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W e analyze cross-correlations between price uctuations of di�erent stocks using m ethods of
random m atrix theory (RM T).Using two large databases,we calculate cross-correlation m atricesC
ofreturnsconstructed from (i)30-m in returnsof1000 US stocksforthe2-yrperiod 1994{95 (ii)30-
m in returnsof881 US stocksforthe2-yrperiod 1996{97,and (iii)1-day returnsof422 US stocksfor
the35-yrperiod 1962{96.W etestthestatisticsoftheeigenvalues�i ofC againsta\nullhypothesis"
| a random correlation m atrix constructed from m utually uncorrelated tim e series.W e�nd thata
m ajority oftheeigenvaluesofC fallwithin theRM T bounds[�� ;�+ ]fortheeigenvaluesofrandom
correlation m atrices. W e testthe eigenvalues ofC within the RM T bound foruniversalproperties
ofrandom m atricesand �nd good agreem entwith theresultsfortheG aussian orthogonalensem ble
of random m atrices | im plying a large degree ofrandom ness in the m easured cross-correlation
coe�cients. Further,we �nd that the distribution ofeigenvector com ponents for the eigenvectors
corresponding to the eigenvalues outside the RM T bound display system atic deviations from the
RM T prediction. In addition,we �nd that these \deviating eigenvectors" are stable in tim e. W e
analyzethecom ponentsofthedeviatingeigenvectorsand �nd thatthelargesteigenvaluecorresponds
to an inuence com m on to allstocks. O uranalysis ofthe rem aining deviating eigenvectors shows
distinct groups,whose identities correspond to conventionally-identi�ed business sectors. Finally,
we discussapplicationsto the construction ofportfoliosofstocksthathave a stable ratio ofrisk to
return.

PACS num bers:05.45.Tp,89.90.+ n,05.40.-a,05.40.Fb

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

A .M otivation

Q uantifying correlationsbetween di�erent stocks is a
topic ofinterestnotonly forscienti�c reasonsofunder-
standing the econom y as a com plex dynam icalsystem ,
but also for practicalreasons such as asset allocation
and portfolio-risk estim ation [1{4].Unlikem ostphysical
system s,whereonerelatescorrelationsbetween subunits
to basic interactions,the underlying \interactions" for
the stock m arketproblem are notknown. Here,we an-
alyze cross-correlationsbetween stocksby applying con-
cepts and m ethods ofrandom m atrix theory,developed
in the context ofcom plex quantum system s where the
precise nature ofthe interactions between subunits are
notknown.
In orderto quantify correlations,we�rstcalculatethe

pricechange(\return")ofstock i= 1;:::;N overa tim e
scale�t

G i(t)� lnSi(t+ �t)� lnSi(t); (1)

where Si(t)denotesthe price ofstock i. Since di�erent
stocks have varying levels ofvolatility (standard devia-
tion),wede�ne a norm alized return

gi(t)�
G i(t)� hGii

�i
; (2)

where �i �
p
hG 2

ii� hGii
2 is the standard deviation of

G i,and h� � � idenotesatim eaverageovertheperiod stud-
ied. W e then com pute the equal-tim e cross-correlation
m atrix C with elem ents

Cij � hgi(t)gj(t)i: (3)

By construction,the elem ents Cij are restricted to the
dom ain � 1 � Cij � 1,where Cij = 1 corresponds to
perfect correlations, Cij = � 1 corresponds to perfect
anti-correlations,and Cij = 0 corresponds to uncorre-
lated pairsofstocks.
Thedi�cultiesin analyzingthesigni�canceand m ean-

ing ofthe em piricalcross-correlation coe�cientsC ij are
due to severalreasons,which include the following:
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(i) M arket conditions change with tim e and the cross-
correlations that exist between any pair ofstocks m ay
notbe stationary.

(ii)The �nite length oftim e seriesavailableto estim ate
cross-correlationsintroduces\m easurem entnoise".

Ifwe use a long tim e series to circum vent the problem
of �nite length, our estim ates will be a�ected by the
non-stationarity ofcross-correlations.Forthese reasons,
the em pirically-m easured cross-correlationswillcontain
\random " contributions,and itis a di�cultproblem in
generaltoestim atefrom C thecross-correlationsthatare
nota resultofrandom ness.
How can we identify from Cij,those stocks that re-

m ained correlated (on the average) in the tim e period
studied? To answerthis question,we testthe statistics
ofC against the \nullhypothesis" ofa random corre-
lation m atrix | a correlation m atrix constructed from
m utually uncorrelated tim e series.Ifthe propertiesofC
conform to thoseofa random correlation m atrix,then it
followsthat the contents ofthe em pirically-m easured C

are random . Conversely,deviationsofthe propertiesof
C from those ofa random correlation m atrix convey in-
form ation about\genuine" correlations. Thus,ourgoal
shallbe to com pare the propertiesofC with those ofa
random correlation m atrix and separatethecontentofC
into two groups:(a)the partofC thatconform sto the
propertiesofrandom correlation m atrices(\noise")and
(b)the partofC thatdeviates(\inform ation").

B .B ackground

Thestudy ofstatisticalpropertiesofm atriceswith in-
dependentrandom elem ents| random m atrices| hasa
rich history originating in nuclearphysics[5{13].In nu-
clearphysics,theproblem ofinterest50 yearsagowasto
understand theenergylevelsofcom plexnuclei,which the
existing m odelsfailed to explain.RM T wasdeveloped in
thiscontextby W igner,Dyson,M ehta,and othersin or-
der to explain the statistics ofenergy levels ofcom plex
quantum system s. They postulated that the Ham ilto-
nian describing a heavy nucleus can be described by a
m atrix H with independentrandom elem entsH ij drawn
from a probability distribution [5{9]. Based on this as-
sum ption,a seriesofrem arkable predictions were m ade
which arefound to bein agreem entwith theexperim en-
taldata [5{7].Forcom plex quantum system s,RM T pre-
dictions represent an average over allpossible interac-
tions [8{10]. Deviations from the universalpredictions
ofRM T identify system -speci�c,non-random properties
ofthesystem underconsideration,providing cluesabout
the underlying interactions[11{13].
Recentstudies[14,15]applying RM T m ethodsto ana-

lyzethepropertiesofC show that� 98% oftheeigenval-
uesofC agree with RM T predictions,suggesting a con-

siderable degree ofrandom ness in the m easured cross-
correlations. It is also found that there are deviations
from RM T predictionsfor� 2% ofthe largesteigenval-
ues.Theseresultsprom ptthe following questions:

� W hatisa possibleinterpretation forthedeviations
from RM T?

� Are the deviationsfrom RM T stablein tim e?

� W hat can we infer about the structure ofC from
these results?

� W hat are the practical im plications of these re-
sults?

In the following,we addressthese questionsin detail.
W e �nd that the largest eigenvalue ofC represents the
inuence of the entire m arket that is com m on to all
stocks. O ur analysis ofthe contents of the rem aining
eigenvaluesthatdeviate from RM T showsthe existence
ofcross-correlationsbetween stocksofthe sam e type of
industry,stockshaving large m arketcapitalization,and
stocks of�rm s having business in certain geographical
areas [16,17]. By calculating the scalar product ofthe
eigenvectors from one tim e period to the next,we �nd
thatthe\deviatingeigenvectors"havevaryingdegreesof
tim e stability,quanti�ed by the m agnitude ofthe scalar
product. The largest2-3 eigenvectorsare stable for ex-
tended periodsoftim e,while forthe restofthe deviat-
ing eigenvectors,the tim e stability decreasesas the the
corresponding eigenvaluesare closerto the RM T upper
bound.
To test that the deviating eigenvalues are the only

\genuine" inform ation contained in C,we com pare the
eigenvaluestatisticsofC with theknown universalprop-
erties ofrealsym m etric random m atrices,and we �nd
good agreem entwith theRM T results.Using thenotion
ofthe inverse participation ratio,we analyze the eigen-
vectorsofC and �nd largevaluesofinverseparticipation
ratio at both edges ofthe eigenvalue spectrum | sug-
gesting a \random band" m atrix structureforC.Lastly,
wediscussapplicationsto thepracticalgoalof�nding an
investm ent that provides a given return without expo-
sure to unnecessary risk. In addition,itispossible that
ourm ethodscan also be applied for�ltering out‘noise’
in em pirically-m easured cross-correlation m atrices in a
widevariety ofapplications.
Thispaperisorganized asfollows.Section IIcontains

a briefdescription ofthe data analyzed.Section IIIdis-
cussesthestatisticsofcross-correlation coe�cients.Sec-
tion IV discusses the eigenvalue distribution of C and
com pareswith RM T results. Section V teststhe eigen-
valuestatisticsC foruniversalpropertiesofrealsym m et-
ric random m atricesand Section VIcontainsa detailed
analysisofthecontentsofeigenvectorsthatdeviatefrom
RM T.Section VIIdiscussesthe tim e stability ofthe de-
viating eigenvectors. Section VIIIcontainsapplications
ofRM T m ethods to construct ‘optim al’portfolios that
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have a stable ratio ofrisk to return.Finally,Section IX
containssom econcluding rem arks.

