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Abstract

Community detection methods can be used to explore the structure of complex systems. The well-known modular
configurations in complex financial systems indicate the existence of community structures. Here we analyze the
community properties of correlation-based networks in worldwide stock markets and use community information to
construct portfolios. Portfolios constructed using community detection methods perform well. Our results can be used
as new portfolio optimization and risk management tools.
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1. Introduction

Community detection is an an effective tool for exploring the modular structures in complex networks [[1], because
community properties indicate how complex systems are organized. Since Newman [2] proposed the first formal
definition of the modular structure of complex networks, the community detection task has become a major focus
in network theory, and numerous community detection algorithms have been proposed [3-5]. Among the many
real-world modularized complex systems, financial markets have become a particularly attractive subject, but the
coexistence of noisy and structured patterns make financial systems difficult to deal with. To reduce the influence
of noise, many correlation-based methods have been proposed to extract structured information from the complex
correlations among financial assets, including the threshold method, the minimum spanning tree (MST) [6], the planar
maximumly filtered graph (PMFG) [7], among others [[8-14].

These correlation-based networks use complex cross-correlation matrices to determine the noise-free structure of
complex financial markets. Because correlation-based network methods differ from the eigenvector-based methods
that use variance contributions from only a few dimensions, they can transform dense correlation matrices into sparse
representations, i.e., complex networks. These correlation-based network methods are popular because the noise-free
information they produce can be used to analyze interactions among financial assets [[15].

Much recent research has used the structured information provided by correlation-based network to optimize port-
folio selection procedure [[16-19]. In particular, some compound centrality measures using centrality ranking have
been proposed to quantify the importance of financial assets. From a complex network perspective, the modular struc-
tures in financial networks link correlation-based networks and community structures, and we thus can assume that
the community structures in correlation-based networks can also provide useful information about risk diversification.

We here use a community detection algorithm to analyze the correlation-based networks in stock markets. We
construct a strand of PMFG networks for the US, UK, and Chinese stock markets [[7], the community structures of
which are readily available. We then use this community information to construct portfolios of stocks from different
communities. The good performance of these portfolios, indicates the usefulness of the community structures.
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Section[2ldescribes the data and methodology we use. Section[3|presents our results, including a topology analysis
of stock markets and its application to portfolio optimization. Section @l presents our conclusions.

2. Data and methodology

2.1. Data

Our data sets are of the daily adjusted returns of the constitute stocks of three major indexes: the S&P 500 (US), the
FTSE 350 (UK), and the SSE 380 (China). To accurately estimate cross-correlations among stocks, we discard the
stocks where the sample size is small. This leaves us with 401, 264, and 295 stocks for the three markets, respectively.
Each stock in the S&P 500 index has 4025 daily returns from 4 January 1999 to 31 December 2014. Each in the FTSE
350 index has 3000 daily returns from 10 October 2005 to 26 April 2017. Each in SSE 380 index has 2700 daily
returns from 21 May 2004 to 19 November 2014.

2.2. Community detection of the correlation-based networks

Before we introduce the community detection algorithm, we need to construct correlation-based networks from the
return time series. We define logarithm return r;(¢) to be

ri(t) = In(pi(t + 1)) — In(p;(9)). ey

Here p;(?) is the closure price of stock i at time . We then use the past return records inside a moving window of length
A to calculate the Pearson cross-correlation coefficients between any pair of return time series at time . We obtain an
N x N matrix C"* at time ¢ with an estimation window of A days, and N is the number of stocks. We select the moving
window widths to ensure the non-singularity of the cross-correlation matrix (A > N) with A = 500 days for the S&P
500 and A = 300 days for both the FTSE 350 and the SSE 380. We then shift the moving window with 25-day step
and obtain a strand of correlation matrices for the three markets. We now have 142, 109, and 97 correlation matrices
for the S&P 500, FTSE 350, and SSE 380 indices, respectively.

We then employ the planar maximally filtered graph (PMFG) method to remove redundant information induced
by the dense cross-correlation matrices [7], and we construct sparse networks from the cross-correlation matrices C**.
A planar graph G** is formed with N, = 3(N — 2) edges in a system with N stocks. Reference [7] indicates that the
PMFG keeps the hierarchical organization of the MST and also induces cliques. The PMFG network can discrimi-
nate between important information and noise. Previous studies have analyzed the modular structure of the PMFG
network for both indices and stocks [19-21]], and we here use the infomap algorithm [22] to detect the community
structures in the PMFG networks for the three markets. A comparative analysis indicates that the infomap algorithm
is the best-performing community detection algorithm[23]. The community structure given by the infomap algorithm
provides a comprehensive description of the macrostructure of financial markets. Thus a natural generalization is to
use community information when optimizing portfolio design.

