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A bstract

Based on the tick-by-tick stock prices from the Gem an and Am erican stock
m arkets, we study the statistical properties of the distrbution of the individual
stocks and the index retums In highly collective and noisy Intervals of trading,
separately. W e show that periods characterized by the strong inter-stock couplings
can be associated with the distrbutions of index uctuations which revealm ore
pronounced tails than in the case ofweaker couplings In them arket.D uring periods
of strong correlations in the G em an m arket these distrdbutions can even reveal an
apparent Levy-stable com ponent.
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1 Introduction

A series of papers devoted to the analysis of nancial data uctuations dis-
closed that the corresponding distributions can be characterized by the Pare-
tian scaling [1,2,3,4,5]. T hese studies, based on the large data sets ofhistorical
stodk prices and on the index values, showed that both the distrbutions of
stodk price uctuationsand the distriutions of index retums reveal scaling over
a broad range of tim e scales from m inutes to days (@lthough a m ore recent
Investigation found that scaling is restricted to rather short tin e scals [6]).
A ram arkable related issue is that the stocks and Indices exhbit sim ilar value
of the scaling exponent ’ 30 K,5]. In accordance w ith the Central Lin it
T heoram , the distribution of a random variabl being a sum of a number of
iid random variablesw ith a nite second m om ent, has to converge to a nom al
distrbution.From thispoint ofview, the sim ilarity ofthe distributions for the
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stocks and the corresponding indices requires that the nancial data violate
the assum ptions of the theorem . And as these data have indeed nite vari
ance, a plausbl cause for the problem s w ith the convergence can be related
to the correlations am ong the data.This clain seem s to be supported by nd-
Ings that an arti cial S& P index constructed from random ly reshu ed stock
retums, presents a m uch better convergence to a G aussian than the origial
Index [4].

An appropriate m easure of correlations am ong elem ents of a system is the
soectrum of the correlation m atrix eigenvalues, which can be easily com pared
w ith the universal properties of random m atrices [/].A few recent works have
shown that the nancialm arket can be described by at least one repelled
eigenvalue w ith a m agniude exceeding the lkely range of values allowed for
a random m atrix. T his one or m ore deviating eigenvalues indicate that there
are relations between various com ponents of the m arket [8,9,10,111].

The m ain purpose of the present work is a quantitative description of the
possbl relation between the stock price m ovem ents and the properties of the
distrdoution of the corresponding Index uctuations.W e showed in a previous
analyseswhich were focused on daily pattemsoftheGem an DAX Index uc-
tuations that certain characteristic tin e intervals of a trading day w ith high
Index volatility are associated wih uctuation distrbutions w ith properties
di erent from m ore silent Intervals of trading [12,13]. Sihce high volatility is
connected w ith stronger correlations between the stocks ([14,15]) we expect
that strong and weak Inter-stock correlations are re ected In di erent prop—
erties of the ndex uctuations. By choosing a few distinct tin e scales (130
m inutes) we are abl to test the stability of the resuls.

2 M ethodology

O ur analysis isbased on the high frequency tick-by-tick data covering the two
years 1998-99 period and com prising the recordings of 30 com panies inclided
in the D ow Jones Industrial A verage and 30 com panies included in the G er-
m an DA X 30 index, together w ith the two indices [L6]. Inevitably, such a long
Interval oftin e com prises som e changes ofthe index com position.W e decided
that only those stocks which were a part ofan index for them aprity oftin g,
can be taken into consideration. A long this way, for the whole interval under
study we analyze the data for the individual com paniesCHV ,GT, S and UK,
although on Nov 1, 1999 they were replaced in DJIA by HD, INTC, M SFT

and SBC . In a sim ilar m anner for the G em an m arket, we analze AD S In—
stead of BVM (delisted due to its fussion wih BHW ).For the G em an stock
m arket we have roughly 30% m ore data points, because of a longer trading
day in Frankfurt (8:30 hours vs. 630 hours in New York).The data hasbeen



prelin nary processed to clear out recording errors.

