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A bstract : W e Introduce a faithfiil representation of the heavy tailm ultivariate
distrbbution of asst retums, as parsin onous as the G aussian fram ework. Using
calculation technigues of fuinctional integration and Feynm an diagram sborrow ed from
particle physics, we characterize precisely, through its cum ulants of high order, the
distrbution of wealth variations of a portfolio com posed of an arbitrary m ixture of
assts. The portolio which m inim izes the variance, ie. the relatively \am all" risks,
often increases larger risks asm easured by higher nom alized cum ulants and by the
Valieatrisk.
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F inance isallabout risks and risk isusually quanti ed by the volatility. A s isnow
well recognized, due to the presence of heavy tails and long-range correlations, the
volatility is only an in perfect m easure of risk. In principle, the risk associated w ih
a given portfolio is fully em bedded in the m ultivariate distribution of the retums of
these assets. P ractically, dealing w ith this m ultivarate distribution is a form idabl
task forboth its speci cation (in portant for scenario sin ulations), orportfolio opti-
m ization and forthe controlof risks. Untilnow, sin pler one-din ensionalm easures of
risks have been developed, for instance n tem s of the Valueatxisk. H owever, they
su er from their reliance on a stable and accurate determm ination of the covariance
m atrix of retums, which is problam atic In the presence of heavy tails and of tin e-
varying volatilities and correlations. A variety ofm ethods have been also propossd
that are however all Iin ited in their dom ain of application.

Here, we focus our attention upon the \fat tail" problkm , having In m Ind that
a large part of the tin ewvarying volatilities and correlations m ay result from their
unstable determm nation precisely due to the presence of non-gaussian e ects. G ener—
alization of our \fractal" covariance m atrix approach described below in the spirit of
GARCH m odels is straightforward and w ill be described elssw here.

To address the \fat tail" problem , we present three in portant lnnovations. F irst,
we develop a new m ethod that provides an approxin ate but aithfiil representation of
the ullm ultivariable \fat tail" distrdbution of asset retums. Second, we adapt theo—
retical tools from theoretical physics to calculate precisely the distribution of retums
of the full portolio. Third, we com pare di erent portfolio optin ization procedures
and show thatm inin izing the variance is not optin alas i m ay often increase large
risks. W e provide the relevant tools for better optin ization suitable to a given risk
aversion.

1 \Fractal" Covariance A pproxim ation

C onsider tw o heterogeneous assets, such asthe US Index SP 500 and the Sw iss Franc
(CHF), both quoted in U S dollars. T he em pirical pint bivarate distribution of their

dayly annualized retums
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is plotted In Figl for the tin e interval from Jan. 1971 to Oct. 1998. s;(t) is the
price at tine t valued In US dollars, where i = 1 for the SP500 and i= 2 for the
CHEF . The contour lines de ne the prcbability con dence level: 95% of the events
fall inside the dom ain lim ited by the outer line. Thus, there is a 5% probability to
observe events falling outside. T he other con dence kevels of 90% , 50% and 10% are
sim ilarly de ned. Fig. 1 also show s the m arginal distrioutions for the SP 500 and the
CHF In US$. The abcissa axis are the sam e as for the bivariate representation so
that the profction from the bivarate to the m onovarate distributions is highlighted.
T he ordinate of them arginaldistrbutions uses a Jogarithm ic scale : a linearplot then
quali es an exponential distrbution. O ne can ocbserve that, whike the distributions
are not far from an exponential, they exhibit a slightly upward curvature In the tails
Indicating a slightly m ore heavy tail than the exponential.



1.1 Contracting m aps as a new quanti cation of departure
from G aussian

Let uscallF; (r) and F5 (r) their cum ulative m arginal distributions, giving the prob—
ability that the retum be less than r. Let us introduce the transform ation r; ! vi
and r, ! y, which transform s F'; (r;) and F, () Into G aussian distrbutions w ith
unit variance. By the conservation of probabilities, this reads

!
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where erf(y) is the error function. W e can rew rite it In order to m ake explicit the
nonlinear transfom ation from the r variables to the y variabls:
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where erf ! is the nverse of the error function. The G aussian y variables, together
w ith the nonlinear transfom ation @), enbody fully and w ith no approxin ation the
heavy tail nature of the m argihal distributions.

