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R eceived

W e design an optin alstrategy for investm ent in a portfolio of assets sub ct to a m ulti-
plicative B row nian m otion. T he strategy provides them axim altypical long-tem grow th
rate of investor’s capital. W e detem ine the optim al fraction of capital that an investor
should keep in risky assets as well as weights of di erent assets in an optim alportfolio.
In this approach both average retum and volatility of an asset are relevant indicators
detem ining its optim alweight. O ur resuls are particularly relevant for very risky assets
when traditional continuous-tin e G aussian portfolio theories are no longer applicable.

1. Introduction

The sim plest version of the problem we are going to address in this m anuscript
is rather easy to form ulate. Im agihe that you are an investor w ith som e starting
capital, which you can Invest in jist one risky asset. Y ou decided to use the follow ing
sim ple strategy: you alwaysm aintain a given fraction 0 < r < 1 ofyourtotalcurrent
capital nvested in this asset, whik the rest (given by the fraction 1  r) you wisely
keep In cash. You select a unit oftin e (say a week, a m onth, a quarter, or a year,
depending on how closely you ollow your investm ent, and what transaction costs
are Involved) at which you check the asset’s current price, and sell or buy som e
shares ofthis asset. By this transaction you adjist the current m oney equivalent of
your investm ent to the above pre-selected fraction of your total capital.

The question we are interested in is: which investm ent fraction provides the
optim al typical long-tem growth rate of investor’s capial? By typical we m ean
that this grow th rate occurs at Jarge-tin e horizon in m a prity of realizations of the
m ultiplicative process. By extending tin e-horizon one can m ake this rate to oc—
cur w ith probability arbitrary close to one. Contrary to the traditional econom ics
approach, where the expectation value of an arti cial \utility function" of an in—
vestor is optin ized, the optin ization of a typical grow th rate does not contain any
am biguity.

In this work we also assum e that during on the tim escale, at which the in-
vestor checks and readjists his asset’s capital to the selected investm ent fraction,
the asset’s price changes by a random factor, drawn from som e probability distri-
bution, and uncorrelated from price dynam ics at earlier intervals. In other words,
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the price of an asset experiences a m uliplicative random walk with som e known
probability distribbution of steps. This assum ption is known to hold in real nan-
cialm arkets beyond a certain tim e scal! . Contrary to contihhuum theories popular
am ong econom i our approach is not lim ited to G aussian distribbuted retums:
Indeed, we were able to form ulate our strategy for a generalprobability distribution
of retums per capial (elem entary steps of the m ultiplicative random walk).

O urpurpose here is to illistrate the essential fram ew ork through sin plest exam —
ples. T hus risk-free Interest rate, asset’sdividends, and transaction costs are ignored
(W hen volatility is Jarge they are ndeed negligbl). H ow ever, the task of ncluding
these e ects In our form alisn is rather straightforward.

The quest of nding a strategy, which optim izes the long-tem grow th rate ofthe
capialisby nom eansnew : Indeed itwas rstdjsnljpssed by D anielBemoulliin about
1730 In oonnectjor}IW ith the St. Petersburg gam & . In the early days of inform ation
sciences, Shannon? has considered the application of the concept of nfom ation
entropy in designing optin al strategies In such gam es as gam bling. W orking from
the foundations of Shannon, K elly has speci cally designed an optim al gam bling
strategy In placing bets!, when a gam bler has som e incom plete Inform ation about
the winning outcom e (@ \noisy inform ation channel"). In m odem day nance,
egoecially the Investm ent In very risky assets is no di erent from gam bling. The
point Shannon and K elly wanted to m ake is that, given that the odds are slightly
In your favor abeit w ith large uncertainty, the gam bler should not bet his whole
capial at every tin e step. O n the other hand, he would achieve the biggest long-
tem capitalgrow th by betting som e specially optin ized fraction ofhiswhole capial
In every gam e. T his cautious approach to investm ent is recom m ended in situations
when the volatility is very large. For instance, In m any em ergent m arkets the
volatility is huge, but they are still swam ing w ith investors, since the long-tem
retum rate In som e cautious investm ent strategy is favorable. .

