrating an harmonics (dashed line). The
starting date for the fits ig.,. = 20-Aug-2000. The parameter values of the fit with (1) @are-
02-Sep-2000¢r = 0.26, w = 10.00, ¢ = 3.37, A = 8.74, B = —0.25128, andC = —0.02360.
The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0636. The parameter valudiseofit with (4) aret, = 02-Sep-2000,

a = 0.26, w = 10.00, ¢1 = 3.37, ¢ = 0.00, A = 8.77, B = —0.26922, C = —0.02473, and

D = —0.00918. The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.057. The formula includihg harmonics reduces
the r.m.s. of fit errors by 10.3%.
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Figure 5: The stock market index of Japan (fine noisy line)itfits with the simple log-periodic
formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4) incorporatirmg harmonics (dashed line). The starting
date for the fits ig¢..e = 28-Aug-2000. The parameter values of the fit with (1) @are- 06-Aug-
2000, = 0.79, w = 7.74, ¢ = 3.34, A = 9.74, B = —0.00340, andC' = —0.00086. The r.m.s.
of the fit errors is 0.0396. The parameter values of the fit (jraret, = 06-Aug-2000 = 0.77,
w=17.74, 1 = 3.35, po = 0.00, A = 9.74, B = —0.00372, C' = —0.00089, andD = 0.00021.
The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0369. The formula includihg harmonics reduces the r.m.s. of fit
errors by 6.9%.
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Figure 6: The stock market index of Belgium (fine noisy linegdts fits with the simple log-
periodic formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4) inqmrating an harmonics (dashed line).
The starting date for the fits tg..,t = 06-Nov-2000. The parameter values of the fit with (1) are
te = 25-Jun-2000¢ = 1.52, w = 12.20, ¢ = 2.85, A = 8.02, B = —0.00001, andC' = 0.00000.
The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0336. The parameter valugiseofit with (4) aret, = 21-Jun-2000,

a =114, w = 12.24, ¢1 = 2.67, ¢ = 0.49, A = 8.05, B = —0.00012, C = 0.00005, and

D = —0.00002. The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0283. The formula including harmonics reduces
the r.m.s. of fit errors by 15.9%.
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Figure 7: The stock market index of Denmark (fine noisy linedl &s fits with the simple log-
periodic formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4) inqmrating an harmonics (dashed line).
The starting date for the fits tg;.,y = 24-Oct-2000. The parameter values of the fit with (1) are
t. = 03-May-2000 = 0.78, w = 13.37, ¢ = 0.62, A = 5.98, B = —0.00273, andC = 0.00047.
The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0316. The parameter valuésedfit with (4) aref. = 04-May-2000,

a = 0.64, w = 13.35, o1 = 0.87, ¢ = 0.00, A = 6.04, B = —0.00751, C = 0.00105, and

D = 0.00036. The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0286. The formula includihg harmonics reduces
the r.m.s. of fit errors by 9.6%.
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Figure 8: The stock market index of Germany (fine line) anditiéswith the simple log-periodic
formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4) incorporatirmg harmonics (dashed line). The starting
date for the fits igs.,t = 04-Sep-2000. The parameter values of the fit with (1)tare 31-Aug-
2000, = 1.05, w = 9.02, ¢ = 5.66, A = 8.87, B = —0.00057, andC' = 0.00019. The r.m.s. of
the fit errors is 0.0439. The parameter values of the fit wijra(é¢t. = 06-Oct-2000,c = 0.94,

w = 8.47, 1 = 3.61, ¢p9 = 4.58, A = 8.86, B = —0.00120, C' = 0.00041, and D = 0.00012.
The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0396. The formula includihg harmonics reduces the r.m.s. of fit
errors by 10.0%.
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Figure 9: The stock market index of Norway (fine line) and its ¥iith the simple log-periodic
formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4) incorporatirmg harmonics (dashed line). The starting
date for the fits i3t = 05-Sep-2000. The parameter values of the fit with (1)tare 02-Oct-
2000,v = 1.02, w = 8.21, ¢ = 4.77, A = 6.75, B = —0.00060, andC = 0.00022. The r.m.s.
of the fit errors is 0.0396. The parameter values of the fit {@jraret. = 13-Jul-2000 = 0.87,

w = 10.92, 1 = 2.03, po = 1.78, A = 6.82, B = —0.00161, C' = —0.00045, andD = 0.00013.
The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0358. The formula includihg harmonics reduces the r.m.s. of fit