A s an analytic illustration, consider stretched exponential W eibull) distribbutions
[l] of the orm
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T his function provides a reasonable t to the distrdbutions Fq (r;) and F, (), esoe-

cially In the tails as shown in Fig. 1, with A; = 4500, ¢¢ = 0:7, rop; = 0:79 and

A,= 700, = 11, ry, = 243. It is clear that the tails are m uch \fatter" than fora

G aussian.

In this case, the change of variabl @3) can be w ritten, using a slight change of

nom alization, as
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T he distrbution ofy; is G aussian w ith a variance now equalto Vi = (1)< .

W e stress that the transform ation @) is exact and valid for any distrbution. &t
willbe used in the sinulations. In contrast, expression (§) is exact only for W ebull
distrlbutions. It is found to provide a good approxin ation of the tails of the retum
distrbutions. It is used below to present the novel theoretical approach.

Fig. 2 shows y; as a function of r; and y, as a function of r, from the data
and the comparison wih §) usihg the sam e param eters as above and shown in
Fig.1l. The negative retums have been folded back to the positive quadrant. The ts
with expression () shown in Fig. 2 are good for the large values, while deviations
for an all retums indicate that the departure from a G aussian is less strong in the
center of the distributions. T his plot provides a novel quanti cation ofthe departure
from a Gaussian. The downward curvatures result from the fact that the tails of
the distribution are \fatter" than a Gaussian: the r ! vy transform ation is thus a
contracting m ap.



1.2 Optinm alm ultivariate distributions for \fat tails"

To put our next step into its relkvant context, we recall that m ultivariate G aus-
sian distributions have played and still play a key role, not only because they are
convenient to use, but also because they are optin al In an Infom ation theoretical
sense: wih the only prior infom ation of the covariance m atrix, they contain the
Jast possble assum ptions, In other words they are the m ost lkely representation
of the data. A s already pointed out, they are however inconsistent w ith the pres—
ence of heavy tails and non-nom aldependence. In this light, we can now capitalize
upon the transform ation @) and inclide the inform ation on the heavy tails to better
characterize the m ultivariate asset retum distrbutions. In this goal, the dependence
between the assets is characterized by the covariance m atrix V of the transfom ed
G aussian variables y’s:

V=h v'i hihr'i; 6)
where Y idenotesthe expectation ofY andY istheunicolim nm atrix w ith elem ents
y1 and y,. This generalizes straightforwardly for a larger number N of assets. For
stretched exponential variables for which the relation ) holds, the de nition @)
Jeads to the covarance elem ents
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N ote that the essential Inform ation on the sign ofthe retums iskept whik a fractional
pow er of their am plitudes is taken, hence the term \fractal" covariance m atrix (that
we keep even for the general case to refer to the contracting nature ofther ! vy
m apping). Vi; has a faster convergence rate for sparse data and is better behaved
statistically than the usual covariance m atrix since it is less sensitive to large uctu-—
ations due to the smallpower c=2. A s a test, we have veri ed that the nom alized
correlation coe cient % for the covariance m atrix for the y; and y, vari

ables is signi cantly m ore stabl than the usual correlation coe cient %
for the covarance m atrix of the retums r; and r, as a function of time In running
w indow s of various sizes. T he introduction of ARCH m odels and their generalizations
has been m otivated by the cbserved non-stationarity of the usual covariance m atrix
R]. The inproved stability of y suggests that this non-stationarity results in part
from the hadequacy ofthe covariance m atrix to provide an e cient characterization
ofthe asset risk pro ks, resulting from the presence of \fat tails". O urnew approach
directly addresses this problm .

