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R em oving noise from correlations in

m ultivariate stock price data.

Przem ys law Repetowicz PeterRichm ond

Departm entofPhysics,Trinity College Dublin 2,Ireland

A bstract

Thispaperexam inestheapplicability ofRandom M atrix Theory to portfolio m an-

agem ent in � nance.Starting from a group ofnorm ally distributed stochastic pro-

cesses with given correlations we devise an algorithm forrem oving noise from the

estim atorofcorrelationsconstructed from m easured tim eseries.W ethen apply this

algorithm to historicaltim e seriesforthe Standard and Poor’s500 index.W e dis-

cussto whatextentthenoisecan berem oved and whethertheresulting underlying

correlationsare su� ciently accurate forportfolio m anagem entpurposes.

Key words: Random -m atrix theory;cross-correlations;Econophysics;Num erical

optim ization

PACS num bers:02.50.SK ,02.60.Pn,05.40.Ca,05.90.+ m

1 Introduction

Theapplication ofRandom M atrix Theory totheanalysisofcorrelationsof�-

nancialtim e-serieshasbeen widelystudied bySengupta(1997);Laloux(1999);

Bouchaud (2000);Plerou (1999,2000,2001);Burda (2003);M antegna (2003);

Utsugi(2003);M alevergne(2004);Pafka (2002,2003)in thecaseofGaussian

m atrices and by Galluccio (1998);Jurkiewicz (2003);Sornette (2000)in the

non-Gaussian case.Thenon-Gaussian caseism orerealisticbutalso m oredif-

�cult.One ofthe reasonsofthese di�cultiesisthatitisnotstraightforward
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to use variances and covariances as a m easure ofrisk in the non-Gaussian

caseasitisin theGaussian case.Sornette(2000)approachesthisproblem by

m appingasym ptotically power-law distributed assetsin anon-linearway onto

Gaussian variables whose covariances provide a new m easure ofdependence

between non-norm alreturns.

In this paper,however,we are going to forgetthatprice returns have \fat"

tails,as it was �rst suggested by M andelbrot (1963);EugFam a (1963) and

then proved by Gopikrishnan (1998) in a thorough statisticalanalysis,and

testthecase ofGaussian Random m atrices.Here itisthecorrelation m atrix

thatm easuresthe m utualdependence ofnorm ally distributed �nancialtim e

seriesand thisisthequantity wewillinvestigate.

In this ensem ble ofrandom m atrices there are severaluniversalquantities,

i.e.quantities which are the sam e forboth a particular random m atrix and

theaverageoverthewholeensem ble.In principlethen wecan m easurethese

quantities fora �nancialcorrelation m atrix,com pare them with those from

the ensem ble,which willbe de�ned in the next section,and then extract

inform ation abouttheunderlying correlationsbetween stocks.

One universalquantity is the eigenvalue distribution.The density ofeigen-

valuesfor�nancialcorrelation m atricesseem sto bedivided into two orm ore

clearly separated parts (see Fig.5).The �rst part,com prising the m ajority

ofthe spectrum ,corresponds to sm alleigenvalues.The other parts contain

very few eigenvaluesthataregenerally m uch largerthan those from the�rst

group.The com ponentsofthese othergroupsare clearly separated from the

�rst group and from one another.Since eigenvalue spectra in the ensem ble

have a sim ilarstructure the m ethod consistsin m odifying the spectrum ,re-

placing each group ofeigenvalues by groups ofdegenerate eigenvalues and

reconstructing the correlation m atrix from that m odi�ed spectrum and the

eigenvectorsoftheoriginal�nancialcorrelation m atrix.

Thism ethod isvalid only undercertain assum ptions.

(1) The �nancialtim e seriesshould com prise Gaussian stochastic processes

and

(2) theunderlyingm atrixofstockcorrelationsshould haveonlyasm allnum -

berofdistincteigenvalues�i fori= 1;:::;P thatare clearly separated

from oneanother�1 � �2:::� �P .