Let usassume we have a st of N assstsand x (5) @ = 1;:53T) is a prce
of the -th asset at Instant t;. The corresponding tim e serdes of nom alized
logarhim ic price retums reads:

G (t Gt ! : ;
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The tine lag t de nes a tine scale and h::id stands for averaging over
discrete tine. From allthetine serdes g () ( = 1; 25N ; 1= 1;:25T) we
construct an N T datamatrix M and then calculate a correlation m atrix C
de ned by

C=(@=T)MM"; G)

which isisan N N sguarem atrix w ith correlation coe cients as its entries.

A fter the correlation m atrix is calculated, we diagonalize it and cbtain a spec—
trum of its eigenvalues k= 1;:53N ).Fora random m atrix (the socalled
W ishart m atrix) constructed from series of random num bers taken from the
nom al distrlbution, in the lm it of N ! 1 there exist exactly N non-zero
eigenvalues, providingQ = T=N > 1 (@nd N lonesforQ = 1).In thiscase
an analytic expression forthe distribution ofthem atrix eigenvalues exists [17]:

q
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wih ., naxsand where 2 isequalto the variance ofthe tin e series.
In both cases, any deviation from theuniversalR andom M atrix T heory predic—
tions m eans that the correlation m atrix com prises som e genuine inform ation
soeci ¢ for the system under study.

In a system like the stock m arket, the correlation m atrix usually reveals at least
one strongly repelled eigenvalue, describing the com m on behaviour ofa group
of assets or even the comm on evolution of the whole m arket [B,9,10,18,19].
The m agniude of such an eigenvaluie is related to the range of correlation
of di erent asset prices. A m ore collective m arket behaviour is re ected In



a larger ;.In the realm arkets the range of the interstock couplings tums
out to be strongly tin edependent; this refers both to long tin e scales (daily
retums) [10,20] and to extram ely short ones (of order of m inutes and even
seconds) [12,13]. A s it has already been m entioned, the correlations grow in
highly volatile periods of tin e and fade during m ore silent intervals, when
trading is dom inated by noise (see [L0], but also R0]).The sudden elevation of
the largest eigenvaluie In crash tin es and decrease In onset periods of a rally
can serve as exam ples of such behaviour.

A possibl In uence ofthe asset coupling strength on the distrioution of index
retumsm ay be observed by com paring retums corresponding to intervalsw ith
strong correlations (large values of ;) and those from Intervals with weak
correlations (gn all ;).To accom plish this, we divide the whole tw o-yearsJlong
period under study Into equaldispint tinewindowsw, j= 1;::5n, each of
length T,, . In each w ndow we calculate the correlation m atrix C and its largest
eigenvalue ; W;).Next we determ ine the eigenvalue distribution P ( ; W5))
and select such window swy that ; Wy) 2llswihin a speci ¢ range of values
oftheP ( ; wy)) distribuant. Finally, we com pute the distrdbutions of index
and stock retums belonging to these selected w indow s. Sihoe we need a good
tin e resolution for xed N = 30, we choos= T, = 30 (ie.Q = T,N = 1),
regardlessofthetinescale t.From theRM T perspective this xesthe upper
edge ofthe random eigenvaluesbuk at exactly ,.x = 490.However, shcewe
use very short windows N 1 ), the average value of ; may be analler
than pa.x ntherandom cassand ; Ws) may uctuate around the average for
di erent j. Fortunately, these uctuations described by the socalled Tracy—
W idom distrbution R1,22] are relatively am all already for N = 30 and thus
do not in uence our ndings for max+ FOr our analysis, four distinct
tine scalkeswere chosen: t= 1; t= 5; t= 10 and t= 30 minutes; we
could not include any higher scales due to extrem ely poor statistics of retums
In that case.

3 Resuls

T he upper panels of Figure 1 present the tin e course of the DAX (@) and
ofthe DJIA (o) indices tere sam pled every 10 m nutes) in the studied tin e
Interval, ie.between Dec 1, 1997 and D ec 31, 1999. O ver this period, both
Indices experienced a signi cant increase: ’ 70% In the case of DAX and ’

