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W e analyze crosscorrelations between price uctuations of di erent stocks using m ethods of
random m atrix theory (RM T).U sing two large databases, we calculate cross-correlation m atrices C
of retums constructed from (i) 30-m In retums of 1000 U S stocks for the 2-yrperiod 1994{95 (i) 30-
m In retumsof881 U S stocks for the 2-yrperiod 1996{97, and (iil) 1-day retumsof422 U S stocks for
the 35y rperiod 1962{96. W e test the statistics of the eigenvalues ; ofC against a \nullhypothesis"
| arandom correlation m atrix constructed from mutually uncorrelated tin e series. W e nd thata
m a prity of the eigenvalues of C 2allw ithin the RM T bounds [ ; + ] for the eigenvalues of random
correlation m atrices. W e test the eigenvalies of C within the RM T bound for universal properties
of random m atrices and nd good agreem ent w ith the resuls for the G aussian orthogonalensem ble
of random m atrices | In plying a large degree of random ness in the m easured cross-correlation
coe cients. Further, we nd that the distribbution of eigenvector com ponents for the eigenvectors
corresponding to the eigenvalies 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 tine. W e
analyze the com ponents ofthe deviating eigenvectorsand nd that the Jargest eigenvalue corresponds
to an in uence comm on to all stocks. O ur analysis of the rem aining deviating eigenvectors show s
distinct groups, whose identities correspond to conventionally—identi ed business sectors. F inally,
we discuss applications to the construction of portfolios of stocks that have a stable ratio of risk to

retum.

PACS numbers: 0545.Tp, 8990+ n, 05404, 0540FDb

I.INTRODUCTION
A .M otivation

Q uantifying correlations between di erent stocks is a
topic of interest not only for scienti ¢ reasons of under—
standing the economy as a com plex dynam ical system ,
but also for practical reasons such as asset allocation
and portliorisk estin ation [1{4]. Unlke m ost physical
system s, w here one relates correlationsbetw een subunits
to basic interactions, the underlying \interactions" for
the stock m arket problem are not known. Here, we an—
alyze cross-correlations between stocks by applying con—
cepts and m ethods of random m atrix theory, developed
In the context of com plex quantum system s where the
precise nature of the interactions between subunits are
not known.

In order to quantify correlations, we rst calculate the
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where S; (t) denotes the price of stock i. Since di erent
stocks have varying levels of volatility (standard devia—
tion), we de ne a nom alized retum
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where i IG2i 1Gii? is the standard deviation of
Gi,andh idenotesa tin e average over the period stud—
ied. W e then com pute the equaltin e crosscorrelation

m atrix C with elem ents
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By construction, the elem ents C iy are restricted to the
dom ain 1 G 1, where Cj; = 1 corresponds to
perfect correlations, Ciy = 1 corresponds to perfect
anticorrelations, and Ci; = 0 corresponds to uncorre—
lated pairs of stocks.
Thedi culties n analyzing the signi cance and m ean—

ing of the em pirical crosscorrelation coe cientsC i3 are
due to several reasons, which inclide the ollow ing:
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(i) M arket conditions change wih tim e and the cross—
correlations that exist between any pair of stocks m ay
not be stationary.

(i) The nie length oftin e series available to estin ate
cross-correlations introduces \m easurem ent noise".

Ifwe use a long tin e serdes to circum vent the problem
of nite length, our estin ates will be a ected by the
non-stationarity of cross-correlations. For these reasons,
the em pirically-m easured cross-correlations w ill contain
\random " contributions, and i is a di cult problem in
generalto estin ate from C the crosscorrelationsthat are
not a resul of random ness.

How can we identify from Cjj, those stocks that re—
m ained correlated (on the average) In the tim e period
studied? To answer this question, we test the statistics
of C against the \null hypothesis" of a random corre—
lation matrix | a correlation m atrix constructed from
m utually uncorrelated tim e serdes. If the properties of C
conform to those ofa random correlation m atrix, then it
follow s that the contents of the em pirically-m easured C
are random . Conversely, deviations of the properties of
C from those of a random correlation m atrix convey in—
form ation about \genuine" correlations. T hus, our goal
shall be to com pare the properties of C wih those ofa
random correlation m atrix and separate the content ofC
Into two groups: @) the part of C that confom s to the
properties of random correlation m atrices (\noise") and
(o) the part of C that deviates (\Infom ation").

B . B ackground

T he study of statistical properties ofm atrices w ith in—
dependent random ekm ents | random m atrices | hasa
rich history originating in nuclear physics H{13]. In nu-
clear physics, the problem of interest 50 years ago was to
understand the energy levels of com plex nuclei, which the
existingm odels failed to explain. RM T was developed in
this context by W igner, D yson, M ehta, and others in or—
der to explain the statistics of energy levels of com plex
quantum system s. They postulated that the Ham ilto—
nian describing a heavy nucleus can be described by a
m atrix H w ith independent random elem ents H ;; drawn
from a probability distribution {{9]. Based on this as-
sum ption, a serdes of rem arkable predictions were m ade
which are found to be in agreem ent w ith the experin en—
taldata ﬁ{:j.]. For com plex quantum system s, RM T pre—
dictions represent an average over all possble interac-
tions H{10]. Deviations from the universal predictions
of RM T identify system -speci ¢, non-random properties
of the system under consideration, providing clues about
the underlying interactions {L1{{13].

R ecent studies l_lé,:_l@l] applying RM T m ethods to ana-
Iyze the properties of C show that  98% ofthe eigenval-
ues of C agree with RM T predictions, suggesting a con—

siderable degree of random ness In the m easured cross—
correlations. It is also found that there are deviations
from RM T predictions for % of the largest eigenval-
ues. T hese results prom pt the follow ing questions:

W hat is a possible interpretation for the deviations
from RM T?

A re the deviations from RM T stable In tin e?

W hat can we Infer about the structure of C from
these resuls?

W hat are the practical in plications of these re—
suls?

In the follow ing, we address these questions in detail.
W e nd that the largest eigenvalie of C represents the
In uence of the entire m arket that is common to all
stocks. Our analysis of the contents of the rem aining
eigenvalues that deviate from RM T show s the existence
of cross-correlations between stocks of the sam e type of
Industry, stocks having large m arket capitalization, and
stocks of m s having business in certain geographical
areas [16,7]. By caloulating the scalar product of the
elgenvectors from one tin e period to the next, we nd
that the \deviating eigenvectors" have varying degrees of
tin e stability, quanti ed by the m agniude of the scalar
product. The largest 2-3 eigenvectors are stable for ex—
tended periods of tin e, while for the rest of the deviat-
Ing eigenvectors, the tin e stability decreases as the the
corresponding eigenvalues are closer to the RM T upper
bound.

To test that the deviating eigenvalues are the only
\genune" infom ation contained in C, we com pare the
eigenvalue statistics of C w ith the know n universal prop—
erties of real symm etric random m atrices, and we nd
good agreem ent w ith the RM T resuls. U sing the notion
of the inverse participation ratio, we analyze the eigen—
vectors of C and nd large values of inverse participation
ratio at both edges of the eigenvalie soectrum | sug—
gesting a \random band" m atrix structure for C. Lastly,
w e discuss applications to the practicalgoalof nding an
nvestm ent that provides a given retum w ithout expo—
sure to unnecessary risk. In addition, it is possble that
our m ethods can also be applied for ltering out hoise’
In em pircally-m easured crosscorrelation m atrices n a
w ide variety of applications.

T his paper is organized as follow s. Section IT contains
a brief description of the data analyzed. Section ITT dis-
cusses the statistics of cross-correlation coe cients. Sec—
tion IV discusses the eigenvalue distrbution of C and
com pares with RM T results. Section V tests the eigen—
value statistics C for universalproperties of realsym m et—
ric random m atrices and Section V I contains a detailed
analysis of the contents of eigenvectors that deviate from
RM T . Section V IT discusses the tin e stability of the de-
viating eigenvectors. Section V ITT contains applications
of RM T m ethods to construct bptin al’ portfolios that



have a stable ratio of risk to retum. F inally, Section IX
contains som e concluding rem arks.

II.DATA ANALY ZED

W e analyze two di erent databases covering securities
from the three mapr US stock exchanges, nam ely the
New York Stock Exchange (NY SE ), the Am erican Stock
Exchange AM EX), and the N ational A ssociation of Se—
curities D ealers A utom ated Q uotation Nasdaq).