In thispaperweexam inethem ethod forGaussian distributed pseudo-random

variables conform ing to given correlations.W e test the extent to which one

can reproducetheunderlyingcorrelationsfrom Gaussian tim eseriesofagiven

�nitelength.Furtherm ore,weapply thealgorithm to historicaltim eseriesof

the Standard and Poor’s 500 index and com pare the results to a di�erent

\denoising" algorithm suggested by Bouchaud (2000).
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Thepaperisorganized asfollows.In section 2 webriey discussthetheoret-

icalapproach,in section 3 we describe the procedure of�tting the theory to

m easured data.

In thesections4 and 5 wediscussthesim ulation and theresultsfor�nancial

data.In section 6 we discusswhetherthe am ountofnoise rem oved from the

m easured correlation m atrix ofGaussian processesissu�cientforthecleaned

m atrix to beused forportfolio m anagem entpurposes.

W econcludewith a briefdiscussion.

2 T heoreticalform alism

Considera ensem ble ofnorm ally distributed stochastic processesX = fX i;tg

fori= 1;:::;N and t= 1;:::;T.whosejointprobability density reads:

P (X )D X =

TY

t= 1

 

P (X 1;t;:::;X N ;t)

NY

n= 1

dX n;t

!

= N exp(�
1

2

TX

t= 1

NX

i= 1

NX

j= 1

X i;tC
�1

i;jX j;t)

N �TY

n;t= 1

dX n;t

= N exp(�
1

2
Tr

h

X
T
C

�1
X
i

)D X (1)

with a norm alization factorN thatensures
R
P (X )D X = 1.

Theestim atorofcorrelationsin theseprocessesisde�ned in theusualway:

ci;j =
1

T
X X

T =
1

T

TX

t= 1

X i;tX j;t i;j= 1;:::;N (2)

Itfollowsfrom thisde�nition thatthe processesX i;t and X j;t0 with di�erent

indicesi6= j arecorrelated only ifthetim esarethesam et= t0,i.e.

hX i;tX j;t0i= Ci;j�t;t0 (3)

Now wecancalculateanalyticallycertainaveragesovertheensem bleofstochas-

tic processesX i;t called W ishartm atricesW ishart(1928).In particularitis

possibleFeinberg (1997);Sengupta (1997),to obtain a closed form expression
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forthetrace ofa statistically averaged m atrix thatinvolvesan estim atorci;j
ofthecrosscorrelations.Thisresolventisde�ned asfollows:

G(z)=
D

Tr[z� c]
�1
E

=

Z

Tr

�

z�
1

T
X X

T

��1

P (X )D X (4)

wheretheintegralon theright-hand-sidestandsforN � T integralsovereach

ofthevariablesX i;t in thelim itsfrom � 1 to 1 .Theresultreads:

G(z)=
T

z� �(x)
where �(z)= Tr

"
C

1� C G(z)

#

(5)

In the case when the underlying correlation m atrix C has only few distinct

eigenvalues�j with m ultiplicitiespj forj= 1;:::;P theresolventsatis�esan

algebraic(P + 1)-orderalgebraicequation oftheform :

z =
T

G(z)
�

PX

�= 1

p�

G(z)� ��T
where �1 < �2 < :::< �P (6)

where�� = 1=�2� Thefollowingtwoconstraintsareim posed on theparam eters

pi:
P

P

�= 1p� = N and
P

P

�= 1p�=�� = N .These follow from the fact that the

correlation m atrix C has a dim ension N and a trace N .The resolvent is a

usefultoolforcalculating thedensity ofeigenvalues

��(�)=

*
X

i

�(� � �i)

+

(7)

ofthe estim ator ofthe correlation m atrix ci;j in the lim it N � ! 1 .The

density ofeigenvalues��(�)isrelated to theresolventasfollows:

��(�)=
1

2�
lim ��! 0Im [G(� + i�)� G(� � i�)] (8)

and isuniversal,which m eansthatitdoesn’tm atterwhetherweperform the

averageovertheensem ble ofW ishartm atricesin (7)orwhetherwedrop the

bracketshiandcom putethesum overeigenvaluesofaparticularrepresentative

oftheensem ble.Num erically,thedensity ofeigenvalues��(�)iscom puted by

solving the algebraic equation (6)forG(z),taking the im aginary partofthe

solution and dividing itby �.Itisnotdi�cultto realize thatthe im aginary

partofthe resolvent��(�)isdi�erentfrom zero only if� belongsto certain

intervals�(�)� �(�) � � � �(�)+ �(�) such thatG(�(�))’ ��T (seeFig.13).