Lateron K elly’sapproach w asexpanded and generalized In the w orksofB reim an:é .
O ur results form ultiasset optin al nvestm ent are In agreem ent w ith his exact but
non-constructive equations. In som e special cases, M erton and Sam uelson? have
considered the problem ofportfolio optin ization, when the underlying asset is sub-—
Fct to a multiplicative continuous B row nian m otion w ith G aussian price uctua—
tions. O verall, we feel that the topic of optin al long-term investm ent has not been
adequately exploited, and m any interesting consequences are yet to be revealed.

The plan of this paper is as follows: in Section 2 we detem ine the optin al
Investm ent fraction In an @Unrealistic) situation when an nvestor is allowed to
Invest n only one risky asset. The Section 3 generalizes these results for a m ore
realistic case when an investor can keep his capial in a m ultiasset portfolio. In
this case we determ ine the optin alweights of di erent assets In this portfolio.

2. O ptim al investm ent fraction for one asset

W e rst consider a siation, when an investor can spend a fraction of his capial
to buy shares of jist one risky asset. The rest of his m oney he keeps in cash.
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G eneralizing K eJJy:i’, we consider the follow ing sim ple strategy of the investor: he
regularly checks the asset’s current price p (t), and sells or buys som e asset shares in
order to keep the current m arket value of his asset holdings a pre-selected fraction
r ofhistotalcapial. T hese readjistm ents arem ade periodically at a xed interval,
w hich we refer to as read jastm ent interval, and select it as the discrete unit oftim e.
In this work the readjustm ent tim e Interval is selected once and for all, and we do
not attem pt optin ization of its length.

W e also assum e that on the tin e-scale of this readjistm ent interval the asset
price p (t) undergoes a geom etric B row nian m otion :

pt+ 1)=e “pw); 1)

ie. at each tin e step the random number (t) is drawn from som e probabiliy
distrbbution ( ), and is independent of it’s value at previous tim e steps. This
exponentialnotation isparticularly convenient forworking w ith m ultiplicative noise,
keeping the necessary algebra at m lnimum . Under these rules of dynam ics the
logarithm ofthe asset’sprice, Inp (t), perform sa random walk w ith an average drift
v=nh iand adispersionD = h?i h %.

Tt is easy to derive the tim e evolution of the total capitalW (t) of an investor,
follow ing the above strategy:

We+r )=1 W O+ W Qe® 22)

Let us assum e that the value of the investor’s capitalat t= 0 isW () = 1.
T he evolution of the expectation value of the expectation value of the totalcapial
HU ()i after t tin e steps is cbviously given by the recursion W £+ 1)i= 1@ r+
rhe 1))V ()i. W hen he 1 > 1, at st thought the investor should invest all his
money In the risky asset. Then the expectation value of his capial would enpy
an exponential grow th w ith the fastest growth rate. However, i would be totally
unreasonable to expect that in a typicalrealization ofprice uctuations, the investor
would be able to attain the average grow th rate determ ined as vayg = di¥  (b)i=dt.
T his is because the m ain contrbution to the expectation value HV (t)i com es from
exponentially unlkely outcom es, when the price of the asset after a long series
of favorable events w ith > h i becom es exponentially big. Such outcom es lie
ge&beyond reasonable uctuations ofW (t), detemm ined by the standard deviation
Dtof nW (t) around is average value hnW (t)i = h it. For the investor who
deals w ith just one realization of the m ultiplicative process it is better not to rely
on such unlkely events, and m axin ize his gain In a typical outcom e of a process.
To quantify the Intuitively clear concept of a typical value of a random variable
X, we de ne Xyp asam edian! of its distribution, ie Xtyp has the property that
Prob (X > Xuyp) = PIOb® < Xuyp) = 1=2. In a multiplicative process @3) with
= 1,W (t+ 1) = e “W (), one can show that Wy (©) { the typical value of
W () { grows exponentially in tine: W yp () = "  at a mate vy, = h i, whik
the expectation valie WV (t)i also grow s exponentially as Hi (t)i = he i%, but at
a faster rate given by vayg = Inhe i. Notice that hinW (£)i always grow s w ith the
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typicalgrow th rate, since those very rare outcom eswhen W (t) is exponentially big,
do not m ake signi cant contribution to this average.