Conditionned only on the measurement () of the \fractal" covariance m atrix
V , the most lkely representation of the tim e series beocom es the usual G aussian

m ultivariate distrbution In tem s of the y variables:
Py)=@)"?¥ijTep 0" W'H)v?iy wi ; ®)

where ¥V jis the determ lnant of V. W e stress that this param eterization is funda—
mentally di erent from the usual G aussian approxin ation on the price retums r.
To get the In plied m ultivariate distrloution P R ) In temm s of the retum variables
RT = fr;;r,g, weuse the dentity P R )= B (¥ ) %,where% is the pcobian ofthe



transform ation from R ! Y :
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where V is again the covariance m atrix for Y (ie. the \fractal" covariance m atrix
for R) and I is dentity m atrix. Changing the nom alization as in the change of
variable §) ladsto the sam e form () except for the dentity m atrix I being changed
nto the diagonalm atrix of elem ents Vy; = (rp;)®. This representation is exact for
arbitrary uncorrelated variables, In which caseV = I. It is also exact for a G aussian
distrbution m odi ed by m onotonic one-dim ensional variable transfom ations for any
num ber of variables, or equivalently by muliplication by a non-negative ssparable
function. Thism ethod has recently been Independently introduced in the context of
m ultivariate distributions of particle physics data 1.

Fig. 3 presents the bivariate distrbution P (Y ) obtained from Fig. 1 using the
transfom ation (@) aswellasthe corresponding G aussian m arginaldistributions. The
contour lnes are de ned as In Fig. 1. N ote their an ooth elliptic shape that contrast
w ith the diam ond shape shown In Fig.1. The principal axis of the ellipses are alm ost
perfectly along the y;;y, axis, a signature of the weak \fractal" correlation between
the SP 500 and the CHF . In the lin _‘5 of absence of correlation, the ratio of the an all
over large principal axis isequalto .

Asa simplk and e cient \goodness of t" test for the reliability of this repre-
sentation {9), we have studied the fraction of events (points) shown in Fig. 3 within
an ellipse of equation 2 = (T hWTiv ' hYi) asa finction of the 2
density (1=2) e =2 rtwo degrees of freedom . W e observe a very straight bisector
line which quali es the m ultivariate G aussian representation @). Varying 2 from 0
to 1 spans the distrbution from the an allm ost probabl retums to the large least
probabl retums.

2 Characterization of portfolios

2.1 Em pirical investigation

W e can now capitalize upon the rather good stationarity properties of the repre—
sentation of the bivariate distrbutions provided by @) and use this inform ation to
optin ize portfolios and characterize risks. C onsider a portfolio investing a xed frac—
tion p of tswealth W In the SP500 and the ram alning fraction 1 p in the CHF.
U sing the historical tin e series, we construct num erically the tinm e seriesW (£) from
the recursion

WEtr D=pW OssO+ 0 pW BOs ®© 10)

which ensures that p is xed. T he annualized dayly retum ry ofW (t) is de ned by

r (€)= 250 In Ww(t:rt)l) . Fig.4 show s the dependence as a function ofp ofthe variance
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and of the kurtosis .
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of the dayly portfolio retums. T he kurtosis quanti es the deviation from a G aussian
distribution and provides a m easure for the degree of \fatness" of the tails, ie. a
m easure of the \large" risks. Taking Into account only the variance and the kurtosis
and neglecting allhigher order cum ulants, a distrdbution can be approxin ated by the

ollow ing expression valid for an all kurtosis [7]
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T he negative sign of the correction proportionalto m eans that large deviations are

m ore probable than ex%apo]ated from the G aussian approxinm ation. For a typical

uctuatjon B hSi C,, the relative size of the correction In the exponential is

12 . For the large values of found below this approxin ation {_1_3) break down and
the deviation from a G aussian ismuch m ore dram atic.

A s sen In Fig. 4, the vardance has a wellde ned quadratic m ininum at py =
0:375. The kurtosis has a S—shape wih two bcalm inina atp , = 0405 (@bsolute
mininum) and p ; = 0125 (ocalm Ininum ). The table gives the corresponding
variance C, and kurtosis forthese three portfolios and for the bendhm ark gz = 05.

P C, i c | VaR (0 days) | VaR (10 years)
ps = 05 242199 | 10 | 0:75 37 194
pv = 0375 | 228 | 953 | 177 | 109 441 13:6
p1= 0425 | 285|420 | 344 | 13 6:12 124
p2= 0405|777 | 392 | 439|135 919 228

Tablk: p (rep. 1 p) is the weight In value Invested in the SP500 (resp. CHF').
C, (ep. ) is the variance (resp. kurtosis) of the distrbution of retums of the
portfolios. rv and c are the scale and exponent ofthe W ebbull tto theirtail. The last
two colum ns report the calculated Valueat-R isk at the 95% and 99:96% oon dence
¥vels.

