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A bstract

In this study,we analyze the aerospace stocks prices in order to characterize the

sector behavior.The data analyzed cover the period from January 1987 to April

1999.W epresenta new index fortheaerospacesectorand weinvestigatethestatis-

ticalcharacteristicsofthisindex.O urresultsshow thatthisindex iswelldescribed

by Tsallis distribution.W e explore this result and m odify the standard Value-at-

Risk (VaR),�nancialrisk assessm entm ethodology in orderto reectan assetwhich

obeysTsallisnon-extensive statistics.
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1 Introduction

Financialinstitutionsare subjectto m any sourcesofrisk.Financialrisk can

bebroadly de� ned asthedegreeofuncertainty aboutfuturenetreturns.Ac-

curateevaluation ofrisksin � nancialm arketsisofcrucialim portanceforthe

properassessm entand e� cientm itigation ofrisk and,consequently,foropti-

m alcapitalallocation.Theincreased volatility of� nancialm arketsduringthe

last decade has induced the developm ent ofsophisticated risk m anagem ent

tools.In thiscontext,Value-at-Risk (VaR)hasbecom ethestandard m easure

that� nancialanalystsusetoquantify m arketrisk.VaR isde� ned asthem ax-

im um potentiallossin aportfoliovalueduetoadversem arketm ovem ents,for
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a given probability (5% or1% ,forexam ple)and a � xed tim e horizon (typi-

cally,1 day).The greatpopularity achieved by thisinstrum entisessentially

dueto itsconceptualsim plicity:VaR reducesthem arketrisk associated with

any portfolio to just one num ber,the lossassociated to a given probability,

undernorm alm arketconditions.

Here,we analyze the � nancialrisk ofthe aerospace sector.The aerospace

com plex "weights" severalhundredsofbillionsofdollarsa year,and creates

m illions ofhigh-wage,high skilljobs worldwide.M oreover,technologically-

intensive aerospace production generates extrem ely im portant positive spill

over e� ects for the rest ofthe econom y.However,this very fact { the need

oflarge investm ents in advanced technologies { m akes this industry highly

susceptible to politicaland econom ic risks.For exam ple,ifwe consider the

volatility asa risk m easure,we rem ark that,in thelastdecade,thestocksof

the m ain aerospace players presented a volatility 20% higher than thatdis-

played by m ajor� nancialindexessuch astheDow-JonesIndustrialIndex and

theStandard & Poor’s500Index (seebelow).Sinceuntilpresently,thereisno

singlem arketindicatorspecially designed fortracking theperform anceofthe

aerospacesectorasa whole,weintroducea new index,called Com prehensive

AeroSpace Index (CASI),based on the stocks negotiated on the New York

Exchange(NYSE)and theOvertheCounter(OTC)m arkets.W einvestigate

thestatisticalcharacteristicsoftheCASIand show thatthisindex iswellde-

scribed byTsallisdistribution.W eexplorethisresultand m odifythestandard

Value-at-Risk (VaR)risk assessm entm ethodology in orderto re ectan asset

whoseunderlying dynam icsobeysthenon-extensive statistics.

Thispaperisorganized asfollows.Following thisIntroduction,in Section 2

wedescribethedata setused in thiswork,how theindex CASIiscom puted,

and which areitsm ain statisticalcharacteristics.In Section 3,webrie y intro-

duce the VaR m ethodology,then generalize itto non norm al,Tsallism arket

conditions,and apply thisnew m ethodology to theCASItim e-series.Finally,

ourconcluding rem arksarepresented in Section 4.