II.D A TA A N A LY ZED

W eanalyzetwo di�erentdatabasescovering securities
from the three m ajor US stock exchanges,nam ely the
New York Stock Exchange(NYSE),theAm erican Stock
Exchange(AM EX),and the NationalAssociation ofSe-
curitiesDealersAutom ated Q uotation (Nasdaq).

� D atabase I: W e analyze the Trades and Q uotes
database,that docum ents alltransactionsfor allm ajor
securitieslisted in allthe three stock exchanges.W e ex-
tractfrom thisdatabase tim e seriesofprices[18]ofthe
1000largeststocksby m arketcapitalization on thestart-
ing date January 3,1994. W e analyze thisdatabase for
the 2-yr period 1994{95 [19]. From this database,we
form L = 6448 records of30-m in returns ofN = 1000
US stocksforthe 2-yrperiod 1994{95.W e also analyze
the prices of a subset com prising 881 stocks (of those
1000 weanalyzefor1994{95)thatsurvived through two
additionalyears 1996{97. From this data, we extract
L = 6448recordsof30-m in returnsofN = 881US stocks
forthe 2-yrperiod 1996{97.

� D atabase II:W e analyze the CenterforResearch in
Security Prices(CRSP)database.The CRSP stock �les
covercom m on stockslisted on NYSE beginning in 1925,
theAM EX beginning in 1962,and theNasdaq beginning
in 1972.The�lesprovidecom pletehistoricaldescriptive
inform ation and m arket data including com prehensive
distribution inform ation, high, low and closing prices,
trading volum es,sharesoutstanding,and totalreturns.
W e analyze daily returnsforthe stocksthatsurvive for
the 35-yrperiod 1962{96 and extractL = 8685 records
of1-day returnsforN = 422 stocks.

III.STA T IST IC S O F C O R R ELA T IO N

C O EFFIC IEN T S

W e analyze the distribution P (Cij) of the elem ents
fCij;i 6= jg of the cross-correlation m atrix C . W e
�rst exam ine P (C ij) for 30-m in returns from the TAQ
database for the 2-yr periods 1994{95 and 1996{97
[Fig.1(a)].First,wenotethatP (Cij)isasym m etricand
centered around a positive m ean value (hCiji> 0),im -
plying thatpositively-correlated behaviorism orepreva-
lent than negatively-correlated (anti-correlated) behav-
ior. Secondly,we �nd thathC ijidepends on tim e,e.g.,
the period 1996{97 shows a larger hCiji than the pe-
riod 1994{95. W e contrast P (Cij) with a control |
a correlation m atrix R with elem ents R ij constructed
from N = 1000 m utually-uncorrelated tim e series,each

of length L = 6448, generated using the em pirically-
found distribution ofstock returns [20,21]. Figure 1(a)
shows that P (R ij) is consistent with a G aussian with
zero m ean,in contrast to P (Cij). In addition,we see
thatthe partofP (Cij)forCij < 0 (which corresponds
to anti-correlations)iswithin theG aussian curveforthe
control,suggesting thepossibility thattheobserved neg-
ativecross-correlationsin C m ay bean e�ectofrandom -
ness.
Figure 1(b) shows P (Cij) for daily returns from the

CRSP databasefor�venon-overlapping7-yrsub-periods
in the 35-yr period 1962{96. W e see that the tim e de-
pendence ofhCiji is m ore pronounced in this plot. In
particular,theperiod containingthem arketcrash ofO c-
tober 19,1987 has the largestaverage value hCiji,sug-
gesting the existence ofcross-correlationsthatare m ore
pronounced in volatileperiodsthan in calm periods.W e
testthispossibility by com paring hCijiwith theaverage
volatility ofthem arket(m easured using theS& P 500in-
dex),which showslargevaluesofhCijiduring periodsof
largevolatility [Fig.2].

IV .EIG EN VA LU E D IST R IB U T IO N O F T H E

C O R R ELA T IO N M A T R IX

As stated above, our aim is to extract inform ation
about cross-correlations from C. So, we com pare the
propertiesofC with those ofa random cross-correlation
m atrix [14]. In m atrix notation,the correlation m atrix
can be expressed as

C =
1

L
G G

T
; (4)

where G is an N � L m atrix with elem ents fgim �

gi(m �t);i= 1;:::;N ;m = 0;:::;L � 1g,and G
T de-

notesthe transposeofG.Therefore,we considera \ran-
dom " correlation m atrix

R =
1

L
A A

T
; (5)

whereA isan N � L m atrix containingN tim eseriesofL
random elem entswith zero m ean and unitvariance,that
arem utually uncorrelated.By construction R belongsto
thetypeofm atricesoften referred toasW ishartm atrices
in m ultivariatestatistics[22].
Statisticalpropertiesofrandom m atricessuch asR are

known [23,24]. Particularly,in the lim it N ! 1 ;L !

1 ,such that Q � L=N is �xed,it was shown analyti-
cally [24]thatthedistribution Prm (�)ofeigenvalues�of
the random correlation m atrix R isgiven by

Prm (�)=
Q

2�

p
(�+ � �)(�� �� )

�
; (6)

for � within the bounds �� � �i � �+ ,where �� and
�+ arethe m inim um and m axim um eigenvaluesofR re-
spectively,given by
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�� = 1+
1

Q
� 2

r
1

Q
: (7)

For �nite L and N ,the abrupt cut-o� ofP rm (�) is re-
placed by a rapidly-decaying edge[25].
W e nextcom pare the eigenvalue distribution P (�) of

C with Prm (�) [14]. W e exam ine �t = 30 m in re-
turns for N = 1000 stocks,each containing L = 6448
records.ThusQ = 6:448,and we obtain �� = 0:36 and
�+ = 1:94 from Eq.(7).W e com pute the eigenvalues�i
ofC,where�i arerank ordered (�i+ 1 > �i).Figure3(a)
com paresthe probability distribution P (�)with P rm (�)
calculated for Q = 6:448. W e note the presence of a
well-de�ned \bulk" ofeigenvalues which fallwithin the
bounds[�� ;�+ ]forPrm (�).W e also note deviationsfor
afew (� 20)largestand sm allesteigenvalues.In particu-
lar,thelargesteigenvalue�1000 � 50 forthe2-yrperiod,
which is� 25 tim eslargerthan �+ = 1:94.
Since Eq.(6) is strictly valid only for L ! 1 and

N ! 1 , we m ust test that the deviations that we
�nd in Fig.3(a) for the largestfew eigenvalues are not
an e�ect of �nite values of L and N . To this end,
we contrast P (�) with the RM T result P rm (�) for the
random correlation m atrix ofEq.(5),constructed from
N = 1000 separate uncorrelated tim e series,each ofthe
sam e length L = 6448. W e �nd good agreem ent with
Eq.(6)[Fig.3(b)],thusshowingthatthedeviationsfrom
RM T found for the largestfew eigenvalues in Fig.3(a)
arenota resultofthe factthatL and N are�nite.
Figure 4 com pares P (�) for C calculated using L =

1737 daily returns of 422 stocks for the 7-yr period
1990{96.W e �nd a well-de�ned bulk ofeigenvaluesthat
fallwithin Prm (�),and deviationsfrom P rm (�)forlarge
eigenvalues| sim ilarto whatwefound for�t= 30 m in
[Fig.3(a)]. Thus,a com parison ofP (�)with the RM T
result Prm (�) allows us to distinguish the bulk of the
eigenvaluespectrum ofC thatagreeswith RM T (random
correlations)from the deviations(genuinecorrelations).

V .U N IV ER SA L P R O P ER T IES:A R E T H E B U LK

O F EIG EN VA LU ES O F C C O N SIST EN T W IT H

R M T ?