The oconclusion of this analysis is striking : the portfolio with p ; = 0425 has
a variance only 25% higher than that of the m inimum variance portfolio whike its
kurtosis is an aller than half that of the m nimnum variance portfolio. Tt is thus
possble to construct a portfolio which has about the sam e degree of \an all" risks
(as m easured by the variance) whilk having signi cantly an aller \large" risks than
would give the standard \m ean-variance" portfolio approach {].

This resul can also be nterpreted in a way that highlights the danger of standard
practioe : m Inin izing \an all" risks as quanti ed by the variance m ay increase (ere
m ore than doubl) the \large" risks. In trouble tin es of large volatity uctuations,
it is particularly in portant to recognize this fact. Fig. 5 further exem pli es this
phenom enon by plotting the cum ulative distributions F (y; ) for the four portfolios



In an inverse axis representation, corresponding to the so-called Z pf or rank-ordering
plot : this representation ofthe nth largest value asa finction of its rank n em phasizes
the informm ation in the tail of the distrdbution. W e can collapse the tails of the
distributions of the four portfolios by choosing suitable pairs of param eters c and .
for each portfolio distrdbution and by plotting (5; =r+)€ as a function of Inn : this
collapse is the signature that all the tails are approxin ately of the sam e functional
form 4) and that we have correctly identi ed the values of the param eters. T he tablk
lists the values of c and r. that best t the tail of each portfolio retum distrdbution.
T he portfolio w ith p = 0:125 provides the best com prom ise w th a low variance and
a low kurtosis: not surprisingly, the exponent c of its tail is the Jargest corresponding
to the faster asym ptotic decay (thinnest tail).

2.2 Theoretical form ulation

W e now present brie y how these stylized facts can be rationalized by a system atic
theory based on the representation (9). Up to a very good approxim ation, it is
ham Jss and much sinpler to replace the retums r; (t) de ned n @) by (s;(t+
1) s;@))=s;i(t) and, over reasonabl large tin e intervals (g a year), neglkct the
variation the denom nator n com parison to the varation of the num erator g (t)

sit+ 1) si(t). The dayly wealth variation at tin e t of a portfolio of N assets reads

-l
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where p; is agajn the weight in value of the ith asset In the portolio. W e nom alize
the weights = . p; = 1. Our strategy is to express the g (t) variablks as a finc-
tion ofthe y; (t) using (-3) and calculate directly the distrdbution P ( W ) ofthe dayly
portfolio wealth variations. W e stressthat P ( W ) embodies com plktely allpossble
Inform ation on risks and in particular em bodies the usual volatility and VAR m ea—
sures. W e illustrate the procedure or the case of W ebull distrdoutions for which )
reduces to () :

W @)= pssign(s) ja/ij%i : 15)
=1

The fom alexpression forP ( W ) is
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In order to sim plify the notation, we assum e that the average price variations are
zero. It is easy to reintroduce non-zero average retums in the formm alian . Taking the
Fourder transfom of {1§), we get
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where ¢; = 2=g. W e only show the expression (I']) for the case where g are integers
2 ,
and odd such that the \interaction" temm s sign (y;) ¥:F sinplify nto v;*. Note that



the case g= 3 corresponding to an exponent c = 2=3 is realistic em pirically for the
SP 500 data. Our resuls below holds for general q's. Expression (17}) bears strong
ressam blance w ith quantities that appear In  eld theories of particle physics and we
have usad the relevant \technology" to evaluate it.

Forg= 1, ie. c= 2, the change ofvariablk (§) is linear, all integrals are gaussian
which yields the standard resul that the distrdbution P ( W ) is Gaussian with a
variance

C,=p'Vp: 18)
T his retrieves the results covered by the standard M arkovitz’s theory (] at the basis
ofthe CAPM [I.