D atabase I: We analyze the Trades and Quotes
database, that docum ents all transactions for allm a pr
securities listed in all the three stock exchanges. W e ex—
tract from this database tim e serdes of prices [_l-g] of the
1000 largest stocks by m arket capitalization on the start—
Ing date January 3, 1994. W e analyze this database for
the 2-yr period 1994{95 [1§]. From this database, we
form L = 6448 records of 30-m In retums ofN = 1000
US stocks for the 2-yr period 1994{95. W e also analyze
the prices of a subset com prising 881 stocks (of those
1000 we analyze for 1994{95) that survived through two
additional years 1996{97. From this data, we extract
L = 6448 recordsof30-m n retumsofN = 881U S stocks
for the 2-yr period 1996{97.

D atabase II: W e analyze the Center for Research In
Security P rices (CRSP) database. The CRSP stock Ies
cover com m on stocks listed on NY SE beginning in 1925,
the AM EX beginning in 1962, and the N asdag beginning
In 1972. The Iesprovide com plete historical descriptive
Inform ation and m arket data including com prehensive
distrbbution Inform ation, high, low and closing prices,
trading volum es, shares outstanding, and total retums.
W e analyze daily retums for the stocks that survive for
the 35vyr period 1962{96 and extract L. = 8685 records
of l1day retums for N = 422 stocks.

ITII. STATISTICS OF CORRELATION
COEFFICIENTS

W e analyze the distribution P (C;ij) of the elem ents
fCi;1 6 Jg of the crosscorrelation matrix C . We
rst exam ine P (Ci3) for 30-m in retums from the TAQ
database for the 2-yr periods 1994{95 and 1996{97
Fig.il (a)]. First, we note that P (Cy5) is asymm etric and
centered around a positive m ean value (Ci5i> 0), in—
plying that positively-correlated behavior ism ore preva—
lent than negatively-correlated (anticorrelated) behav—
ior. Secondly, we nd that IC ;i dependson tine, eg.,
the period 1996{97 shows a larger ICiji than the pe-
riod 1994{95. W e contrast P (Ci;) with a control |
a correlation matrix R wih elem ents Rj; constructed
from N = 1000 m utually-uncorrelated tin e series, each

of length L. = 6448, generated us:ng the em pJnca]Jy—
fund distrbution of stock retums 20,21]. Figureil @)
show s that P Rj3) is consistent with a Gaussian wih
zero m ean, in contrast to P (Ci;). In addition, we see
that the part of P (C3) or Cy3 < 0 (which corresponds
to anticorrelations) is w ithin the G aussian curve for the
control, suggesting the possibility that the observed neg-
ative crosscorrelations in C m ay be an e ect of random —
ness.

Figure :11'(b) shows P (Ciy) for daily retums from the
CRSP database or ve non-overlapping 7-yr sub-periods
In the 35-yr period 1962{96. W e see that the tim e de—
pendence of IC 51 is m ore pronounced in this plot. In
particular, the period containing the m arket crash ofO
tober 19, 1987 has the largest average value IC 51, sug-
gesting the existence of crosscorrelations that are m ore
pronounced in volatile periods than In caln periods. W e
test this possibility by com paring IC ;51 w ith the average
volatility ofthe m arket (m easured using the S& P 500 in—
dex), which show s ]arge values of IC ;i during periods of

large volatility F ig. 12.]

IV.EIGENVALUE DISTRIBUTION OF THE
CORRELATION M ATRIX

A s stated above, our ain is to extract nfomm ation
about crosscorrelations from C. So, we com pare the
propertJes of C w ith those of a random cross-correlation

m atrix tl4 In m atrix notation, the correlation m atrix
can be expressed as
l T
C=—=-GG"; 4)
L

where G is an N L matrix wih elements fqgy,
gifm t)y;i= 1;::5N ;m = 0;:::L lg, and GT de-
notes the transpose of G . T herefore, we consider a \ran—
dom " correlation m atrix

R = 1 AAT; )
L 4

whereA isan N L m atrix containing N tin e seriesof L
random elem entsw ith zero m ean and unit variance, that
arem utually uncorrelated. By construction R belongs to
the type ofm atrices often referred to asW ishartm atrices
in multivariate statistics QZ

Statistical properties of random m atrices such asR are
know n t_2-§',:_2-l_i] Particularly, in the Im &t N ! 1 ;L !
1 , such that Q L=N is xed, it was shown analyti-
cally P4]that the distrbution P, () ofeigenvalues of
the random correlation m atrix R is given by

Q i ( ) ( )
P ()= — —— ; 6)
2
for within the bounds i +, Where and

+ arethem inimum and m axinum eigenvalues ofR re—
spectively, given by
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For nie L and N , the abrupt cut0 0fP , () is re
placed by a rapidly-decaying edge ﬁ25]
W e next com pare the eigenvalue distrdoution P () of

C with Py [:L4| We examine t = 30 min re—
tums for N = 1000 stocks, each containing L. = 6448
records. ThusQ = 6:448, and we obtain = 036 and

+ = 194 from Eqg. @'j). W e com pute the elgenvalues ;
ofC,where ; arerank ordered ( i+1 > ). Fjgure-r;(a)
com pares the probability distrdbbution P () wih Py, ()
calculated for Q = 6:448. W e note the presence of a
wellde ned \buk" of eigenvalues which 2ll within the
bounds [ ; + ]PrPy (). W e also note deviations for
afew ( 20) largest and an allest eigenvalues. In particu—
lar, the Jargest eigenvalue 1090 50 for the 2-yrperiod,
which is 25 tin es largerthan ; = 1:94.

Since Eq. (0) is strictly valid only or L ! 1 and
N ! 1, we must test that the deviations that we
nd In Fig. 3(a) for the largest few eigenvalues are not
an e ect of nite values of L and N . To this end,
we contrast P () with the RM T resulk P, () for the
random correlation m atrix of Eqg. (:5), constructed from
N = 1000 ssparate uncorrelated tin e series, each of the
sam e length L = 6448. W e nd good agreem ent w ith
Eqg. (é ) Fig. -j(b )1, thus show Ing that the deviations from
RM T found for the largest few eigenvalies in Fig. 13 @)
are not a result ofthe fact that L and N are nite.
Figure :9' compares P () for C calculated using L =
1737 daily retums of 422 stocks for the 7-yr period
1990{96.W e nd a wellde ned buk ofeigenvalies that
f2allwihin Py, (), and deviations from P ,, () for lJarge
eigenvalues | sin ilarto what we found or t= 30m
Fi. G'(a) Thus, a com parison ofP () with the RM T
result P, () allows us to distinguish the buk of the
eilgenvalue spectrum ofC that agreeswith RM T (random
correlations) from the deviations (genuine correlations).

V.UNIVERSAL PROPERTIES:ARE THE BULK
OF EIGENVALUES OF CCONSISTENT W ITH
RMT?

T he presence of a welkde ned bulk ofeigenvalues that
agree with Py, () suggests that the contents of C are
mostly random except for the eigenvalies that deviate.
O urconclusion wasbased on the com parison ofthe eigen—
value distribution P ( ) ofC w ith that of random m atri-
ces ofthe typeR = % A AT . Q uite generally, com parison
of the eigenvalue distrdbution wih P, () alne is not
su cient to support the possibility that the buk of the
elgenvalue spectrum of C is random . Random m atrices
that have drastically di erent P () share sim ilar corre—
lation structures in their eigenvalies | universal prop—
erties | that depend only on the general sym m etries of
the m atrix fl]:{:lii C onversely, m atrices that have the

sam e eigenvalue distrbution can have drastically di er—
ent eigenvalue correlations. T herefore, a test of random —
ness of C involves the investigation of correlations in the
elgenvalues ;.

Sihce by de niion C is a real symm etric m atrix, we
shall test the elgenvalue statistics C oruniversal features
of elgenvalue correlations displayed by real symm etric
random m atrices. Consider a M M real symm etric
random matrix S wih o -diagonal elem ents S i3, which
fori< jare independent and identically distribbuted w ith
zero mean hSiji= 0 and variance hS#i> 0. It is con-
“ectured based on analytical l26 and extens:lye num erical
evidence f_l]_:] thatin thelmitM ! 1 , regardless ofthe
distribution ofelem ents S5, this class ofm atrices, on the
scale of localm ean eigenvalie spacing, display the uni-
versalproperties (eigenvalie correlation functions) ofthe
ensam ble of m atrices whose elem ents are distrbuted ac—
cording to a G aussian probability m easure | called the
G aussian orthogonalensembl GOE) [11].