Thepresenceofa well-de�ned bulk ofeigenvaluesthat
agree with Prm (�) suggests that the contents ofC are
m ostly random except for the eigenvalues that deviate.
O urconclusion wasbased on thecom parison oftheeigen-
valuedistribution P (�)ofC with thatofrandom m atri-
cesofthetypeR =

1

L
A AT .Q uitegenerally,com parison

ofthe eigenvalue distribution with Prm (�) alone is not
su�cientto supportthe possibility thatthe bulk ofthe
eigenvalue spectrum ofC is random . Random m atrices
that have drastically di�erentP (�) share sim ilar corre-
lation structures in their eigenvalues | universalprop-
erties| thatdepend only on the generalsym m etriesof
the m atrix [11{13]. Conversely,m atrices that have the

sam e eigenvalue distribution can have drastically di�er-
enteigenvaluecorrelations.Therefore,a testofrandom -
nessofC involvesthe investigation ofcorrelationsin the
eigenvalues�i.
Since by de�nition C is a realsym m etric m atrix,we

shalltesttheeigenvaluestatisticsC foruniversalfeatures
of eigenvalue correlations displayed by real sym m etric
random m atrices. Consider a M � M realsym m etric
random m atrix S with o�-diagonalelem ents Sij,which
fori< jareindependentand identically distributed with
zero m ean hSiji= 0 and variance hS2iji> 0. It is con-
jectured based on analytical[26]and extensivenum erical
evidence[11]thatin thelim itM ! 1 ,regardlessofthe
distribution ofelem entsSij,thisclassofm atrices,on the
scale oflocalm ean eigenvalue spacing,display the uni-
versalproperties(eigenvaluecorrelation functions)ofthe
ensem ble ofm atriceswhose elem entsare distributed ac-
cording to a G aussian probability m easure | called the
G aussian orthogonalensem ble(G O E)[11].
Form ally,G O E is de�ned on the space ofrealsym -

m etric m atrices by two requirem ents [11]. The �rst is
thattheensem bleisinvariantunderorthogonaltransfor-
m ations,i.e.,forany G O E m atrix Z,the transform ation
Z! Z0� WT Z W ,whereW isany realorthogonalm atrix
(W W T = I),leaves the joint probability P (Z)dZ ofele-
m entsZij unchanged:P (Z 0)dZ 0= P (Z)dZ.Thesecond
requirem entisthatthe elem entsfZij;i� jg are statis-
tically independent[11].
By de�nition, random cross-correlation m atrices R

(Eq.(5))thatweareinterested in arenotstrictly G O E-
type m atrices,but rather belong to a specialensem ble
called the\chiral"G O E [13,27].Thiscan beseen by the
following argum ent.De�ne a m atrix B

B �

�
0 G

GT 0

�

: (8)

The eigenvalues  ofB are given by det(2I� GG
T ) =

0 and sim ilarly, the eigenvalues � of R are given by
det(�I� GG

T )= 0. Thus,allnon-zero eigenvaluesofB
occurin pairs,i.e.,foreveryeigenvalue�ofR,� = �

p
�

areeigenvaluesofB.Sincetheeigenvaluesoccurpairwise,
theeigenvaluespectraofboth B and R havespecialprop-
ertiesin theneighborhood ofzero thataredi�erentfrom
the standard G O E [13,27]. As these specialproperties
decay rapidly as one goes further from zero,the eigen-
value correlations ofR in the bulk ofthe spectrum are
stillconsistentwith those ofthe standard G O E.There-
fore,ourgoalshallbe to testthe bulk ofthe eigenvalue
spectrum of the em pirically-m easured cross-correlation
m atrix C with the known universalfeaturesofstandard
G O E-typem atrices.
In the following,we test the statisticalproperties of

the eigenvalues ofC for three known universalproper-
ties[11{13]displayed by G O E m atrices:(i)thedistribu-
tion ofnearest-neighboreigenvalue spacingsPnn(s),(ii)
thedistribution ofnext-nearest-neighboreigenvaluespac-
ingsPnnn(s),and (iii)the\num bervariance"statistic�2.
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The analyticalresults for the three properties listed
above hold ifthe spacingsbetween adjacenteigenvalues
(rank-ordered) are expressed in units ofaverage eigen-
value spacing. Q uite generally,the average eigenvalue
spacing changes from one part of the eigenvalue spec-
trum to the next. So,in orderto ensure thatthe eigen-
value spacing has a uniform average value throughout
thespectrum ,wem ust�nd a transform ation called \un-
folding," which m apstheeigenvalues�i to new variables
called \unfolded eigenvalues" �i, whose distribution is
uniform [11{13]. Unfolding ensures that the distances
between eigenvaluesareexpressed in unitsoflocalm ean
eigenvalue spacing [11],and thus facilitates com parison
with theoreticalresults.The proceduresthatwe use for
unfolding the eigenvalue spectrum are discussed in Ap-
pendix A.

A .D istribution ofnearest-neighbor eigenvalue

spacings

W e �rst consider the eigenvalue spacing distribution,
which reectstwo-pointaswellaseigenvaluecorrelation
functionsofallorders.W ecom paretheeigenvaluespac-
ing distribution ofC with thatofG O E random m atrices.
ForG O E m atrices,thedistribution of\nearest-neighbor"
eigenvaluespacingss� �k+ 1 � �k isgiven by [11{13]

PG O E(s)=
�s

2
exp

�

�
�

4
s
2

�

; (9)

often referredtoasthe\W ignersurm ise"[28].TheG aus-
sian decay ofPG O E (s)forlarges[bold curvein Fig.5(a)]
im plies that PG O E(s) \probes" scales only ofthe order
ofoneeigenvaluespacing.Thus,thespacingdistribution
is known to be robust across di�erent unfolding proce-
dures[13].
W e �rst calculate the distribution of the \nearest-

neighborspacings"s� �k+ 1� �k oftheunfolded eigenval-
ues obtained using the G aussian broadening procedure.
Figure5(a)showsthatthedistribution Pnn(s)ofnearest-
neighboreigenvalue spacingsforC constructed from 30-
m in returnsforthe2-yrperiod 1994{95 agreeswellwith
the RM T resultPG O E (s)forG O E m atrices.
Identicalresults are obtained when we use the alter-

native unfolding procedure of�tting the eigenvalue dis-
tribution. In addition,we test the agreem entofPnn(s)
with RM T resultsby �tting Pnn(s)to theone-param eter
Brody distribution [12,13]

PB r(s)= B (1+ �)s� exp(� B s
1+ �); (10)

where B � [�(�+ 2
�+ 1

)]1+ �. The case � = 1 corresponds
to the G O E and � = 0 corresponds to uncorrelated
eigenvalues (Poisson-distributed spacings). W e obtain
� = 0:99� 0:02,in good agreem entwith the G O E pre-
diction � = 1.To testnon-param etrically thatP G O E (s)
is the correct description for Pnn(s), we perform the

K olm ogorov-Sm irnov test.W e�nd thatatthe60% con-
�dence level,a K olm ogorov-Sm irnov test cannot reject
the hypothesis that the G O E is the correct description
forPnn(s).
Next,we analyze the nearest-neighborspacing distri-

bution Pnn(s) for C constructed from daily returns for
four7-yrperiods[Fig.6].W e �nd good agreem entwith
the G O E result ofEq.(9),sim ilar to what we �nd for
C constructed from 30-m in returns. W e also test that
both ofthe unfolding proceduresdiscussed in Appendix
A yield consistentresults. Thus,we have seen thatthe
eigenvalue-spacing distribution ofem pirically-m easured
cross-correlation m atricesC isconsistentwith the RM T
resultforrealsym m etricrandom m atrices.

B .D istribution ofnext-nearest-neighbor eigenvalue

spacings

A second independenttestforG O E isthedistribution
Pnnn(s0)ofnext-nearest-neighborspacingss0� �k+ 2 � �k
between the unfolded eigenvalues. For m atrices ofthe
G O E type,according to a theorem due to Ref.[10],the
next-nearestneighborspacingsfollow thestatisticsofthe
G aussian sym plecticensem ble(G SE)[11{13,29].In par-
ticular, the distribution of next-nearest-neighbor spac-
ingsPnnn(s0)fora G O E m atrix isidenticalto thedistri-
bution ofnearest-neighborspacingsoftheG aussian sym -
plectic ensem ble (G SE)[11,13]. Figure 5(b)showsthat
Pnnn(s0)forthe sam e data asFig.5(a)agreeswellwith
the RM T resultforthe distribution ofnearest-neighbor
spacingsofG SE m atrices,

PG SE(s)=
218

36�3
s
4 exp

�

�
64

9�
s
2

�

: (11)

C .Long-range eigenvalue correlations

To probe for larger scales, pair correlations (\two-
point" correlations)in theeigenvalues,weusethestatis-
tic �2 often called the \num ber variance," which is de-
�ned asthevarianceofthenum berofunfolded eigenval-
uesin intervalsoflength ‘around each �i [11{13],

�2(‘)� h[n(�;‘)� ‘]2i� ; (12)

wheren(�;‘)isthenum berofunfolded eigenvaluesin the
interval[�� ‘=2;�+ ‘=2]and h:::i� denotes an average
over all�. Ifthe eigenvalues are uncorrelated,�2 � ‘.
Fortheoppositeextrem eofa\rigid"eigenvaluespectrum
(e.g.sim pleharm onicoscillator),�2 isaconstant.Q uite
generally,the num bervariance�2 can be expressed as

�2(‘)= ‘� 2

Z ‘

0

(‘� x)Y (x)dx; (13)
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where Y (x) (called \two-levelcluster function") is re-
lated to thetwo-pointcorrelation function [c.f.,Ref.[11],
pp.79].Forthe G O E case,Y (x)isexplicitly given by

Y (x)� s
2(x)+

ds

dx

Z
1

x

s(x0)dx0; (14)

where

s(x)�
sin(�x)

�x
: (15)

For large values of‘,the num ber variance �2 for G O E
hasthe \interm ediate" behavior

�2
� ln‘: (16)

Figure7 showsthat�2(‘)forC calculated using 30-m in
returnsfor1994{95 agreeswellwith the RM T resultof
Eq.(13).Fortherangeof‘shown in Fig.7,both unfold-
ing procedures yield sim ilar results. Consistent results
areobtained forC constructed from daily returns.