2 T he C om prehensive A erospace Index (C A SI)

The data setused in thispaperconsists oftwelve yearsofdaily pricessets,

from January,1987 to April,1999,from a com prehensive sam ple of lead-

ing aerospace-related com panieswith stocksnegotiated on theNew York Ex-

change(NYSE)and on theOver-the-Counter(OTC)m arkets.Thenum berof

aerospacecom paniesincluded in thedatasetvaried from 62in 1987,to146in

1999.TheCASIwascalculated using a base-weighted aggregatem ethodology

[1,2]in ordertore ectthetotalm arketvalueofeach com pany.Following this
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Fig.1.TheCASIindex:(a)daily evolution;(b)daily returns.

approach,theCASIata given tim etisgiven by

Y (t)=
1

ID

N
X

i

(
wi

W
)X i(t); (1)

where wi isthe num berofsharesoutstanding ofthe stock i,W isthe total

num ber ofcom panies shares that com pose the index,X i is the price ofthe

stock i,and N is the num ber ofstocks.ID is a norm alizing factor called

Index Divisor,which perm its to set the initialCASI value to an arbitrary

level(say,100 or10),allowing the index series to be com parable overtim e,

and to adjust for variations in the weights wi.These weights are up-dated

every threem onths,orevery tim eadi� erenceof5% orm orein thenum berof

sharesoutstanding ofany stocksisdetected orwhen a new stock isincluded

in the index.In any case,the ID value iscorrespondingly adjusted to assure

thecontinuity in theCASIindex values.

Asusual,we considered in ouranalysisthe tim e evolution ofCASIreturns,

de� ned as the logarithm ic di� erences ofCASI values over a period oftim e

� t,com puted fora sequenceofindex valuesasS� t(t)= log(Y (t+ � t)=Y (t)).

CASIreturns,from 1987to1999,areshown in Fig.1,foratim edelayof1day,

togetherwith the tim e evolution ofthe index itselfduring the sam e period.

The spectralcharacteristicsofboth signalsdisplay som ewell-known features

of� nancialtim e-series,with CASI returns behaving like a white-noise and

theCASIindex itselffollowing a random -walk pattern.W epresentin Fig.2,

CASIreturn histogram s(in sem i-logarithm icplots),forthreetim eintervals.

Theseresultsfollow a fam iliarpattern already found in other� nancialsignals

[3{6].The transition from an approxim ately Gaussian behavior,atlong tim e

intervals,toaleptokurtoticdistribution form ,as� tdecreases,isquiteevident.

At� t= 1 day,the histogram hasa kurtosisconsiderably higherthan 3,the

value expected for a norm alprocess.This feature,which corresponds to an

excess of large  uctuations com pared to a Gaussian distribution is a well

3
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Fig.2.CASIreturn histogram s,for�t(1,5,22 days).

known signatureofinterm ittence -burstsofintensem arketvolatility.

Financialm arkets are extrem ely com plex,with m ultiple hierarchicalstruc-

turesand a large num berofheterogeneousagentsinteracting in an intricate

way.W hen studyingthestatisticalcharacteristicsofa� nancialindex,an usual

approach isto investigatehow theunderlying distribution m om ents(orother

related quantities)scale fordi� erenttim e intervals.In Fig.3 we present,on

a log-log plot,m ean,variance and kurtosis as a function of� t,for four � -

nancialindexes:CASI,Nasdaq,Dow-JonesIndustrial(DJI)and Standard &

Poor’s (S&P500).W e rem ark that allcurves present a power-law behavior

(the corresponding scaling exponentsare displayed in Table 1),although the

kurtosisresultssu� erfrom the� nitenessofthesam plesize.Forallindexes,the

variance scaleslinearly with � t,the expected resultfora standard di� usive

regim e.Note thatCASIand Nasdaq have kurtosisexponentsquite di� erent

from thosedisplayed by DJIand S&P500.W em ay speculatethatthisresult

indicatesthatthedynam icsofpriceform ation in technology-intensivecom pa-

niesispeculiar,very di� erentfrom m ore traditionalindustries.Surprisingly,

we� nd that,although CASIand Nasdaqconsistently display highervariances,

Table 1:Scaling coe�cients

Indexes

CASI S& P500 DJI Nasdaq

M ean 0.96 0.99 0.96 0.98

Variance 1.00 0.93 0.96 1.09

K urtosis -0.38 -0.58 -0.61 -0.32
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theirkurtosisaresm aller.In otherwords,CASIand Nasdaq arem orevolatile

butlessinterm ittentthan DJIand S&P500.Thissom ewhatunexpected result

suggeststhe presence oflong m em ory e� ectsin CASIand Nasdaq volatility

patterns.These correlationstend to clusterperiodsofsim ilarvolatility,pre-

venting theexcessive alternating ofpricechangesregim es.