Fom ally, GOE is de ned on the space of real sym —
m etric m atrices by two requirements fi1]. The rst is
that the ensaem ble is invariant under orthogonal transfor-
m ations, ie., Prany GOE m atrix Z, the transform ation
7z! z° WY ZW ,whereW isany realorthogonalm atrix
W WT=1, leaves the pint probability P (Z )dZ of ele—
ments Z;; unchanged: P (Z°dz %= P (2 )dZ . The second
requirem ent is that the elem ents £7 i5;1 Jjg are statis—
tically independent [lL]

By de nition, random crosscorrelation m atrices R
Eq. (E)) that we are interested in are not strictly GOE-—
type m atrices, but rather belong to a special ensamble
called the \chiral" GOE [13,27]. T his can be seen by the
follow ing argum ent. D e ne am atrix B

B (8)

¢t o
The eigenvalies ofB are given by det( I GG ) =

0 and sin ilarly, the eigenvalies of R are given by

det(I GaGY)= 0. T hus, all non-zero eigenvalies OEB

occur In pairs, ie., forevery eigenvaluie ofR, = B
are eigenvalues ofB . Since the eigenvalues occurpairw ise,
the eigenvalue spectra ofboth B and R have specialprop—
erties in the neighborhood of zero that are di erent from

the standard GOE {13,27]. As these special properties
decay rapidly as one goes further from zero, the eigen—
value correlations of R in the buk of the spectrum are
still consistent w ith those of the standard GOE . T here—
fore, our goal shall be to test the buk of the eigenvalue
soectrum  of the em pirically-m easured cross-correlation
m atrix C with the known universal features of standard
G O E-typem atrices.

In the follow Ing, we test the statistical properties of
the eigenvalues of C for three known universal proper—
ties [13{{13]displayed by GOE m atrices: (i) the distribu-
tion of nearest-neighbor eigenvalie spacings P, (s), (i)
the distribution ofnext-nearest-neighboreigenvalie spac—
NgSPpynn (), and (i) the \num bervariance" statistic 2.



The analytical results for the three properties listed
above hold if the spacings between ad-pcent eigenvalies
(rank-ordered) are expressed in units of average eigen—
valle spacihg. Quite generally, the average eigenvalie
spacing changes from one part of the eigenvalue spec—
trum to the next. So, In order to ensure that the eigen—
valie spacing has a uniform average value throughout
the spectrum , wemust nd a transfom ation called \un-—
folding," which m aps the eigenvalues ; to new variables
called \unfolded eigenvalues" ;, whose distrdbution is
uniform @-]_]{:_l-.j}] Unfolding ensures that the distances
betw een eigenvalues are expressed In units of localm ean
eilgenvalue spacing [_1-1:], and thus facilitates com parison
w ith theoretical results. T he procedures that we use or
unfolding the eigenvalue spectrum are discussed in Ap-
pendix A .

A .D istribution of nearestneighbor eigenvalue
spacings

W e rst consider the eigenvaluie spacing distrdbution,
which re ects two-point aswellas eigenvalue correlation
functions of all orders. W e com pare the eigenvalue spac—
ing distribbution ofC w ith that of GO E random m atrices.
ForG O E m atrices, the distribbution of \nearest—r_lejg_hbor"
elgenvalue spacings s 41 isgiven by H1{13]

S 2

— ex —-s° 9
P 2 9)

Pgor (8) = >

often referred to asthe \W igner sum ise" IZd] TheG aus-
sian decay ofPg ok (s) forlarge s bold curve in F ig. 5

in plies that Pgog (s) \probes" scales only of the order
ofone eigenvalue spacing. T hus, the spacing distribution
is known to be robust across di erent unfolding proce-
dures [131.

We rst caltulate the distrbbution of the \nearest—
neighbor spacings" s k+1 x oftheunflded eigenval-
ues obtained using the G aussian broadening procedure.
F jgureg (@) show sthat the distrdbution P, (s) ofnearest—
neighbor eigenvalue spacings for C constructed from 30—
m in retums for the 2-yr period 1994 {95 agreeswellw ith
the RM T result Pgog () or GOE m atrices.

Identical results are obtained when we use the alter-
native unfolding procedure of tting the eigenvalue dis—
tribution. In addition, we test the agreem ent of P, (s)
with RM T resultsby ttJng P, (s) to the oneparam eter
B rody distrbution 114,13
Bs" ); (10)

Pg,(s)=B (1+ )s exp(

. Thecase =

where B [ &2 1 corresponds
to the GOE and = 0 oorresponds to uncorrelated
eilgenvalues (P oisson-distrbuted spacings). W e obtain

= 099 0902, In good agreem ent w ith the GOE pre—
diction = 1. To test non-param etrically that Pgogr (S)
is the correct description for P,, (s), we perform the

K oIm ogorov-8Sm imov test. W e nd that at the 60% con-

dence kvel, a K oln ogorov-Sm imov test cannot rejfct
the hypothesis that the GOE is the correct description
forP,, (s).

N ext, we analyze the nearest-neighbor spacing distri-
bution P, (s) r C constructed from daily retums for
four 7-yr periods Fjg.:_é]. W e nd good agreem ent w ith
the GOE result of Eq. {§), sin ilar to what we nd for
C constructed from 30-m In retums. W e also test that
both of the unfolding procedures discussed In A ppendix
A yield consistent results. Thus, we have seen that the
elgenvalue-spacing distrbution of em pirically-m easured
cross-correlation m atrices C is consistent w ith the RM T
result for real sym m etric random m atrices.

B .D istribution of next-nearestneighbor eigenvalue
spacings

A second Independent test or GO E is the distrdbution
Ponn 89 of next-nearest-neighbor spacings 0 K+ 2 X
between the unfolded eigenvalues. For m atrices of the
GOE type, according to a theorem due to Ref. Ild the
next-nearest neighbor spacings follow the statistics ofthe
G aussian sym plectic ensem ble G SE) [1]1{13 29] In par-
ticular, the distrbution of next-nearest-neighbor spac—
NgSPonn (8°) ora GOE m atrix is identicalto the distri-
bution ofnearest-neighbor spac:ngs ofthe G aussian sym —
p]ecth ensamble (G SE) tl]:,,lB Figure § A (b) show s that

Phann (8% for the sam e data as Fig. d(a) agrees wellw ith
the RM T result for the distrbution of nearest-neighbor
spacings of G SE m atrices,

218, 64
s” exp — s 11)

Pgse (8) = W 5

C . Long-range eigenvalue correlations

To probe for larger scales, pair correlations (\two-—
point" correlations) in the eigenvalues, we use the statis—
tic ? often calld the \number variance," which is de-

ned as the variance of the num ber ofunlded eigenval-
ues in intervals of ength ‘around each ; H1{13],

2 hh(;) ¥ 12)
wheren ( ;') isthe num ber ofunfolded eigenvalies in the
Interval [ =2; + “=2]and h::d denotes an average
over all . If the elgenvalues are uncorrelated, 2 .
Forthe opposite extrem e ofa \rigid" eigenvalue spectrum
eg. sin ple ham onic oscillator), 2 isa constant. Q uite

generally, the num ber variance 2 can be expressed as

X)Y x)dx; 13)



where Y (x) (called \two-level cluster finction") is re—
Iated to the tw o-point correlation finction [.f, Ref. {11,
Pp.79]. Forthe GOE case, ¥ x) is explicitly given by

Z
ds ! 0 1 0
Y ®) S+ — s &%dx’; 14)
dX X
w here
sin ( x)
sx) ——: @s)
X
For large values of ', the num ber variance 2 OHrGOE
has the \Interm ediate" behavior
2 mw 16)

Figurerl showsthat 2 (%) forC calulated using 30-m in
retums for 1994{95 agreeswellw ith the RM T result of
Eq. I;L;i) . Forthe range of * shown In Fjg.:j,both unfold-
Ing procedures yield sim ilar results. Consistent resuls
are obtained for C constructed from daily retums.

D . Im plications

To summ arize this section, we have tested the statis—
tics 0of C for universal features of eigenvalue correlations
displayed by GO E m atrices. W e have seen that the distri-
bution ofthe nearest-neighbor spacings P, (s) is in good
agreem ent wih the GOE resul. To test whether the
eilgenvalues of C display the RM T results for long-range
tw o-point eigenvalue correlations, we analyzed the num —
ber variance 2 and fund good agreem ent with GOE
results. M oreover, we also nd that the statistics of next—
nearest neighbor spacings conform to the predictions of
RM T .These ndings show that the statistics of the buk
of the eigenvalues of the em pirical cross-correlation m a—
trix C is consistent w ith those ofa realsym m etric random
m atrix. T hus, inform ation about genuine correlationsare
contained in the deviations from RM T ,which we analyze
below .

