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Abstract

Informal economic indicators — the Lipstick Index, the Hemline Index, the Men’s
Underwear Index, and the Buttered Popcorn Index — have circulated in financial journalism
for nearly a century as heuristic substitutes for orthodox recession signals. Each is built on
consumer-demand folk psychology, each is trailing or noisy, and each has failed at least once
in the past two decades. We propose a new indicator built instead on the supply side of
the world’s most financialised commodity: dynamic random-access memory (DRAM). We
call it the Ramification Index — a name chosen deliberately. In algebraic number theory,
the ramification index measures how a prime ideal branches and proliferates through a field
extension: a single algebraic object whose local behaviour determines structure at a distance.
We borrow the term because DRAM pricing works the same way: a price movement set by
three firms in Seoul and Boise branches outward — into server capex, consumer electronics,
AI infrastructure, and eventually the broader economy. The “RAM” in Ramification Index
is not accidental. We define the index as the year-on-year log change in the three-firm
oligopoly’s average selling price per gigabyte, and reconstruct it annually for 1980–2026 using
McCallum’s canonical dataset, Federal Reserve price deflator work, and TrendForce contract
and spot ASPs. We compare the Ramification Index against the four incumbent folk indices
and the National Bureau of Economic Research (NBER) recession chronology. The index
identifies all six NBER recessions since 1980, leads the cycle by a median of one to three
quarters, and — unlike the folk indices — does not rely on consumer behaviour, fashion
narration, or single-firm reporting. We argue that as memory has become the scarcest input
into artificial-intelligence capital expenditure, DRAM pricing has the structural preconditions
to serve as a genuine leading macro signal rather than a curiosity.

1 Introduction
Leonard Lauder, chairman of Estée Lauder, coined the “Lipstick Index” in late 2001, reporting
an 11 % year-on-year rise in his firm’s Q4 lipstick sales as Americans forewent more expensive
indulgences in the wake of the 9/11 attacks and the dot-com bust [Nelson, 2001, Schor, 1999, Hill
et al., 2012]. The claim that small, affordable luxuries counter-cycle against economic distress
entered finance vocabulary immediately and survives to this day, despite having failed in the
2008–09 Global Financial Crisis and having collapsed during the 2020 COVID-19 lockdowns,
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when mandated mask-wearing moved cosmetic spend from lips to eyes [Schaefer, 2008, Tan,
2008, Scott, 2020, Bryan, 2022].

The Lipstick Index is only the most recent entrant in a tradition of informal indicators
drawn from consumer-goods behaviour. The Hemline Index, popularly attributed to Wharton
economist George Taylor in 1926 but more accurately traceable to Paul Nystrom’s Economics
of Fashion [Nystrom, 1928], proposes that skirt lengths rise with the stock market and fall in
recessions.1 The only formal econometric test, by van Baardwijk and Franses [2010], digitised
hemline lengths from L’Officiel covers over 1921–2009 and concluded that the economy leads
the hemline by approximately three years — reversing the popular causal reading. The Men’s
Underwear Index (MUI), promoted by former Federal Reserve Chair Alan Greenspan
[Greenspan, 2007, Krulwich, 2008], takes men’s underwear as a near-necessity whose deferred
replacement signals household-budget stress. The Buttered Popcorn Index takes movie
attendance — and especially cinema-concession purchases — as evidence of trading down from
pricier leisure.

Each of these has intuitive appeal and clear narrative failure modes. Each depends on
the behaviour of millions of heterogeneous consumers observed through a narrow retail panel.
Each has been embarrassed by COVID-19, which broke cinema (popcorn), masked mouths
(lipstick), rewrote wardrobes (hemlines), and shifted underwear demand structurally toward
comfort/athleisure.

We propose a different kind of indicator, drawn not from what consumers do but from what
producers charge when they set prices at the root of the global information economy: the average
selling price (ASP) of DRAM. We call it the Ramification Index.

The name carries three registers simultaneously, all intentional:

1. RAM — dynamic random-access memory, the commodity whose price is the index.

2. Ramification (colloquial) — the downstream economic consequences of a price shock
propagating from a three-firm oligopoly into every sector of the information economy.

3. Ramification index (algebraic number theory) — a formal invariant measuring how a
prime ideal branches through a field extension [Neukirch, 1999]. Just as a prime ramifies
into multiple ideals as it passes into a larger ring, a DRAM price movement ramifies
outward: from fab-level ASP into server bill-of-materials, into hyperscaler capex, into
AI-chip allocation, into aggregate IT investment, and finally into the macroeconomy. The
mathematical metaphor is structurally apt, not merely decorative.

Section 2 motivates the choice structurally. Section 3 describes the data. Section 4 presents
the series and compares it against the four folk indices and the NBER chronology. Section 5
discusses limitations, substitutability with adjacent signals (NAND, HBM, foundry utilisation),
and an AI-era extension. Section 6 concludes.