For m ore details ofthis approach we refer the interested reader to original

works by Feinberg (1997);Sengupta (1997).W e now discuss how to �t the
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density ofeigenvalues ��(�) in the ensem ble ofrandom m atrices to �E
�
(�)

corresponding to cross-correlationsof�nancialtim eseries.

3 T he �t algorithm

Asm entioned in theintroduction,eigenvaluespectra ofcross-correlation m a-

tricesof�nancialtim eseriesconsistofclearly separated groupsofeigenvalues

to bereferred to asbands.Each band correspondsto oneterm in thesum on

theright-hand-sideofequation (6).Theparam etersp� and �� oftheresolvent

aredeterm ined,roughly,by thenum berofeigenvaluesin the�th band and by

thelocation ofthem idpointoftheband.W ecalibratetheparam etersofthe

resolventagainstm arketdata in the following m anner.Aftercom puting the

eigenvaluesofthe estim atorofcorrelations(2)we calculate the histogram of

eigenvaluesand thesm oothed density ofeigenvalues�E� (�)which isde�ned as

a sum ofnarrow Gaussianspin-pointed atalleigenvalues,i.e

�
E
�
(�)=

1

N

NX

i= 1

��(� � �i) where ��(x)=
1

p
2��2

expf
x2

2�
g (9)

Thesm oothed density �E
�
(�)isused to�nd theprelim inary location ofbands,

i.e.theirm idpoints1=��,and thenum bersofeigenvaluesbelonging to bands

p�.Having determ ined the param eters we com pute the resolvent G(�)from

equation (6)by �ndingcom plex rootsofapolynom ialequation (com putations

arecarriedoutwithm ultipleprecisionduetohighsusceptibilityofpolynom ial-

rootsto errorsin coe�cients)and then taking the im aginary partto getthe

��(�)in the ensem ble ofW ishartm atrices.Finally we com pute the optim al

param eters��,subjecttotheconstraints,bym inim izingthedeviation between

�E
�
(�)and ��(�)usingadown-hillsim plex m ethod {am ulti-dim ensionalm in-

im ization routinefrom Nelderand M ead Num ericalRecipes (1988).Thepa-

ram etersp� arenotaltered in theprocedure.Them inim ization iscarried out

in P � 1-dim ensionalspace.Speci�cally wem inim izethesum ofrelativedi�er-

encesofm om ents:� =
P

8

j= 1

�
�
�h�ji� h�ji

E
�
�
�=h�ji

E
whereh�ji=

R
1

0
�j��(�)d�

and the \em pirical" m ean h�ji
E
refers to the density ofeigenvalues ofthe

m easured estim atorofcorrelations.

From the optim alparam etersp� and �� we reconstruct the spectrum by re-

placing theeigenvaluesoftheestim atorci;j by 1=�1 with degeneracy p1,1=�2
with degeneracy p2 and so on until1=�P with degeneracy pP .Having done

thatweconstructthe\cleaned" correlation m atrix ccleani;j by m ultiplying a di-

agonalm atrix D with thenew eigenvalueson thediagonalby two m atriceson

the rightand leftside respectively.On the right-hand side we have a m atrix

V = (~v1;:::;~vN )whose rowsareeigenvectorsofci;j,on theleft-hand side we
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have the transposition V T.It m eans that ccleani;j =
P

p�pVp;iVp;j.Finally we

check the\degreeofcleaning",which wede�ne asthedeviation between the

estim atorand thecleaned estim ator
�
�
�c� cclean

�
�
�.