VI.STATISTICS OF EIGENVECTORS
A .D istribution of eigenvector com ponents

The deviations of P () from the RM T result P, ()
suggests that these deviations should also be displayed
In the statistics of the corresponding eigenvector com po—
nents fl4] A ccordingly, in this section, we analyze the
distrdbution ofeigenvector com ponents. T he distrdbution
ofthe com ponents ful ;1= 1;:::;N g ofeigenvectoru® of
a random correlation m atrix R shou]d confom toaG aus-
sian distrbution w ith m ean zero and unit variance 3],

1 f
pP—exp(—): a7

m @)= > >

F irst, we com pare the distribution of eigenvector com —

ponents ofC wih Eq. Cl? W e analyze (u) orC com —
puted using 30-m In retums for 1994{95. W e choose one
typical eigenvalie  from the bulk ( " +)

de ned by P, () of Eq. (6). Figure 8i(a) shows that

() or a typical u* from the buk shows good agree—
ment wih the RM T result ,, @). Sin ilar analysis on
the other eigenvectors belonging to eigenvalues w ithin
the buk yields consistent results, In agreem ent w ith the
results of the previous sections that the bulk agreesw ith
random m atrix predictions. W e test the agreem ent of
the distrdbution () wih . @) by calculating the kur-
tosis, which for a G aussian has the valuie 3. We nd
signi cant deviations from ,, @) for 20 largest and
an allest eigenvalues. The ram aining eigenvectors have
values of kurtosis that are consistent w ith the G aussian
valie 3.

Consider next the \deviating" eigenvalues ;, larger
than the RM T upper bound, ;> 4. Fjgure:g(b) and
(¢) show that, for deviating eigenvalues, the distribution
of eigenvector com ponents (u) deviates system atically
from theRM T result ., @).Fially,weexam inethedis-
trbution of the com ponents of the eigenvector u'?%® cor-
responding to the largest eigenvalue 190¢. Figure -§ @)
shows that (@'°°°%) deviates rem arkably from a G aus-
sian, and is approxin ately uniform , suggesting that all
stocks participate. In addition, we nd that aln ost all
com ponents of u!%? have the sam e sign, thus causing

(u) to shift to one side. This suggests that the sig-—
ni cant participants of eigenvector u* have a comm on
com ponent that a ects allofthem w ith the sam e bias.

B . Interpretation of the largest eigenvalue and the
corresponding eigenvector

Since allcom ponentsparticipate in the eigenvector cor-
responding to the largest eigenvalue, i represents an in—
uence that is comm on to all stocks. Thus, the largest
elgenvector quanti es the qualitative notion that cer-
tain new oreaks (e4g., an interest rate ncrease) a ect all
stocks alke E!]. O ne can also Interpret the largest eigen—
valie and is corresponding eigenvector as the collective
Yesgoonse’ of the entire m arket to stim uli. W e quantita—
tively Investigate this notion by com paring the pro fction
(scalar product) of the tim e series G on the eigenvector
1'%, with a standard m easure of U S stock m arket per—
form ance | the retums Ggp () of the S& P 500 index.
W e calculate the profction G190 (t) of the tin e series
G5 (t) on the eigenvector u*?%?,

3000
6% @ w650 : @as)

=1

By de nition, G 1% (t) shows the retum of the portfo-
lio de ned by u'®?. W e compare G190 t) with Ggp (t),



and nd rem arkably sim ilar behavior for the two, in—
dicated by a large value of the correlation coe cient
IGgr G )i = 085. Figure § shows G0 () re-
gressed against Ggp (t), which show s relatively narrow
scatter around a linear t. Thus, we Interpret the eigen—
vector ut??? as quantifying m arket-w ide in uences on all
stocks {4,13].

W e analyze C at larger tine scales of t = 1 day
and nd sin ilar resuls as above, suggesting that sin —
ilar correlation structures exist for quite di erent tin e
scales. Our results for the distrbution of eigenvector
com ponents agree w ith those reported n Ref. [_19'], w here

= 1 day retums are analyzed. W e next investigate
how the largest eigenvalue changes as a function oftim e.
Figure i show s the tine dependence BO] of the largest
eigenvalue ( 422) for the 35-yr period 1962{9%.W e nd
large values of the largest eigenvalue during periods of
high m arket volatility, which suggests strong collective
behavior in regin es of high volatility.

O ne way of statistically m odeling an in uence that is
com m on to all stocks is to express the retum G ; of stock
ias

Gi®= i+ M O+ :0; (19)
where M (t) is an additive term that is the sam e or all
stocks, h (t)i= 0, ; and ; are stock-speci c constants,
and M () ()i= 0. Thiscommon term M (t) gives rise
to correlationsbetw een any pair ofstocks. T he decom po-
sition ofEq. C_l?‘) form sthe basis ofw idely-used econom ic
m odels, such asm ultifactorm odels and the CapialA s
set P ricing M odel i_4,§]_:{:§j]. Since u'%%° represents an
In uence that is comm on to all stocks, we can approxi-
mate the tem M () wih G1%%° (t). The param eters ;
and ; can therefore be estin ated by an ordinary last
squares regression .

N ext, we rem ove the contrbution of G 1°°° (t) to each
tim e series Gi(®), and construct C from the residuals

i) of Eq. (I9). Figure 10 shows that the distriou-
tion P (Ci;) thus obtained has signi cantly sm aller av—
erage value IC ;3i, show ing that a large degree of cross-
correlations contained In C can be attributed to the In—

uence of the largest eigenvalue (and its corresponding
eigenvector) {48,49].

C .Num ber of signi cant participants in an
eigenvector: Inverse P articipation R atio

H aving studied the interpretation of the largest eigen—
value which deviates signi cantly from RM T results, we
next focus on the rem aining eigenvalues. T he deviations
of the distribbution of com ponents of an eigenvector u*
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. Sihce proxin ity to 4+ increases the
e ects of random ness, we quantify the num ber of com po—
nents that participate signi cantly in each eigenvector,

which in tum re ects the degree ofdeviation from RM T
result for the distribbution of eigenvector com ponents. To
this end, we use the notion of the inverse paItJCJPatJOI'l
ratio (IPR), often applied in localization theory tl3 50
The PR ofthe elgenvector u* is de ned as

R
I Bi1t; @0)
=1
w here u , 1= 1;:::;1000 are the com ponents of eigen—
vectoru . The m eaning of I¥ can be illustrated by two

Iim jtjngpcases: (1) a vector with identical com ponents
ut 1= N hasI¥ = 1=N ,whereas (ii) a vectorw ith one
com ponent u¥ = 1 and the rem ainder zero has I¥ = 1.
T hus, the PR quanti es the reciprocalof the num ber of
eigenvector com ponents that contrbute signi cantly.

Figure :_l-]_; @) shows I* for the case of the control of
Eq. () using tin e series w ith the em pirically-found dis-
tribbution of retums [_ig] The average value of * is
hri 3 103 1=N with a narrow spread, indicat—
Ing that the vectors are extended E_5-C_i,:_5-]_:]| ie. almost
all com ponents contribute to them . F luctuations around
this average value are con ned to a narrow range (stan—
dard deviation of15 10 *).

F igure 1l () show s that T for C constructed from 30-
m in retums from the period 1994{95, agrees w ith * of
the random control In the bulk ( < i< 4). In
contrast, the edges of the eigenvalue spectrum ofC show
signi cant deviations of I* from hIi. The largest eigen-
value has 1=1¥ 600 for the 30-m in data [Fjg.:_l_i ©)]
and 1=I* 320 fr the 1-day data Fig..11 () and @],
show ing that aln ost all stocks participate in the largest
eigenvector. For the rest of the large eigenvalues which
deviate from the RM T upper bound, I¥ values are ap—
proxin ately 4-5 tim es lJarger than hli, show ing that there
are varying num bers of stocks contributing to these eigen—
vectors. In addition, we also nd that there are large I*
values forvectors corresponding to few ofthe sm alleigen—
values ; 025< . The deviations at both edges of
the elgenvalue spectrum are considerably larger than hli,
which suggeststhat the vectorsare bocalized 0,51]| ie.,
only a few stocks contribute to them .