40% in the case of D JIA, although large drow downs were also ocbserved (eg.
in August 1998) . In principle, however, that was exactly this period In which
the m ost powerful bullm arket was observed both at NY SE and at D eutsche
Borse. For a com parison, the lower panels digplay the largest eigenvalue for
each tine window ; (w4) as a function of tin e; each point corresponds to a
single tim e w ndow w4 which is 300 m In (30 data points) long in the present
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Fig.1l.Tine course ofthe DAX index (a) and oftheD JIAverage () sam pled w ith
10 m in frequency (upper panels) together with the corresponding 1 (w4)-values
calculated In tim e w indow s of T, = 30 data points (lower panels). T he arithm etic
average of the eigenvalue over all the w ndow s is also indicated (dashed line).

case. T he varying degree of collectivity is clearly visble here. This resambles
the evolution of | calculated from daily data in ref. [10]. For the sake of
clarty of the Figure, we chose t = 10 mIn, since analler tin e scales are

associated w ith m ore noisy dynam ics. C om paring the lower panels of (@) and
), we see that both the m arkets have sin ilar average value of ; (denoted
by horizontal lines) equalto 9.01 OAX) and 938 (O JIA ), respectively. T his,



how ever, cannot be treated asa rule, because for shorter tDAX ison average
signi cantly m ore collective than D JIA .Even forthistin e scale 0o£10m in the
G em an m arket develops ; which reaches extrem ely high values signi cantly
m ore often than it happens in the Dow Jones m arket (com pare ref. [10]).
The di erence between the valuesof ; In the strongly collective and the least
collective periods of tim e is striking.The sn allest ; (w5)’s f2all inside the noisy
part of the eigenvalue spectrum ( 1 /' nax) Suggesting that no m eaningfil
correlations are present at that tin e, whilk, on the other hand, the largest

1 W5)’s, alm ost saturating the available range of values ( ; TC = N),
describe nearly \rigid" m arket.

In order to com pare the statistical properties of the stock and of the Index
retums across w indow s w ith di erent degree of interstock couplings, we In—
troduce a pair of param eters " and ° de ned by the fllow ing relation

. W ;S
WS #fWj : 1(Wj)<

g, (w

4

®)i ©)
Ny

where 5 denotes the Iower threshold or ;, de ning the strongly correlated
market and " denotes the upper threshold when the m arket is considerably
weakly correlated. Speci ¢ values of " ; ° depend on a particular choice
of " ; S.By thisde nition, thecascsof " = ° = 0:5 corresponds to the
m edian ofthe distrbution, whiletheoneof " = 02; ° = 0:8 to the 20th and
80th percentik ofthe distribution, respectively. From now on,wew ill recognize
tw o cases: periods of collective trading (strong stodk crosscorrelations, S) if

16 3) > ° and periods ofuncorrelated trading (weak cross-correlations, W )
if )< T

W e anticipate that each of these two cases is represented by a distrbution
of index retums w ith som ewhat di erent properties. An Index can be either
a sinple sum of the related stock prices (eg.D ow Jones) or a sum of prices
w eighted by capitalization ofthe corresponding com panies €g.DAX and S& P
iIndices fam ily) . T his suggests that the lndex uctuationsm ay be described by
a distrbution being closer to a G aussian in periods of uncorrelated trading,
when a lack of profound correlations brings situation close to the assum ptions
ofthe Central L im it T heoram , while being signi cantly di erent from nom al
during strongly collective stock behaviour, when these assum ptionsare m Iy
violated. In contrast, the properties of the corresponding distrioutions for the
Individual stock retumsm ay not be so sensitive to the inter-stodk correlations
as the index retums are.

Beforewe divide the signals into the correlated and noisy parts, we show in F ig—
ure 2 the cum ulative distrbutions of the nom alized stock retums and of the
Index retums orthe DA X m arket Fig.2@)) and theD JIm arket Fig.2 [©)).
ThisF igure allow s one to com pare the distrbution ofthe stock retums calcu—
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Fig. 2. Cumulative distributions of nom alized stock retums (dashed) and of nor-
m alized index retums (solid) for four di erent tim e scales (130 m in) and the two
m arkets studied: DAX @) and DJIA (). The cumulative nom al distrbbution is
Indicated by a dotted line n each panel.

lated for all 30 com panies constituting each ofthem arkets (dashed line) w ith
the distribbution of the index retums (solid line), for ourdi erent t.As it

can be seen In F igure, the distributions of the stock retums scale In their tails
for both the m arkets and for all the tin e scales. For the two shortest time
scales the tails of the distrbutions of the Index retums for DA X and forD JIA



have di erent properties, however. On one hand, ln DAX, the slope of the
distrdoution of the index retums is am aller than the slope of the correspond—
iIng distribbution of the stock retums. O n the other hand, the reverse e ect is
cbserved forD JI stocks and D J1A . Interestingly, by increasing tfrom 1 to 30
m In the di erence between the Index retums distrdbution and the associated
stock retums distrbution disappears forboth DAX and D JIA . N everthelkss,
In each case In Fig. 2 all the distributions are far from G aussian.

