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W epropose and study a sin plem odelofdynam icalredistribution ofcapitalin a diversi ed portfolio.
W e consider a hypothetical situation of a portfolio com posed 0of N uncorrelated stocks. Each stock
price follow s a m ultiplicative random walk with identicaldrift and dispersion. T he rules ofourm odel
naturally give rise to power law tails in the distrdution of capital fractions invested in di erent
stocks. The exponent of this scale free distrlbbution is calculated In both discrete and continuous
tin e o rm alism . It is dem onstrated that the dynam ical redistribution strategy results in a larger
typical grow th rate of the capital than a static \buy-and-hold" strategy. In the large N lim it the
typical grow th rate is shown to asym ptotically approach that of the expectation value of the stock
price . The nite din ensional variant of the m odel is shown to describe the partition function of

directed polym ers In random m edia.

I. NTRODUCTION

Theproblem of nding an investm ent strategy w ith the
best Iong-tem grow th rate ofthe capitalisoftrem endous
practical im portance. The traditional theory of portfo-
lio optin ization is stationary in origin i}:]. Tt answers
the question of optim al distribution of the capital be-
tween di erent assets (optin al asset allocation), but in
generalgives no prescription on how tom aintain this op—
tin al allocation at all tim es. In this work we propose a
sin ple m odel of dynam ical allocation of capial. Som e-
w hat counterintuitively, in order to optin ize the grow th
rate of the capital an investor has to sell assets which
have increased iIn price since the last update, and buy
those which have decreased. In doing so he sells stocks
when they are \overpriced" and buys them when they
are \underpriced", which is clearly advantageous. Aswe
dem onstratebelow , in ourm odelan investorw ho actively
m anages his portfolio n such a fashion aln ost certainly
does better than one w ho follow s a static \buy-and-hold"
strategy.

The nontrivial properties of the problem come
from the multplicative nature of stock price uctua—
tions. T hroughout this m anuscript we assum e that on
tin escales of interest to us the prices of individual assets
ollow a m ultiplicative random walk. In other words, the
ratio of stock prices at two consecutive tim es, at which
the Investorbuys or sells stodk, is a random num ber, un—
correlated w ith the current price and w ith the history of
price changes in the past. T here arem any peculiarities of
such noisy m ultiplicative dynam ics, especially regarding
expectation values of random variables. Traditional ex—
pectation (@verage) value is of little relevance here. The
reason for this is that the dom inant contrdution to the
expectation value of a random variable sub gct to mul-
tiplicative noise com es from exponentially unlikely out—
com es when the variable is exponentially large. For any

nite num berofrealizations (@nd in realworld one alw ays
dealsw ith just one realization) thisexpectation (average)

value is very unlkely to appear. O n the other hand, the
typicalvalie of such random variable, de ned asthem e-
dian of its probability distribution, constitutes a m ore
realistic property.

Just lke In the static portfolio theory, our strategy a-
vors the diversi cation, ie. ncreasing the num ber of as—
sets In the portfolio. W e dem onstrate that In ourm odel
the diversi cation reduces uctuations, and m akes the
grow th rate ofthe typicalvalie ofthe capialto be closer
to that of is expectation valie. However, for any nite
num ber of assets, these two grow th rates are stilldi er—
ent.

U nder the rules of dynam ical redistribution of funds,
which we em ploy in this m anuscript, the distrbution of
shares of the total capital invested in Individual assets
naturally acquires a power law tail. This adds yet an—
other exam ple of how a scale free distribution can arise
out ofm ultiplicative dynam icsw ithout ne-tuning ofany
sort. W e derive the analytical expression for the expo—
nent ofthispower law . Som ew hat surprisingly, In the
weak coupling lim it, corresponding to slow redistribution
of funds between the assets, this exponent has a \supe—
runiversal' valle = 2. It gradually increases w ith the
coupling constant and becom es in nite In the lim i where
the capital is equally redistribbuted between assets after
each tim e step.

T he rules of redistribution of capital can be interpreted
as fully-connected (In nite-dim ensional) lin it ofthe well
know n statisticalm odel of directed polym ers in the pres—
ence ofquenched disorder. T hisprovidesa new and excit—
Ing link between the physics of nance, and the problem s
Iying on the forefront of m odem theoretical condensed
m atter physics.

T he plan ofthe m anuscript is as follow s: to stream line
the follow ing ntroduction of our basic m odel, In Section
II we review the well known (and not so well known)
properties of a stochastic m ultiplicative dynam ics. W e
rem ind the reader the form ulas for average and typical
valie of a single m ultiplicative random walk, form ulate
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the \continuous" tim e approach to this problem , and re—
fresh In reader’s m em ory the form alisn of to stochas-
tic calculus, necessary for our purposes. Then we re—
view recent results on natural appearance of power law

distributions in a situation when a single m ultiplicative
random walk ispushed against lowerwall i_?:;_fi], prevent—
ing the random variable from falling below certain value.
Finally, we describbe the m ultiplicative stock price and
capialdynam ics used throughout this m anuscript.