The presence of vectors with large values of ¥ also
arises In the theory of Anderson localization ﬁ_SZ_i] In the
context of localization theory, one frequently nds \ran—
dom band m atrices" [50] containing extended states w ith
am allT* in the bulk ofthe eigenvalue spectrum , whereas
edge states are localized and have large IX. Our nd-
Ing of localized states for sm all and large eigenvalues of
the cross-correlation m atrix C is rem iniscent of Ander—
son localization and suggests that C m ay have a random
band m atrix structure. A random band m atrix B has
elem ents B ;5 independently drawn from di erent proba-
bility distrbutions. T hese distributions are often taken
to be G aussian param eterized by their varance, which
depends on i and j. A lthough such m atrices are ran—
dom , they still contain probabilistic inform ation arising



from the fact that a m etric can be de ned on their set of
Indices i. A related, but distinct way of analyzing cross—
correlations by de ning Lultra-m etric’ distances hasbeen
studied in Ref. [16].
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D . Interpretation of deviating eigenvectors u u

W e quantify the number of signi cant participants of
an eigenvector using the IPR, and we exam ine the lfIk
com ponents of eigenvector u* for comm on features {_l]']
A direct exam ination ofthese eigenvectors, how ever, does
not yield a straightforward interpretation of their eco—
nom ic relevance. To Interpret their m eaning, we note
that the Jargest eigenvalue isan order ofm agnitude larger
than the others, which constrains the rem aining N 1
eilgenvalues since Tr C = N . Thus, n oxder to analyze
the deviating eigenvectors, we m ust rem ove the e ect of
the largest eigenvalie 1¢90 .

In orderto avoid the e ect of 1900, and thus G 2% @),
on the retums of each stock G; (t), we perform the re—
gression of Eq. I_fé), and com pute the residuals ;(t).
W e then calculate the correlation m atrix C using ; (t) in
Eq.(:_Z) and Eq. 6'_3) . Next, we com pute the eigenvectors
u¢ of C thus obtained, and analyze their signi cant par-
ticipants. The eigenvector u’?° contains approxin ately
1=I°%° = 300 signi cant participants, which are allstocks
w ih large values of m arket capitalization. F igure 32
show s that the m agniude of the eigenvector com ponents
of u??? show s an approxin ately logarithm ic dependence
on them arket capitalizationsofthe corresponding stocks.

W enext analyze the signi cant contrdbutors ofthe rest
of the elgenvectors. W e nd that each of these deviating
elgenvectors contains stocks belonging to sin ﬂa]E or re—
lated industries as signi cant contrdbutors. Table I show s
the ticker sym bols and industry groups (Standard Tndus—
try Classi cation (SIC) code) for stocks corresponding
to the ten largest eigenvector com ponents of each eigen—
vector. W e nd that these elgenvectors partition the set
of all stocks into distinct groups which contain stocks
with large m arket capitalization @°°°), stocks of m s
in the electronics and com puter dustry @°°%), a com -
biation of gold m ning and nvestment m s @°°% and
u®?7), banking m s @°°*), oiland gasre ningand equip—
ment @°?*), auto m anufacturing m s @°°?), dragm an—
ufacturing m s @), and paperm anufacturing u°°°).
O ne eigenvector u°°%) displays a m ixture of three in—
dustry groups | telecom m unications, m etalm ining, and
banking. An exam nation ofthese mm sshow ssigni cant
business activity in Latin Am erica. O ur resuls are also
represented schem atically in FJg:_fg A sim ilar classi -
cation of stocks into sectors using di erent m ethods is
obtaied in Ref. [I6].

Instead ofperform ing the regression ofE g (E-S_S) ,onecan
rem ove the U -shaped intra-daily pattem using the proce-
dureofRef [_5;’:] and com pute C . T he resultsthus obtained
are consistent w ith those obtained using the procedure of

using the residuals of the regression ofEq. {19 to com —
pute C (Tablkl). O flen C is constructed from retums at
Ionger tine scales of t= 1 week or 1 month to avoid
chort tin e scale e ects 54-

E . Sm allest eigenvalues and their corresponding
eigenvectors

H aving exam ined the largest eigenvalues, we next focus
on the sm allest eigenvaluesw hich show large values of I*
Fi. :_11:] W e nd that the eigenvectors corresponding
to the sm allest eigenvalues contain as signi cant partic—
Jpants, pairs of stocks which have the largest values of
Ci; In our sam ple. For exam ple, the two Jargest com po—
nents ofu! correspond to the stocks of T exas Tnstrum ents
(TXN) and M icron Technology M U) with Ciy = 0:64,
the largest correlation coe cient n our sample. The
largest com ponents of u? are TelefonosdeM exico (TM X )
and G rupo Televisa (TV) wih C;5 = 0:59 (second largest
correlation coe cient). The eigenvector u 3 shows New-—
mont Gold Company NGC) and Newm ont M Ining C or—
poration NWEM ) with Ci;; = 050 (third largest corre-
lation coe cient) as largest com ponents. In all three
eigenvectors, the relative sign of the two largest com po—
nents is negative. T hus pairs of stocks w ith a correlation
coe clent much larger than the average IC i e ectively
\decoupk" from other stocks.

T he appearance of strongly correlated pairsofstocks in
the eigenvectors corresponding to the sm allest eigenval-
ues 0of C can be qualitatively understood by considering
the exampl ofa 2 2 crosscorrelation m atrix

1l c
Cy 2= c 1 (21)
The eigenvalues of C, , are =1 c. The amnaller

eigenvalie decreases m onotonically with increasing
cross-correlation coe cient c. T he corresponding eigen—
vector is the antisym m etric linear com bination of the

!
em pirical nding that the relative sign of largest com po—
nents ofeigenvectors corresponding to the sm allest eigen—
values isnegative. In this sin ple exam ple, the sym m etric
linear com bination ofthe tw o basis vectors appearsasthe
eigenvector of the large eigenvalie , . Indeed, we nd
that TXN and M U are the Jargest com ponents of u’®8,
TM X and TV are the largest com ponents of u’?°, and
NEM and NGC are the largest and third largest com po—
nents of u’%’ .

basis vectors , In agreem ent with our

VII.STABILITY OF EIGENVECTORS IN TIM E

W e next investigate the degree of stability in tin e of
the eigenvectors corresponding to the eigenvalies that
deviate from RM T results. Since deviations from RM T
resuls in ply genuine correlationswhich rem ain stabl in



the period used to com pute C, we expect the deviating
eigenvectors to show som e degree of tim e stability.

W e rst identify the p elgenvectors corresponding to
the p largest eigenvalues which deviate from the RM T
upper bound 4+ . W e then oonst:nuctap N matrix D
with elements D iy = fu
Next, we com pute a p p \over]ap m atrjx" O )= Da
DI, with ekments O de ned as the scalar product of
eigenvector u' of period A (starting at tine t = t) with
uw ofperiod B at a latertine t+ ,

b3

O3 (t ) D ©D % €+ ): (22)

k=1

If all the p eigenvectors are \perfectly" non-random and
stab]ejntjmeoij = ij-

W e study the overlap m atrices O usihg both high-
frequency and daily data. For high-frequency data (L =
6448 records at 30-m In intervals), we use a m oving w in—
dow of length L = 1612, and slide it through the entire
2~yrperiod using discrete tin e stegpsL=4= 403.W e st
dentify the eigenvectors of the correlation m atrices for
each of these tin e periods. W e then calculate overlap
matrices O t = 0; = nL=4), wheren 2 £1;2;3;:: g9
betw een the eigenvectors fort= 0 and fort=

Figure tL4| show sa grey scale pixelrepresentation ofthe
matrix O (; ), for di erent . First, we note that the
eigenvectors that deviate from RM T bounds show vary—
Ing degrees of stability (O i3 (5 )) In time. In particular,
the stability In tin e is Jargest orul?°?. Even at lags of

= 1 yr the corresponding overlp 085. The rem ain—
ing eigenvectors show decreasing am ounts of stability as
the RM T upper bound . isapproached. In particular,
the 34 largest eigenvectors show large values of O ;5 for
upto = 1yr.

N ext, we repeat our analysis for daily retums of 422
stocks using 8685 records of 1-day retums, and a slid-
Ing window of length L = 965 with discrete tin e steps
L=5 = 193 days. Instead of calculating O (t; ) for all
starting points t, we calculate O () hO (& ) i, aver-
aged overallt= nL=5,wheren 2 £0;1;2;::9. FJgure:15
show sgrey scale representationsofO ( ) for ncreasing
W e nd simn ilar resuls as found for shorter tim e scales,
and nd that eigenvectors corresponding to the largest 2
elgenvaluesare stable fortin e scalesas largeas =20 yr.
In particular, the eigenvector u*?? shows an overlap of

08 even over tim e scalesof =30 yr.