Consider now the m ore general \heavy tail" case of arbitrary g > 1, ie. ¢ =
2=q < 2. For uncorrelated assets, V is diagonal and the m ultiple Integral becom es
the product of one-din ensional integrals. W e have shown [6'] that cum ulants ofP (r; )
of all orders can be calculated exactly :

X
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where C (n;9) is a function of n and g [§]. W e have C (1;q) = (2q=p_) @+ 1=2)
and C 2;q) = @%= ) @q+ 1=2) (2%= )[ @+ 1=2)F,where istheGamma
function. In this diagonal case, the gith power of the variance of y; is equal to the
variance vy of the ith asset dayly price varation g, lading to Vi)? = vi. We
stress that this expression ([9) is valid even when g is realand the interaction tem is
/ sign (y;) i f and thus applies to arbitrary W eibull exponential distributions. O dd
cum ulants are vanishing due to our restriction to distrbution w ith zero m ean.

&t isweltknown that, conditionned on m id regularity conditions, the know ledge
of all cum ulants uniguely detem ines the distrbution function P ( W ). W e have
thus been able to characterize fully in this case all agpects of risks associated to a
given portfolio. Recall that the cum ulant C, is the varance of the portfolio wealth
variation distribution. The nom alized fourth cumulant g—zé is its kurtosis. As
already m entionned, it is zero for a G aussian distribbution and provides a standard
m easure of departure from G aussian. H igher order cum ulants quantify the deviation
from a G aussian further in the tail of the distrbution.

W e have also been ablk to calculate the cum ulants for the correlated case. The
calculation is signi cantly m ore nvolved and uses a system atic Feynm an diagram —
m atic procedure [1, 6] that has been invented in quantum electrodynam ics B]. The
results and corresponding em pirical tests w illbe given In 6].

This com plktes our brief summ ary of our com plkte analytical determ ination of
the distribution of the portolio wealth variation for m ultivariate correlated fat tail
multivariate distrdbutions. Our technigque can be extended to m ore general asset
distrbutions of the om P ) = e ¥, asbngasf@) ! +1 or¥j! +1 no
slower than a power law w ith positive exponent. This condition covers all cases of
practical interest.

W e now use these analytical results to generalize our em pirical nding that m in—
in izing \sn all" risks as quanti ed by the variance often increases signi cantly the
\large" risks.



3 Risk quanti cation

3.1 Optim alportfolios

To keep the presentation sinple, we consider the uncorrelated diagonal case (19).
Being presented the full spectrum of cum ulants that quantify all possible m easures
of risks, we now detemm ined two \optim al" portlios.

The rstporfolio B, hasthe an aller variance. T he corresponding asset weights
are found to be:
1
Pivii = P2Va2 = 131= Py Van = P (20)
w here vy; is the varance ofthe ith asset. T he assets contribute to this portfolio
In value nversely proportional to their variance.

T he second portfolio B has sin ultaneously the an allest kurtosis g—é and sn alk-
2

est higher nom alized cumulants 5, éﬁ form > 2. The corresoonding
asset welights are:
1=2 1=2 _ _ 1=2 1
PiViy = PaVo, = 11T Py Vyy = P—7 ¢ (21)

i 2

1
Since the nom alized cum ulants 5, with m 2 m easure the deviation from a
G aussian In the tail, Px m inin izes the large risks.

32 Sm allversus large risk optim ization

The asset weights given by £1) do not m inin ize the portfolio variance but do cor-
respond to the an allest possbl large risks. Reclprocally, the assst weights given
by @0), that m inin ize the portolio variance, increase the large risks. W e state two
results am ong several others that we have cbtained that generalize this observation.
Let us denote

=2
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the relative nverse risk brought by asset i. Let us also call ,,° (resp. L, ) the
nom alized cum ulant of order 2m of the portfolio Px (reso. Py ). Then,
P m
®) (X2
2m
= : (22)
2(\r/'n) Nm 1 P % 2m
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W e thus nd that is always sn aller or equal to 2(\:“) form 2 for allpossble
values of X ;’s. The equality occurs only for all X ;’s being equal to 1N , ie. for

assetsw ith identicalvariances. T his dem onstrates that the weights thatm Inin ize the



variance increase the higher nom alized cum ulants. It also interesting to com pare the

portfolio Py with thebendhm ark portfolioP1y de nedbyp; = pp = ::= py = 1N .
We nd
P, P 2
W ivZ 3 V33
rato =) p 2 p i @3)
4 e 1V