errors by 9.7%.
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Figure 10: The stock market index of Spain (fine noisy ling) #mfits with the simple log-periodic
formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4) incorporatirms harmonics (dashed line). The starting
date for the fits it = 14-Sep-2000. The parameter values of the fit with (1)tare 04-Oct-
2000, = 0.93, w = 7.52, ¢ = 3.15, A = 6.90, B = —0.00082, andC' = 0.00031. The r.m.s.
of the fit errors is 0.0398. The parameter values of the fit {@jraret. = 03-Jul-1999 = 0.88,

w = 15.70, ¢1 = 1.75, po = 1.28, A = 7.14, B = —0.00114, C' = —0.00018, and D = 0.00008.
The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0346. The harmonic formuthuoes the r.m.s. of fit errors by 12.9%.
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Figure 11: The stock market index of Switzerland (fine noisg)l and its fits with the simple log-
periodic formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4) inqmrating an harmonics (dashed line). The
starting date for the fits ig.,. = 23-Aug-2000. The parameter values of the fit with (1) @are-
18-Nov-2000,ac = 1.00, w = 6.76, ¢ = 5.16, A = 9.01, B = —0.00070, andC = —0.00026.
The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0367. The parameter valudsedfit with (4) aret, = 23-Nov-2000,

a =095, w = 6.72, 1 = 5.54, o = 0.00, A = 9.01, B = —0.00098, C = —0.00035, and

D = —0.00007. The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0352. The formula including harmonics reduces
the r.m.s. of fit errors by 4.0%.
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Figure 12: The stock market index of UK (fine noisy line) argifits with the simple log-periodic
formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4) incorporatirmg harmonics (dashed line). The starting
date for the fits i3t = 04-Sep-2000. The parameter values of the fit with (1)tare 23-Oct-
2000, = 1.00, w = 7.58, » = 0.00, A = 8.77, B = —0.00055, andC' = —0.00017. The
rm.s. of the fit errors is 0.0317. The parameter values ofitheith (4) aret. = 21-Jul-2000,

a = 0.84, w = 10.78, ¢1 = 3.56, ¢ = 1.52, A = 8.83, B = —0.00153, C = —0.00030, and

D = —0.00016. The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0282. The formula including harmonics reduces
the r.m.s. of fit errors by 11.2%.
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Figure 13: The stock market index of Israel (fine noisy lin&) s fits with the simple log-periodic
formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4) incorporatirmg harmonics (dashed line). The starting
date for the fits igsi.t = 28-Aug-2000. The parameter values of the fit with (1) @re- 09-Sep-
2000, = 0.18, w = 11.45, ¢ = 4.02, A = 6.61, B = —0.20470, andC = 0.01772. The r.m.s.
of the fit errors is 0.0451. The parameter values of the fit {djraret, = 09-Sep-2000q = 0.19,

w = 11.41, ¢1 = 4.26, ¢o = 0.00, A = 6.60, B = —0.19459, C' = 0.01728, andD = —0.00173.
The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0449. The formula includihg harmonics reduces the r.m.s. of fit
errors by 0.4%.
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Figure 14: The stock market index of Brazil (fine noisy linejldts fits with the simple log-periodic
formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4) incorporatirmg harmonics (dashed line). The starting
date for the fits ig¢..t = 14-Aug-2000. The parameter values of the fit with (1) @are- 12-Aug-
2000, = 0.87, w = 10.15, ¢ = 4.74, A = 9.74, B = —0.00136, andC = 0.00056. The r.m.s.
of the fit errors is 0.062. The parameter values of the fit wijhatet. = 23-Feb-2000n = 1.08,
w=7.99, p1 =6.24, po = 4.69, A = 9.83, B = —0.00034, C = —0.00007, andD = —0.00008.
The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0541. The formula includihg harmonics reduces the r.m.s. of fit
errors by 12.8%.
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Figure 15: The stock market index of Hong-Kong (fine noisg)iand its fits with the simple log-
periodic formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4) inqmrating an harmonics (dashed line).
The starting date for the fits 5.,y = 21-Jul-2000. The parameter values of the fit with (1) are
t. = 26-Feb-2000¢ = 0.90, w = 7.65, ¢ = 1.95, A = 9.90, B = —0.00169, andC = —0.00029.
The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0527. The parameter valudiseofit with (4) aret. = 30-Jan-2000,