VIII.APPLICATIONS TO PORTFOLIO
OPTIM IZATION

T he random ness ofthe \bulk" seen in the previous sec—
tions has In plications In optim al portfolio selection 64_']
W e illustrate these using theM arkow itz theory ofoptim al
portfolio selection E_'q’,:_i]',gé]. Consider a portfolio (t) of
stocks w ith prices S;. The retum on () is given by

b
= wiGi;

@3)

i=1

where G (t) is the retum on stock i and w; is the frac—
tion of wealth J'nvesteg in stock i. The fractions w; are
nom alized such that ., w; = 1. The risk in holding

the portfolio (t) can be quanti ed by the variance
b AD
= wiwiCiy 4 57 24)
i=13=1
where ; is the standard deviation (average volatility)

0fG ;, and C;; are elem ents of the crosscorrelation m a—
trix C. In order to nd an optim al portfolio, we must
m inin ize 2 under the constraint that the retum on the
portfolio issom e xed value . In addition, we also have
the constraint that  §_, w; = 1.M inin izing 2 subct
to these two constraints can be in plem ented by using
two Lagrangem ultipliers, which yields a system of linear
equations forw;, which can then be solved. T he optim al
portfolios thus chosen can be represented as a plot ofthe
retum  asa finction ofrisk 2 Fig.1el.

To nd the e ect of random ness 0of C on the selected
optim alportfolio,we rstpartition the tin e period 1994 {
95 into tw o one-year periods. U sing the cross-correlation
m atrix Cqq ©r1994, and G ; or1995, we construct a fam —
ily of optim alportfolios, and plot  as a function of the
predicted risk 2 for 1995 Fig.16 (@)]. Forthis fam ily of
portlios, we also com pute the risk 2 realized during
1995 using Cos Fig.16()]. We nd that the predicted
risk is signi cantly am allerw hen com pared to the realized
IjSkI
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N
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el N}

Since the m eaningfiil inform ation in C is contained In
the deviating eigenvectors (whose elgenvalues are outside
the RM T bounds), wem ust construct a " Iered’ correla—
tion m atrix C% by retaining only the deviating eigenvec—
tors. To this end, we st construct a diagonalm atrix

%, with elements § = £0;:::;0; oggi:::; 10009. W e
then transform  © to the basis of C, thus obtaining the
\ Tered’ cross-correlation m atrix C°. Tn addition, we set
thediagonalelmentsC? = 1,topreserve Tr(C) = Tr(CP)
= N . W e repeat the above calculations for ndJng the
optin al portlio using C° instead of C i Eq. £4). Fig-
ure:_1§ (o) show s that the realized risk isnow much closer
to the predicted risk

2 2
= 26)

o N

T hus, the optin alportflios constructed using C° are sig—
ni cantly m ore stable n tim e.



IX.CONCLUSION S

How can we understand the deviating eigenvalues |
ie., correlationsthat are stable in tim e? O ne approach is
to postulate that retums can be separated into idiosyn-—
cratic and com m on com ponents | ie., that retums can
be separated Into di erent additive \factors", which rep-
resent various econom ic in uences that are comm on to a
set of stocks such as the type of industry, or the e ect of
news #,31{49,56,51.

O n the other hand, in physical system s one starts from
the Interactions between the constituents, and then re—
lates interactions to correlated \m odes" ofthe system . In
econom ic system s, we ask ifa sin ilarm echanism can give
rise to the correlated behavior. In order to answer this
question, we m odel stock price dynam ics by a fam ily of
stochastic di erential equations 59], which describe the
Ynstantaneous" retums gj (t) = dt InS; &) as a random
walk with couplings Ji

X 1
FO+  Tyg O+ — 10

o

o@ai® = 1o

j
Here, ;@) are G aussian random variables w ith correla—
tion finction h ;@) ;i = 55, € ), and , sets
the tin e scale of the problem . In the context of a soft
soin model, the rst two tem s in the rhs of Eq. Cg-z:)
arise from the derivative of a doublewell potential, en—
forcing the soft spin constraint. T he interaction am ong
soft-spins is given by the couplings J;;. In the absence
ofthe cubic tem , and w ithout interactions, .=r; are re—
laxation tim es ofthe hg; (t)g; (t+ )i correlation function.
The retum G; ata nie tin e interval t isgiven by the
Integralofg; over t.

E quation 627!) is sin ilar to the linearized description
of interacting \soft spJns" [58] and is a generalized case
of the m odels of Refs. c_SS_%] W ithout interactions, the
variance ofpr:ioe changeson a scale t ; Is given by

hGi(1)?i= t=(? ;), I agreem ent w ith recent stud-
ies [6]1 where stock price changes are described by an
anom alous di usion and the variance of price changes is
decom posed into a product of trading frequency (@nalog
of 1= ;) and the square of an \in pact param eter" which
is related to liquidiy (analog of 1=r).

A s the ocoupling strengths increase, the soft—spin sys—
tem undergoes a transition to an ordered state w ith per—
m anent local m agnetizations. At the transition point,
the spin dynam ics are very \slow" as re ected In a
power law decay of the soin autocorrelation finction in
tin e. To test whether this signature of strong interac—
tions ispresent for the stock m arket problem , we analyze
the correlation functions c® ()  WG*® ©c ® ¢+ )i,
where G ® () %%uEG ) is the tine series de-

ned by eigenvector u* . Instead of analyzing c®’ ( ) di-
rectly, weapp]y the detrended uctuation analysis O FA )
m ethod [60 Figure :L7 show s that the correlation fiinc—
tionsc®’ () indeed decay aspower law s [62 forthedevi-
ating eigenvectors u¥ | in sharp contrast to the behavior

27

10

ofc®) () Porthe rest ofthe eigenvectors and the autocor—
relation fiinctions of individual stocks, which show only
shortranged correlations. W e Interpret this as evidence
r strong interactions {63

In the absence of the non-linearities (cubic tem ), we
obtain only exponentially-decaying correlation functions
for the \m odes" corresponding to the large eigenvalues,
which is lnconsistent w ith our nding of power-law cor-
relations.

To sum m arize, w e have tested the eigenvalie statistics
of the em pirically-m easured correlation m atrix C against
the nullhypothesis ofa random correlation m atrix. T his
allow s us to distinguish genuine correlations from \ap—
parent" correlations that are present even for random
m atrices. W e nd that the buk of the eigenvalue spec-
trum of C shares universalproperties w ith the G aussian
orthogonal ensem ble of random m atrices. Further, we
analyze the deviations from RM T, and nd that () the
largest eigenvalue and its corresponding eigenvector rep—
resent the in uence ofthe entirem arket on all stocks, and

) (i) using the rest of the deviating eigenvectors, we can
partition the set ofall stocks studied into distinct subsets
whose identity corresponds to conventionally—identi ed
business sectors. T hese sectorsare stable In tin e, In som e
cases for asm any as 30 years. F nally, we have seen that
the deviating eigenvectors are usefiil for the construction
of optim al portfolios which have a stable ratio of risk to
retum.
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APPENDIX A:\UNFOLDING" THE
EIGENVALUE DISTRIBUTION

A s discussed in Section V, random m atrices display
universalfiinctional form s foreigenvalie correlationsthat
depend only on the general symm etries of the m atrix.
A rst step to test the data for such universal proper—
ties isto nd a transform ation called \unfolding," which
m apsthe eigenvalues ; to new variablescalled \unfolded
eigenvalues" ;, whose distrbution is unifom fl]J{E3]
Unfolding ensures that the distances between eigenval-
ues are expressed In unis of bcalm ean eigenvalue spac—
ng f_l-]_;], and thus facilitates com parison w ith analytical
resuls.



W e rst de ne the cum ulative distrbution function of
eigenvalues, which counts the number of eigenvalues in
the interval ; ,

F()=N P x)dx;

1

Al

whereP (x) denotesthe probability density ofeigenvalues
and N is the totalnum ber of eigenvalies. T he function
F () can be decom posed Into an average and a uctuat-
ing part,

F():Fav()+F uc(): (A2)
Since P ¢ dF 4. ()=d = 0 on average,
Pm () M @A3)
o d

is the averaged eigenvalue density. The dim ensionless,
unfolded eigenvalues are then given by

i Faw(g): @a4)

Thus, the problem isto nd Foy (). We llow two
procedures for obtaining the unfolded eigenvalues ;: (i)
a phenom enological procedure referred to as G aussian
broadening [_i]_:{:_l-g], and (i) tting the cumulative dis-
tribbution function F () ofEq. (&_l:) w ith the analytical
expression orF () ushg Eqg. ('_). T hese procedures are
discussed below .