Later on, we shall discuss the origin of the di erence In the slope of the tails
between the DAX and the DJIA retums distributions on short tin e scales
In m ore detail. Here we only indicate that am ong the sources of discrepancy
between the stock and the index distributions is the existence of periods w hen
the price ofa stock doesnot change. T his situation is speci conly to very short
tin e scales and results in a num ber of zero retums in the data. Such retums, of
course, In uence the average volatility ofprice changes and thusalso a ect the
nom alization, giving broader distributions of the retums whilk not a ecting
the tail's slope. For the indices, however, this e ect can be neglected even at
1-m nute tim e scale.

The outlying points n the distributions, being especially evident in D JIA
for 1 mn retums @Upper kft panel of Fig. 2 (o)) but also to a lesser extent
In DAX, can be alm ost exclusively related to large Jum ps of the price of a
single asset w hich enters the index w ith a signi cant weight. Such jim psoccur
occasionally after som e in portant inform ation reaches the m arket ( nancial
reports, com pany flissions, takeovers etc.); the two extrem e exam ples are the
15% increase and the over20% decrease ofthe IBM shareprice on Apr22,1999
and O ct 21, 1999 openings, regoectively.D ue to the fact that these single-stock
Jum ps alone caused about 1% change of the D JIA value, the event which is
rather unusual In the tin eperiod analyzed, we decided to rem ove these IBM
stock retums and the two corresponding D JIA retums from our tin e serdies for
allthe tin e scales. Thisdoesnot in uence the essential results of our analysis
n any case.

A fter calculating ; w3) for all j's, we de ne and select the window s w ith
strong and weak correlationsbetween the com panies. W e Introduce three dis-
tinct kinds of w indow selection characterized by the follow ing values of the
parameters: " = 05 and ° = 05 (one half of the w indow s are considered
as covering weakly collective trading, and the other half - strongly collective
trading), " = 02 and ° = 08 (20% ofwihdows with snallest ;, 20% of
windowswih highest ,), " = 005and ° = 0:95 (5% amallest, 5% highest).

Figure 3 digplays the cum ulative distribbutions of the stock retums (dashed)
and the index retums (solid) according to the local inter-stock correlation
strength W —-gray, S —bladck) forthe DA X (keft panels) and fortheD JI (right
panels) m arkets.W e present only one tin e scale t= 5m In, but these resuls
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Fig. 3. Cumulative distrbutions of 5 m in stock and index retums for DAX (keft
colum n) and DJIA (right colum n) without the repeated nom alization. The dis—
trbutions of retums corresponding to tin e windows of weak W ) and strong (S)
correlations are presented together In each panel. T he upper panels show distribu-—
tions calculated for the retums from 50% of the w indow s w ith highest value of 1
(%= 05) and from the ram aining 50% ofthe windowswith small 1 ( W = 0:5).
T he lower panels display the sam e for 203 of the w indow s w ith highest ( ° = 0:8)
and an allest (" = 02) correlations. G ray dashed lnesexhibit stock retums distri-
butions fortheW caseand black dashed lines forthe S case, while the corresponding
Index retums distribbutions are denoted by solid lines:gray W ) and black (S).Note
that the two retums corresponding to IBM large Jum ps on Apr 22, 1999 and O ct
21, 1999 have been rem oved before calculation of the distrbutionsboth forthe D JI
stocks and for D JIA ; the sam e refers to all subsequent gures.