a =041, w = 7.52, 1 = 2.21, ¢ = 0.41, A = 10.39, B = —0.07168, C = —0.00488, and

D = 0.00303. The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0463. The formula includihg harmonics reduces
the r.m.s. of fit errors by 12.2%.
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Figure 16: The stock market index of India (fine noisy linedl &s fits with the simple log-periodic
formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4) incorporatirmg harmonics (dashed line). The starting
date for the fits ig¢ .y = 12-Jul-2000. The parameter values of the fit with (1) fare- 26-May-
2000, = 0.78, w = 6.34, ¢ = 5.61, A = 8.47, B = —0.00292, andC' = —0.00085. The r.m.s.
of the fit errors is 0.0489. The parameter values of the fit {djraret, = 04-Dec-1999¢x = 0.03,

w = 8.84, 1 = 5.96, ¢po = 0.73, A = 17.34, B = —7.54442, C = —0.06297, andD = 0.03948.
The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0412. The formula includihg harmonics reduces the r.m.s. of fit
errors by 15.7%.
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Figure 17: The stock market index of Peru (fine noisy line) imfits with the simple log-periodic
formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4) incorporatirmg harmonics (dashed line). The starting
date for the fits i3t = 11-Sep-2000. The parameter values of the fit with (1)tare 28-Oct-
1999, = 0.15, w = 19.80, ¢ = 1.16, A = 7.45, B = —0.11761, andC' = —0.02090. The r.m.s.
of the fit errors is 0.0322. The parameter values of the fit {djlraret, = 26-Feb-2000q = 0.54,

w = "T7.69, p1 = 2.98, ¢po = 4.99, A = 7.19, B = —0.00167, C = 0.00120, andD = 0.00192.
The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0276. The formula includihg harmonics reduces the r.m.s. of fit
errors by 14.4%.
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Figure 18: The stock market index of Taiwan (fine noisy linedl ds fits with the simple log-
periodic formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4) inqmrating an harmonics (dashed line).
The starting date for the fits ig;.,s = 17-Jul-2000. The parameter values of the fit with (1) are
t. = 24-Jan-2000¢ = 0.38, w = 9.22, ¢ = 1.01, A = 9.26, B = —0.06302, andC = 0.01769.
The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.085. The parameter valuekeofit with (4) aret. = 07-May-1999,

a =031, w="734, ¢y = 1.93, ¢po = 444, A = 9.95, B = —0.18106, C = —0.01451, and

D = 0.02150. The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0541. The formula includihg harmonics reduces
the r.m.s. of fit errors by 36.3%.
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Figure 19: The stock market index of Czech republic (fine ynéise) and its fits with the simple
log-periodic formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4)dorporating an harmonics (dashed line).
The starting date for the fits 5.,y = 28-Jul-2000. The parameter values of the fit with (1) are
t. = 13-Aug-2000,cc = 0.53, w = 4.61, ¢ = 1.19, A = 6.32, B = —0.01246, andC' = 0.00520.
The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.048. The parameter valuekeofit with (4) aret. = 11-Aug-2000,

a = 040, w = 4.59, 1 = 1.27, ¢ = 0.77, A = 6.39, B = —0.03390, C' = 0.00969, and

D = —0.00446. The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0394. The formula including harmonics reduces
the r.m.s. of fit errors by 17.8%.
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Figure 20: The stock market index of Argentina (fine noisg)iand its fits with the simple log-
periodic formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4) inqmrating an harmonics (dashed line). The
starting date for the fits i,y = 14-Jul-2000. The parameter values of the fit with (1) tare-
02-May-2000,ac = 1.54, w = 7.25, ¢ = 5.28, A = 6.23, B = —0.00003, andC = —0.00002.
The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.1223. The parameter valu#isedfit with (4) aret. = 23-Aug-1999,

a = 2.00, w = 11.23, ¢1 = 0.67, ¢ = 4.40, A = 6.25, B = —0.00000, C = —0.00000, and

D = 0.00000. The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.082. The formula includihg harmonics reduces
the r.m.s. of fit errors by 32.9%.
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Figure 21. The stock market index of Turkey (fine noisy linafats fits with the simple log-
periodic formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4) inqmrating an harmonics (dashed line).
The starting date for the fits ig;.,s = 10-Jul-2000. The parameter values of the fit with (1) are
t. = 28-Aug-2000,cc = 0.13, w = 9.56, ¢ = 2.88, A = 9.62, B = —0.16041, andC' = 0.06365.
The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.1176. The parameter valu#isedfit with (4) aret. = 28-Aug-2000,

a = 020, w = 9.55, 1 = 2.94, po = 1.32, A = 9.52, B = —0.07816, C = 0.04712, and

D = 0.01847. The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.1104. The formula includihg harmonics reduces
the r.m.s. of fit errors by 6.1%.
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Figure 22: Lomb periodograms for the 21 stock market ind&le®wvn in previous figures as a
function of the angular log-periodic frequeney These 21 stock market indices exhibit a so-called
bearish anti-bubble regime characterizediby: 0. The number of points in the Lomb analysis is in
the range 350-530, which implies that the log-periodic aigare very significant for most markets
with high Lomb peaks. The relevance of the log-periodicityaflected in the quasi-universal value
of the angular log-periodic frequency found in the rarfige 10. Notice also the presence of an
harmonic aw in many of the markets outlined by the cluster of secondaakg@n the vicinity of

w = 20.