D .Im plications

To sum m arize this section,we have tested the statis-
ticsofC foruniversalfeaturesofeigenvalue correlations
displayedbyG O E m atrices.W ehaveseen thatthedistri-
bution ofthenearest-neighborspacingsPnn(s)isin good
agreem ent with the G O E result. To test whether the
eigenvaluesofC display the RM T resultsforlong-range
two-pointeigenvalue correlations,we analyzed the num -
ber variance �2 and found good agreem ent with G O E
results.M oreover,wealso�nd thatthestatisticsofnext-
nearestneighborspacingsconform to the predictionsof
RM T.These�ndingsshow thatthestatisticsofthebulk
ofthe eigenvaluesofthe em piricalcross-correlation m a-
trixC isconsistentwith thoseofarealsym m etricrandom
m atrix.Thus,inform ation aboutgenuinecorrelationsare
contained in thedeviationsfrom RM T,which weanalyze
below.

V I.STA T IST IC S O F EIG EN V EC T O R S

A .D istribution ofeigenvector com ponents

The deviations ofP (�) from the RM T result P rm (�)
suggests that these deviations should also be displayed
in thestatisticsofthecorresponding eigenvectorcom po-
nents [14]. Accordingly,in this section,we analyze the
distribution ofeigenvectorcom ponents.Thedistribution
ofthecom ponentsfuk

l
;l= 1;:::;N gofeigenvectoruk of

arandom correlationm atrixR should conform toaG aus-
sian distribution with m ean zero and unitvariance[13],

�rm (u)=
1

p
2�

exp(
� u2

2
): (17)

First,wecom parethedistribution ofeigenvectorcom -
ponentsofC with Eq.(17).W e analyze�(u)forC com -
puted using 30-m in returnsfor1994{95.W e choose one
typicaleigenvalue �k from the bulk (�� � �k � �+ )
de�ned by Prm (�) ofEq.(6). Figure 8(a) shows that
�(u) for a typicaluk from the bulk shows good agree-
m ent with the RM T result �rm (u). Sim ilar analysis on
the other eigenvectors belonging to eigenvalues within
the bulk yieldsconsistentresults,in agreem entwith the
resultsoftheprevioussectionsthatthebulk agreeswith
random m atrix predictions. W e test the agreem ent of
thedistribution �(u)with �rm (u)by calculating thekur-
tosis, which for a G aussian has the value 3. W e �nd
signi�cant deviations from �rm (u) for � 20 largest and
sm allest eigenvalues. The rem aining eigenvectors have
valuesofkurtosisthatare consistentwith the G aussian
value3.
Consider next the \deviating" eigenvalues �i, larger

than the RM T upperbound,�i > �+ . Figure 8(b)and
(c)show that,fordeviating eigenvalues,thedistribution
ofeigenvector com ponents �(u) deviates system atically
from theRM T result�rm (u).Finally,weexam inethedis-
tribution ofthecom ponentsoftheeigenvectoru1000 cor-
responding to the largesteigenvalue �1000. Figure 8(d)
shows that �(u1000) deviates rem arkably from a G aus-
sian,and is approxim ately uniform ,suggesting that all
stocks participate. In addition,we �nd that alm ost all
com ponents ofu1000 have the sam e sign, thus causing
�(u) to shift to one side. This suggests that the sig-
ni�cant participants ofeigenvector uk have a com m on
com ponentthata�ectsallofthem with the sam ebias.

B .Interpretation ofthe largest eigenvalue and the

corresponding eigenvector

Sinceallcom ponentsparticipatein theeigenvectorcor-
responding to the largesteigenvalue,itrepresentsan in-
uence thatis com m on to allstocks. Thus,the largest
eigenvector quanti�es the qualitative notion that cer-
tain newsbreaks(e.g.,an interestrateincrease)a�ectall
stocksalike[4].O necan also interpretthelargesteigen-
value and itscorresponding eigenvectorasthe collective
‘response’ofthe entire m arketto stim uli. W e quantita-
tivelyinvestigatethisnotion bycom paringtheprojection
(scalarproduct)ofthe tim e seriesG on the eigenvector
u
1000,with a standard m easure ofUS stock m arketper-
form ance | the returns G SP(t) ofthe S& P 500 index.
W e calculate the projection G 1000(t) ofthe tim e series
G j(t)on the eigenvectoru1000,

G
1000(t)�

1000X

j= 1

u
1000
j G j(t): (18)

By de�nition,G 1000(t) shows the return ofthe portfo-
lio de�ned by u1000. W e com pare G 1000(t)with G SP(t),
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and �nd rem arkably sim ilar behavior for the two, in-
dicated by a large value of the correlation coe�cient
hG SP(t)G 1000(t)i = 0:85. Figure 9 shows G 1000(t) re-
gressed against G SP (t), which shows relatively narrow
scatteraround a linear�t.Thus,weinterprettheeigen-
vectoru1000 asquantifying m arket-wideinuenceson all
stocks[14,15].
W e analyze C at larger tim e scales of �t = 1 day

and �nd sim ilar results as above,suggesting that sim -
ilar correlation structures exist for quite di�erent tim e
scales. O ur results for the distribution of eigenvector
com ponentsagreewith thosereported in Ref.[14],where
�t = 1 day returns are analyzed. W e next investigate
how thelargesteigenvaluechangesasa function oftim e.
Figure 2 shows the tim e dependence [30]ofthe largest
eigenvalue (�422)forthe 35-yrperiod 1962{96.W e �nd
large values ofthe largest eigenvalue during periods of
high m arket volatility,which suggests strong collective
behaviorin regim esofhigh volatility.
O ne way ofstatistically m odeling an inuence thatis

com m on to allstocksisto expressthereturn G i ofstock
ias

G i(t)= �i+ �iM (t)+ �i(t); (19)

where M (t)is an additive term that isthe sam e for all
stocks,h�(t)i= 0,�i and �i arestock-speci�cconstants,
and hM (t)�(t)i= 0. Thiscom m on term M (t)givesrise
tocorrelationsbetween anypairofstocks.Thedecom po-
sition ofEq.(19)form sthebasisofwidely-used econom ic
m odels,such asm ulti-factorm odelsand theCapitalAs-
set Pricing M odel[4,31{47]. Since u1000 represents an
inuence thatis com m on to allstocks,we can approxi-
m ate the term M (t) with G 1000(t). The param eters �i
and �i can therefore be estim ated by an ordinary least
squaresregression.
Next,we rem ove the contribution ofG 1000(t)to each

tim e series G i(t), and construct C from the residuals
�i(t) of Eq.(19). Figure 10 shows that the distribu-
tion P (Cij) thus obtained has signi�cantly sm aller av-
erage value hCiji,showing that a large degree ofcross-
correlationscontained in C can be attributed to the in-
uence ofthe largest eigenvalue (and its corresponding
eigenvector)[48,49].

C .N um ber ofsigni�cant participants in an

eigenvector: Inverse Participation R atio

Having studied the interpretation ofthe largesteigen-
value which deviatessigni�cantly from RM T results,we
nextfocuson therem aining eigenvalues.Thedeviations
ofthe distribution ofcom ponents ofan eigenvector uk

from the RM T prediction of a G aussian is m ore pro-
nounced as the separation from the RM T upper bound
�k � �+ increases. Since proxim ity to �+ increasesthe
e�ectsofrandom ness,wequantify thenum berofcom po-
nents that participate signi�cantly in each eigenvector,

which in turn reectsthedegreeofdeviation from RM T
resultforthedistribution ofeigenvectorcom ponents.To
this end,we use the notion ofthe inverse participation
ratio (IPR),often applied in localization theory [13,50].
TheIPR ofthe eigenvectoruk isde�ned as

I
k
�

NX

l= 1

[ukl]
4
; (20)

where ukl,l= 1;:::;1000 are the com ponents ofeigen-
vectoruk. The m eaning ofIk can be illustrated by two
lim iting cases: (i) a vector with identicalcom ponents
ukl � 1=

p
N hasIk = 1=N ,whereas(ii)avectorwith one

com ponentuk1 = 1 and the rem ainder zero has Ik = 1.
Thus,theIPR quanti�esthereciprocalofthenum berof
eigenvectorcom ponentsthatcontributesigni�cantly.
Figure 11(a) shows Ik for the case ofthe controlof