N otice that changing all varances vy; Into their inverse change the ratio of kurtosis
Into its nverse. Thisin pliesthat, ifwe nd a set ofvy;’s forwhich the ratio ofkurtosis
is am aller than one, then the set of the nverses 1=v;;’s gives a ratio of kurtosis larger
than one. This proves that there are m any situations for which m Inin izing the
variance of the portfolio m ay either increase its kurtosis and therefore its lJarge risks
as com pared to that of the benchm ark.

3.3 Em pirical test
33.1 Kurtosis

Fig. 6 com pares the dependence of the em pircal kurtosis shown in Fig. 4 to the
prediction obtained from Eq. (19) of the theory. W e use the result for uncorrelated
assets as the coe cient of correlations are snall v 0:03. W e have checked
that taking into account the non—zero value of does not change signi cantly the
resuts.

W e show six theoretical curves for all the com binations of the values ¢ = 0:7,
g=08and g = 105 ¢ = 11 and ¢ = 1:15. For rrhtively large positive (Jong’)
and negative (hort’) weightsp ofthe SP 500, the kurtosis ism ostly sensitive to the
estin ation of the exponent ¢ of the SP 500 retum distrbution, because the SP 500
has the fatest tail (an allest exponent ¢). For an all values of p, the reverse is true
and the portfolio kurtosis ism ostly sensitive to the exponent ¢, ofthe CHF retum
distrbution. The an pirical determm ination shown In Fig. 4 is replotted as circles. In
the dom ain ofp w ith reasonable variance and kurtosis, we nd a quite good agreem ent
forg = 0:75;5 = 145. T he othertheoretical curves provide the range of uncertainty
In the kurtosis estin ation com ing from m easurem ent errors in the exponents c. The
m ain point here is that the theory adequately identi es the set of portfolios which
have an all kurtosis and thus sn all Jarge risks’ and still reasonable varance (an all
risgk’) . W e stress the in portance of such precise analytical quanti cation to Increase
the robustess of risk estin ators: historical data becom es notoriously unreliable for
medim and large risks for lack of suitable statistics.

332 ValueatRisk

As a naltest, we show how the di erent portfolios perform with respect to the
ValieatR ik (VaR) at di erent con dence levels. Recall that the VaR detem ines
the probability of a portfolio of assets losing a certain am ount In a given tim e period
due to adverse m arket conditions w ith a particular level of con dence Cy, [9]. For
nstance, a VaR -m easure of one m illon dollars at the C;, = 95% level of con dence
In plies that total portfolio losses would not exoeed one m illion dollars m ore than



1 Cp = 5% ofthe tine (ie. typically one day in twenty) over a given holding
period. In essence, VaR provides a m easure of extrem e events that occur in the lower
tail of the portfolio’s retum distrbution.

W e have estin ated the VaR for each of the four portfolios both from historical
data and from the stretched exponentialm odel. For each weight, we constructed the
distribution of retumsP (r; ) cbtained from (10) and estin ated directly theVaR such
that the fraction ofnegative retums sn allerthan VaR is1 Cg .M athem atically, this
corresponds to determ inethe retum 1; such thatF (g ) = 1 Cp . The corresponding
VaRsattheC; = 95% kvelare given in the table. Thiscon dence level corresponds
to a typicalm axinum dayly Joss encountered once every 20 days.

An Independent estim ation was perform ed by using the tsofthe distrlbbutions of
1y by stretched exponentials, w ith the values of c and r. reported In the tabl. That
the portfolio distributions can stillbe considered ofthis form in their tail is validated
by an \extrem e deviation" theorem fLQ]. Then, the VaR is solution of

1 VaR=r.)7
Co= o~ lvef —p—— @4)

which has to be solved with resgpect to Var. The additional m ultiplicative factor

10 acocounts for the em pirical fact that the stretched exponential is valid only
In the tail of the distribution. has been calbrated for one con dence level and
checked to ram ain approxin ately the sam e for the others.