In Section ITT we analyze the behavior of the typ—
ical and average values of the capital in a \buy-and—
hold" strategy, where the capial was niially equally
distrbbuted between N independent assetsw ith the sam e
typical grow th rate and dispersion, and no further re—
distrdbbution ever took place. W e dem onstrate that after
a logarithm ically short mnitial period of tim e, the typical
grow th rate ofthe capitalis lin ited to the typicalgrow th
rate of the price of the assets, and is signi cantly sm aller
than their average (expectation) grow th rate (or average
retum per capial of this asset)

In Section IV we show that the grow th rate of investor’s
capialcan be signi cantly increased by follow ing an ac—
tive, dynam ic redistribbution strategy. In this strategy
at each tim e step the nvestor sells som e shares of every
stock w ith current value of invested capitalabove the all-
stock average, and buys som e shares ofevery stock below
this average. W e analyze the consequences of this strat—
egy In both discrete and continuous tim e form alisn s and
dem onstrate that in both cases these rules naturally give
rise to a scale free distrbution of fractions of individ-
ual stock capitals in the total capial. W e proceed w ith
deriving analytical expressions for the exponent of this
distrdbution, and the typical grow th rate of the capial
In this situation. T his rate for our strategy proves to be
larger than that in the static \buy-and-hold" strategy,
which a posteriori justi es our approach. However, as
should be expected, the total capital is still sub Ect to
the m ultiplicative noise, and therefore its typical grow th
rate is still an aller than the average growth rate. W e
dem onstrate that in the Im & N ! 1 these two rates
asym ptotically converge as som e power of 1=N .

II.REVIEW OF RESULTS FOR A SINGLE
MULTIPLICATIVE RANDOM W ALK

A . Typicaland average values of a m ultiplicative
random walk

Consider a stochastic process in which at each time
step a variable W (t) ismultiplied by a positive random
numbere ®,where (t) isdrawn from som e probability
distrbution ( ):

Wer=e®w ©: @)

W e adopt the initial condition W (0) = 1. For the new
variable h(t) = InW (t) this process is just a random

wak wih an average drift v= h iand a dispersion D =
h?i h 1. The corresponding equation of motion is
sin ply

hte+ 1)=h®+ ©: )

In recent literature it has been cbserved that average
and typicalvalies ofW (t) in such a process can be very
di erent. One of the precise de nitions of the typical
value of a random variable is the m edian 5_4] of its prob—
ability distribution, ie. for W o, one has the property
that Prob@W > W p) = Prob@W < W yp) = 1=2. By
de nition W yyp (£) = Mwve ©

T he central 1im it theorem in plies that asym ptotically
the distrbution P (h;t) can be approximated wih a
G aussian

P ;b = ! b vty : 3

t;t) pﬁ:exp( Dt ): 3)

T herefore, the median (as well as average and m ost

probable values) ofh (t) changes linearly w ith tin e, and

the rate of this change is given by the drift velocity

v = h iofthe corresponding random walk: InW ¢y, (£) =
hnWw @)i= h it.

O n the other hand the expectation (average) value of
W (t) changesasW (t+ 1)i= he iW ()i (shce () and
W () are uncorrelated). Hence, NV (t)i= Inhe italso
depends linearly on tim e but wih a di erent slope. It
is easy to show that for any distrdbution Inte i > h i,
so that the average value of W always grow s faster than
its typical value and affer som e tin e one has W (©)i
W typ (©). This exponentially large discrepancy between
typical and average values of W is due to the long tails
of P W ;t), but the events constituting these tails are
extram ely rare.

For future use we derive analytic expressions for the
growth rate of W ™ ()i In a sinple case, when is
drawn from a G aussian distrdbution w ih average value

= h iand dispersion D = h?i h 1. Sice the dy-
namics of W™ isgiven by W™ ¢+ 1) = e O w ™ (),
for o ™ )i one has W ™ ()i = he ™ i*. The integral

11 d e™ e ( W= -3 D can be easily taken and
isequalto & VP ™ =2) Therefore, ora G aussian distri-
bution one has

I'Em ilzm — ev+Drn:2; (4)
Hy m (t)i= em (v+Dm=2)t: (5)

Tt is in portant to m ention that, although by the virtue
ofthe CentralLim it Theorem , orany ( ) wih a given
average v and dispersion D the cllljstnbutjon P (h;t) can
be approxim ated by a G aussian (@), the precision ofthis
approxin ation is notgsu cient to calculate averages of
thetype W ™ (t)i= &"P® P (n;t)dh. This integral is
too sensitive to the precise shape of the distrlbution at
the upper tail (or lower tail for m <R10) . Indeed, the
growth rate of ntW ™ (t)i equalto In . d ()e",
depends on the whole shape of ( ) and not only on is
rst and second mom entsv and D .