44



360 l l l ]
— Real data

— First—order fit
- - Harmonic fit

3500

3400

3300

3200

3100

Australia

3000

1
1

2900

280 1 1 1 1
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005

Date

Figure 23: The stock market index of Australia (fine line) d@sdits with the simple log-periodic
formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4) incorporatirmg harmonics (dashed line). The starting
date for the fits ig4..s = 04-Sep-2000 and the ending date of the fit is September, 8@, Zlhe
parameter values of the fit with (1) ate = 08-Aug-2000,a« = 0.77, w = 10.85, ¢ = 3.55,

A =8.08, B =0.00007, andC = —0.00037. The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0176. The parameter
values of the fit with (4) are¢, = 10-Aug-2000,««c = 0.64, w = 10.89, ¢1 = 3.42, ¢po = 0.51,

A = 8.08, B = 0.00026, C = —0.00080, andD = —0.00026. The r.m.s. of the fit errors is
0.0153. The formula including the harmonics reduces thesr.of fit errors by 13.2%.
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Figure 24: The stock market index of Mexico (fine line) andfis with the simple log-periodic
formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4) incorporatirmg harmonics (dashed line). The starting
date for the fits igs.,t = 04-Sep-2000. The parameter values of the fit with (1)tare 08-Aug-
2000, = 0.80, w = 10.11, ¢ = 4.42, A = 8.70, B = 0.00032, andC' = 0.00086. The r.m.s. of
the fit errors is 0.0402. The parameter values of the fit wijha¢ét. = 27-Jun-2000x = 0.73,

w = 5.97, 1 = 4.23, 9 = 1.65, A = 8.69, B = 0.00072, C' = 0.00039, andD = —0.00115.
The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0391. The formula includihg harmonics reduces the r.m.s. of fit
errors by 2.6%.
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Figure 25: The stock market index of Indonesia (fine line) émfits with the simple log-periodic
formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4) incorporatirmg harmonics (dashed line). The starting
date for the fits igq..t = 16-Sep-2000. The parameter values of the fit with (1)tare 09-Aug-
2000, = 1.06, w = 10.30, ¢ = 5.83, A = 5.99, B = 0.00009, andC = —0.00021. The r.m.s.
of the fit errors is 0.039. The parameter values of the fit wijhafet. = 16-Nov-2000,oc = 0.96,

w =347, ¢1 = 1.33, ¢po = 3.10, A = 6.04, B = —0.00025, C' = —0.00050, andD = —0.00062.
The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0271. The formula includihg harmonics reduces the r.m.s. of fit
errors by 30.4%.
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Figure 26: The stock market index of Korea (fine line) and its Wiith the simple log-periodic
formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4) incorporatirmg harmonics (dashed line). The starting
date for the fits igg;. = 12-Oct-2000. The parameter values of the fit with (1)tare- 15-Nov-
2000,«v = 1.37, w = 6.69, ¢ = 5.67, A = 6.29, B = 0.00005, andC = —0.00005. The r.m.s.
of the fit errors is 0.05. The parameter values of the fit widhaf#t. = 10-Aug-2000,o. = 1.00,

w = 5.04, 1 = 1.90, ¢ = 1.90, A = 6.24, B = 0.00046, C = —0.00023, andD = —0.00025.
The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0428. The formula includihg harmonics reduces the r.m.s. of fit
errors by 14.4%.
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Figure 27: The stock market index of Thailand (fine line) aidits with the simple log-periodic
formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4) incorporatirmg harmonics (dashed line). The starting
date for the fits igg..t = 20-Sep-2000. The parameter values of the fit with (1)tare 16-Aug-
2000, = 0.93, w = 9.45, ¢ = 5.16, A = 5.61, B = 0.00058, andC' = —0.00039. The r.m.s.
of the fit errors is 0.0437. The parameter values of the fit {@raret. = 27-Jul-2000 = 0.43,