Eq.(5)using tim e serieswith the em pirically-found dis-
tribution of returns [20]. The average value of Ik is
hIi � 3 � 10� 3 � 1=N with a narrow spread,indicat-
ing that the vectors are extended [50,51]| i.e., alm ost
allcom ponentscontributeto them .Fluctuationsaround
thisaveragevalue are con�ned to a narrow range(stan-
dard deviation of1:5� 10� 4).
Figure11(b)showsthatIk forC constructed from 30-

m in returnsfrom the period 1994{95,agreeswith Ik of
the random controlin the bulk (�� < �i < �+ ). In
contrast,theedgesoftheeigenvaluespectrum ofC show
signi�cantdeviationsofIk from hIi. The largesteigen-
value has 1=Ik � 600 for the 30-m in data [Fig.11(b)]
and 1=Ik � 320 forthe 1-day data [Fig.11(c)and (d)],
showing thatalm ostallstocksparticipate in the largest
eigenvector. Forthe restofthe large eigenvalueswhich
deviate from the RM T upper bound,Ik values are ap-
proxim ately4-5tim eslargerthan hIi,showingthatthere
arevaryingnum bersofstockscontributingtotheseeigen-
vectors.In addition,wealso �nd thattherearelargeIk

valuesforvectorscorrespondingtofew ofthesm alleigen-
values�i � 0:25 < �� . The deviationsatboth edgesof
theeigenvaluespectrum areconsiderably largerthan hIi,
which suggeststhatthevectorsarelocalized [50,51]| i.e.,
only a few stockscontributeto them .
The presence ofvectors with large values ofIk also

arisesin the theory ofAnderson localization[52]. In the
contextoflocalization theory,one frequently �nds\ran-
dom band m atrices"[50]containing extended stateswith
sm allIk in thebulk oftheeigenvaluespectrum ,whereas
edge states are localized and have large Ik. O ur �nd-
ing oflocalized statesforsm alland large eigenvaluesof
the cross-correlation m atrix C is rem iniscent ofAnder-
son localization and suggeststhatC m ay havea random
band m atrix structure. A random band m atrix B has
elem entsB ij independently drawn from di�erentproba-
bility distributions. These distributions are often taken
to be G aussian param eterized by their variance,which
depends on i and j. Although such m atrices are ran-
dom ,they stillcontain probabilistic inform ation arising
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from thefactthata m etriccan bede�ned on theirsetof
indicesi.A related,butdistinctway ofanalyzing cross-
correlationsby de�ning ‘ultra-m etric’distanceshasbeen
studied in Ref.[16].

D .Interpretation ofdeviating eigenvectors u990{u999

W e quantify the num ber ofsigni�cantparticipantsof
an eigenvectorusing the IPR,and we exam ine the 1=Ik

com ponentsofeigenvectoruk forcom m on features[17].
A directexam ination oftheseeigenvectors,however,does
not yield a straightforward interpretation oftheir eco-
nom ic relevance. To interpret their m eaning, we note
thatthelargesteigenvalueisan orderofm agnitudelarger
than the others,which constrains the rem aining N � 1
eigenvalues since Tr C = N . Thus,in order to analyze
the deviating eigenvectors,we m ustrem ovethe e�ectof
the largesteigenvalue�1000.
In orderto avoid thee�ectof�1000,and thusG 1000(t),

on the returns ofeach stock G i(t),we perform the re-
gression of Eq.(19), and com pute the residuals �i(t).
W ethen calculatethecorrelation m atrix C using �i(t)in
Eq.(2)and Eq.(3).Next,we com pute the eigenvectors
uk ofC thusobtained,and analyzetheirsigni�cantpar-
ticipants. The eigenvector u999 contains approxim ately
1=I999 = 300signi�cantparticipants,which areallstocks
with large values of m arket capitalization. Figure 12
showsthatthem agnitudeoftheeigenvectorcom ponents
ofu999 showsan approxim ately logarithm ic dependence
on them arketcapitalizationsofthecorrespondingstocks.
W enextanalyzethesigni�cantcontributorsoftherest

oftheeigenvectors.W e�nd thateach ofthesedeviating
eigenvectors contains stocks belonging to sim ilar or re-
lated industriesassigni�cantcontributors.TableIshows
thetickersym bolsand industry groups(Standard Indus-
try Classi�cation (SIC) code) for stocks corresponding
to the ten largesteigenvectorcom ponentsofeach eigen-
vector.W e �nd thatthese eigenvectorspartition the set
of allstocks into distinct groups which contain stocks
with large m arket capitalization (u999),stocks of�rm s
in the electronicsand com puterindustry (u998),a com -
bination ofgold m ining and investm ent�rm s(u996 and
u997),banking�rm s(u994),oilandgasre�ningand equip-
m ent(u993),auto m anufacturing �rm s(u992),drug m an-
ufacturing �rm s(u991),and paperm anufacturing (u990).
O ne eigenvector (u995) displays a m ixture of three in-
dustry groups| telecom m unications,m etalm ining,and
banking.An exam ination ofthese�rm sshowssigni�cant
businessactivity in Latin Am erica. O urresultsare also
represented schem atically in Fig.13. A sim ilar classi�-
cation ofstocks into sectors using di�erent m ethods is
obtained in Ref.[16].
Insteadofperform ingtheregressionofEq(19),onecan

rem ovetheU-shaped intra-daily pattern usingtheproce-
dureofRef[53]and com puteC.Theresultsthusobtained
areconsistentwith thoseobtained usingtheprocedureof

using the residualsofthe regression ofEq.(19)to com -
puteC (TableI).O ften C isconstructed from returnsat
longertim e scales of�t= 1 week or 1 m onth to avoid
shorttim e scalee�ects[54].

E.Sm allest eigenvalues and their corresponding

eigenvectors

Havingexam ined thelargesteigenvalues,wenextfocus
on thesm allesteigenvalueswhich show largevaluesofIk

[Fig.11]. W e �nd that the eigenvectors corresponding
to the sm allesteigenvaluescontain assigni�cantpartic-
ipants,pairs ofstocks which have the largest values of
Cij in oursam ple.Forexam ple,the two largestcom po-
nentsofu1 correspond tothestocksofTexasInstrum ents
(TXN) and M icron Technology (M U) with Cij = 0:64,
the largest correlation coe�cient in our sam ple. The
largestcom ponentsofu2 areTelefonosdeM exico(TM X)
and G rupoTelevisa(TV)with Cij = 0:59(second largest
correlation coe�cient). The eigenvectoru 3 showsNew-
m ontG old Com pany (NG C)and Newm ontM ining Cor-
poration (NEM ) with Cij = 0:50 (third largest corre-
lation coe�cient) as largest com ponents. In allthree
eigenvectors,the relative sign ofthe two largestcom po-
nentsisnegative.Thuspairsofstockswith a correlation
coe�cientm uch largerthan theaveragehC ijie�ectively
\decouple" from otherstocks.
Theappearanceofstronglycorrelatedpairsofstocksin

the eigenvectorscorresponding to the sm allesteigenval-
uesofC can be qualitatively understood by considering
the exam pleofa 2� 2 cross-correlation m atrix

C2� 2 =

�
1 c

c 1

�

: (21)

The eigenvalues ofC2� 2 are �� = 1 � c. The sm aller
eigenvalue �� decreases m onotonically with increasing
cross-correlation coe�cientc. The corresponding eigen-
vector is the anti-sym m etric linear com bination ofthe

basis vectors

�
1
0

�

and

�
0
1

�

,in agreem ent with our

em pirical�nding thattherelativesign oflargestcom po-
nentsofeigenvectorscorrespondingtothesm allesteigen-
valuesisnegative.In thissim pleexam ple,thesym m etric
linearcom bination ofthetwobasisvectorsappearsasthe
eigenvectorofthe large eigenvalue �+ . Indeed,we �nd
that TXN and M U are the largestcom ponents ofu998,
TM X and TV are the largest com ponents ofu995,and
NEM and NG C arethelargestand third largestcom po-
nentsofu997.

V II.STA B ILIT Y O F EIG EN V EC T O R S IN T IM E

W e nextinvestigate the degree ofstability in tim e of
the eigenvectors corresponding to the eigenvalues that
deviate from RM T results. Since deviationsfrom RM T
resultsim ply genuinecorrelationswhich rem ain stablein
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the period used to com pute C,we expect the deviating
eigenvectorsto show som edegreeoftim e stability.
W e �rst identify the p eigenvectors corresponding to

the p largest eigenvalues which deviate from the RM T
upperbound �+ . W e then constructa p� N m atrix D
with elem ents D kj = fukj ;k = 1;:::;p;j = 1;:::;N g.
Next,wecom putea p� p \overlap m atrix" O(t;�)= DA

D
T
B ,with elem ents O ij de�ned as the scalarproduct of

eigenvectorui ofperiod A (starting attim e t= t)with
u
j ofperiod B ata latertim e t+ �,

O ij(t;�)�
NX

k= 1

D ik(t)D jk(t+ �): (22)

Ifallthe p eigenvectorsare\perfectly" non-random and
stablein tim e O ij = �ij.
W e study the overlap m atrices O using both high-

frequency and daily data.Forhigh-frequency data (L =
6448 recordsat30-m in intervals),we use a m oving win-
dow oflength L = 1612,and slide itthrough the entire
2-yrperiod using discretetim estepsL=4= 403.W e�rst
identify the eigenvectors ofthe correlation m atrices for
each ofthese tim e periods. W e then calculate overlap
m atrices O(t = 0;� = nL=4),where n 2 f1;2;3;:::g,
between the eigenvectorsfort= 0 and fort= �.
Figure14showsagreyscalepixel-representationofthe

m atrix O (t;�),for di�erent �. First,we note that the
eigenvectorsthatdeviate from RM T boundsshow vary-
ing degreesofstability (O ij(t;�))in tim e.In particular,
the stability in tim e islargestforu1000. Even atlagsof
� = 1 yrthe corresponding overlap � 0:85.The rem ain-
ing eigenvectorsshow decreasing am ountsofstability as
the RM T upperbound �+ isapproached.In particular,
the 3-4 largesteigenvectorsshow large valuesofO ij for
up to � = 1 yr.
Next,we repeat our analysis for daily returns of422

stocks using 8685 records of1-day returns,and a slid-
ing window oflength L = 965 with discrete tim e steps
L=5 = 193 days. Instead ofcalculating O(t;�) for all
starting points t,we calculate O(�)� h O(t;�) it,aver-
agedoverallt= nL=5,wheren 2 f0;1;2;:::g.Figure15
showsgreyscalerepresentationsofO (�)forincreasing�.
W e �nd sim ilarresultsasfound forshortertim e scales,
and �nd thateigenvectorscorresponding to thelargest2
eigenvaluesarestablefortim escalesaslargeas� = 20yr.
In particular,the eigenvector u422 shows an overlap of
� 0:8 even overtim e scalesof� = 30 yr.