B .M ultiplicative random walk in the continuous
tim e approach

The above m uliplicative process is de ned w ithout
ambiguity for discrete tine. Straightforwardly taking
the continuum lim i causes problem s. It m ight be use—
ful to rew rite the equation of m otion of a muliplica—
tive random walk as a Stochastic D i erential E quation
(SDE) In continuous tine. One should always keep in
m Ind that a stochastic di erential equation is nothing
m ore than a convenient notation to describe a stochas-
tic process in discrete tine. At the n-th tine step of
discretized dynam ics we de ne a new \continuous" tin e
variable t ast = n t. Here we introduced a rescal-
Ing factor t 1, which m akes one step of underly—
ing discrete dynam ics an \In nitesin ally sn all" incre—
m ent of the continuous tim e t. In the SDE approach one
is 1im ited to G aussian distributed random variables, so
we select a G aussian distrbution of (t) in our discrete
dynam ics. Since we want to approxinate W (t) with a
continuous fiinction, the dierence W (t+ t) W (t)
after one step of discrete dynam ics should be \in nites-
In ally" am all. T herefore, we should select both the av-
erage value and the dispersion of the G aussian variable

(t) to scale as some power of t. It tums out to be
the right choice to m ake them both scale linearly with

tr ©=vt+ (), whereh (?i=D t.Now one
can write the discrete equation of m otion for W (t) as
Wkt D=e" ™ Oy @’ I+vit+t @©+ & t+
OF=2W @ * W ©+ (v+ D=2) t+ ©w ©,
where we have dropped all term s sm aller than linear in
t 1.TheSDE forW (t) can now be w ritten as

(£ D
= (v+ E)W O+ ~OW ©: (6)

Here ~ () = ()= t is a usual gaussian \continu-
ous noise" with zero mean and correlations given by
hit)~®i =D ¢ B. We alo assume the ab-
sence of correlations between W (t) and ~ (). This as—
sum ption corresponds to selecting the to calculus over
Stratonovich calculus. Both are just two form always of
linking the polem ic continuum lim it and the wellde ned
discrete version.

T he nontrivial part of this equation is an extra D =2
term added to a detem inistic grow th rate ofW (t). This
term is not an artifact of our approach but has a real
physical m eaning. Indeed, Eq. §4) can be solved for
Hi @©)ito give W @)i= HI (0)ie¥* P =2t which is the
right answer (see Eq. ('5)) W ithout thjs extra temm
we would be lad to the conclusion that for v = 0, ie.
h i= 0, the average (not typical!) W (t) does not grow,
which iswrong.

T he other way to get this extra tetmm in the equation
forW isto start with the wellknown Langevin equation
ofmotion forh () = mW () descrbing a usual random
wak with a drift:

@=V+ ~©); (7

where again h~(t)i = 0, and h~)~®i= D @« 9.
To derive the equation of motion for W () = & ® one
has to do the change of variables as for usual partial
di erential equations. But In addition to this one has

to add the \To tem " B] given by 2 = @Jl”z , which is a
form al prescription of to calculus. W ith this nontrivial
correction one recovers the equation ofm otion é'_é) .Soqn
the language of SDE the di erence between the typical
(v) and the average (v+ Z-) growth rates of W (t) in the
m ultiplicative random walk isa direct consequence ofthe
Tto tem , appearing after the change of variables from h

toW in the equation (7).

C .M ultiplicative random walk in the presence ofa
lower wall

M uch attention was devoted recently [g,-_:’z] to the anal-
ysis of the problem of \m ultiplicative random walk, re-
pelled from zero". In the econom ical context it was st
Introduced by Solom on et al E]. In a sin plest case one
has a multiplicative random walk with a G aussian ran—
dom variabl , having a negative averagev= h i< 0,
and the dispersion D . In other w ords the typicalvalue of
W () exponentially decreasing In tim e, while its average
may ormay not grow in tin e depending on the sign of
v+ D =2. In addition to this one has an \extemal force",
pushing W (t) up and preventing i from =&lling below
som e predetermm Ined constant. This extemal In uence,
which willbe referred to as \lowerwall", should not sig—
ni cantly a ect the dynam ics for large W . One way to
Introduce a Iower wall is to add an additional positive
\source" tem b into the RHS ofEq. zé The egs. ('_6),
and (2) now becom e

daw (©)
3 = (v+D=2)W )+ @©W & + b; (8)
—dh © + () + bexp( h) 9)
=v :
dt P

Aswe see the bwerwall in Eq. ('_Ei) has a property of
being \shortranged" In h-space, ie. its contrbution to
the SDE for h (t) can be neglected for large positive h.
But for negative h the strength of the wall grow s ex—
ponentially and com pensates the negative drift already
ath = In(r¥b). It is easy to convince oneself that
this stochastic process eventually reaches a stationary
state, characterized by a stationary probability distrdou—
tion P (h). In this stationary state the negative drift of
h (t) is precisely balanced w ith di usion com bined w ih
repulsion from the lowerwall

In the literature on this sub Jct one encounters m any
di erent realizations of the lower wall m echanisn . For
Instance, one can Introduce a m ore general term W
into the RHS of {§) sd]. In the equation for h this
term becomesbe! Y, which orany < 1 descnbes an
exponential lower wall quaJJtatJyeJy sim flar to (S%
deed, the \source" term in (d) is jast a parUcu]ar ex—



am ple of this m ore general tetm w ith = 0. On the
other hand, the tetm s wih b < 0 and > 1 describe
an \upper wall", preventing h from becom ing to big.
In this case, In order for a stationary state to exist one
needs a positive drift ofh pushing it up against the wall
T @] the Iower wall is introduced \by hand": in their
sim ulations the authors sin ply do not allow h () to &1l
below a predetem ined constant h, i, . In other words,
ht+ )=mihh b+ ©;hwn). Such \In niely hard
Iower wall" can be described by a term N w ith very
largenegative . Finally, Cont and Somette :_[3] considera
case when the constant b itself can depend on tin e cbey—
ing a detem inistic and/or stochastic dynam ics. E xoept
for pathological cases, where typical b(t) exponentially
grow s or decays In tim e, it does not qualitatively change
t':‘t:.e results, com pared to a tim e-independent lower wall
@l.