4 Testing the algorithm by sim ulation

In orderto check thereliability oftheoutputofthealgorithm applied to real

data we perform M onte-Carlo sim ulations.At each tim e step twe generate

N correlated Gaussian processesX i(t)with given cross-correlationsCi;j.This

is done by generating at each tim e step N uncorrelated Gaussian processes

Yi(t),by m eansoftheBox-M uelleralgorithm Num ericalRecipes (1988),and

buildingfrom them N linearcom binationsX i(t)=
P N

p= 1Vi;p

q

�pYp(t)with co-

e�cientsthatdepend on eigenvalues� p and eigenvectorsVi;p oftheunderlying

correlation m atrix Ci;j.

Now we com pute the estim ator ofthe correlation m atrix (2),diagonalize it

and com putethesm oothed density ofeigenvalues�E
�
(�)from form ula(9)with

� oftheorderofthem ean levelspacing between consecutiveeigenvalues.The

resultsareshown in Fig.1.Having obtained theprelim inary estim atesofpa-

ram eters p� and �� we carry out the rest ofthe com putation,as described

atthe end ofthe previoussection,and obtain the \cleaned" correlation m a-

trix cclean.W e quantify the \goodness ofcleaning" by com paring the m ean

deviations
�
�
�cclean � C

�
�
� and jc� Cj.

The dependence ofthe\goodnessofcleaning" on thelength oftim eseriesT

isshown in Figs.2,3.W ecan seetwo desirablefeaturesin the�gures.Firstly

the deviation jc� Cjofthe estim atorfrom the underlying m atrix decreases

with increasing length oftim e series.Thishasnothing to do with the clean-

ing procedure and isonly a m anifestation ofthe factthatthe estim atorci;j
approachesthe estim ated m atrix Ci;j m onotonously asN =T � ! 0.Secondly

the \goodnessofcleaning" im proveswith decreasing N =T (see insetin Figs.

2,3).Indeed itdropsfrom 0:85(0:74)to 0:74(0:7)in Figs2 and 3 respectively.

W e can,therefore,say that for Gaussian processes the noise �ltering algo-

rithm rem oves15% {26% and 26% {30% noiseN =T = 0:1� � 0:01 fortheboth

correlation m atricestested in in item s(1)and (2),sec.4 respectively.

Finallyarem arkwithrespecttothechoiceoftheunderlyingcorrelationm atrix

Ci;j.Since the m agnitudes ofthe eigenvalues ofci;j for �nancialcorrelation

m atricesdi�erconsiderably weneed totaketheunderlying correlation m atrix

with the sam e property.W e require Ci;j to have three distinct eigenvalues

�1 � �2 � �3,with degeneracies N � 7,4 and 3 respectively,such that

�2=�1 = 50 and �3=�1 = 100.Since the trace ofthe correlation m atrix isN

therearecertain constraintsim posed on the�’s.Now,wetaketwo choicesof

6



0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

3.5

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3

Eigenvalue-Histogram
Mildly Smoothed Eigenvalue-Density

Strongly Smoothed Eigenvalue-Density

0

0.0005

0.001

0.0015

0.002

0.0025

0.003

0.0035

0.004

0.0045

0.005

20 22 24 26 28 30

Eigenvalue-Histogram
Mildly Smoothed Eigenvalue-Density

Strongly Smoothed Eigenvalue-Density

0

0.0005

0.001

0.0015

0.002

48 50 52 54 56 58 60

Eigenvalue-Histogram
Mildly Smoothed Eigenvalue-Density

Strongly Smoothed Eigenvalue-Density

Fig.1.The histogram ofeigenvaluesand the sm oothed densitiesofeigenvaluesfor

two sm oothing param etersfora block-m atrix Ci;j de� ned in in item (2),sec.4..
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Ci;j,nam ely:

(1) Ci;j = f(i� j)with f(i)beingaFouriertransform ofapiece-wiseconstant

function with threedistinctvalues.

HereC = 100i�j +
P

49

k= 12
~f(k)cosf2�k(i� j)=N g where

~f(k)=

8
>>>>><

>>>>>:

1 if 1� k � 46

50 if 47� k � 48

100 if 49� k � 50

(10)

and f(100� k)= f(k).Them atrixC which hasthreedistincteigenvalues

(�1 = 0:1686340641;50�1;100�1)withdegeneracies(93;4;3)respectively.