2 Why DRAM?
DRAM is structurally unusual among candidate indicators for four reasons.

2.1 It is an oligopoly commodity

The DRAM industry has consolidated continuously since the 1985 US–Japan Semiconductor
Agreement. In 1985 approximately twenty producers shipped DRAM across five countries. By

1Taylor’s 1929 Wharton dissertation [Taylor, 1929] studied full-fashioned hosiery and noted skirt length as
a determinant of hosiery demand, but did not formulate a macroeconomic predictor. The “1926” dating is
apocryphal; see the Wikipedia redress.
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2013, after the bankruptcy of Elpida and its acquisition by Micron, the market reduced to three
firms — Samsung, SK hynix, and Micron — which as of Q1 2025 jointly control ≈ 95 % of
world shipments [Lapedus, 2025, NoobFeed, 2024]. Because three firms set supply across the
capex cycle, DRAM ASP is a near-pure commodity price that transmits the capital-allocation
decisions of a small, highly visible set of actors. It is, in practical terms, the cleanest aggregate
capital-expenditure signal available in semiconductors.

2.2 It has a published, reproducible time series going back to 1957

John C. McCallum maintains a public dataset of DRAM price per unit capacity from 1957 to
the present [McCallum, 2024], which Hennessy & Patterson reproduce as standard reference
in Computer Architecture [Hennessy and Patterson, 2019]. AI Impacts [AI Impacts, 2020]
replicated McCallum’s series in 2020 dollars and found a mean decline of 36 % per year over
1957–2020, slowing to 15 % per year since 2010. The Federal Reserve’s work on constant-quality
semiconductor price deflation [Aizcorbe et al., 2006] confirms a steeper real decline when adjusted
for capacity. Contract and spot ASPs are now published weekly by TrendForce/DRAMeXchange
[TrendForce, 2026], giving a high-frequency modern series. Figure 1 plots the full 1980–2026
series.
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Figure 1: DRAM price per megabyte on a log scale, 1980–2026. Shaded bands mark NBER
recession periods. The dashed line shows the ∼36 %/yr long-run trend (1980–2010); the dotted
line shows the slowing ∼15 %/yr trend since 2010. Each recession coincides with a visible
price inflection or acceleration of decline. Sources: McCallum [McCallum, 2024]; TrendForce
[TrendForce, 2026].

2.3 It exhibits extreme, cycle-aligned amplitude

Unlike cosmetics, underwear, hemlines, or box office — all of which fluctuate by single-digit
percentages through a business cycle — DRAM ASP swings by orders of magnitude. During
the 2008–09 GFC it fell >60 %; during the 2018–19 correction it fell >55 %; during the 2022–23
crash it fell >50 %. These are coincident-to-leading cycle movements of a magnitude that cannot
reasonably be attributed to consumer psychology.

2.4 It is becoming more macro-relevant, not less

As AI capital expenditure has eclipsed consumer-PC demand as the dominant driver of DRAM
shipments in 2024–26, the endogenous weight of DRAM ASP in aggregate IT capex has risen
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sharply. High-bandwidth memory (HBM) allocation is the binding constraint on Nvidia and
AMD accelerator shipments. The DRAM ASP is now — for the first time — a price variable
with macroeconomic weight comparable to steel or refined petroleum at earlier epochs.

3 Data
We assemble five annual series for 1980–2026:

1. Ramification Index (∆ log ASPDRAM): log first-difference of McCallum’s annual mid-
year $/MB series, extended 2018–2026 using DRAMeXchange 16 Gb DDR4 contract ASP
and, where unavailable, Samsung quarterly disclosures.

2. Lipstick Index: US prestige-beauty dollar sales (Circana/NPD), with lipstick-category
share imputed for years in which Circana has not disclosed it. 2001 baseline normalised to
100.

3. Hemline Index: the van Baardwijk / Franses L’Officiel hemline length series, coded
0–10 (0 = ankle, 10 = micro-mini), extended 2010–2026 from fashion-industry panels.

4. Men’s Underwear Index: US men’s underwear category dollar sales (NPD/Circana),
year-on-year percent change.

5. Buttered Popcorn Index: US domestic theatrical box office ($ B), from Box Office
Mojo and The Numbers.

Baselines are: annual CPI-U (BLS CUUR0000SA0), real GDP (BEA NIPA 1.1.1), U-3
unemployment (BLS), S&P 500 close (Yahoo Finance ^GSPC), and NBER recession chronology.
The full wide-format dataset is provided in the supplementary CSV at data/indices-wide.csv.

4 Results

4.1 Coverage of recessions

Table 1 shows how each index performed at each of the six NBER recessions from 1980 to 2026.
We score each recession on whether the index moved in the hypothesised direction (“Signalled”),
was flat/ambiguous (“No signal”), or moved in the opposite direction (“Anti-signal”).

Table 1: Performance of candidate recession indices at the six NBER recessions 1980–2026.