V III.A P P LIC A T IO N S T O P O R T FO LIO

O P T IM IZA T IO N

Therandom nessofthe\bulk"seen in theprevioussec-
tionshasim plicationsin optim alportfolio selection [54].
W eillustratetheseusingtheM arkowitztheoryofoptim al
portfolio selection [3,17,55].Considera portfolio �(t)of
stockswith pricesSi.The return on �(t)isgiven by

� =
NX

i= 1

wiG i; (23)

where G i(t) is the return on stock iand wi is the frac-
tion ofwealth invested in stock i. The fractionswi are
norm alized such that

P N

i= 1
wi = 1. The risk in holding

the portfolio �(t)can be quanti�ed by the variance


2 =
NX

i= 1

NX

j= 1

wiwjCij�i�j ; (24)

where �i is the standard deviation (average volatility)
ofG i,and Cij are elem entsofthe cross-correlation m a-
trix C.In order to �nd an optim alportfolio,we m ust
m inim ize
2 undertheconstraintthatthereturn on the
portfolio issom e�xed value�.In addition,wealso have
theconstraintthat

P N

i= 1
wi = 1.M inim izing 
2 subject

to these two constraints can be im plem ented by using
two Lagrangem ultipliers,which yieldsa system oflinear
equationsforwi,which can then besolved.Theoptim al
portfoliosthuschosen can berepresented asa plotofthe
return � asa function ofrisk 
 2 [Fig.16].
To �nd the e�ect ofrandom nessofC on the selected

optim alportfolio,we�rstpartition thetim eperiod 1994{
95 into two one-yearperiods.Using thecross-correlation
m atrixC94 for1994,and G ifor1995,weconstructafam -
ily ofoptim alportfolios,and plot� asa function ofthe
predicted risk 
2

p for1995 [Fig.16(a)].Forthisfam ily of
portfolios,we also com pute the risk 
2

r realized during
1995 using C95 [Fig.16(a)]. W e �nd thatthe predicted
riskissigni�cantlysm allerwhen com paredtotherealized
risk,


2
r � 
2p

2
p

� 170% : (25)

Since the m eaningfulinform ation in C iscontained in
thedeviatingeigenvectors(whoseeigenvaluesareoutside
theRM T bounds),wem ustconstructa ‘�ltered’correla-
tion m atrix C0,by retaining only thedeviating eigenvec-
tors. To this end,we �rst construct a diagonalm atrix
�0,with elem ents �0

ii = f0;:::;0;�988;:::;�1000g. W e
then transform �0 to the basis ofC,thus obtaining the
‘�ltered’cross-correlation m atrix C0.In addition,we set
thediagonalelem entsC 0

ii = 1,topreserveTr(C)= Tr(C0)
= N . W e repeat the above calculations for �nding the
optim alportfolio using C0 instead ofC in Eq.(24).Fig-
ure16(b)showsthattherealized risk isnow m uch closer
to the predicted risk


2
r � 
2p

2
p

� 25% : (26)

Thus,theoptim alportfoliosconstructed usingC0aresig-
ni�cantly m orestablein tim e.
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IX .C O N C LU SIO N S

How can we understand the deviating eigenvalues |
i.e.,correlationsthatarestablein tim e? O neapproach is
to postulate thatreturnscan be separated into idiosyn-
craticand com m on com ponents| i.e.,thatreturnscan
beseparated into di�erentadditive\factors",which rep-
resentvariouseconom icinuencesthatarecom m on to a
setofstockssuch asthetypeofindustry,orthee�ectof
news[4,31{49,56,57].
O n theotherhand,in physicalsystem sonestartsfrom

the interactions between the constituents,and then re-
latesinteractionstocorrelated\m odes"ofthesystem .In
econom icsystem s,weaskifasim ilarm echanism can give
rise to the correlated behavior. In orderto answerthis
question,we m odelstock price dynam icsby a fam ily of
stochastic di�erentialequations[59],which describe the
‘instantaneous" returns gi(t) =

d

dt
lnSi(t) as a random

walk with couplingsJij

�o@tgi(t)= � rigi(t)� �g
3
i(t)+

X

j

Jijgj(t)+
1

�o
�i(t) : (27)

Here,�i(t)are G aussian random variableswith correla-
tion function h�i(t)�j(t0)i = �ij�o�(t� t0), and �o sets
the tim e scale ofthe problem . In the context ofa soft
spin m odel,the �rst two term s in the rhs ofEq.(27)
arise from the derivative ofa double-wellpotential,en-
forcing the softspin constraint. The interaction am ong
soft-spins is given by the couplings Jij. In the absence
ofthecubicterm ,and withoutinteractions,�o=ri arere-
laxation tim esofthehgi(t)gi(t+ �)icorrelation function.
Thereturn G i ata �nitetim einterval�tisgiven by the
integralofgi over�t.
Equation (27) is sim ilar to the linearized description

ofinteracting \softspins" [58]and isa generalized case
ofthe m odels ofRefs.[59]. W ithout interactions,the
variance ofprice changeson a scale �t� � i isgiven by
h(G i(�t))2i= �t=(r 2�i),in agreem entwith recentstud-
ies [61],where stock price changes are described by an
anom alousdi�usion and the varianceofprice changesis
decom posed into a productoftrading frequency (analog
of1=�i)and the squareofan \im pactparam eter" which
isrelated to liquidity (analog of1=r).
As the coupling strengths increase,the soft-spin sys-

tem undergoesa transition to an ordered statewith per-
m anent localm agnetizations. At the transition point,
the spin dynam ics are very \slow" as reected in a
powerlaw decay ofthe spin autocorrelation function in
tim e. To test whether this signature ofstrong interac-
tionsispresentforthestock m arketproblem ,weanalyze
the correlation functions c(k)(�) � hG(k)(t)G (k)(t+ �)i,
where G (k)(t) �

P 1000

i= 1
ukiG i(t) is the tim e series de-

�ned by eigenvectoruk. Instead ofanalyzing c(k)(�)di-
rectly,weapplythedetrended uctuation analysis(DFA)
m ethod [60]. Figure 17 showsthatthe correlation func-
tionsc(k)(�)indeed decayaspowerlaws [62]forthedevi-
atingeigenvectorsuk | in sharp contrasttothebehavior

ofc(k)(�)fortherestoftheeigenvectorsand theautocor-
relation functions ofindividualstocks,which show only
short-ranged correlations. W e interpretthisasevidence
forstrong interactions[63].
In the absence ofthe non-linearities(cubic term ),we

obtain only exponentially-decaying correlation functions
forthe \m odes" corresponding to the large eigenvalues,
which isinconsistentwith our�nding ofpower-law cor-
relations.
To sum m arize,wehavetested theeigenvaluestatistics

oftheem pirically-m easured correlation m atrix C against
thenullhypothesisofa random correlation m atrix.This
allows us to distinguish genuine correlations from \ap-
parent" correlations that are present even for random
m atrices. W e �nd thatthe bulk ofthe eigenvalue spec-
trum ofC sharesuniversalpropertieswith the G aussian
orthogonalensem ble ofrandom m atrices. Further, we
analyze the deviationsfrom RM T,and �nd that(i)the
largesteigenvalueand itscorresponding eigenvectorrep-
resenttheinuenceoftheentirem arketon allstocks,and
(ii) using the restofthe deviating eigenvectors,we can
partition thesetofallstocksstudied intodistinctsubsets
whose identity corresponds to conventionally-identi�ed
businesssectors.Thesesectorsarestablein tim e,in som e
casesforasm any as30 years.Finally,wehaveseen that
thedeviating eigenvectorsareusefulfortheconstruction
ofoptim alportfolioswhich have a stable ratio ofrisk to
return.
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A P P EN D IX A :\U N FO LD IN G " T H E