(2) A block-m atrix that consists ofS blocks ~C� ofdim ensions n� for � =

1;:::;S on the diagonaland zeroes elsewhere.The blocks itselfhave a

structure

~C� =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1 C C :::C

C 1 C :::C

C C 1 :::C

...

C C C :::1

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(11)

where � 1 � C � 1.This choice is dictated by the fact there m ay ex-

ist groups ofstocks on the m arket,which have the property that two

stocksareonly correlated ifthey belong to thesam e group.Thism eans

thathX �;iX �;ji= ��;�Ci;j fori;j = 1;:::;n� and �;� = 1;:::;S.In the

following we choose Ci;j = C for sim plicity and also because it renders

the sm allest eigenvalue ofallblock m atrices to be the sam e.The m in-

im aldim ension ofsuch m atrix Ci;j that has three distinct eigenvalues

�1;�2;�3 with degeneraciesN � 7,4 and 3and forwhich �2=�1 = 50 and

�3=�1 = 100 isN = 493.The m atrix containsfourblocksofdim ension

n1 = 49 and three blocksofofdim ension n5 = 99 and the param eterC

in each block isC = 1=2.

5 R esults for �nancialdata

Having tested the algorithm on Gaussian stochastic processeswe now apply

itto daily �nancialdata from theStandard and Poor’s500 stock group.Here

we check iftheeigenvalues� and theirdegeneraciesD ,which we obtain asa
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with the length oftim e series.
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resultofthem inim ization proceduredescribed above,correspond to eigenval-

uesobtained by Laloux (1999)and Bouchaud (2000).W hatonedid therewas

to order the eigenvalues in ascending order,divide them into groups (there

were usually only two groups,the \noisy part" containing m ost eigenvalues

and oneseparated eigenvaluem uch largerthan therest)and replacetheeigen-

valuesfrom thegroup by onedegenerated eigenvaluesequalto them ean over

eigenvaluesfrom the group (in orderto conserve the trace ofthe correlation

m atrix).In otherwordsthegroup ofeigenvalues�i1;�i2;:::;�ip wasreplaced

by oneeigenvalueh�i=
�P

j�ij

�

=p with a degeneracy p.

W e have perform ed com putations for groups ofstocks with a �xed length

T = 3000daysand with agrowing num berofstocksN .Theoptim aleigenval-

uesand theirdegeneraciesareshown in Table1.Aswecan seethealgorithm

isstable,i.e.itproducesresultswhich areclosetothath�iobtained byLaloux

(1999)fordi�erentvaluesofN .In otherwordswehaveshown thatthem in-

im ization ofdeviationsbetween the spectrum ofeigenvaluesofthe m easured

estim ator ofcross-correlations and the spectrum ofeigenvalues ofa certain

random m atrix am ounts,approxim ately,to the procedure by Laloux (1999)

and Bouchaud (2000),i.e.to replacing each group ofeigenvaluesby one sin-

gle,degenerated eigenvalue whosevalueisequalto them ean overthegroup.

However,aswe can see in Table 1,the eigenvalues � and h�ido notm atch

exactly.Thisisdue to thefactthatsom etim esitisdi�cultto de�ne a band

(seeFigs.5{12)in thespectrum ofthem easured estim ator.Thisdependson

the sm oothing param eter � in (9).M oreover,it is not quite clear that the

m inim ization routine willlead us to the globalm inim um .Ifthere are m ore

than P = 2 bandsthen itisquite likely forthe algorithm to getstuck in a

localm inim um ,which willbe hard to distinguish from the globalm inim um .

Indeed,in thelastrow in Table1theunderlying eigenvalues�’sand them ean

eigenvaluesh�ido notm atch buteven though thedeviation � isofthesam e

orderthan in previousrows.

From Table 1 we see that the m inim ization was convergent in a reasonable

tim e(thenum berN offunction evaluationswasreasonable)even iftherewere

severalparam etersto beoptim ized.