1. G aussian B roadening

G aussian broadening [_éé‘] is a phenom enological pro—
cedure that ain s at approxin ating the function Fay ()
de ned In Eq. A Z using a series of G aussian functions.
C onsider the eigenvalue distrbution P ( ), which can be
expressed as

X

P()= ( i): @>5)

1
N |
i=1

The -functions about each elgenvalie are approxin ated
by choosing a Gaussian distrbution centered around
each eigenvaluew ith standard deviation ( x4 5 x al)=2,
where 2a is the size of the window used for broaden—
ng ﬁ_6-§] Integrating Eq. (é:fi) provides an approxin a—
tion to the function F., () In the form of a series of
error functions, which using Eq. [ 4) yields the unlded
eilgenvalues.

2. F itting the eigenvalue distribution

P henom enological procedures are lkely to contain ar-
ti cial scales, which can lead to an \over- tting" of the
an ooth part F,, () by adding contrbutions from the

uctuating part ¥ 4. (). The second procedure for un—
©lding ain s at circum venting this problem by tting the
cum ulative distrbution of elgenvalues F () €q. @ 1))
w ith the analytical expression for

Z

Fm ()=N Pm (x)dx; A 6)

1

where P, () is the probability density of eigenvalues
from Eq. (). The tisperormedwith , . ,andN
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TABLE I. Largest ten com ponents of the eigenvectors u’??

991

up tou””" . The colum ns show ticker sym bols, industry type,
and the Standard Industry C lassi cation (SIC) code respec-
tively.
T icker Industry Industry Code
2%
XON 01il& GasEquipm ent/Services 2911
PG C leaning P roducts 2840
INJ D rug M anufacturers/M a pr 2834
KO Beverages-Soft D rinks 2080
PFE D rugM anufacturers/M apr 2834
BEL Telecom Services/D om estic 4813
MOB 01il& GasEquiment/Services 2911
BEN A sset M anagem ent 6282
UN Food —M ajpr D iversi ed 2000
AIG P roperty/C asualty Insurance 6331
u998
TXN  Sem iconductorBroad Line 3674
MU Sem iconductorM em ory Chips 3674
LSI Sem iconductor-Specialized 3674
MOT Elctronic Equipm ent 3663
CPQ Personal C om puters 3571
CYy Sem iconductorB road Line 3674
TER  Sem iconductor Equip/M aterials 3825
N SM Sem iconductorB road Line 3674
HW P D iversi ed Com puter System s 3570
IBM D iersi ed C om puter System s 3570
%7
PDG Gold 1040
NEM Gold 1040
NGC Gold 1040
ABX Gold 1040
ASA C losedEnd Fund - G old) 6799
HM Gold 1040
BMG God 1040
AU Gold 1040
H SM G eneral Building M aterials 5210
MU Sem iconductorM em ory Chips 3674
u996
NEM Gold 1040
PDG Gold 1040
ABX Gold 1040

HM Gold 1040
NGC Gold 1040
ASA C losed-End Fund - G old) 6799
BMG God 1040
CHL W ireless Comm unications 4813
CMB M oney Center Banks 6021
CCI M oney Center Banks 6021
u995
TM X Telecom m unication Services/Foreign 4813
TV B roadcasting — Television 4833
M XF Closed-End Fund —Foreign 6726
ICA Heavy Construction 1600
GTR Heavy Construction 1600
CTC Telcom Services/Foreign 4813
PB Beverages-Soft D rinks 2086
YPF Independent O il& Gas 2911
TXN  Sem iconductorBroad Line 3674
MU Sem iconductorM em ory Chips 3674
2%
BAC M oney Center Banks 6021
CHL W ireless Comm unications 4813
BK M oney Center Banks 6022
CCI M oney Center Banks 6021
CMB M oney Center Banks 6021
BT M oney Center Banks 6022
JPM M oney Center Banks 6022
MEL RegionalN ortheast Banks 6021
NB M oney Center Banks 6021
W FC M oney Center Banks 6021
u993
BP 0il& GasEquipm ent/Services 2911
MOB 0il& GasEquipment/Services 2911
SLB 0il& GasEquim ent/Services 1389
TX M ajpr Integrated O il/G as 2911
UCL Oil& GasRe ning/M arketing 1311
ARC 01il& GasEquim ent/Services 2911
BHI 0il& GasEquipm ent/Services 3533
CHV M apr Integrated O i/G as 2911
APC Independent O il& Gas 1311
AN Auto D ealerships 2911
NERE
FPR  AutoM anufacturers/M ajpr 3711
F Auto M anufacturers/M apr 3711
C Auto M anufacturers/M apr 3711
GM Auto M anufacturers/M apr 3711
TXN  Sem iconductorB road Line 3674
ADI Sem iconductorB road Line 3674
CYy Sem iconductorB road Line 3674
TER  Sem iconductor Equip/M aterials 3825
MGA AutoParts 3714
LSI Sem iconductor-Specialized 3674
u991
ABT DrugM anufacturers/M apr 2834
PFE D rugM anufacturers/M ajpr 2834

13



SGP
LLY
JNJ
AHC
BMY
HAL
W LA
BHI

D rug M anufacturers/M apr
D rug M anufacturers/M apr
D rug M anufacturers/M apr
01il& GasRe ning/M arketing
D rug M anufacturers/M apr
0il& GasEquipm ent/Services
D rug M anufacturers/M apr
0il& GasEquipm ent/Services

2834
2834
2834
2911
2834
1600
2834
3533
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FIG.1. (@) P (Ciy) orC calculated using 30-m in retums of
1000 stocks for the 2-yr period 1994{95 (solid line) and 881
stocks for the 2-yr period 1996{97 (dashed line). For the pe—
riod 1996{97 I'C ;51= 0:06, larger than the value IC ;5i= 0:03
for 1994{95. T he shaded region show s the distribbution of cor—
relation coe cients for the controlP R i3) ofEqg. (ﬁ),which is
consistent w ith a G aussian distrbution with zero mean. ()
P (Ci;) calculated from daily retumsof422 stocks for ve 7-yr
sub-periods in the 35 years 1962{96. W e nd a large value
of ICi3i = 0:18 for the period 1983{89, com pared w ith the
average hCi3i= 0:10 for the other periods.
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FIG.2. The stairstep curve shows the average value of
the correlation coe cients IC ;3i, calculated from 422 422
correlation m atrices C constructed from daily retums using

a sliding L = 965 day tine window in discrete steps of
L=5 = 193 days. The diam onds correspond to the largest
elgenvalue 422 (scaled by a factor 4 1¢) for the correla-

tion m atrices thus obtained. The bottom curve shows the
S& P 500 volatility (scaled for clarity) calculated from daily
recordsw ith a sliding w indow of length 40 days. W e nd that
both KCi5i and 422 have Jarge values for perdiods containing
the m arket crash of O ctober 19, 1987.
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FIG.3. (@) Eigenvalie distribution P ( ) for C constructed
from the 30-m in retums for 1000 stocks for the 2-yr period
1994595. The solid curve shows the RM T result Py, () of
Eqg. é_d) . W e note several eigenvalues outside the RM T upper
bound + (shaded region). T he inset show s the largest eigen—
value 1000 50 + . (o) P () for the random correlation
m atrix R, com puted from N 1000 com putergenerated ran—
dom uncorrelated tim e series with length L 6448 show s
good agreem ent w th the RM T resul, Eq. ('_d) (solid curve).