3 R isk A nalysis

In recent years,VaR has been adopted as the standard toolused by insti-

tutionsto m easure and m anage � nancialm arket risk.M oreover,VaR isthe

basisforBIS (Bank forInternationalSettlem ents)m arketrisk-based capital

requirem ents[7,8].Although,itsoriginscan be trace back asfaras1922,to

capitalrequirem entstheNYSE (New York Stock Exchange)im posed tom em -

ber� rm s,passing through theportfolio theory and a � rstcrudeVaR m easure

published in 1963 [9],VaR only becam e widely used with the J.P.M organs

RiskM etricsTechnicalDocum entin 1995(freelyavailableon theJ.P.M organ’s

website [10]).Great part ofits popularity originates from the factit aggre-

gatesseveralrisk com ponentsinto a single num ber.VaR m easuresthe worst

expected loss under norm alm arket conditions over a speci� c tim e interval

(which m ay vary from hoursto years),ata given con� dence level(forexam -

ple,99% or95% ).

In generalterm s,VaR m easuresthe quantile ofthe projected distribution of

gains and losses over a given tim e horizon.The q-quantile (or fractile) ofa

random variable X is any value x such that Pr(X � x) = q.Ifc is the

selected con� dence level,VaR isthe corresponding 1� c lower-tailquantile.

Analytically,itcanbeform ulated interm sofreturnsoftheportfolioasfollows:

Pr[S� t< V aR S(� t)]= 1� c; (2)

whereV aR S(� t)istheVaR,in term sofreturns,fora tim ehorizon of� t.

It is clear from Eq.(2),that the precise prediction ofthe probability ofan

extrem em ovem entin thevalueofaportfolioisessentialforrisk m anagem ent.

By theirvery nature,extrem e m ovem ents are related to the tailsofthe dis-

tribution ofthe underlying data generating process.Severalstudies,starting

with the pioneering work by M andelbrot [11],have shown that� nancialre-

turn distributionsareleptokurtotic,thatistheyhaveheaviertailsand ahigher

peak than a norm aldistribution.These featuresarewellillustrated by CASI

1-day return distribution,shown in Fig.2.In practicalterm s,theassum ption

ofnorm ally distributed returns m ay lead to serious errorsin the estim ation

ofrisk,a� ecting the stability ofm arketsand/orthe pro� tability of� nancial

institutions.
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Fig.3.Scaling with varying tim e intervalsofCASI,Nasdaq,DJIand S& P500:(a)

m ean;(b)variance;(c)kurtosis.

In order to m odelfat-tailed distributions,the log-norm aldistribution,gen-

eralized errordistribution,truncated Levy distribution,and m ixturesofnor-

m aldistributions have been suggested [12{16].From an econophysics point-
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of-view,severalstudiespointed outthatthe � nancialm arketdynam icsm ay

e� ciently beunderstood within the statisticalm echanicalfram ework and its

suitablegeneralizations[14,15].In thiscontext,Ram osand collaborators[13,5]

haverecently shown thatTsalliscanonicaldistribution [17],given by

pq(x)� (1� �(1� q)x2)1=(1� q) ; (3)

with q and � as param eters,provides a sim ple and accurate m odelfor � -

nancialhistogram s.M oreover,Tsallis entropic param eter q was found to be

an excellent m easure ofinterm ittency [18].Note that,for1 < q < 5=3,Eq.

(3) displays fat-tails but stillhas � nite variance.For q = 1,we recover the

Gaussian distribution.Finally,forunitvariance,wehave� = 1=(5� 3q).