6 O ptim alportfolio

According to M arkovitz (1959)the optim alportfolio P = fp1;:::;pN g ofin-

dependent,correlated Gaussian stochasticprocesses,thatensuresthesm allest

possiblerisk D P =
P

i;jpipjCi;j subjectto theconstraint
P

ipi= 1 reads:

pi=

P

jC
�1

i;j
P

i;jC
�1

i;j

(12)
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N
Range of

stocks
� (D ) h�i(D )

�
�c� cclean

�
� � P � 1 N

100 AA{CM S
0.8548(99)

15.3729(1)

0.8544(99)

15.4158(1)
0.02895 0.0902 1 49

150 AA{EP

0.8062(148)

7.6541(1)

23.0255(1)

0.8216(148)

5.3063(1)

23.0968(1)

0.02732 0.0236 2 134

200 AA{HLT

0.8088(198)

9.8260(1)

30.0408(1)

0.8249(198)

6.5286(1)

30.1357(1)

0.02666 0.0228 2 100

250 AA{LTD

0.8068(248)

12.1353(1)

37.7897(1)

0.8235(248)

7.8638(1)

37.9071(1)

0.02661 0.0248 2 154

300 AA{NYT

0.7862(296)

7.0621(2)

7.6146(1)

45.5366(1)

0.7899(296)

5.5244(2)

9.4625(1)

45.6709(1)

0.02049 0.0295 3 124

350 AA{SCH

0.7713(345)

2.3814(1)

7.2660(2)

14.1737(1)

52.8160(1)

0.7750(345)

4.6842(1)

6.7622(2)

11.4487(1)

52.9780(1)

0.01904 0.0112 4 293

400 AA{UCL

0.7692(395)

2.4292(1)

10.6966(2)

12.7553(1)

59.5976(1)

0.7776(395)

5.1295(1)

7.5616(2)

12.8304(1)

59.7666(1)

0.01969 0.0099 4 259

435
AA{

ZIO N

0.7718(430)

15.8633(1)

5.7546(2)

10.9826(1)

64.7905(1)

0.7793(430)

5.6098(1)

7.9069(2)

13.4956(1)

64.9812(1)

0.02611 0.0101387 4 409

Table 1

Eigenvalues and degeneracies � and D ofthe underlying correlation m atrix m ean

eigenvaluesh�iin theconsecutivebands,thesum ofrelativedi� erencesofm om ents

� ofthe em piricalcorrelation m atrix and the corresponding \stochastic" m atrix,

i.e.thatoftheW ishartm atrix ensem ble,thedeviation
�
�c� cclean

�
�ofthe\cleaned"

estim atorfrom them easured estim ator,thenum berofparam etersP � 1 optim ized

and the num beroffunction evaluationsN in the downhill-sim plex m ethod needed

to achieve a tolerance of 10�6 .Data correspond to daily historical tim es series

(T = 3000 days)ofdi� erentgroupsofstocksoftheStandard and Poor’s500 group

ofshares.

Practicalapplicationsofthisrecipearelim ited becausetheweightspiarevery

sensitivetoperturbationsofthem atrix elem entsCi;j.W ehavetested thesen-

sitivity in the following sim ple experim ent.Having perturbed thecorrelation
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m atrix Ci;j with Gaussian noisewith m ean zero and variance�
2,i.e

C
P

i;j = Ci;j + �R i;j (13)

whereR i;j = N orm al(0;1)wem easuretheaveragerelativevariation

�=
2

N

NX

i= 1

�
�
�pPi � pi

�
�
�

(jpij+ jpPi j)
(14)

in the M arkovitz’weightsde�ned in (12).Here pi and pPi are related to the

m atricesCi;j and C
P

i;j respectively.Theresultsareshown in Fig.4.Aswecan

see an addition ofonly 1% noise (� = 0.01) m akes the M arkovitz’weights

change already by 25% (� = 0.25).On the otherhand in Fig.3 we see that

theestim atorofcorrelationsci;j di�ersfrom theunderlying correlation m atrix

Ci;j by approxim ately 0.8% {1.2% forN =T = 0.05{0.1.In sec.4 weconcluded

thatthealgorithm rem oveson average25% noiseoncetheration N =T � 0:1.