—~ At=1 day
< 1990-96
A
2
1>
$
=
2 P, |
S
=
&
[nan 1 I
3 4 5
Eigenvalue \



FIG.4. P () r C constructed from daily retums of 422
stocks for the 7-yrperiod 1990{96. T he solid curve show s the
RMT resultPu () ofEq. (6) usingN = 422 and L = 1;737.
T he dotdashed curve showsa ttoP () usihgP m () wih

+ and as free param eters. W e nd sin ilar results as
I
found In Fjg.-_ZJ. (@) for 30-m iIn retums. T he largest eigenvalue
(not shown) has the value 4, = 463.
1.0 T T
€) -=== Fitto Py (s)
@ 08 | iy Pioe (5)
[ A
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s .
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FIG.5. (@) Nearest-neighbor (nn) spacing distribution
Pnn (s) of the unfolded eigenvalues ; of C constructed from
30-m in retums for the 2-yr period 1994{95. W e nd good
agreem ent w ith the GOE result Pgor (s) Eq. (.‘;)] (solid line).
The dashed lne is a t to the one param eter Brody dis—
trbution Ps: Eq. @0)]. The t yiels 099 002,
in good agreem ent wih the GOE prediction = 1. A
K oIn ogorov-Sm imov test show s that the GOE is 10° tin es
more likely to be the correct description than the Gaus—
sian unitary ensemble, and 10%° tin es m ore likely than the
G SE . (b) N ext-nearest-neighbor (nnn) eigenvalue spacing dis—
trdbution Ppnn () of C compared to the nearestneighbor
spacing distrbbution of GSE shows good agreement. A
K oIm ogorov-Sm imov test cannot rejgct the hypothesis that
P¢ sk (s) isthe correct distribution at the 65% con dence level.
The results shown above are using the G aussian broadening
procedure. U sing the second procedure of ttihg F () @A p-
pendix A ) yields sin ilar resuls.
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FIG . 6. Nearest-neighbor spacing distrdbution P (s) of the
unfolded eigenvalies ; ofC com puted from the daily retums
of 422 stocks for the 7-yr periods (@) 1962{68 () 1976{82
(c) 1983{89, and (d) 1990{96. W e nd good agreem ent w ith
the GOE result (solid curve). The unfolding was perform ed
by using the procedure of tting the cum ulative distribution
ofeigenvalues @A ppendix A ) .G aussian broadening procedure
also yields sim ilar resuls.
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FIG.7. (a) Number varance ° (") calulated from the

unfolded eigenvalues ; ofC constructed from 30-m In retums
for the 2-yr period 1994{95. W e used G aussian broadening
procedure w ith the broadening parameter a_ = 15. We nd
good agreem ent w ith the GOE resul of Eq.[13 (solid curve).
T he dashed line corresponds to the uncorrelated case (Pois-
son) . Forthe range of * shown, unfoldingby tting also yields
sin ilar resuls.
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for one eigenvalue in thebulk

<

< 4+ showsgood agree—

mentwih theRM T prediction ofEq. {l?) (solid curve). Sin —

ilar results are obtained for other eigenvalies in thebulk.

()

or p) v’ and () v’??, corresponding to ejgenva]ue§ larger
than theRM T upperbound ; (shaded region in Fjg.@I) . (@)

@) Prut®® deviates signi cantly from the G aussian predic—
tion of RM T . The above plots are for C constructed from
30-m in retums for the 2-yr period 1994{95. W e also obtain
sin ilar resuls for C constructed from daily retums.
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FIG.9. (@) S&P 500 retums at t = 30 min regres_sed
against the 30-m in retum on the portfolio G 1000 Eqg. QE}))
de ned by the eigenvector u®®?, orthe 2~yrperiod 1994{95.
Both axes are scaled by their respective standard deviations.
A linear regression yields a slope 0:85 0:09. ) Retum (in
units of standard deviations) on the portfolio de ned by an
eigenvector corresponding to an eigenvalie 400 within the
RM T bounds regressed against the nom alized retums of the
S& P 500 index show s no signi cant dependence. Both axes
are scaled by their respective standard deviations. T he slope
ofthe linear tis0:014 0011, close to 0 indicating that the
dependence betw een G109 ang Gsp (t) found In part @) is
statistically signi cant.
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FIG. 10. P robability distribution P (Ci3) of

the cross—correlation coe cients for the 2-yr period 1994{95
before and after ram oving the e ect of the largest eigenvalue

1000 - Note that rem oving the e ect of 1000 shifts P Ci3)
toward a sm aller average value IC ;51 = 0:002 com pared to
the originalvalue hCiyi= 0:03.
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FIG.1l. (a) Inverse participation ratio (IPR) as a func-
tion of elgenvalue for the random cross-correlation m atrix
R ofEq. ('_d) constructed using N = 1000 m utually uncorre—
lated tim e serdes of length L = 6448. IPR for C constructed
from (o) 6448 records of 30-m In retums for 1000 stocks for
the 2-yrperiod 1994{95, (c) 1737 records of 1-day retums for
422 stocks in the 7-yrperiod 1990{96, and (d) 1737 records of
l-day retums for 422 stocks In the 7-yr period 1983{89. The
shaded regions show the RM T bounds [ + ; 1.
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FIG.12. A1 10° elgenvector com ponents of u?? plotted
against m arket capitalization (in units of U S D ollars) show s
that m swih large m arket capialization contribute signif-
icantly. T he straight line, which shows a logarithm ic t, isa
guide to the eye.

Transportation
Paper

<o
~

i

i

‘l‘ Drug Manufacturing
|‘ Automotive
l. 0Oil & Gas
: anks

L Latin American firms i

/] e
oo L IMm 1 | |

20 30 40 50 60 70 80
Eigenvalue

0.2

Probability density

@

FIG .13. Schem atic illustration of the interpretation of the
eigenvectors corresponding to the eigenvalues that deviate
from the RM T upper bound. The dashed curve shows the
RMT result ofEq. {4).
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FIG .14. G rey scale pixel representation ofthe overlap m a—
trix O (t; ) as a finction of tin e for 30-m In data for the 2-yr
period 1994{95. H ere, the grey scale coding is such that black
corresponds to O3 = 1 and white corresponds to O35 = O.
T he length ofthe tim e w indow used to com pute C isL = 1612
( 60 days) and the separation = L=4 = 403 used to cal-
culate successive Oiy. Thus, the left gure on the rst row
corregponds to the overlap between the eigenvector from the
starting t= 0 window and the eigenvector from tin e w ndow

= L=4 later. The right gureisfor = 2L=4. In the same
way, the ket gure on the second row is for = 3L=4, the
right gure for = 4L=4, and so on. Even for large
the largest ur eigenvectors show large values ofO 5.

lyr,




FIG .15. G rey scalk pixel representation ofthe overlap m a—
trix WO (; )ic for 1-day data, where we have averaged over
all starting points t. Here, the length of the tim e window
used to compute C is L 965 ( 4 yr) and the separation
L=5 = 193 days used to calculate Oij. 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 is for = 3L=5, the right gure for 4L,=5, and so on.
Even for large 20 yr, the largest two eigenvectors show
large values 0of O 5.
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FIG .16. (a) Portblio retum R asa function of risk D % for
the fam ily ofoptin alportfolios w ithout a risk—free asset) con—
structed from the originalm atrix C. T he top curve show s the
predicted risk Dg in 1995 of the fam ily of optim al portfolios
for a given retum, calculated using 30-m In retums for 1995
and the correlation m atrix Cq4 for 1994. For the sam e fam —
ily of portfolios, the bottom curve show s the realized risk D ﬁ
calculated using the correlation m atrix Cgs for 1995. These
two curves di er by a factor ofD §=DS 2:7. () Risk-retum
relationship for the optin al portflios constructed using the

Yered correlation m atrix C°. The top curve show s the pre—
dicted risk D S in 1995 for the fam ily of optim al portfolios for
a given retum, calculated using the Itered correlation m a-
trix 034 . Thebottom curve show s the realized risk D 2 for the
sam e fam ily of portfolios com puted using C85 . The predicted
risk isnow closer to the realized n'sk:D§=D[2) 125. For the
sam e fam ily of optim alportfolios, the dashed curve show s the
realized risk com puted using the original correlation m atrix

Cos orwhich D?=D} 13.
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FIG.17. (a) Autocorrelation finction ¢®) () of the tine
series de ned by the eigenvector u’??. The solid line shows
a tto a powerdaw functional form k, whereby we ob-
tain values x = 061 006. () To quantify the exponents

x Prallk = ;
of DFA analysis 1_6(:3] often used to obtain accurate estin ates
of power-law correlations. W e plot the detrended uctuation
function F ( ) as a function ofthe tin e scale for each ofthe
1000 tin e serdes. Absence of long-range correlations would
Imply F () 95 whereas F () with 05 < 1
in plies powerJdaw decay of the correlation function with ex—
ponent 2 2 . W e plbt the exponents as a function
of the eigenvalie and nd values exponents signi cantly
Jlarger than 0:5 for all the deviating eigenvectors. In contrast,
for the rem ainder of the eigenvectors, we obtain the mean
value = 044 0:04, com parabl to thevalue = 035 forthe
uncorrelated case.