T he question we are going to address is: w hich investm ent ﬁ:act:oll'; r providesthe
nvestor w ith the best typical grow th rate vy, ofhis capital. K elly? has answered
this question for a particular realization ofm ultiplicative stochastic process, w here
the capial ismultiplied by 2 w ith probability g > 1=2, and by 0 w ith probability

=1 d. This case is realized In a gam bling gam e, where betting on the right
outcom e pays 2:1, while you know the right outcom e w ith probability g> 1=2. In
our notation this case corresponds to being equalto In 2 with probability g and

1 otherw ise. The player's capital in Kelly’sm odelw ith r = 1 enpys the grow th
of expectation value W ()i at a rate vayg = n2g> 0. In this case it is however
particularly clear that one should not use m axin ization of the expectation valie of
the capialas the optinum criterion. If the player Indeed bets all of his capial at
every tin e step, sooner or later he w ill loose everything and would not be ablk to
continue to play. In other words, r = 1 corregoonds to the worst typical grow th of
the capial: asym ptotically the player w ill be bankrupt w ith probability 1. In this
exam ple it is also very transparent, w here the positive average grow th rate com es
from : after T rounds of the gam e, in a very unlkely Prob = g ) event that the
capftalwasmuliplied by 2 at all tin es (the gam bler guessed right all the tin e),
the capital is equalto 2T . This exponentially Jarge value of the capital outw eighs
exponentially sm all probability of this event, and gives rise to an exponentially
grow Ing average. This would o er condolence to a gam bler who lost everything.

In this chapter we generalize K elly’s argum ents for arbitrary distribbution ().
A swew ill see this generalization reveals som e hidden resuls, not realized in K elly’s
\betting" gam e. A s we lkamed above, the grow th of the typical value of W (t), is
given by the drift of hnW (t)i= w,pt, which In our case can be w ritten as

Z

Vyp @)= d () h@+re 1) @ 3)

One can check that vy, (0) = 0, since in this case the whole capital is in the form
of cash and does not change in tim e. In another lin it one has vy, (1) = h i, since
In this case the whole capital is invested In the asset and en pys it’s typical grow th
rate h i= 1 forKelly’s case). Can one do better by selecting 0 < r< 1? To
nd them axinum of vy, (r) one di erentiates C_Z-::;‘é w ith respect to r and looks for
a solution ofthe resulting equation: 0 = vgyp r)y= d () € 1)y=01+rE 1))
J'nﬁzhe interval O r 1. If such a solution exists, it is unique since gp (r) =

d () e 1f=1+ rle 1)¥ < 0 everywhere. The values of the vfyp (¥)
at 0 and 1 are given by v}, 0) = he i 1,and{,, (1) =1 e i. Onehasto
consider three possibilities:

(1) ke i< 1. In thiscasevy, 0) < 0. Sicevy  (r) < 0, them axinum ofviy, (r)
isrealized at r= 0 and isequalto 0. In other words, one should never invest in an
asset w th negative average retum per capitalhe i 1< 0.