Thereforethenoisecontam ination ofthe\cleaned"correlation m atrix reduces

to 0.6% {0.9% and thisgivesus,from Fig.4,a decrease ofthe variation � in

M arkovitz weights0.13{0.17 and 0.22{0.3 in case ofthe sm allestand largest

valuesofN =T respectively.W eseethattherelativepercentagevariation in the

M arkovitz-weights after applying the \cleaning" procedure is about (0:17�

0:13)=0:17 ’ 25% .
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Fig.4.The average relative variation in the weightsofstocks(M arkovitz-weights)

underaddition ofindependentG aussian noise with m ean zero and variance �2 to

the correlation m atrix de� ned in item (2),sec.4.

7 C onclusions

W e have proved thatthe qualitative cross-correlations’\cleaning" procedure

suggested by Bouchaud (2000) and Laloux (1999) corresponds to a num er-

icalm inim ization problem ,nam ely to the problem ofm inim izing deviations

between the eigenvalue spectrum ofthe m easured cross-correlationsand the

spectrum ofa random m atrix.M oreover,we have shown qualitatively thatif

theratioN =T � 0:1thealgorithm �ltersoutroughly25% noisefrom Gaussian

distributed stochasticprocesses,which correspondstoapercentagecorrection

ofthe M arkovitz’weights by roughly 25% .Quanti�cation ofthis statem ent

willbedesirable.

Futurework willbedevoted todeveloping an analysisofcross-correlationsbe-

tween stocksin a non-Gaussian m arketwheredistributionsofreturnsexhibit

power-law tails.
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Fig.5.The histogram of the density of eigenvalues of the correlation m atrix of

the � rst hundred stocks AA{CM S from the Standard and Poor’s 500 group,the

sm oothed density ��(�),the im aginary part��(�)ofthe G reensfunction and the

eigenvalues ofthe \cleaned" correlation m atrix Ci;j.The em piricalm om ents are

m E = (1:000;1:000;3:314;38:064;567:738;8713:976;134235:952;2069070:046;),

the m om ents corresponding to the resolvent are

M = (1:000;1:000;3:120;37:267;564:756;8701:178;134235:871;2071710:416).
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Fig.6.Thesam e asin � gureFig.5 butforthe� rst150 S& P500 stocks.
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Fig.8.Thesam easin � gureFigs.5,6,7 butforthe� rst250 S& P500 stocks.
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Fig.9.Thesam e asin � gureFigs.5{8 butforthe � rst300 S& P500 stocks.
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Fig.10.Thesam e asin � gureFigs.5{9 butforthe� rst350 S& P500 stocks.
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Fig.11.Thesam e asin � gureFigs.5{10 butforthe� rst400 S& P500 stocks.
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Fig.12.The sam e as in � gure Figs.5{11 but for the � rst 435 S& P500 stocks.

In contrastto the previouscasesheretheunderlying eigenvaluesdo notm atch the

m idpointsofthebandsbuteven though thedeviation � = j��(�)� �
E
�
(�)jism inim al

(com pare Table 1).
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Fig.13.Illustration ofhow the im aginary part ofthe resolvent ��(�) de� ned in

(8) and (6) splits into severalbands when P > 1.In each row the Figure on the

left-hand side shows a plot offunction z = f(G ) zoom ed out in the vicinity ofa

singularity.O n theright-hand sideweplottheim aginary partoftheresolvent��(�)

as a function of� (m arked with diam onds)overlaid with the em piricaldensity of

eigenvalues(asterisk).Verticalbeam sended with a squaresdenoteeigenvalues1=��

ofthe cleaned correlation m atrix Ci;j and theirdegeneraciesp� (com pare equation

(6)).Thesingularitiesofthefunction z = f(G )havebeen chosen in ordertoachieve

a best conform ance of ��(�) to m arket data of the AA{ZIO N stocks from the

Standard and Poor’sgroup.
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