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A bstract:W eintroduce a faithfulrepresentation ofthe heavy tailm ultivariate

distribution of asset returns, as parsim onous as the Gaussian fram ework. Using

calculationtechniquesoffunctionalintegrationandFeynm andiagram sborrowedfrom

particle physics,we characterize precisely,through itscum ulants ofhigh order,the

distribution ofwealth variationsofa portfolio com posed ofan arbitrary m ixture of

assets. The portfolio which m inim izesthe variance,i.e.the relatively \sm all" risks,

often increaseslargerrisksasm easured by highernorm alized cum ulantsand by the

Value-at-risk.
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Financeisallaboutrisksand risk isusually quanti�ed by thevolatility.Asisnow

wellrecognized,due to the presence ofheavy tailsand long-range correlations,the

volatility isonly an im perfectm easure ofrisk.In principle,therisk associated with

a given portfolio isfully em bedded in the m ultivariate distribution ofthe returnsof

these assets. Practically,dealing with thism ultivariate distribution isa form idable

task forboth itsspeci�cation (im portantforscenario sim ulations),forportfolioopti-

m ization and forthecontrolofrisks.Untilnow,sim plerone-dim ensionalm easuresof

riskshave been developed,forinstance in term softheValue-at-risk.However,they

su�er from their reliance on a stable and accurate determ ination ofthe covariance

m atrix ofreturns,which is problem atic in the presence ofheavy tailsand oftim e-

varying volatilitiesand correlations. A variety ofm ethodshave been also proposed

thatarehoweveralllim ited in theirdom ain ofapplication.

Here,we focus our attention upon the \fattail" problem ,having in m ind that

a large part ofthe tim e-varying volatilities and correlations m ay result from their

unstabledeterm ination precisely dueto thepresenceofnon-gaussian e�ects.Gener-

alization ofour\fractal" covariancem atrix approach described below in thespiritof

GARCH m odelsisstraightforward and willbedescribed elsewhere.

To addressthe\fattail" problem ,wepresentthreeim portantinnovations.First,

wedevelop anew m ethod thatprovidesan approxim atebutfaithfulrepresentation of

thefullm ultivariable\fattail" distribution ofassetreturns.Second,weadapttheo-

reticaltoolsfrom theoreticalphysicsto calculateprecisely thedistribution ofreturns

ofthe fullportfolio. Third,we com pare di�erentportfolio optim ization procedures

and show thatm inim izing thevarianceisnotoptim alasitm ay often increase large

risks. W e provide the relevanttoolsforbetteroptim ization suitable to a given risk

aversion.

1 \Fractal" C ovariance A pproxim ation

Considertwo heterogeneousassets,such astheUS index SP500 and theSwissFranc

(CHF),both quoted in US dollars.Theem piricaljointbivariatedistribution oftheir

dayly annualized returns

ri(t)= 250 ln
si(t+ 1)

si(t)
(1)

is plotted in Fig.1 forthe tim e intervalfrom Jan. 1971 to Oct. 1998. si(t) is the

price attim e tvalued in US dollars,where i= 1 forthe SP500 and i= 2 forthe

CHF.The contour lines de�ne the probability con�dence level: 95% ofthe events

fallinside the dom ain lim ited by the outerline. Thus,there isa 5% probability to

observe eventsfalling outside.Theothercon�dencelevelsof90% ,50% and 10% are

sim ilarly de�ned.Fig.1 also showsthem arginaldistributionsfortheSP500 and the

CHF in US$. The abcissa axis are the sam e as for the bivariate representation so

thattheprojection from thebivariatetothem onovariatedistributionsishighlighted.

Theordinateofthem arginaldistributionsusesalogarithm icscale:alinearplotthen

quali�esan exponentialdistribution. One can observe that,while the distributions

arenotfarfrom an exponential,they exhibita slightly upward curvaturein thetails

indicating a slightly m oreheavy tailthan theexponential.



1.1 C ontracting m aps as a new quanti�cation of departure

from G aussian

LetuscallF1(r)and F2(r)theircum ulativem arginaldistributions,giving theprob-

ability thatthe return be lessthan r. Letusintroduce the transform ation r1 ! y1

and r2 ! y2 which transform s F1(r1) and F2(r2) into Gaussian distributions with

unitvariance.By theconservation ofprobabilities,thisreads

F(r1;2)=
1

2

�

1+ erf

 
y1;2
p
2

! �

; (2)

where erf(y)isthe errorfunction. W e can rewrite itin orderto m ake explicit the

nonlineartransform ation from ther variablesto they variables:

y1;2(r1;2)=
p
2erf� 1(2F1;2(r1;2)� 1) (3)

where erf� 1 isthe inverse ofthe errorfunction. The Gaussian y variables,together

with the nonlineartransform ation (3),em body fully and with no approxim ation the

heavy tailnatureofthem arginaldistributions.