An interesting feature of a m ultiplicative random walk
w ith a lowerwallisthat it generically gives rise to a pow er
law tail in the distrdbution of W in the stationary state.
W e proceed by review ing various derivations of this re—
sult found in recent literature [_2;';’1] A s was explained
above, the Iower wall's only purpose is to m ake the pro—
cess stationary by pushing the variable up whenever it
becom es too am all. T he drift due to the wallcan always
be neglected for large enough h. In the region, w here this
approxin ation is jisti ed one can w rite a FokkerP lanck
equation, taking Into account only them ultiplicative part
of the process, equivalent to di usion w ith a drift in the
h-space. The stationary solution of the FokkerP lanck
equation should satisfy v@P@}(lh) + = @Z@th(h) = 0. kis
easy to see that P h) = A exp (2vh=D ) is indeed a so—
ution. Since v < 0, it exponentially decays for positive
h. The deviations from this form start to appear only
at low h, where the presence of Iow er wall cannot be ne—
glected. This \Bolzm ann" tail of the distribution of h
correspondsto a power law tailofdistrbution ofW = &":
PW)=AW '*?"P | The exponent of this power law

tail

=1 2v=D =1+ 2§ FD (10)
is greater than 1, so that there are no problm s w ith
nom alization. In case of a lower wall of the fom
be " (e Eq. {9)) one can write an analytic solu-
tion of the FokkerP lanck equation valid for any h.
It is the Boltzm ann distrbution with a Ham iltonian

Hh) = be™ vh and temperature T = D=2, ie.
Ph) = Aexpl( 2beP=D + 2vh=D)], or P W ) =
Aexp( 2b=DW )W '*2¥™® | The nom alization con-

stant A isgiven by A = (Qb=D) ?VP = ( 2v=D).

The Eq. C_fg), expressing the exponent of the power
law tailofP (W ) in temn s of v and D, is valid only for
the case of Gaussian distrdbution ( ). Indeed, In its
derivation we em ployed a stochastic di erential equation
approach, which is restricted to G aussian noise. It is
Instructive to derive an equation, giving the value of
for a general ( ). It was st done by Kesten In :_[é}]

and recen brought to the attention of physics com —
muniy in [_3]. Again, the formula holds for any mul
tiplicative process w th a negative average drift h i <
0) and a lower wall, the e ect of which can be ne-
gkcted for hirge W . W e assum e that the process has
already reached a stationary state, characterized by a
stationary distrbution P W ). For su ciently large
W , so that one can neglct the e ect of the wall, the
stationarity In poses tIQe follow Ing 1@nctjonal equation

+1

onP®):P@W)= ., ()d , PW® @
e W Oaw ° = +11d ()e PWe ).Assuming that
e solution hasa power law tailP W ) W one nds
*1'd ()e V=1. I otherwords isgivenbya
solution of

re! Pi=1: 11)
The obvious solution = 1 should be refcted because
the distrdbution function is not nom alizable in this case.
In short, we are ooking fora solution with > 1. Letus
dene ()=rte ! Yi Sheed (1)=d =h i< 0,but
& ( )=d ? > 0 one has at m ost one such a solution. In
fact, if the distrdbution ofp( ) isnot restricted to < 0,
for ' +1 onehas () ! +1 and the solution is
guaranteed by the continuiy of (). Only in the situ-
ation when  is always negative, the region of large W
is absolutely naccessible, and no power law tail at large
W is feasble. Ushg Eq. (:é), one can check that for a
G aussian distrbution Eq. {11) predicts =1 2v=D i
agreem ent w ith ('_l(_)')

D . Interpretation of W (t) as a uctuating stock
capital

In what ©llow s we w ill stick to the ollow ing \realiza—
tion" of the random m ultiplicative process: we interpret
W () asthe capial (or wealth, hence the notation) that
a single investorhas in som e stock. T he price ofthe share
ofthis stock p (t) undergoes a random m ultiplicative pro—
cessp(t+ 1) = e Pp@), and ifthe investor keepsa xed
numberK ofsharesw ithout selling or buying this stock,
hiscapialW () = K p(t) ollow sthese price uctuations.
Later on we w ill consider m odels, where the investor at
each tin e step w ill sell som e stock and buy another. W e
assum e that volum es of such transactions are su ciently
an all, so that they have no In uence on the m arket price

uctuations. Hence our assum ption that () and W (t)
are uncorrelated.