@ rei>1,andhe i> 1. In this case v, (0) > 0, but v} (1) < 0 and
the m axinum ofv (r) is realized at some 0 < r< 1, which is a unigue solution to
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vgyp (r) = 0. The typical growth rate In this case is always positive (because you
could have always selected r = 0 to m ake it zero), but not as big as the average
rate Inhe i, which serves as an unattainable ideal Iim it. An intuiive understanding
of why one should select r < 1 iIn this case com es from the follow ng cbservation :
the condition he 1> 1 makes hl=p(t)i to grow exponentially n time. Such an
exponential grow th indicates that the outcom es with very smallp(t) are feasble
and give dom inant contribution to hl=p (t)i. T his isan indicator that the asset price
is unstable and one should not trust his whole capitalto such a risky investm ent.

B)hei> 1,and ke i< 1. This is a safe asset and one can invest his
whole capital in it. The maxinum Wy, (r) is achieved at r = 1 and is equal to
Viyp (1) = Inh i. A simple exam ple of this type of asset is one in which the price
p ) wih equalprobabilities ismultiplied by 2 orby a = 2=3. Asone can see this
isa marghalcase in which hl=p(t)i= const. For a < 2=3 one should Invest onl a
fraction r < 1 of his capial in the asset, whilke for a 2=3 the whole sum could
be trusted to it. The specialty of the case with a = 2=3 cannot not be guessed by
Just looking at the typical and average grow th rates of the asset! O ne has to go
and calculate he 1 to check ifhl=p (t)i diverges. T his \reliable" type of asset is a
new feature ofthem odelw ith a general ( ). It isnever realized in K elly’s original
model, which awayshash 1= 1 , so that i never m akes sense to gam ble the
whole capitalevery tim e.

An interesting and som ew hat counterintuitive consequence of the above resuls
is that under certain conditions one can m ake his capitalgrow by investing in asset
w ith a negative typicalgrowth rate h 1 < 0. Such asset certainly loses value, and
is typical price experiences an exponential decay. Any investor bold enough to
trust his whole capial in such an asset is losing m oney w ith the sam e rate. But
as Iong as the uctuations are strong enough to m aintain a positive average retum
per capitalhe i 1 > 0) one can maitain a certain fraction of his total capial
Invested in this asset and alm ost certainly m ake m oney! A sin ple exam ple of such
m Ind-boggling situation is given by a random m ultiplicative process In which the
price of the asset w ith equal probabilities is doubled (goes up by 100% ) or divided
by 3 (goes down by 66:7% ). The typical price of this asset drifts down by 18%
each tim e step. Indeed, after T tim e steps one could reasonably expect the price of
this asset to be pryp (T) = 27723 T72 = ( 2=3)T * 0827 . On the other hand, the
average lp (t)i enpysa 17% growth lpt+ 1)i= 7=6hp )i’ 1:17HV ()i. Asone
can easily see, the optin um ofthe typicalgrow th rate is achieved by m aintaining a
fraction r =_1=4 of the capial invested In this asset. The typical rate in this case
isameager 25=24 ' 1:02, m eaning that in a long run one aln ost certainly gets a
2% retum per tin e step, but it is certainly better than losing 18% by investing the
whole capial n this asset.

T he tem poral evolution of another exam pl is shown in the Figure 1, where a
risky asset varies daily by + 30% or 24 4% wih equal chance, this is not unlke
daily variation of som e "red chips" quoted In Hong K ong or som e Russian com pa—
nies quoted on the M oscow Stock Exchange. In this exam ple, the stock is alm ost
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certainly doom ed: In the realization shown on Fig. 1 in four years the price of one
share went dow n by a factor 500, it waspractically w iped out. At the sam e tim e the
Investor m aintaining the optimal’ 38% investm ent fraction pro ted handsom ely,
m aking m ore than 500 tim es of his starting capial! It is all the m ore rem arkable
that thispro t isachieved w ithout any insider Inform ation but only by dynam ically
m anaging his investm ent In such a bad stock.