are qualitatively stable across allanalyzed scales. For the com panies, both the
W and S distrbutions Whih we shalldenoteasDAX ! ,DAXS,D JIA{ and
D JIAZ ) have sin ilar slopeswith DAX Y and D JIA{ slightly shifted to the
left compared toD AX § and D JIAS . This shift is caused by di erent variance
ofthe distrbution In the W and S cases and it illistrates the already known
fact, that large price uctuations (volatility) are m ore lkely to happen when
the m arket is m ore collective (and vice versa) [14,15]. In fact, the di erence
between the distrdoutions enlarges w ith increasing = 3 ",

A nother interesting conclusion can be drawn from the distrbutions of index
retums (these we denoteasDAX Y ,DAX{,D JIAY andD JIAY).Here the
di erences between the W and S distrbutions, for both of the indices, are
am pli ed com pared to the stock retums, which isevident both for "# = 05
and " = 02, 5 = 08, with the separation much larger in the latter case.
As such a large di erence cannot be explained m erely on the basis of the



divergence between the associated distribbutions for the com panies, the range
of correlations m ay be the crucial factor here.

A though som e conclusion on the shape of the distrbutions in their tails can
be drawn directly from the lower panels of Fig. 3, a real com parison m ay be
perform ed only if all the sets of the retums are nom alized once again to have
a uni variance (o far the variance is di erent w ithin each of the interrelated
W and S sets).Figure 4 is the central point of the present paper. It exhibits
the cum ulative distribbutions of the stock and index retums after the repeated
nom alization. Parts @)—(d) show the results for t = 1;5;10 and 30 m in,

resoectively.
Them ain conclusions which can be drawn from Figure 4 are as ollow s:

(1) The cum ulative distributions of the stock retums (dashed lines) forW and
S windows (gray and black, respectively) reveal roughly sin ilar properties
both In their centralpartsand the tails, regardless ofthem arket, the tin e scale

t and the threshold ssparation  .A perfect agreem ent of the distribbutions
is evident for the D JI stocks, while som e an alldi erences can be cbserved for
the G emm an stodks, especially for short tim e scales.

(i) On the contrary, the distrdbbutions of the Index uctuations (solid lines)
are heavily In uenced by the strength of correlations between the stock price
m ovam ents. T he distrdbutions of the retums n W window s (Qrey solid line)
tend to be m ore G aussian than the ones associated with S windows (polack
solid line). T his system atically applies to aln ost all cases w ith an exception
forD JIAY andD JIAS computed or t= 1m in, where the situation is less
clar. Even in this case, however, the two distrdbutions seem to di er for the
largest (bottom right panelofFig.4@)).For t= 5min and = 09

we do not observe s0 big di erence between the distrloutions in D JIA aswe
m ight expect, but this fact can well be attributed to poor statistics (in this
case, each of the two distrbbutions was calculated from 2100 retums only).

(iil) T he larger is, the larger isthe di erence between D A X f andDAX? ;
this rule is especially signi cant at samall tand dem Inishes at larger t.For
D JIA , the analogous Increase of ssparation is lesspronounced Fig.4@)4d)).

(i) T he above-m entioned Increase of separation between D AX f and D AX ?
w ith Increasing is associated w ith the appearence of the distribbution w ith
scaling regions whose slope is iIn the Levy-stable regin e. Yet another look at
Fig. 2 @) allows one to see that even though the distrbutions of the DA X
retums show fat tails, they are by no m eans stablk. A signi cantly di erent
behaviour of the distribbution can be cbtained after ltering out those retums
that belong to the intervals of uncorrelated trading and whose distrbution
drops down considerably faster Fig.4@)). W ih the threshold as Iow as at
=05 (ie. ° = 5{76),theD AX ? distrbution presents the apparent scaling

10
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Fig. 4.Cumulative distrbutions of stock and index retums after the repeated nor-
m alization (see text) Prthe DAX (left) and the D JIA (right) m arkets and for four
dierenttinescales:1min @),5min ©),10mmn () and 30min d).The distrbu—
tions are denoted as In F ig. 3. In each panel, the cum ulative nom al distriution is
denoted by a dash-dotted Iinewhilk the Levy stableregine ( = 20) isdenoted by a
dash-doubledotted slanted line. In (¢) and (d) no extrem e distrbutions (¥ = 0:05
and S = 0:95) can be presented due to too poor statistics.
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Just at the edge of the Levy—stable regime ( ’ 20, represented by the slant
dash-dotted line in each panel). By rising the threshold * 08 (° 7:90)
we observe the occurence and In ation of another scaling region for sm aller
values of the retums w ith the scaling Index desp Inside the stable range ( '