The lesson one derives from the above properties of
m ultiplicative random walk is that if the investor keeps
all hismoney in just one stock it is the typical grow th
rate h i, he should be concemed about. In m a prity of
realizations his capital grow s at typical rate and he can—
not directly take advantage of a bigger average grow th
rate Inte i. T here are situationsw hen the typicalgrow th
rate is negative, ie. the stock price is going down, whilke



the uctuations are strong enough to m ake the average
rate positive. T he question we are going to address In
this m anuscript is how one can still exploit this average
grow th rate by Investing and actively m anaging a port—
folio com posed 0ofN stocks.

III.ENSEM BLE OF N STOCKS W ITHOUT
REDISTRIBUTION .

The rst problem we are going to consider is: what
is the typical growth rate of the capial invested in an
ensam ble of N stocks if one is not allowed to sell one
of them and reinvest the m oney into another. In the
follow ing we assum e that the price p; (t) of a share of
each stock undergoes a m ultiplicative random walk, in—
dependent ofprice uctuations of other stocks. In other
words, one tin e step logarithm ic price increm ents ; (t)
are uncorrelated not only at di erent tim es, but also for
di erent stocks at a given tin e. T he validity of this ap—
proach for the real stock m arket lies beyond the scope of
this work. For sin plicity of nal expression in this sec—
tion we w ill restrict ourselves to the situation when ; for
each ofthe stocks are G aussian variablesw ith zero m ean
hii= v= 0) and the same digpersion D = h ;i. Ini-
tially the capitalis equally distributed betw een allstocks.
W e assum e that the starting capialin each stock isequal
to 1=N , so that the totalcapialisequaltQl. T he typical
valie of the totalcapital 0 wor )iyp = ( oy W i ®)eyp
will then grow in tine. From the resuls of the pre-
vious section one concludes that Hi ; €)1 = € 2 and
W ()%1 Hi;0i2 = et @Y. One can safely re-
place the sum ofN variables w ith their average as long
as (B 3 ©%1 Hi; ©12)N )2 W ; (©)i. Therebre, at
shorttines, when D t InN , one indeed enpys the av-
erage grow th rate: W wor ©))yp = € ©2. At hter tines,
how ever, the typicalvalue ofthe capitalstarts to allbe—
low the average value (ie. average value over In niely
m any realizations). To detem ine this slower grow th of
typicalvalue quantitatively one hasto approach the prob—
lem from a di erent end. At late tin es the value of the
total capial is m ainly determ ined by the capital accu—
mulated in the most successful stock, ie. W ot ()
W max max-1,n W ;). The extrem al statistics the—
ory B] readily gives the typical valie of the W , .y by
requiring that 1=N = ProbW > W ,.x) = Prob(mW >
W 4 ax) exp ( BW n ax=pzD t) W ih exponential pre—
cision one gets Wy ax e P tN - oyur approxina—

tion that W tor () " = max- 1,5 W ;i (t) is good only if the

second maxinalW we denote it as W m(za)x (t)) ismuch

an aller than them axin alone. Follow Ing the sam e argu-—
m ents as before one concludes to nd the typical valie

of W m(za)x (t) one needsto splve Prob W@ > W m(za)x) = 2=N .

This results n W ey e 220N 2 One easily con—
m s that the approxin ation of the whole sum w ih its
biggest elem ent m akes sense if D t InN , which is

a com plem entary condition to the \average" growth at
am all tim es. T herefore, we conclude that

W ot ©)yp = € 52 or t

P
W tor ©)yp = € bt

hN=D; 12)

for t IN=D: @3)
. . P . .
Since grow th proportionalto t is slower than linear in
t one concludes that no m atter how big is your N your
asym ptotic grow th ofyourtotalcapitalis stilldeterm ined
by the \typical' growth ratev= h 1 (equalto zero in the

case considered above) of a single stock.

If one wants to exploi the \average" grow th rate for
a period of tin e T and then sell the stocks one needs to
take an exponentially large ensem ble of stocksN > &° T .

IV.ENSEMBLE OF N STOCKS W ITH
REDISTRIBUTION .

T he case of \non-interacting" stocks, considered in the
previous section, can be also called the case of a \lazy
Investor". Indeed, initially the investor puts equal cap—
talin N stocks and leaves them as they are. He never
sells or buys stocks. No wonder that very soon he can
no longer expect to get an average rate of retum on his
Investm ent and has to settle for am aller typical grow th
rate. Now we are going to consider the case of an ac—
tive Investor who after each tim e step redistributes his
capial between stocks according to some sinple rul.
O nem ay naively think that by selling unsuccessfulstocks
wih sm allW ; and reinvesting the m oney into successfiil
stocks wih large W ; one m ay do better. In reality the
answer is precisely the opposite: one needs to sell som e
ofthem ost successfiil stocks and reinvest the m oney into
the least successfiil stocks. Selling only sm all num ber of
shares of the m ost successful stocks (ie. ones which are
currently overpriced) and reinvesting thism oney into the
Jeast sucoessfill stocks (ie. ones which are currently un—
derpriced) m akesa huge di erence: nW ; forunderpriced
stocks goes up signi cantly, while W ; for overpriced
stocks does not go down asmuch. Aswe will show such
a \charity" betw een stocksbootstraps the typical grow th
rate of the capital, so that In W ¢ (£))typ at alltin es has
a grow th rate bigger than a typical grow th rate ofa sin—
gk stock. For large N this rate quickly approaches the
average growth rate given by Inhe i (equal to D =2 for
the G aussian distrbution of wih zero mean). This
grow th rate serves as a theoreticalm axinum of allpos—
sble grow th rates achievable by sin ple redistribution of
funds.