O f course the properties of a typical realization of a random m ultiplicative
process are not fully characterized by the drift v, ()t in the position of the
center of mass of P (h;t), where h(t) = InW (t) is a logarithm of the wealth

of the investor. Indeed, asym ptotically P (h;t) has a Gaussian shape P (h;t) =

h 2 . . -
ZlD(r)texp( %),wherevtyp(r) is given by eq. ©2.3). One needs to

know the dispersion D (r) to estin ate P D (r)t, which is the m agniude of charac-
teristic deviations ofh (t) away from itstypicalvalue hyyp () = viypt. At the in nite
tine horizon t ! 1 , the process w ith the biggest vy, (r) will certainly be prefer-
able over any other process. T his is because the separation between typical values
of h (t) for two di erent investm ent fractionsg r grow s linearly In tine, whilk the
span of typical uctuations grow s only as a t. However, at a nite tin e horizon
the investor should take into account both vy (r) and D (r) and decide what he
prefers: m oderate grow th with an all uctuations or faster grow th w ith still bigger
uctuations. To quantify this decision one needs to Introduce an investor’s \utility

function" which we will not attem pt in this work. The m ost conservative players
are advised to always keep their capial in cash, since w ith any other arrangem ent
the uctﬁau'ons w il certainly be bigger. A s a rule one can show that the digpersion
D@= ()WQ+re 1K §, monotonically ncreasesw ith r. T herefre,
am ong two solutions w ith equal vy, (r) one should always select the one wih a
an aller r, since i would guarantee sn aller uctuations.

W e proceed w ith deriving analytic results for the optin al investm ent fraction r
In a situation when uctuations of asset price during one read justm ent period (one
step ofthe discrete dynam ics) are am all. T his approxim ation isusually justi ed for
developed m arkets, if the investor sells and buys asset to m aintain his optin alratio
on lt's say m onthly basis. Indeed, them onth tom onth uctuations in, forexam ple,
D ow -Jones Industrial A verage i) to a good approxin ation are uncorrelated random
num bers; ii) seldom raise above few percent, so that the assum ption that (t) 1
is Justi ed.

Here i ism ore convenient to sw itch to the standard notation. It is custom ary
to use the random variable

1
P+ 1) pO_ _

t) =
© p®

1; 24)
which is referred to as retum per unit capital of the asset. The properties of a
random m ultiplicative process are expressed in tem s of the average retum per
captal = hi= he 1 1, and the volatility (standard deviation) of the retum
percaptal = h ?i hi?. Inournotation = he i 1 isdetem ined by the
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average and not typicalgrow th rate of the process. For 1, 7 v+ Dp=2+ =2,
while the volatility isrelated toD (the dispersion of ) through ’* D.
Expanding Eq. {2.3) up to the second order in = e 1 one gets: yp ’

hr (e 1) % 1fi= r (%?+ ?)r’=2.Theoptimalr isgiven by
Topt = 3, 2 2.5)

If the above form ula prescribbes r,c > 1, the Investor is advised to trust his whole
capialto thisasset. W e ram ind you that in thispaperthe risk-free retum percapial
is set to zero (investor keeps the rest ofhis capialin cash). In a m ore realistic case,
w hen a risk-free bank deposit brings a retum p during a single read jistm ent interval,
the form ula oor the optin al investm ent ratio should be generalized to:

P
Topt = — T 2 : (2.6)

In a hypothetical case discussed by M ertoné, when asset’s price follow s a con—
tinuous m uliplicative random wak (ie. price uctuations are uncorrelated at the
an allest tin e scale) and the investor is com m itted to adjist his lnvestm ent ratio on
a continuous basis, one should use n nitesin alquantities ! dtand 2! 2dt.
U nder these circum stances the term  2dt?, being second order n in nitesin altin e
Increm ent dt, should be dropped from the denom inator. Then one recovers an
optin al nvestm ent fraction Hr \logarithm ic utility" derived by M erton?.