13).For t= 5min Fi.4{)) we also dentify the scaling region but now

wih continuously decreasing w ith increasing ° . T his region is shorter than
the one for t= 1m n and falls into the stable regin e at signi cantly higher
threshold (5 ' 0#8).No scaling ofDAX ? can be observed for larger time
scales Fig.4(c) and (d)).Unlke DAX,D JIA does not convincingly scale for

12



any ofthe analyzed values of t (com pare ref. PJ).

A striking di erence between the properties ofthe D JIA and theDA X retums
distrlbbutions can be seen for the tine scak of 1 min Fig.4@)).For DAX,
the distributions for the S and W w Indow s are disgparate, whereas for D JIA
they have sim ilar shape. O ne of the possble sources of this discrepancy can
be the already-m entioned m ore noisy evolution ofthe D JIm arket. Indeed, our
com putation show s that if t= 1m in, themedian ofP ( ; (W3)) reachesonly
4 22 forthe D JI stocks; this value does not stray m uch from the upper edge of
the eigenvalie spectrum of a W ishart m atrix. T hus, even the relatively high
valuesof ; (W) arenot very distant from the random case, eg.forthem iddle
right panelofFig.4 @), ° = 0:8 corresponds to the threshold ° = 5:08.This
can wellacoount for the fact docum ented in thebottom right panelofF ig.4 @)
thattheD JIAS and theD JIAY distrbutions start to signi cantly di eronly
for 5 = 095 ( ° = 6:40).For com parison, the threshold values ° for DAX
stocks are as ©llows: 5.76 (5 = 0:5),7.90 (° = 08) and 10.60 ( ° = 095).
T he strongest correlations and large values of ; (w3) arem ore Ikely to occur
at m arket—speci ¢ periods of intraday trading 23,12,24,13], especially In the
G em an m arket; such periods are usually associated w ith highly volatile be-
haviour of the m arket and rapid collective m ovem ents of prices. An exam ple
can be the sudden signi cant changes of DAX which frequently occur aln ost
precisely at 1430 [12,13]. These changes are visble predom nantly on short
tin e scales; on longer tin e scales they are often averaged out and vanish.This
can be considered asone ofthe possible sources of larger collectivity ofDA X on
short tim e scales. A nother source is the strong In uence ofthe NASDAQ and
NY SE evolution on the Frankfurt stock m arket as a whol. D aily pattem of
1 W5) uctuations reveals signi cant increase of the Jargest eigenvalue’sm ag—
nitude after 1530 (ie. 930 n New York) when trading starts on the NY SE
and NASDAQ m arkets; also the 14:30 peak is caused by certain extemal fac-
tors.From thispoint ofview the Am erican m arket can be considered asbeing
relatively independent and, thus, less correlated. H owever, as the big di er-
encebetween DAXY andDAX? (and between the distrbutions of the DA X
and the D JIA retums) cannot be attributed m erely to the strongly correlated
dynam ics ofthe G em an m arket, an explanation for the observed shape ofthe
distrlbbutions of the DA X retums requires m ore extensive investigation.

A potential source of the fattailkd distrbutions ofthe DAX retumsm ay be
the caloulation procedure of DA X after the m arket opening: an opening value
m ay be assigned to the ndex only affer not lessthan 50% ofthe DA X com po—
nent stocks representing at least 70% of the totalD AX m arket capitalization
have already been traded on a given day. T his usually happens a few m nutes
after the actualm arket opening and leads to a signi cant relative am pli ction

of the ovemight DA X retum if the corresponding tin e scale is shorter than
a few m inutes @s it isin ourcase of t= 1 m in).Obviously, for any longer