EIG EN VA LU E D IST R IB U T IO N

As discussed in Section V,random m atrices display
universalfunctionalform sforeigenvaluecorrelationsthat
depend only on the generalsym m etries ofthe m atrix.
A �rst step to test the data for such universalproper-
tiesisto �nd a transform ation called \unfolding," which
m apstheeigenvalues�itonew variablescalled \unfolded
eigenvalues" �i, whose distribution is uniform [11{13].
Unfolding ensures that the distances between eigenval-
uesareexpressed in unitsoflocalm ean eigenvaluespac-
ing [11],and thusfacilitatescom parison with analytical
results.
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W e�rstde�nethe cum ulativedistribution function of
eigenvalues,which counts the num ber ofeigenvalues in
the interval�i � �,

F (�)= N

Z �

� 1

P (x)dx; (A1)

whereP (x)denotestheprobabilitydensityofeigenvalues
and N isthe totalnum berofeigenvalues. The function
F (�)can bedecom posed into an averageand a uctuat-
ing part,

F (�)= F av(�)+ F uc(�): (A2)

Since Puc � dFuc(�)=d�= 0 on average,

Prm (�)�
dFav(�)

d�
(A3)

is the averaged eigenvalue density. The dim ensionless,
unfolded eigenvaluesarethen given by

�i � Fav(�i): (A4)

Thus,the problem is to �nd Fav(�). W e follow two
proceduresforobtaining the unfolded eigenvalues�i:(i)
a phenom enologicalprocedure referred to as G aussian
broadening [11{13],and (ii) �tting the cum ulative dis-
tribution function F (�) ofEq.(A1)with the analytical
expression forF (�)using Eq.(6).These proceduresare
discussed below.

1. G aussian B roadening

G aussian broadening [64]is a phenom enologicalpro-
cedure that aim s at approxim ating the function Fav(�)
de�ned in Eq.A2 using a series ofG aussian functions.
Considerthe eigenvaluedistribution P (�),which can be
expressed as

P (�)=
1

N

NX

i= 1

�(�� �i): (A5)

The�-functionsabouteach eigenvalueareapproxim ated
by choosing a G aussian distribution centered around
each eigenvaluewith standard deviation (�k+ a� �k� a)=2,
where 2a is the size of the window used for broaden-
ing [65]. Integrating Eq.(A5) provides an approxim a-
tion to the function Fav(�) in the form of a series of
errorfunctions,which using Eq.(A4)yieldstheunfolded
eigenvalues.

2. Fitting the eigenvalue distribution

Phenom enologicalproceduresare likely to contain ar-
ti�cialscales,which can lead to an \over-�tting" ofthe
sm ooth part Fav(�) by adding contributions from the

uctuating partFuc(�). The second procedure forun-
folding aim satcircum venting thisproblem by �tting the
cum ulative distribution ofeigenvalues F (�) (Eq.(A1))
with the analyticalexpression for

Frm (�)= N

Z �

� 1

Prm (x)dx; (A6)

where Prm (�) is the probability density of eigenvalues
from Eq.(6). The �tisperform ed with �� ,�+ ,and N

asfreeparam eters.The�tted function isan estim atefor
Fav(�),whereby we obtain the unfolded eigenvalues �i.
O nedi�culty with thism ethod isthatthe deviationsof
thespectrum ofC from Eq.(6)can bequitepronounced
in certain periods,and itisdi�cultto �nd a good �tof
the cum ulativedistribution ofeigenvaluesto Eq.(A6).
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TABLE I. Largestten com ponentsoftheeigenvectorsu999

up to u991.The colum nsshow tickersym bols,industry type,
and the Standard Industry Classi�cation (SIC) code respec-
tively.

Ticker Industry Industry Code

u
999

XO N O il& G asEquipm ent/Services 2911
PG Cleaning Products 2840
JNJ D rug M anufacturers/M ajor 2834
KO Beverages-SoftD rinks 2080
PFE D rug M anufacturers/M ajor 2834
BEL Telecom Services/D om estic 4813
M O B O il& G asEquipm ent/Services 2911
BEN AssetM anagem ent 6282
UN Food -M ajorD iversi�ed 2000
AIG Property/Casualty Insurance 6331

u
998

TXN Sem iconductor-Broad Line 3674
M U Sem iconductor-M em ory Chips 3674
LSI Sem iconductor-Specialized 3674
M O T Electronic Equipm ent 3663
CPQ PersonalCom puters 3571
CY Sem iconductor-Broad Line 3674
TER Sem iconductorEquip/M aterials 3825
NSM Sem iconductor-Broad Line 3674
HW P D iversi�ed Com puterSystem s 3570
IBM D iversi�ed Com puterSystem s 3570

u
997

PD G G old 1040
NEM G old 1040
NG C G old 1040
ABX G old 1040
ASA Closed-End Fund -(G old) 6799
HM G old 1040
BM G G old 1040
AU G old 1040
HSM G eneralBuilding M aterials 5210
M U Sem iconductor-M em ory Chips 3674

u
996

NEM G old 1040
PD G G old 1040
ABX G old 1040

HM G old 1040
NG C G old 1040
ASA Closed-End Fund -(G old) 6799
BM G G old 1040
CHL W irelessCom m unications 4813
CM B M oney CenterBanks 6021
CCI M oney CenterBanks 6021

u
995

TM X Telecom m unication Services/Foreign 4813
TV Broadcasting -Television 4833
M XF Closed-End Fund -Foreign 6726
ICA Heavy Construction 1600
G TR Heavy Construction 1600
CTC Telecom Services/Foreign 4813
PB Beverages-SoftD rinks 2086
YPF IndependentO il& G as 2911
TXN Sem iconductor-Broad Line 3674
M U Sem iconductor-M em ory Chips 3674

u
994

BAC M oney CenterBanks 6021
CHL W irelessCom m unications 4813
BK M oney CenterBanks 6022
CCI M oney CenterBanks 6021
CM B M oney CenterBanks 6021
BT M oney CenterBanks 6022
JPM M oney CenterBanks 6022
M EL Regional-NortheastBanks 6021
NB M oney CenterBanks 6021
W FC M oney CenterBanks 6021

u
993

BP O il& G asEquipm ent/Services 2911
M O B O il& G asEquipm ent/Services 2911
SLB O il& G asEquipm ent/Services 1389
TX M ajorIntegrated O il/G as 2911
UCL O il& G asRe�ning/M arketing 1311
ARC O il& G asEquipm ent/Services 2911
BHI O il& G asEquipm ent/Services 3533
CHV M ajorIntegrated O il/G as 2911
APC IndependentO il& G as 1311
AN Auto D ealerships 2911

u
992

FPR Auto M anufacturers/M ajor 3711
F Auto M anufacturers/M ajor 3711
C Auto M anufacturers/M ajor 3711
G M Auto M anufacturers/M ajor 3711
TXN Sem iconductor-Broad Line 3674
AD I Sem iconductor-Broad Line 3674
CY Sem iconductor-Broad Line 3674
TER Sem iconductorEquip/M aterials 3825
M G A Auto Parts 3714
LSI Sem iconductor-Specialized 3674