3. Results and applications

3.1. Community structure

Figure [Tl shows three PMFG networks for the three stock markets. We use the infomap algorithm to obtain the
community structures, which are shown in different colors. The PMFG networks each have a distinctive community
structure, and the appearance of hub stocks indicates that stock market structures are heterogeneous.

Figure[2lshows the number of communities detected in the three markets. The mean number of communities is 26
for the S&P 500 index, 21 for the FTSE 350 index, and 22 for the SSE 380 index. The community numbers usually
fluctuate around its mean value. Note that the average number of communities can indicate an approaching crisis
period, such as the sub-prime crisis beginning in September 2008 and the European debt crisis at the end of 2009.
Because fluctuations in the number of communities makes drawing useful conclusions about market states difficult,
however, we can analyze the modularity Q of the PMFG for the three markets, which is defined
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Figure 1: Three typical networks for three stock markets. Different color represents different communities.
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Figure 2: The number of communities for three markets over time.
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where a,,, is the entry of the adjacency matrix of the PMFG, k, the degree of node v, m the number of total edges
of PMFG, and ¢, the community membership of node v. The modularity Q quantifies with a value between O to 1
the level of modular structure in the correlation-based network. In every PMFG at any given time, one community
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Figure 3: The modularity of three markets over time.
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Figure 4: The co-occurrence distribution for three markets.

partition will give a modularity value that indicates the degree of the modular structure of the market.

FigureBlshows the evolution of the modularity for the three markets, which decreased rapidly during the European
debt crisis. Note that the modularity prior to 2011 in the Chinese market is very high, indicating that the Chinese

market is highly structured.

We also use these time-evolving PMFGs to analyze the stability of the connections in the three markets. We
checked the co-occurrence time ¢ of stock pairs within the same community during the whole observation period.
We use the co-occurrence time to evaluate the stability of the community structure. An extremely stable community
structure produces a double peak distribution with co-occurrence time ¢t = 0 and t = T. When ¢ = 0 the two stocks
never stay in the same community. When ¢ = T the two stocks are always in the same community. Figure @ shows
extremely heterogeneous distributions, indicating that the community structures of the three markets are extremely
unstable over time. Note that the distributions of the co-occurrence times are power laws in the three markets. Al-
though a few stocks belong to the same community for a long period of time, market fluctuations cause the stay of

most stocks in the same community to be very short.




Thus these community structures produce information about the structure evolution in the three markets. We will
now use this structured community information to optimize the portfolio construction procedure.

3.2. Portfolio optimization

3.2.1. Mean-variance portfolio optimization

We first employ the community structure to improve the performance of portfolio optimization under the Markowitz
portfolio optimization framework[24]. Much research has focused on establishing connections between correlation-
based networks and portfolio optimization problems [16-19, 25, 26]. We now give an brief introduction about the
Markowitz portfolio theory. Using Markowitz portfolio theory we examine a portfolio of m stocks with return 7;,i =
1...m. The return Il(¥) of the portfolio is

M) = )" wiri(o), (3)
i=1

m

where w; is the investment weight of stock i, and w; is normalized such that )} w; = 1. We quantify portfolio risk
i=1

using the variance of portfolio return

m

m
Q= Z WiW;pP;;o 0, 4)
=1 =1

where p;; is the Pearson cross-correlation between r; and r;, and o; and o ; are the standard deviations of the return
time series r; and r;, respectively. The optimal portfolio weights are determined by maximizing the portfolio return

T
@ = ) TI(#) under the constraint that the risk of the portfolio equals some fixed value Q. We formulate maximizing @
=1

subject to these constraints as a quadratic optimization problem
w'Zw - g+ R w. (®)]

Here X is the covariance matrix of the return time series for m stocks. The parameter q is the risk tolerance parameter
with ¢ € (0,0). A large ¢ indicates investors have a strong tolerance to risk and expect a large return. A small g
means investors are extremely risk-adverse. Optimal portfolios at different risk and return levels can be displayed as
an efficient frontier, which is a plot of the return @ as a function of risk Q.

When determining the m constitute stocks for a specific portfolio, nodes inside a community indicate that connec-
tions within the community are stronger than connections with nodes in other communities. Recent research on the
community detection of cross-correlation matrices found that using the optimization procedure of modified modularity
reveals that residual cross-correlations among stocks from different communities are negative [27]. This qualitatively
proves the effectiveness of a community-based portfolio.