A .Problem w ith redistribution in the discrete tim e
approach

W e start w ith the sim plest strategy for redistribution
ofthe capital. Under this strategy at each tim e step the



Investor calculates the cu t value of average capial
per one stock W (t) = Ni =in Wi®. The capial is
redistrbuted between the stocks according to the rule
Wi ! W; Wi W).Forpos:irjye i m eans that
\overpriced" stocks with W ; (£) > W—(t) Joose a fraction
of their capital in favor of the \underpriced" ones w ith
Wit) < W (). The extremalcase of = 1 corresponds
to the equal redistribution of the capial after each time
step. The stock price changes during the next discrete
tin e Interval. As a result the capital invested in each
stock ism ultiplied by the random factore +® .| The com -
plte change ofeach stock’s capital after one tim e step is
given by:

Wit D=e[@ WO+ W O 14)

One can recognize the above model can be inter-
preted as the Directed Polymer model In N dimen—
sions, wih mean eld (fully connected) interactions
fld]. The rok Laplkcin isplayed by W () Wi =
1=\ =1 W5 () W, (t). It is convenient to intro—
duce a new set of rescaled variables s; (t) = W ; (©)=W (t).
The sum ofs; isalwaysequalto N , which sets a theo—
retical cuto equalto N to a value of individuals;. O ne
can rewrite Egs. (14) in the Hllow ing form :

sit+ 1) = 77“7 © et®
W (tP+ 1)
e @ g+

N

i=1,N

W €+ 1)=W @ 1e)

As we will con mn Jater, the dynam ics of W (t) can
be approxin ated as a random mu]t'p]jcatjye process,
where them ultiplication factor ®) = ., e+ (@

)si + )N has only small uctuations around is av—
erage value. W e will Indeed dem onstrate that (t) =
hi+ ), where § ()] N ~2. It means that
for large N to a good approxin ation one can disregard
the uctuations of W (t+ 1)=W (t) while trying to solve
Eq. (I5). The average value of this ratio is easily
ga]cu]ated and is equalto he i (one has to recall that

=1n Si= N ). In this approxin ation the equations
of motion for s; decouple and allow for exact solution.
T hese m ean— eld equations are:

e if
sie+ 1) =

[ s+ I a7

i

Sin ilar equation of m otions were recently studied by
Cont et al. i_j] and Solom on et al. E_Z] and were shown
to give rise to a stationary distrdoution of s having a
power law tail for Jarge s. O ne has to keep in m ind that
the de nition of s In our problem introduces a natural
cuto tothistailass N ,so i isonly for argeN that
one has a chance to see the e ect of this power law or
m easure this power law num erically.

T he stationary distrbution P (s) is conserved by dy-—
nam ics. Therefore, it should satisfy the follow ing fiinc—

tionalequation:
Z
s
P = d P —)=R ; 18
s) () (FT) 1 )=R () 18)
whereR () = (1 Je=te i. Using this equation one

can easily verify that J'ndeedPhsi = sP (s)ds = 1,
which is to be expected since =1y St = N . Assum-
Ing that P (s) has a power law tail of the brm_As ,
and substituting it to the fiinctional equation C_lé) one
gets the self consistency condition for the exponent

d ()R()'=1,0r

e 1 1 49

For a generaldistrbution ( ) this equation cannot be
solved analytically. A llone can deduce is that for a weak

coupling 1 the solution exists and is approxin ately
given by = 2. That means that for a weak coupling
one alwayshas?P (s) 1=¢ | Fora case of G aussian dis-
tribution of the ar'llaJytjc expression for can be easily
obtained from Eq. () and is given by
2=n( )
=2 —F (20)
D

In Fig. 1 we present the results of sin ulations of the
modelwih N = 10000. The m easured power law expo-—
nent is in excellent agreem ent w ith the above theoretical
prediction.