A sset price uctuations encountered In developed nancialm arkets have rela—
tively large average retums and smn all volatilities, so that the optim al Investm ent
fraction into any given asset r{*" is aln ost alvays bigger than 1. For instance
the data for average annual retum and volatility of D ow Jones index in 1954-
1963é are pg = 16%, ps = 20%, whilke the average risk—free Interest rate is
p = 3% . This suggests that for an investor comm itted to yearly readjistm ent
of his asset holdings to the selected ratio, the optim al nvestm ent ratio in D ow -
Jones portlio sy = (pg P)=(Z,+ Z;) = 198 > 1. On the other
hand the investor ready to readjust his stock holdings every m onth should use

monthly ' =12 and gonthy 1 0= 12. For hin the optin al investm ent fraction
wouldbe ry " = ([, ;=12 p=12)=(2 ;=12+ ( p 4=12)%)’ 3:09. In both cases,
given no other altematives the investor interested in a long-term capitalgrowth is
advised to trust hiswhole capitalto D ow -Jones portfolio and enpy a typicalannual
retum 2=2 = 14% ,which is2% an aller than the average annualretum of 16%
but signi cantly bigger than the risk-free retum of 3% .

3. 0 ptim ization ofm ulti-asset portfolio

W e proceed by generalizing the resuls of a previous chapter to a m ore realistic
situation, where the investor can keep a fraction of his total capial in a portfolio
com posed of N risky assets. The retums per unit capial of di erent assets are

i B+ 1 3 ()
de ned as () = pi(tt1) pi(®) _

o e! 1.Each asset is characterized by an average
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retum per capital ;= heii 1, and volatility ; = P he? i1 he:i?. As in the
sihgle asset case, an investor has decided to m aintain a given fraction r; of his
capital invested iIn i~th asset, and to keep the rest In cash. H is goalis to m axin ize
the typical grow th rate ofhis capitalby selecting the optin alset of rj. T he explicit
expression for the typical rate under those circum stances is given by

X
Viyp (L1712 22:r ) = hin[l + e’ 1)1: 3.7)
i=1

The task of nding an analytical solution forthe globalm axin um ofthis expression
seam shopeless. W e can, how ever, expand the logarithm in eq. I_i_.:f.), assum Ing that
3]1 J:etumsP 1= e’ 1 are small. Then to a second order one gets: v, =
in i K j5riry=2, where K i3 is a covardance m atrix of retums, de ned by
Kiy=h ; ji. In thiswork we restrict ourselves to the case of uncorrelated assets,
when the only nonzero elem ents of covariance m atrix lay on the diagonal, K i35 =

i

( §+ 12) 13- In this case the expression for typical rate becom es
R
Vo= [im (f+ D)E=2) 338)

i=1

w ithout any restrictions the optin al investm ent fraction In a given asset is deter—
m ined by a singlk asset omula 2.3)

A 39)

5= K Dy i (3.10)

where K 1)j_j is an elam ent of a m atrix inverse to K ;5. W ith som ew hat heavier
algebra allresuls from the follow Ing paragraphs can be reform ulated to inclide the
e ects ofa general covariance m atrix and non-zero risk-free Interest rate. H ow ever,
we w ill not attem pt i In thism anuscript. p
Thenontrivialpart oftheN assstcase com esfrom therestriction r; 1. This
restriction starts to be relevant if .lrl"pt > 1, and the Eq. 5;-9.) no longer works.
In this case the optin alsolution would be to invest thew hg]e capialin assetsand to
search foram axin um ofwvy,, restricted to the hlyperp]ane ;= 1. UnbPrtunately,
this interesting case was overlooked by M ertor® . T herefore his prescription for the
¥ector ofoptin alinvestm ent fractionsholds only in quite unrealistic situation when
=2 1. ntroducing a Lagrangem ultiplier , one gets £°° = ( ; )=(%+
2). O bviously, the assets orwhich r; < 0 should be dropped and the optin alr{®"
are nally given by

5)i 311)
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where (x) isa usualHeavyside step function. The Lagrangem ultiplier is found
by solving