tin e scale thise ect should not In uence the m agnitude of the corresponding
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retums; In fact, Figs. 2(@), 4() and 4(d) show that the S distrdbutions for
DJIA and DAX look sim ilarboth for t= 10 and for t= 30m . In order
to quantify the in uence of the ovemight DA X retums on the corresponding
distrbutions, we take our tin e series of 1 m lnute retums of DAX and se—
Ject all the retums which correspond to ovemight changes of the index value
(ie. the di erence between a previous day’s closing value and the next day’s
opening value). Next we zero the spurious retums corresoonding to the situ—
ation In which the opening value was assigned to DAX Jater than at 8:31:00
(as they should not be considered as valid 1 m In retums), and leave the re—
m aining ovemight retums unchanged (roughly about halfthe totalnum ber of
ovemight retums) . T hen we calculate the distrbutions according to the sam e
procedure as for the com plte tin e serdes in Fig. 4 (@) . For a com parison, we
also calculate the distrbutions after zeroing all the ovemight retumsboth the
sourdious and the valid ones.

Figure 5(@) exhibits the cum ulative distrioutions of the DA X retums taken
from the W windows (top panels) and the S windows (bottom panels) sspo—
arately; in each panel distrbutions fr three di erent valuesof " or ° are
shown. Both the distributions calculated from the data w ithout the sourious
retums (on the keft of F igure) and the distrbutions calculated from the data
w ithout all the ovemight retums (on the right) have got signi cantly thinner
tails than their counterparts for com plete data In Fig. 4 (@); this is true both
for the ocollective and for the uncorrelated trading intervals. M oreover, the
outer scaling region with ’ 2:0 which was clarly visble in Fig. 4 @), here
disappeared, which pem itsusto identify its origih asbeing m erely due to the
calculation proocedure of the DAX opening value. The extrem ely fat tails for
DAX cbserved In Fig. 4 (@) m ay therefore be considered as an extemale ect
unrelated to the inner properties of the m arket dynam ics. T hese fat tails and
scaling are m ore signi cant for the S window s than for the W ones, but this
is purely accidental: the opening 30 m inutes covered by the st window on
each day is usually associated w ith collective dynam ics of stocks and thus it
isclassi ed asan S window .

In contrast to the outer scaling region wih = 2:0, the inner scaling region
characterized by = 13 and which is best visble for high values of ° for
05 < i< 3 (@mows In Figure), survives. Ram oving the spurious retums
does not a ect it at all and ram oving also the rest of ovemight retums only
slightly shorten it and change is slope to 14.A s ilar region of scaling in
the Levy-stable regin e has already been identi ed previously for the S&P

500 iIndex [B]; In that case = 1:6. Interestingly, a trace of a related feature
(out w ithout clear scaling) can also be ssen for the DA X -stocks retums in
Fig.4@) (ottom left panel, black dashed line). A s this stabl scaling region
occurs only in \collective" window s w ith Jarge ; (w;) it seem s that, forDAX,
its origin cannot be attributed to the quantization of the retums as authors
of ref. B] hypothesize for S& P500. It is also Interesting to note that after
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Fig. 6. Cumulative distrbbutions of 5 m in stock and index retums (com plkte data
and repeated nom alization) forthe DAX (left) and the D JIA (right) m arkets. The
upper (lower) panels correspond to positive (negative) uctuations.Only the case
of W& = 05 is shown. T he cum ulative nom aldistribution is denoted by a dotted
line In each panel.

rem oving the sourious retums, the distrbutions for the S-w indow s closely
resam ble the distrbutions for the truncated Levy processes, w here the central
part is a Levy distrbution whil, ow Ing to the exponential cut-o of tails,
the second mom ent is nie (see ref. R]). In fact, if we calculate pdf of the
price increm ents (Instead of the logretums) for the S-windows, we cbtain
good ts by usihg Levy distrboutionswih = 13 14; the tails of such
pdf’s decay approx.exponentially w ith the best agreem ent being cbserved for

S = 0:8.A fter rem oving all the ovemight retums, the tails do not present
explicit exponential decay but second m om ent is cbviously still nie (oottom
right panelofFig.5@)).