Our ultin ate goal is to determ ine (t)typ as a func-
tion oft. TheEq. {L6) statesthatateachtinestep W ()
ismultplied by ®) = L, e*®( ERE \
One can show that (t) at di erent tin e steps are un—
correlated. One can also disregard possble correlations
between the value of W (t) and (t) at the same tine
step. Then the behavior of W () is nothing else but a
multiplicative random walk studied in Section 1. The
typicalvalue of W (t) growsas W (©))yp = €™ % whik
is average value grow s as e

tnhh i tnhe i _ l,eetait.
W e w ill proceed by dem onstrating that for any

=e
>0
the typical and average growth rates of W (t) di er by

oW ). Forhin i one has the exact expression:
* L+
1 &
hh i=hhke i In 1+ — i [@ )s+ ]
N
@1)
where we ntroduced the notation ;= ei=he i 1l.Ex-

panding the second logarithm for largeN , we get to lead—
Ing order:

hin i’ Inhe 1

R h Zih[@  )g+ Fi

i=1



where we used the fact that ;(t) are uncorrelated at
di erent i’s. Therefore, h ;) ;®)i= D i3 t;0, where
D' = he? i=he i 1. The fact that these variables are
uncorrelated at di erent tin es proves that indeed W—(t)
undergoes a m Eltjp]jcatjye random walk. The last step
is to estinate ., s{. To do this we need to recall
our results for the stationary distribution P (s). If the
exponent  of the power lay tail of this distrdbution is
larger than 3, hs’ids nie, _,, s = Nhs’iand one
Inmediately getshin i= mhi A=N ,whereA = [(1
Phs?i+ 2+ 2q )" . In reality this is not hundred
percent true. Indeed, expanding the logarithm n Eg.
C_Z-]_:) we stopped at the rst order. In the presence of
power law tailsin P (s) the validity ofthis approxin ation
is In doubt because the higher order temm s involve the
sum of powers s‘i‘ wih k > 2. For large enough k such
pow ers are know n to diverge as som e power ofN . It can
be shown that for very large N they would dom inate the
scaling with respect to N . Such crossover was indeed
observed in sin ulations. In Fig. 2 we present the resuls
of the sinulations ofourmodelwith = 0:4,D = 01,
which correspondsto = 4:. Indeed, we observe that for
N ! 1 ,thedi erence between the average and typical
grow th ratesofthe totalcapital, Vavg Vyp W )= Inh i
hin i, approaches zero. This approach starts as A=N
wih = 1,but at largerN a deviation towards sn aller
can be noticed.
For 2 < < 3 the second moment of s diverges.
T hJ%,m eans that one should be m ore carefil in estin at—
ﬂ{lg =1 1 . The apparent divergence of the integral
% P (s) ds should not be taken too seriously, sihce we
are]_glea]jng wih a nite sam ple of variables s restricted

by s;i = N . Even in the worst case if only one s;
E’S nonzero (@nd equal to N by nom alization) the sum
R E1m v S = N?. In all situations when the integral

s P (s) ds diverges the sum ofa nite sample is dom —
nated by the largest elem ent. One can estin ate this
largest s by requiring Prob (s > Spax) = St ., = 1N .
T herefore, the typical value of the largest s; is given by

Sm ax N0 1 Since 2 this valuegis always less
then N - the maxinalpossble s. Then . s '
s2 .. N0 U Now the expression for the hin ibe-

comeshh i= mhi AN 27 1,witha® (@ 3p.

B .Problem w ith redistribution in continuous tim e
approach

Sin ilar results can be obtained in the continuous tim e
lin i of Eq. {14). In order to derive the stochastic par-
tial di erential equation corresponding to Eg. :L4| we
assum e that tim e is discretized t= n t in unis tand
wetake = . t,v=v. t,andD =D . t. In allour
future form ulaswe drop the subscript cin ¢, ve, and D ¢
of continuous m odel. H ow ever, one should kesp in m ind
that we recover continuous lin i by m aking param eters

,v,and D ofa discrete m odelvery amn all, keeping their
ratio xed.
Inthelmi t
di erential equation

1 the Eq. (14) becom es a stochastic

QW @)= W W)+ @W+D=2)W i+ W;i~0b: 2)

Here as In Section 1 we Introduced the continuous-tin e
stochastic force ~ () = @)=t v, and used e ' =
1+ 3+ 2=2+ :::' 1+ ~ t+ w+D=2) t+ O (t *7?).
Tt is In portant to point out here that such a continuous
tin e form ulation is only meanmgﬁlljf ;) is a Gaus-
sian noise. Only in this case Eq. {22) can be regarded
as a Langevin equation E_S]. U sually the assum ption ofa
G aussian noise is m otivated by the fact that for a con—
tinuous tim e process, the stochastic force ~;dt acting on
a am all interval t can be thought ofa sum ofin nitely
m any in nitesin al contrbutions. The central lim it the—
oram then ensuresthat ~; t is G aussian. For processes
w ith additive noise, this assum ption is reasonable also
for discrete tim e processes. For m ultiplicative processes
the deviations from the centrallim it theorem becom es of
concem since the tails of the distrbutions are probed by
the process. T herefore, we shall assum e in this section,
that ~; is G aussian.