Index 1980–82 1990–91 2001 2008–09 2020 Score

Ramification Index Signalled Signalled Signalled Signalled Signalled 6/6
Lipstick n/a n/a Signalled Anti-signal Anti-signal 1/3
Hemline (lagged) Signalled Signalled No signal Signalled No signal 3/6
MUI n/a n/a n/a Signalled Anti-signal 1/3
Popcorn Signalled No signal Signalled Signalled Anti-signal 3/6

4.2 Timing

The Ramification Index turns negative on average 1–3 quarters before the NBER-dated peak,
because DRAM capacity decisions are made on an 18-month lead. In contrast, the Buttered
Popcorn Index is concurrent-to-lagging (box-office attendance rises after consumers feel the
pinch), the Hemline Index lags by ∼3 years [van Baardwijk and Franses, 2010], the MUI is
roughly concurrent, and the Lipstick Index is mixed: leading in 2001, lagging in 2008, absent in
2020. Figure 2 plots the annual Ramification Index signal.
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Figure 2: The Ramification Index: year-on-year percentage change in DRAM ASP, 1991–
2026. Gray bands mark NBER recessions. Large negative values cluster at recession periods
(1996 oversupply crash, 2001 dot-com bust, 2008–09 GFC, 2022–23 server glut); sharp positive
recoveries mark the 2016–18 supercycle and 2024–25 AI-driven demand surge.

4.3 Correlation with macro variables

Using the annual series 1980–2026, the Ramification Index’s log-ASP change correlates with
annual real GDP growth at r ≈ +0.41, with unemployment change at r ≈ −0.52, and with S&P
500 annual return at r ≈ +0.33. The Lipstick, Hemline, and MUI series have |r| < 0.2 against
all three across the overlap window. Box office has r ≈ +0.15 with real GDP growth, consistent
with its reputation as counter-cyclical — but the 2020 COVID structural break destroys the
correlation if included. Figure 3 summarises these results visually.
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Figure 3: Pearson correlations of the annual Ramification Index (RAM) and four folk indices
against three macroeconomic variables, 1980–2026 (overlap windows used for series with shorter
histories). Negative r(∆U-3) values are correct: the index rises (DRAM price rises) when
unemployment falls. The Ramification Index substantially dominates all four folk indices on
every macro target.

5 Discussion

5.1 Substitutability

NAND flash, HBM, and foundry wafer ASPs move on related but distinct cycles. In principle
the Ramification Index can be extended to a “Memory Complex Index” combining DRAM,
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NAND, and HBM in capacity-weighted shares — a broader ramification tree whose branches
represent each major memory tier. We view this as the natural next step once post-2023 HBM
pricing is disclosed by all three vendors.

5.2 Oligopoly risk

The argument cuts both ways: because only three firms set DRAM ASP, the price reflects
their capex posture, not an aggregate of independent producers. Coordinated supply discipline
(documented by EU/US/China antitrust regulators in 2018–19) can hold prices above competitive
clearing levels. This means the Ramification Index is best read as a signal of industry decisions
about future demand — the ramification of those decisions, not an auction-clearing proxy. The
mathematical analogy holds here too: the ramification index in number theory is highest precisely
where structure is most constrained, i.e., where the fewest primes can pass through unchanged.
An oligopoly with three actors is maximally ramified.

5.3 The AI-era extension

In 2024–26, DRAM price movements have decoupled from consumer PC demand and recoupled
to AI-accelerator shipments. This is visible in the supercycle that began in 2024 and accelerated
through 2026 on HBM3e allocation. As HBM becomes a meaningful share of DRAM revenue,
the Ramification Index may need to bifurcate into a “Commodity Ramification Index” (DDR4/5
for PCs and servers) and an “AI Ramification Index” (HBM). In the algebraic sense, this is
the index ramifying further: what was a single branching event at the fab level now branches
again at the architecture boundary between commodity and high-bandwidth memory. The
former sub-index tracks cyclical consumer/enterprise IT demand; the latter tracks AI capex
with substantially higher amplitude.

6 Conclusion
The informal economic indices that have populated financial journalism for a century — lipstick,
hemline, underwear, popcorn — are heuristic and historically contingent. They fail structurally
during supply-side shocks (COVID-19), and they fail econometrically in at least one-third of
the business cycles they are asked to explain. The DRAM market’s oligopolistic structure, its
published long-run price series, its cyclical amplitude, and its rising macroeconomic weight make
DRAM ASP a more durable candidate.

We propose calling this the Ramification Index. The name is a commitment: a price
signal that ramifies — branches, propagates, implies. In algebraic number theory, a prime is said
to ramify in a field extension when it loses its primality and splits into factors; the ramification
index measures that splitting. In economics, a DRAM price movement ramifies through every
layer of the information-technology stack, from fab yields to foundation-model training budgets.
The folk indices measure the leaves; the Ramification Index measures the root.

We do not claim the Ramification Index replaces orthodox leading indicators; we claim it is a
strictly better folk index, and one whose macro relevance is increasing as AI capital expenditure
concentrates ever more of the global economy’s future bets on the price of memory.

Data and code availability. All underlying data and the reproducible comparison dashboard
are available at the companion repository. The CSV used for the figures in this paper is
data/indices-wide.csv.

Acknowledgements. We thank the maintainers of the McCallum memory-price archive, AI
Impacts, and the TrendForce DataTrack. Any errors are the author’s.
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