Figure 5 () displays the results of an analogous analysis for D JIA . D ue to
the fact that the opening values of D JIA may be calculated w ithout any
restriction, there isno spurious retums and thus in F igure we show the results
for the com plete data instead: the distrbutions on the kft side are exactly the
sam e as those on the right side ofF ig. 4 (@) .E ven ifwe ram ove allthe ovemight
retums we do not ocbserve any qualitative m odi cation of the distriution’s
shape (rght side of Fig. 5()).0nly an all quantitative changes can be seen
here; w ithout the opening retums, theD JIAY distrbutions are characterised
by slightly thinner tails and start to di er from their S counterparts already
or 5 = 08 ;stead of 5 = 0:95 as it was for the com plkte data. This is
not shown explicitely but can be Inferred from a carefill ingpection of the
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right-side panels of Fig. 5). For DAX Fig. 5@)), the di erence between
the distributions corresponding to W and S window s decreases both after
rem oving the spurious and the valid ovemight retums, but it is still stronger
for DAX than forD JA and increases w ith increasing

Forongertine scales (t 5 m in), ram oving the spurious ovemight retums
does not In uence the results presented In Fig. 4 b)-(d) for any of the two
m arkets whereas ram oving also the valid ovemight retums In uence the dis-
trbutions.For t 10 m in, the ovemight retums share the properties w ith
Intraday retums and ram oving them has no qualitative e ect. Thus, we m ay
conclude that the Jarge di erence in the distrdoutions of the retums betw een
DAX and DJIA observed In Fig. 4 @) is predom lnantly due to the follow Ing
two factors: @) the properties of the overmnight retums and especially the non-—
trivial calculation of such retums In DA X, and (o) the di erent strength of
couplings n each of the two m arkets; the D JI stodks present m ore noisy evo—
Jution than the Gem an stodks, whith lads to sin ilarity of the correlation
properties oftheW and S intervals and, n tum, sin ilarity ofthe correspond-
Ing distrioutions In D JIA .

F inally, we shall com pare the properties of the distributions of the positive
and negative retums [B,25]. Such distrbutions for t= 5 m in are digplayed

In Figure 6 both forthe Gem an (left) and the Am erican (right) m arkets. T he
positive uctuations corresgoonding to ndex draw ups (Upper panels) and the
negative ones associated with Index drawdowns (lower panels) do not di er
from each other qualitatively, resem bling the distributions for the absolute
retums presented for this tine scale in Fig. 4 (o). This is In agreem ent w ith
the ndings of ref. @4,5] that the properties of distributions of the stock and
Index retums are sym m etric w ith resoect to zero.

4 Conclusions

To summ arize, the resuls of our analysis show that the tim e intervals char-
acterized by strongly collective behaviour of stocks are associated w ith the
distributions of the index retums, whose properties di er from the ones for
the Intervals dom nated by noise. Strongly correlated m arket can be related
to the phenom enon of fat tails of the retums distrlbution, whilke faster con-
vergence of such a distrdoution to nom alcan be attributed to a decorrelated
trading. T his m ight be considered as an em pirical argum ent supporting the
hypothesis stating that the in portant factor responsble for the fat tails of
the distributions of the Index retums is the interstock correlations [B]. Such
an e ect is observed in both the G emm an and the Am erican m arket for tin e
scales of at Jeast 5 m In and In the Gem an m arket oreven 1 m in tin e scale.
T his does not exclude, however, possble in uence of other factors which can
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either am plify the e ect of interstock correlations or be a distinct source of
the non-G aussian tails (sse R5]). For the DAX market, which is In prnci-
pl m ore collective than the D ow Jones one on short tin e scales [10,26], the
strong inter-stock couplings which occur both repeatedly In speci ¢ perdods
of a trading day and uniquely at random m om ents, lead to the occurence of
the Levy-stablk region In the distrbutions of the index retums. T his region,
however, com prises retums of m oderate size only and its existence does not
a ect the distrdbutions’ tails. T he results of our study indicate that ram oving
sourious ovemight retums in the S-w indow s Jeads to the distribbutions whith,
on short tin e scales, closely resam ble those for the truncated Levy processes.
T he existence of and sw itching between di erent uctuation regin es in Index
evolution during periods of correlated and decorrelated trading resem bles the
phenom enon of tw o-phase behaviour of the dem and for stocks w here the equi-
lbrium and the out-ofequilbriim phase Interweave R7].W e do not cbserve,
however, any sudden change of properties of the uctuations for any of the
values of the control param eter ;, but rather a continuous transition from
one type of behaviour to another type, which isbest visbl for 1 m in and 5
mh retums ofDAX .
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