Asan analyticillustration,considerstretched exponential(W eibull)distributions

[1]oftheform

P(r)�
dF

dr
=

c

2
p
�
jrj

c

2
� 1

e
� j

r

r0
jc

: (4)

Thisfunction providesa reasonable �tto the distributionsF1(r1)and F2(r2),espe-

cially in the tails as shown in Fig.1,with A 1 = 4500,c1 = 0:7,r01 = 0:79 and

A 2 = 700,c2 = 1:1,r02 = 2:13.Itisclearthatthetailsarem uch \fatter" than fora

Gaussian.

In thiscase,the change ofvariable (3)can be written,using a slight change of

norm alization,as

yi(t)= sign(ri(t))jri(t)j
c
i

2 : (5)

Thedistribution ofyi isGaussian with a variancenow equalto Vii= (ri0)
ci.

W e stressthatthe transform ation (3)isexactand valid forany distribution. It

willbeused in thesim ulations.In contrast,expression (5)isexactonly forW eibull

distributions. Itisfound to provide a good approxim ation ofthe tailsofthe return

distributions.Itisused below to presentthenoveltheoreticalapproach.

Fig.2 shows y1 as a function ofr1 and y2 as a function ofr2 from the data

and the com parison with (5) using the sam e param eters as above and shown in

Fig.1.Thenegativereturnshavebeen folded back tothepositivequadrant.The�ts

with expression (5)shown in Fig.2 are good forthe large values,while deviations

for sm allreturns indicate thatthe departure from a Gaussian is less strong in the

centerofthedistributions.Thisplotprovidesa novelquanti�cation ofthedeparture

from a Gaussian. The downward curvatures result from the fact that the tails of

the distribution are \fatter" than a Gaussian: the r ! y transform ation is thus a

contracting m ap.



1.2 O ptim alm ultivariate distributions for \fat tails"

To put our next step into its relevant context, we recallthat m ultivariate Gaus-

sian distributions have played and stillplay a key role,not only because they are

convenient to use,but also because they are optim alin an inform ation theoretical

sense: with the only prior inform ation ofthe covariance m atrix,they contain the

least possible assum ptions,in other words they are the m ost likely representation

ofthe data. As already pointed out,they are however inconsistent with the pres-

ence ofheavy tailsand non-norm aldependence.In thislight,wecan now capitalize

upon thetransform ation (3)and includetheinform ation on theheavy tailsto better

characterizethem ultivariateassetreturn distributions.In thisgoal,thedependence

between the assets is characterized by the covariance m atrix V ofthe transform ed

Gaussian variablesy’s:

V = hY Y Ti� hY ihY Ti; (6)

wherehY idenotestheexpectation ofY and Y istheunicolum n m atrixwith elem ents

y1 and y2. This generalizes straightforwardly fora largernum berN ofassets. For

stretched exponentialvariables for which the relation (5) holds,the de�nition (6)

leadsto thecovarianceelem ents

Vij = h

�

sign(ri)jrij
c

2

� �

sign(rj)jrjj
c

2

�

i� h

�

sign(ri)jrij
c

2

�

ih

�

sign(rj)jrjj
c

2

�

i (7)

Notethattheessentialinform ation on thesign ofthereturnsiskeptwhileafractional

poweroftheiram plitudesistaken,hencetheterm \fractal" covariancem atrix (that

we keep even for the generalcase to refer to the contracting nature ofthe r ! y

m apping). Vij has a faster convergence rate for sparse data and is better behaved

statistically than theusualcovariancem atrix sinceitislesssensitiveto large
uctu-

ationsdue to the sm allpowerc=2. Asa test,we have veri�ed thatthe norm alized

correlation coe�cient� V � V12p
V11V22

forthe covariance m atrix forthe y1 and y2 vari-

ables issigni�cantly m ore stable than the usualcorrelation coe�cient � v �
v12p
v11v22

forthe covariance m atrix ofthe returnsr1 and r2,asa function oftim e in running

windowsofvarioussizes.Theintroduction ofARCH m odelsand theirgeneralizations

hasbeen m otivated by the observed non-stationarity ofthe usualcovariance m atrix

[2]. The im proved stability of�V suggeststhatthisnon-stationarity resultsin part

from theinadequacy ofthecovariancem atrix to providean e�cientcharacterization

oftheassetrisk pro�les,resulting from thepresenceof\fattails".Ournew approach

directly addressesthisproblem .

Conditionned only on the m easurem ent (6) ofthe \fractal" covariance m atrix

V , the m ost likely representation ofthe tim e series becom es the usualGaussian

m ultivariatedistribution in term softhey variables:

P̂(Y )= (2�)� N =2jV j� 1=2exp
�

� 1

2
(Y T � hY Ti) V

� 1 (Y � hY i)
�

; (8)

where jV jis the determ inant ofV . W e stress that this param eterization is funda-

m entally di�erent from the usualGaussian approxim ation on the price returns r.