This calbration allow s us to predict the VaR at higher con dence levels, ie. for
dayly losses that can typically occur over longer period of tin es than 20 days. For
relatively Iow con dence intervallikeC; = 95% ,we ndthattheVaR fortheVariance
portfolio Py p= 0:375 is signi cantly am aller than that for the kurtosis portfolio P ¢
wih p= 0:425. But since the exponent c of Py is lJarger than that ofPy , the tailof
Pk isbounded to becom e thinner and the VaR of the kurtosis portfolio Py isbound
to becom e an aller than that of the variance portfolio Py at high con dence levels.
W e caloulate that the cross-over occurs approxin ately at a con dence level 0f 99:93%
corresponding to a typical largest dayly loss of about 12% occurring once every ve
years. For Jarger tin e horizon, the kurtosis portfolio becom esbetter, having a an aller
VaR .W e show theVaR atthe con dence kevelof99:96% corresponding to the decadal
dayly shock, ie. to the typical largest loss seen once every ten years. A s expected,
the kurtosis portfolio has the an allest VaR .
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

Fig. 1: B ivarate distribution of the dayly annualized retums of the SP500 US
Index 1 and ofthe CHF 2 (In US $) for the tim e Interval from Jan. 1971 to Oct.
1998. H alf ofthe data is represented for clarity ofthe gure. T he contour lnesde ne
the probability con dence level of 95% (outer line), 90% , 50% and 10% . T he upper
and kft diagram s show the procted m arginal distribbutions for the SP 500 and the
CHF in USS$ and their tto @). The param eters ofthe tareA; = 4500, ¢ = 07,
rgp = 079and A, = 700, = 11, ryp, = 243.

Fig. 2: D ependence of the gaussian variables de ned by @) as a function of the
retum forthe SP500 and CHF data shown in Fig. 1. T he negative retums have been
folded back onto the positive quadrant. The continuous lines are given by §) with
g = 07 and ¢ = 1 respectively forthe SP500 1 and CHF 2.

Fig.3: B ivariate distrbution B (Y ) cbtained from F i.1 using the transfom ation
{3). The contour lines are de ned as in Fig. 1. T he upper and kft diagram s show the
corresponding progcted m arginal distribbutions, which are gaussian by construction
of the change of variablk (3). Both are tted by the continuous line of equation
Pip,= 150 exp( F1p f:z) .

Fig. 4: Em pircal dependence as a function of p of the variance C, and of the
kurtosis of the distribution of retums 5; (£) = 250 In WW(tft)l) of a portfolio wih a
fraction p (resp. 1) In value invested in the SP 500 index (regp. In the CHF), whose
totalvalue is given by (10). The variance has a wellde ned quadratic m lninum at
pv = 0375. The kurtosis has a S—shape with two localm inina at p, = 0405
@osolute minInum ) and p ; = 0125 (ocalm Inimum ). The table gives the corre-
soonding variance ¢, and kurtosis for these three portfolios and for the benchm ark
pe = 05.

Fig. 5: Rescaling of the distrbutions P (y; ) of retums r; obtained from the
four portfolios studied in the table. The rescaling uses for the ordinate the reduced
variable (i =r\)° where the exponent ¢ and the characteristic retum scale r. have
been determm Ined by a direct t to each portfolio retum distribbutions. T he abcissa is
the rank n of the nth largest value plotted along the ordinate. This rank-ordering
plot, which is the sam e as a cum ulative plot, but w ith reversed axis, em phasizes the
Infom ation contained in the tail. The symbols correspond to: + :p = 04050 :
p= 0:125; :p= 0375;x :p= 05. The straight lne hasequation 750 1d6hn.

Fig. 6: Com parison of the em pirical kurtosis (circles) shown in Fig. 4 wih the
prediction cbtained from Eq. (L9) ofthe theory. T he six theoretical curves correspond
to all combinations of pairs of values ¢ = 0:7, ¢ = 09 and ¢ = 1:15 (solid Iine);
o = 1 (dotted-dashed line) and ¢, = 1:05 (dotted line).
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