Here we use the community partitions of correlation-based networks for different stock markets to construct our
portfolio. In particular we use stocks from different communities. When the community detection algorithm shows
that a PMFG network has n. communities, we randomly choose one stock from each community. These stocks must
only connect with stocks within their own community, and this produces a portfolio that consists of stocks that are
weakly or even negatively correlated. For the sake of comparison, we also construct a portfolio made up of stocks
residing in the same community. The stocks within the same community are strongly correlated. Thus the risk
diversification of the portfolio with stocks from one community is relatively weak.

Figure [5] shows the efficient frontiers of portfolios with stocks from different communities—inter-portfolio (blue
lines)—and of portfolios with stocks from the same community—intra-portfolio (red lines). Note that the inter-
community portfolios have lower risk and higher return in the three markets. Thus the risk diversification of the
inter-community portfolios are much stronger than that of intra-community portfolios.
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Figure 5: The efficient frontiers for three different stock markets. The left, center and right columns are the results for S&P 500, FTSE 350 and
SSE 380 respectively. The red lines are the results for these portfolios constructed by the stocks from the same community. The blue lines are the
results for these portfolios constructed by the stocks from different community. The error bar represents the variance of return R at each risk level
Q. Here the portfolio size m = 30. We have tested the portfolio size from m = 5 up to m = 60, the results are consistent.

3.2.2. Expected shortfall approach

The mean-variance portfolio framework assumes that normality of the return time series which is rarely valid in the
real-world. Thus accurately measuring portfolio risk is quite important. Except the variance as a risk measure, the
expected shortfall (ES) is a more modern coherent risk measure [28-30]. We designate X to be the profit loss of a
portfolio in the time range (0,7), and @ = n% € (0, 1) to be a specified probability level. Then the expected n%
shortfall of a portfolio is

1
ES*(X) = ——(ElXx<e] - x*(PLX < x"] - @)). (6)

Here ES is the expected loss incurred in the 7% worst cases of the portfolio and is a coherent risk measure. For a
portfolio {w;,i = 1,...,m} of size m stocks, when the return time series is {r;,i = 1,...,m}, we minimize the ES® of

the portfolio under the constraint of ] w; = 1. We then set the probability level @ = 95% for the expected shortfall

ES? of the portfolio and prohibit sholrt ]selling.

Figurd6l shows the time evolution of the expected shortfalls for the three stock markets. The blue (red) lines
represent the expected shortfalls for inter- (intra-) portfolios. Note that the expected shortfalls for the inter-community
portfolios are much smaller than for the intra-community portfolios. The monthly time series of expected shortfalls
for the three stock markets consistently quantifies the market risk. We use the optimization procedure under the
normalization constraint to obtain the expected shortfall value. This means the optimized risk in intra-community
portfolios is much larger than that in inter-community portfolios. Reference [27] proposes that the correlation matrix is
a weighted fully-connected network. There is a negative correlation between the indices from different communities.
The lower expected shortfalls of inter-community portfolios have verified this argument. Note that the ES value
increases during crisis periods in all three markets. The ES increases rapidly during market turbulence such as the
subprime crisis beginning in September 2008 and the European debit crisis in the following year.

Figure [7] shows the dependency of ES on portfolio size m. Note that the ES of inter-community portfolios are
lower than those of intra-community portfolios for different portfolio sizes m. The largest inter-community portfolio
size is smaller than the largest intra-community portfolio. This is because the number of communities yielded by the
community detection algorithm is smaller than the size of the largest community.

4. Conclusion

We have analyzed the community structures of the correlation-based networks of three stock markets. The community
structures of the correlation-based networks reveal clear modular stock market structures. Using community structure
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Figure 6: The expected shortfall time series for three stock markets during the whole observation period. The left, center and right columns are
the results for S&P 500, FTSE 350 and SSE 380, respectively. The blue(red) lines are the expected shortfalls for the portfolios constructed by
inter(inside) community stocks.
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Figure 7: The expected shortfalls for three stock markets with different portfolio sizes. The left, center and right columns are the results for S&P
500, FTSE 350 and SSE 380, respectively. The blue(red) lines are the expected shortfalls for the portfolios constructed by inter(inside) community
stocks.

information, we construct risk diversified portfolios with higher return and lower risk. Using both mean-variance
and expected-shortfall frameworks, we construct portfolios and find that the portfolios with inter-community stocks
outperform these with intra-community stocks. This is the first study that uses a community detection algorithm to
analyze the time evolution of correlation-based networks. We apply community partition information to portfolio
selection and find that the community structure of the correlation-based networks of stock markets is important.
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