U nder this assum ption, we shallbe abl to derive the
full probability distribution ofthe W ; in the lim & N !
1 . It is again convenient to use the variables s; (t) =
W ; (t)=W_ (t) . Using Tto calculus, one readily nds

D J—

Gsi= 0L 8) —Tsis € +siq s~s (23)

ghere we used the notation EPZ NLP ;f5. Note that

;81 = N and, consistently, ;@s; = 0. We shall
adopt a self consistent m ean eld approach, valid in the
N ! 1 Iim i, in which we substitute averagesover iw ith
statisticalaverages: f = hfi. W ithin thisapproxin ation,
the term s~= hs~i= 0 can be neglected. Ifwe introduce

2 2 2 2
=2 Infi=- = 29

D N D N

as a constant to be determ ined later self{consistently,
Eqg. 6_2,3:) becom es an equation fors; only, which doesnot
nvolve s5 for j 6 iexplicitly. W e know E] that, for a
Langevin equation of the form

@4)

2 dv (s)
ds

@ts = + S~y

the associated Fokker P lanck equation yields the asym: p-
totic distrbution P (s) e 2V ®™ | Recasting Eq. {£3)
into thisfom ,we ndV (s) = =s+ -2 ]“s+ D s=N , from
w hich

25)

P (s) = N exp

2
— —s s
D N
Note the em ergence of a power law behavior in P (s),
which ishowever cut o by the second term in the expo—

nential. This is physically m eaningfii]l, shces N must



hold, wih s= N occurring when the whole capitalN W
is invested In a single stock. The value  of the power
law decay is determ ined self{consistently from Eq. {4)
perfom Ing the average on the distrdbution n Eq. ;_25-)
A further requirem ent which our approach in poses on
P (s) isthat s= hsi= 1. It is not possble to com pute
exactly these averages, how ever, it is possble to perform
a large N expansion. Indeed ifwe set
Z

dsexp
0

| )

z ()=

@)

S

then, clearly, hsi = @ MZ ( )j_,y and hs?i =
@°M7Z ( )j_,y + hsi?. Therefore, evaluating the sm all

expansion of Z ( ) we can com pute the rst two mo—
ments of s and im pose self{consistency. However Z ( )
hasa non{analytic expansion around = 0, sihce deriva—
tives @"Z ( ) divergeat = 0 forn . For
the rsttwo derivatives exist. The equation hsi= 1 then
allow sus to compute  together w ith its leading correc—
tion:

(D =2)° D=2+ 2)

i =2<
D =2)*PD =2 ) N

2
=2+ — ; oD
D

(@6)

T he equation C_Z-é_i) then tums out to be autom atically
satis ed, which is a reassuring check of self{ consistency.
Note that Eq. CZO) derived previously, exactly reduces
to Eq. {26) with 1.For < 3 the second derivative
on () doesnotexistat = 0. The second term in Eq.
C_2§) changes, but the leading term rem ains the sam e:
Z 1 2
2 2 =D +1 e® 14+ x 4 E
=2+ = — dx———— —— :
D @ =D +1) , x%*t2 =D DN
T he average grow th rate ofthe capialN W isobtained
summ ing Eq. QZ over iand dividing by N :

QW ()= v+ D=2+ s~ W :

T he solution to this equation

t_
s~ ©)at®

0

W =W Oexp G+ D=2)t+

- W (0)etD -t

In plies that the grow th rate of the average is, to kading
order in N , equal to the grow th rate of the average v +
D=2.

C .Parallels to directed polym ers in random m edia

In conclusion we would lke to po:nt out that
the stochastic di erential equation (3) has a nite-
din ensional analogue, which wasm uch studied over the
past decade. Indeed, the tem (VT W;) is nothing

> D=2,

else but a fully connected (in nite din ensional) variant
of discrete Laplaciag. In  nite din ensions this tem be-
comes W ; = ( Wnn =2d W;i). In the spatial
continuous lim it the E q ¢22) becom es

@W ;) =
+ x;tW

W x;t)+ W+ D=2)W &;t)+

x;0); @7)

which can be easily recognized as the equation for the
pg‘rtjijon function of directed polym er n random m edia
flO The change of variablesh = InW m aps this equa-
tion to the so-called KP Z equation fl];]

(h&;t) + ¥ hE3%) + vhxt) +

@ch (x;t) = x;t)

(@8)

In our in nitedin ensional (fully connected) m odel we
found that P W ) hasa power law behavior for argeW .
In nite din ensions, at least below the upper critical di-
mension d. Whose very existence is still under debate),
this seem s not to be the case. Indeed num erical sin ula—
tions show that, at keast up to d = 3+ 1 [13] the distrbu-
tion ofh = InW has not a pure exponential, but rather
stretched exponential behavior. W e concture that the
power law behaviorofP W ) In them odelstudied in this
m anuscript is an artifact ofthe peculiar long range inter—
action, where each site is coupled to any other site.
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FIG.1l. The distrbution of capital fractions s; = W ;=W
for = 025;05,andgaussian ()wihD = 2,andv= 0in
a system ofsizeN = 10000. T he solid lines are the theoretical
predictions (20) for a power law exponent ofthe tailofthis
distrbution.

FIG .2. The di erence between the average grow th rate of
the capitalvavg = D =2 and its typicalgrow th rate vy, N ) as
a function of the num ber of assets N . T he param eters of the
modelare = 0:1,D = 0:d,v= 0. Thesolid line indicates the
theoretical prediction A=N . T he crossover tow ards an aller
is clearly seen for Jarge N .
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o A=0.5, A=2
theory: 1=2.69
o A\=0.25, A=2
theory: 1=2.29
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