A i
7, z)

i

7. 2 ¢ =1 (312)
=1 1 i
To dem onstratehow thisoptin ization works in practice w e consider the follow ing
sin ple example. An Investor has an altemative to invest his capital in 3 assets
wih average retums ; = 15%, , = 2%, 3 = 25%. Each of these assets
has the sam e volatility = 10% . W hich are optim al investm ent fractions in this
case? The eq. C_S-EBI) recommends it = =(2+ %)’ =2=15 %" 2,
Pt 7 25, Each of these numbers is bigger than one, which m eans that given
any one of these assets as the only investm ent altemative, the nvestor would be
advised to trust his whole capial to . A s was explained above, whenever the
eq. [B9) results in ®°®" + »P" + %" > 1, the investor should not keep any
money In cash. W e need to solve the eg. @:l:l:) to determ Ine how he should share
his capial between three available assets. A ssum ing rst that each asset gets a
nonzero fraction of the capial, one w rites the equation @21:2) for the Lagrange
multiplier :1:5 + 2 + 25 =1l,or = 5=3’ 167.Butthenr= 15
is negative. T his suggests that the average retum In asset 1 is too an all, and that
the whole capital should be divided between assets 2 and 3. Then the eqg. @:1:2)
2 + 25 = 1 hasthe solution = 1:75, and the optin al nvestm ent fractions
are i°" = 0, ;°" = 025, r{" = 0:75. This optinum represents the com prom ise
betw een the follow ing tw o tendencies. O n one hand, diversi cation of the portfolio
tends to increase its typical grow th rate and bring it closer to the average grow th
rate. This happens because uctuations of di erent asset’s prices partially cancel
each otherm aking the whole portfolio less risky. B ut, on the otherhand, to diversify
the portlio one hasto use assetsw ith ’s an allerthan that ofthe best asset in the
group, and thus com prom ise the average grow th rate itself. In the above exam ple
the average retum ; was Just too low to justify including it in the portfolio.
ana]IJy, we want to com pare our results with the exact formula derived by
Breim an®. His argum ent goes as follow s: in case where there is no bank (or it is
Just included as the altemative of ]'E'nvestjng in a risk-free asset brwhigh = pand
= 0) onewants to m axim ize hin  rje *i subct to the constraint 3= 1. In—
troducing a Lagrangem ultiplier (di erent from Lagrangem u]rjpﬁjer used above)
one gets a condition for an exttenﬁlva]ue ofgrowth rate: he '= e i = 0.
Thiscan be also written ashrje ‘= ne i ¥ = 0. The summ ation over i show s
that = 1, therefore at optimnum is detem ined by a solution of the system ofN
equations: %
= hrie = rie *i: (313)

notice that the ith equation autom atically holds if r; = 0. Therefore, nding an
optim al set of investm ent fractions r; is equivalent to solwving (-'§-_1-_3) with ry 0.
A ccording to this equation in the strategy, optin alin K elly’s sense, on average one
does not have to buy or sell assets since the average fraction of each asset’s capial
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In the totalcapital (hrie i=P rie 1) is conserved by dynam ics. U nfortunately, the
exact set ofequations {3:1:3) isasunusablkas it iselegant: it suggestsno constructive
way to derive the set of optin al Investm ent fractions from known asset’s average
retums and covariancem atrix. In this sense our set of approxin ate equations (_3:1:]:)
provides an investor w ith a constructive m ethod to iteratively detemm ine the set of
optim alweights of di erent assets in the optin alportfolio.
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Fig.1l. Tem poralevolution ofthe stock and the optim izing investor’s capital. T he tim e units can

be interpreted as days and the total period (1000 days) is about 4 years. D uring this period the
doom ed stock perfom ed very badly, whereas our investor m ade huge pro t from investing in it

dynam ically with r/ 38% . Not only the optin al strategy perform s better, it also has m uch less
volatility.
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