Relaxingtheassum ption ofnorm alreturnsintrinsictotheoriginalVaR m ethod,

and assum ing thatm arketreturn distributionsfollow Eq.(3),V aR S(� t)can

becom puted from

Z
� 1

q

Z
� V aR S (� t)

� 1

[1� �(1� q)S2]1=(1� q)dS = 1� c; (4)

where q is a function of � t and,for unit variance,� = 1=(5 � 3q).The

norm alizing factorisgiven by

Zq =

s

�

�(q� 1)

� ((3� q)=2(q� 1))

� (1=(q� 1))
: (5)

Itisim portantto rem ark that,since the entropic param eterq only depends

on the kurtosis ofthe experim entalhistogram [18],its value can be easily

estim ated for longer tim e horizons.For this,it su� ces to extrapolate the

kurtosisvalueofthe1-day histogram ,assum ing som eknown scaling with � t,

assuggested by Fig.3c.

Figure4acom parestwotheoreticalcum ulativedensity functions(CDF),com -

puted usingGaussian and Tsallis(q= 1:51)standardized return distributions,

with CASI1-day experim entalhistogram s.W e observe thatTsallisdistribu-

tion provides better VaR estim ates,for con� dence levels within the range

of95 to 99.5% .This com parison m ay be further enhanced plotting the dif-

ference between experim entaland theoreticalquantiles as a function ofthe

con� dence level(4b).Note that forhigh con� dence levels (above 99% ),the

Gaussian m odelgrosslyunderestim atestherisk,whileforlow con� dencelevels

(below 97% ),itleadsto sub-optim alcapitalallocation dueto system aticrisk

overestim ation.
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line,q= 1:51)cum ulative density functions(CDF);(b)Experim entaland theoret-

icalquantile logarithm ic di�erencesasa function ofthecon�dence level.

4 C onclusion

In thispaper,westudied the� nancialrisk oftheaerospacesector.In spiteof

itsundeniableeconom ic,socialand even strategicim portance,untilpresently,

there wasno single m arketindicatorspecially designed fortracking the per-

form anceoftheaerospacesectorasa whole.Thisfactled usto develop a new

index,called Com prehensive Aerospace Index (CASI),based on the stocks

negotiated on the New York Exchange (NYSE) and the Over the Counter

(OTC) m arkets.Our data set consisted oftwelve years ofdaily prices sets,

from January,1987 to April,1999,from a com prehensive sam ple ofleading

aerospace-related com panies.

W e investigated the statisticalcharacteristicsofthe CASIand found thatit

ism orevolatilebutlessinterm ittentthan othertraditionalm arketindicators,

such astheDJIand S&P500.Thisresultssuggeststheexistenceoflongm em -

orycorrelationsim pactingthevolatilityclusteringpatternsoftheCASIindex.

W ealso shown thatCASIhistogram s,fordi� erenttim eintervals,arewellde-

scribed by Tsalliscanonicaldistribution.W eexplored thisresultand m odi� ed

the standard Value-at-Risk (VaR) risk assessm ent m ethodology in order to

re ectan assetwhoseunderlying dynam icsobeysTsallisnon-extensivestatis-

tics.Ourresultshaveshown thisapproach providesbetterVaR estim ates,for

con� dence levelswithin therangeof95 to 99.5% .

Sum m arizing,we explored in thispaperthe idea thatthe com prehension of

� nancialtim e-series statisticalfeatures m ay be the � rst step to grasp the

behavior ofa highly com plex system such the � nancialm arket.Investm ent

professionalshave attheirdisposala wide array ofsophisticated toolsto aid

their analyzes,like the Value-at-Risk m ethod.M any ofthese tools depend

8



on theassum ption thattheassetreturnsarenorm ally distributed.Today we

know they are not.To em phasize the im portance ofthis point,we showed

in our results that the relaxation ofnorm ality prem ise can im prove a risk

m easure,with positiveim pactson thestabilityofm arketsand thepro� tability

of� nancialinstitutions.
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