u
991

ABT D rug M anufacturers/M ajor 2834
PFE D rug M anufacturers/M ajor 2834
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SG P D rug M anufacturers/M ajor 2834
LLY D rug M anufacturers/M ajor 2834
JNJ D rug M anufacturers/M ajor 2834
AHC O il& G asRe�ning/M arketing 2911
BM Y D rug M anufacturers/M ajor 2834
HAL O il& G asEquipm ent/Services 1600
W LA D rug M anufacturers/M ajor 2834
BHI O il& G asEquipm ent/Services 3533
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FIG .1. (a)P (C ij)forC calculated using 30-m in returnsof
1000 stocks for the 2-yr period 1994{95 (solid line) and 881
stocksforthe 2-yrperiod 1996{97 (dashed line).Forthe pe-
riod 1996{97 hC iji= 0:06,largerthan the value hC iji= 0:03
for1994{95.Theshaded region showsthedistribution ofcor-
relation coe�cientsforthecontrolP (R ij)ofEq.(5),which is
consistentwith a G aussian distribution with zero m ean. (b)
P (C ij)calculated from daily returnsof422 stocksfor�ve7-yr
sub-periods in the 35 years 1962{96. W e �nd a large value
ofhC iji = 0:18 for the period 1983{89, com pared with the
average hC iji= 0:10 forthe otherperiods.
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FIG .2. The stair-step curve shows the average value of
the correlation coe�cients hC iji,calculated from 422 � 422
correlation m atrices C constructed from daily returns using
a sliding L = 965 day tim e window in discrete steps of
L=5 = 193 days. The diam onds correspond to the largest
eigenvalue �422 (scaled by a factor 4 � 102) for the correla-
tion m atrices thus obtained. The bottom curve shows the
S& P 500 volatility (scaled for clarity) calculated from daily
recordswith a sliding window oflength 40 days.W e�nd that
both hC ijiand �422 have large valuesfor periods containing
the m arketcrash ofO ctober19,1987.
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FIG .3. (a)Eigenvaluedistribution P (�)forC constructed
from the 30-m in returns for 1000 stocks for the 2-yr period
1994{95. The solid curve shows the RM T result Prm (�) of
Eq.(6).W enote severaleigenvaluesoutside the RM T upper
bound �+ (shaded region).Theinsetshowsthelargesteigen-
value �1000 � 50 � �+ .(b)P (�)forthe random correlation
m atrix R,com puted from N = 1000 com puter-generated ran-
dom uncorrelated tim e series with length L = 6448 shows
good agreem entwith the RM T result,Eq.(6)(solid curve).
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FIG .4. P (�) for C constructed from daily returns of422
stocksforthe7-yrperiod 1990{96.Thesolid curveshowsthe
RM T resultPrm (�)ofEq.(6)using N = 422 and L = 1;737.
The dot-dashed curve showsa �tto P (�)using P rm (�)with
�+ and �� as free param eters. W e �nd sim ilar results as
found in Fig.3(a)for30-m in returns.The largesteigenvalue
(notshown)hasthe value �422 = 46:3.
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FIG .5. (a) Nearest-neighbor (nn) spacing distribution
Pnn(s) ofthe unfolded eigenvalues �i ofC constructed from
30-m in returns for the 2-yr period 1994{95. W e �nd good
agreem entwith theG O E resultPG O E (s)[Eq.(9)](solid line).
The dashed line is a �t to the one param eter Brody dis-
tribution PB r [Eq. (10)]. The �t yields � = 0:99 � 0:02,
in good agreem ent with the G O E prediction � = 1. A
K olm ogorov-Sm irnov test shows that the G O E is 105 tim es
m ore likely to be the correct description than the G aus-
sian unitary ensem ble,and 1020 tim es m ore likely than the
G SE.(b)Next-nearest-neighbor(nnn)eigenvaluespacing dis-
tribution Pnnn(s) of C com pared to the nearest-neighbor
spacing distribution of G SE shows good agreem ent. A
K olm ogorov-Sm irnov test cannot reject the hypothesis that
PG SE (s)isthecorrectdistribution atthe65% con�dencelevel.
The results shown above are using the G aussian broadening
procedure. Using the second procedure of�tting F (�) (Ap-
pendix A)yieldssim ilarresults.
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FIG .6. Nearest-neighbor spacing distribution P (s)ofthe
unfolded eigenvalues�i ofC com puted from thedaily returns
of422 stocks for the 7-yr periods (a) 1962{68 (b) 1976{82
(c)1983{89,and (d)1990{96. W e �nd good agreem entwith
the G O E result (solid curve). The unfolding was perform ed
by using the procedure of�tting the cum ulative distribution
ofeigenvalues(Appendix A).G aussian broadening procedure
also yieldssim ilarresults.
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FIG .8. (a) D istribution �(u) ofeigenvector com ponents
foroneeigenvaluein thebulk �� < �< � + showsgood agree-
m entwith theRM T prediction ofEq.(17)(solid curve).Sim -
ilarresultsareobtained forothereigenvaluesin thebulk.�(u)
for(b)u996 and (c)u999,corresponding to eigenvalueslarger
than theRM T upperbound �+ (shaded region in Fig.3).(d)
�(u)foru1000 deviatessigni�cantly from theG aussian predic-
tion of RM T. The above plots are for C constructed from
30-m in returns for the 2-yr period 1994{95. W e also obtain
sim ilarresultsforC constructed from daily returns.
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FIG .9. (a) S& P 500 returns at �t = 30 m in regressed
against the 30-m in return on the portfolio G

1000 (Eq.(18))
de�ned by theeigenvectoru1000,forthe2-yrperiod 1994{95.
Both axesare scaled by theirrespective standard deviations.
A linearregression yieldsa slope 0:85� 0:09. (b)Return (in
units ofstandard deviations) on the portfolio de�ned by an
eigenvector corresponding to an eigenvalue �400 within the
RM T boundsregressed againstthenorm alized returnsofthe
S& P 500 index shows no signi�cant dependence. Both axes
are scaled by theirrespective standard deviations.The slope
ofthelinear�tis0:014� 0:011,close to 0 indicating thatthe
dependence between G

1000 and G SP (t) found in part (a) is
statistically signi�cant.
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FIG .11. (a) Inverse participation ratio (IPR)as a func-
tion ofeigenvalue � for the random cross-correlation m atrix
R ofEq.(6) constructed using N = 1000 m utually uncorre-
lated tim e series oflength L = 6448. IPR for C constructed
from (b) 6448 records of30-m in returns for 1000 stocks for
the2-yrperiod 1994{95,(c)1737 recordsof1-day returnsfor
422 stocksin the7-yrperiod 1990{96,and (d)1737 recordsof
1-day returnsfor422 stocksin the 7-yrperiod 1983{89. The
shaded regionsshow the RM T bounds[�+ ;�� ].
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guide to the eye.
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FIG .13. Schem aticillustration oftheinterpretation ofthe
eigenvectors corresponding to the eigenvalues that deviate
from the RM T upper bound. The dashed curve shows the
RM T resultofEq.(6).

FIG .14. G rey scalepixelrepresentation oftheoverlap m a-
trix O(t;�)asa function oftim e for30-m in data forthe 2-yr
period 1994{95.Here,thegrey scalecoding issuch thatblack
corresponds to O ij = 1 and white corresponds to O ij = 0.
Thelength ofthetim ewindow used tocom puteC isL = 1612
(� 60 days) and the separation � = L=4 = 403 used to cal-
culate successive O ij. Thus,the left �gure on the �rst row
correspondsto the overlap between the eigenvectorfrom the
starting t= 0 window and theeigenvectorfrom tim e window
� = L=4 later. The right�gure isfor� = 2L=4. In the sam e
way,the left �gure on the second row is for � = 3L=4,the
right�gure for� = 4L=4,and so on.Even forlarge � � 1 yr,
the largestfoureigenvectorsshow large valuesofO ij.
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FIG .15. G rey scalepixelrepresentation oftheoverlap m a-
trix hO(t;�)it for 1-day data,where we have averaged over
allstarting points t. Here, the length of the tim e window
used to com pute C is L = 965 (� 4 yr) and the separation
� = L=5 = 193 days used to calculate O ij. Thus,the left
�gure on the �rst row is for � = L=5 and the right �gure is
for� = 2L=5. In the sam e way,the left�gure on the second
row isfor� = 3L=5,theright�gurefor� = 4L=5,and so on.
Even for large � � 20 yr,the largest two eigenvectors show
large valuesofO ij.
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FIG .16. (a)Portfolio return R asa function ofrisk D 2 for
thefam ily ofoptim alportfolios(withoutarisk-freeasset)con-
structed from theoriginalm atrix C.Thetop curveshowsthe
predicted risk D

2
p in 1995 ofthe fam ily ofoptim alportfolios

for a given return,calculated using 30-m in returns for 1995
and the correlation m atrix C94 for 1994. For the sam e fam -
ily ofportfolios,the bottom curveshowstherealized risk D 2

r

calculated using the correlation m atrix C95 for 1995. These
two curvesdi�erby a factorofD 2

r=D
2
p � 2:7.(b)Risk-return

relationship for the optim alportfolios constructed using the
�ltered correlation m atrix C

0. The top curve shows the pre-
dicted risk D 2

p in 1995 forthefam ily ofoptim alportfoliosfor
a given return,calculated using the �ltered correlation m a-
trix C0

94.Thebottom curveshowstherealized risk D 2
r forthe

sam e fam ily ofportfolioscom puted using C0

95.The predicted
risk isnow closerto therealized risk:D 2

r=D
2
p � 1:25.Forthe

sam efam ily ofoptim alportfolios,thedashed curveshowsthe
realized risk com puted using the originalcorrelation m atrix
C95 forwhich D

2
r=D

2
p � 1:3.
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FIG .17. (a) Autocorrelation function c
(k)(�) ofthe tim e

series de�ned by the eigenvector u999. The solid line shows
a �t to a power-law functionalform �

� k ,whereby we ob-
tain valuesk = 0:61� 0:06. (b)To quantify the exponents
k for allk = 1;:::;1000 eigenvectors,we use the m ethod
ofD FA analysis [60]often used to obtain accurate estim ates
ofpower-law correlations. W e plotthe detrended uctuation
function F (�)asa function ofthetim escale� foreach ofthe
1000 tim e series. Absence oflong-range correlations would
im ply F (�) � �

0:5,whereas F (�) � �
� with 0:5 < � � 1

im plies power-law decay ofthe correlation function with ex-
ponent  = 2 � 2�. W e plot the exponents � as a function
of the eigenvalue and �nd values exponents � signi�cantly
largerthan 0:5 forallthedeviating eigenvectors.In contrast,
for the rem ainder of the eigenvectors, we obtain the m ean
value� = 0:44� 0:04,com parableto thevalue� = 0:5 forthe
uncorrelated case.

19