w =518, 1 = 3.62, g = 2.22, A = 5.48, B = 0.02083, C' = 0.00390, and D = 0.00662. The
r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0354. The formula including tlaerhonics reduces the r.m.s. of fit errors
by 19.0%.
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Figure 28: The stock market index of Russia (fine line) anditisswith the simple log-periodic
formula (1) (thick line) and with formula (4) incorporatirmg harmonics (dashed line). The starting
date for the fits ig4..y = 01-Dec-2000. The parameter values of the fit with (1)#are 08-Oct-
2000, = 0.92, w = 7.93, ¢ = 3.33, A = 7.24, B = 0.00276, andC = —0.00068. The r.m.s. of
the fit errors is 0.0485. The parameter values of the fit wijra(ét. = 12-Oct-2000,c = 0.91,

w = 7.85, ¢1 = 3.90, o = 0.17, A = 7.23, B = 0.00307, C' = —0.00075, and D = 0.00010.
The r.m.s. of the fit errors is 0.0457. The formula includihg harmonics reduces the r.m.s. of fit
errors by 5.7%.
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Figure 29: The French stock index, a bearish anti-bubbledffromis..,: to September 2002 for
different choices otg.¢, Spanning from Jun-01-2000 to Dec-01-2000. One see thditthare
robust with respect to different starting date.
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Figure 30: The Australian stock index, a bearish anti-beipfitted fromtg;.,. to September 2002
for different choices ofg;..¢, Spanning from Jun-01-2000 to Dec-01-2000. One see théitsrere
robust with respect to different starting date.
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Figure 31: The stock market indices of seven countries (UP SR0, the Netherlands, France,
Germany, Norway, UK, Spain) are superimposed by plottiegbrmalized value®(t) — (p)]/o,

of each index as a function of time, whege is the mean whose substraction accounts for a country-
specific translation in price angl, is the standard deviation for each index which accounts for a
country-specific adjustment of scale.
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Figure 32: Cross-correlation coefficients between the US& S0 index and four European
stock market indexes (Netherlands, France, Germany angdJKingdom from top to bottom)
for weekly returns on filtered prices in a moving three-monthdow. Surrogate tests obtained by
reshuffling the returns show that the large peaks and troaghstatistically significant. One can
observe a slow overall increase of the correlation coefftdi&t) over this decade. The variations
are estimated to b 12 by bootstrapping simulations.
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Figure 33: Cross-correlation coefficients between the USRS00 index and four non-European
indexes (Hong Kong, Australia, Russia and China from topotton) for weekly returns on filtered
prices in a moving three-month window. While one can obsengow overall increase of the
correlation coefficien€'(t) over this decade for Hong Kong and for Australia, no suchdiisrseen
for Russia and China which are characterized by weakerlatimes and more pronounced regime
switches. The variations are estimated ta@le& by bootstrapping simulations.
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Figure 34: Monthly returns of four European market indices éunction of the monthly returns of
the USA S&P500 index. The black dots correspond to period-1+1997, Aug-09-2000]. The
correspond to the period [Aug-10-2000, Sep-04-2002].
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Figure 35: Weekly returns of four non-European market ieslias a function of the weekly returns
of the USA S&P500 index. The black dots correspond to perdod{04-1997, Aug-09-2000]. The
+ correspond to the period [Aug-10-2000, Sep-04-2002].

57



1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003

o™ fy | mmw\m/
o o LR WY

O 4 1 1 1 1
1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003

R(t)

1984 1986 1988 1990 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000 2002 2004
t

Figure 36: The synchronization fact®(¢) between the USA S&P500 index and four European
indices (HL, FR, DE and UK), defined as the fraction of weekthwie same return signs over
a moving 13-week window. The horizontal lines show the ayeraf R(t). The variations are
estimated to b8.06 by bootstrapping simulations.
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Figure 37: The synchronization factdt(t) between the USA S&P500 index and four non-
European indexes (HK, AU, RU and CN), defined as the fractioweeks with the same return
signs over a moving 13-week window. The horizontal linesistiee average oR(t). The varia-
tions are estimated to 8206 by bootstrapping simulations.
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Figure 38: Synchronization indey(t) (see text and expression (13) for its definition) between the
USA S&P500 index and four European stock indexes (HL, FR, BEWK), as a function of time

in a running window of 65 trading days. The horizontal linesws the average of)(¢) over the
shown time interval.

60



Q(t)

0.6
0.4
0.2

0.6
0.4

0.2
1984 1986 1988 1990 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000 2002 2004

0.8F RU ' /v\

0.6f W\ N N an :
Yy Hh oy Y

0.4r . -

1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003

O.G:CN 4 ﬁ\/\«m M M | IV fpﬁ i
0.4 Ww v w W \/ V

0.2 '
1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003

t

Figure 39: Same as Fig. 38 for four non-European indexes 4K RU and CN).
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