To get the im plied m ultivariate distribution P(R )in term s ofthe return variables

R T = fr1;r2g,weusetheidentity P(R )= P̂(Y ) dY

dR
,where dY

dR
isthejacobian ofthe



transform ation from R ! Y :

P(R )= jV j� 1=2exp
�

� 1

2
(Y T � hY Ti) (V � 1 � I) (Y � hY i)

� NY

j= 1

dFj

drj
(rj); (9)

where V isagain the covariance m atrix forY (i.e. the \fractal" covariance m atrix

for R ) and I is identity m atrix. Changing the norm alization as in the change of

variable(5)leadstothesam eform (9)exceptfortheidentity m atrix I beingchanged

into the diagonalm atrix ofelem ents Vii = (r0i)
ci. This representation is exact for

arbitrary uncorrelated variables,in which caseV = I.Itisalso exactfora Gaussian

distribution m odi�ed by m onotonicone-dim ensionalvariabletransform ationsforany

num ber ofvariables,or equivalently by m ultiplication by a non-negative separable

function.Thism ethod hasrecently been independently introduced in thecontextof

m ultivariatedistributionsofparticlephysicsdata [3].

Fig.3 presents the bivariate distribution P̂(Y ) obtained from Fig.1 using the

transform ation (3)aswellasthecorrespondingGaussian m arginaldistributions.The

contourlinesarede�ned asin Fig.1.Notetheirsm ooth ellipticshapethatcontrast

with thediam ond shapeshown in Fig.1.Theprincipalaxisoftheellipsesarealm ost

perfectly along the y1;y2 axis,a signature ofthe weak \fractal" correlation between

theSP500 and theCHF.In thelim itofabsenceofcorrelation,theratio ofthesm all

overlargeprincipalaxisisequalto
q

V11
V22
.

As a sim ple and e�cient \goodness of�t" test for the reliability ofthis repre-

sentation (9),wehave studied thefraction ofevents(points)shown in Fig.3 within

an ellipse ofequation �2 = (Y T � hY Ti)V � 1(Y � hY i) as a function ofthe �2

density (1=2)e� �
2=2 fortwo degreesoffreedom .W eobserve a very straightbisector

linewhich quali�esthem ultivariateGaussian representation (9).Varying �2 from 0

to 1 spansthe distribution from the sm allm ostprobable returnsto the large least

probablereturns.

2 C haracterization ofportfolios

2.1 Em piricalinvestigation

W e can now capitalize upon the rather good stationarity properties ofthe repre-

sentation ofthe bivariate distributionsprovided by (9)and use thisinform ation to

optim izeportfoliosand characterizerisks.Considera portfolioinvesting a �xed frac-

tion p ofitswealth W in the SP500 and the rem aining fraction 1� p in the CHF.

Using the historicaltim e series,we constructnum erically the tim e seriesW (t)from

therecursion

W (t+ 1)= pW (t)s1(t)+ (1� p)W (t)s2(t) (10)

which ensuresthatp is�xed.Theannualized dayly return rW ofW (t)isde�ned by

rW (t)= 250 ln
W (t+ 1)

W (t)
.Fig.4showsthedependenceasafunction ofpofthevariance

C2 � h(rW � hrW i)
2i (11)



and ofthekurtosis

� �
C4

C 2
2

=
h(rW � hrW i)

4i

h(rW � hrW i)
2i2

� 3 ; (12)

ofthedayly portfolio returns.Thekurtosisquanti�esthedeviation from a Gaussian

distribution and provides a m easure for the degree of\fatness" ofthe tails,i.e. a

m easureofthe\large" risks.Taking into accountonly thevarianceand thekurtosis

and neglecting allhigherordercum ulants,adistribution can beapproxim ated by the

following expression valid forsm allkurtosis[7]

P(rW )’ exp

�

�
(rW � hrW i)

2

2C2

�

1�
5�

12

(rW � hrW i)
2

C2

��

: (13)

Thenegativesign ofthecorrection proportionalto � m eansthatlargedeviationsare

m ore probable than extrapolated from the Gaussian approxim ation. For a typical


uctuation jS � hSji�
p
C2,therelative size ofthe correction in theexponentialis

5�

12
. Forthe large valuesof� found below thisapproxim ation (13)break down and

thedeviation from a Gaussian ism uch m oredram atic.

As seen in Fig.4,the variance has a well-de�ned quadratic m inim um at pV =

0:375.The kurtosishasa S-shapewith two localm inim a atp�2 = �0:405 (absolute

m inim um ) and p�1 = 0:125 (localm inim um ). The table gives the corresponding

varianceC2 and kurtosis� forthesethreeportfoliosand forthebenchm ark pB = 0:5.

p C2 � r‘ c VaR (20 days) VaR (10 years)

pB = 0:5 2:42 19:9 1:0 0:75 �3:77 �19:4

pV = 0:375 2:28 9:53 1:77 1:09 �4:41 �13:6

p�1 = 0:125 2:85 4:20 3:44 1:73 �6:12 �12:4

p�2 = �0:405 7:77 3:92 4:39 1:35 �9:19 �22:8

Table: p (resp. 1� p) is the weight in value invested in the SP500 (resp. CHF).

C2 (resp. �) is the variance (resp. kurtosis) ofthe distribution ofreturns ofthe

portfolios.r‘ and carethescaleand exponentoftheW eibull�ttotheirtail.Thelast

two colum nsreportthe calculated Value-at-Risk atthe 95% and 99:96% con�dence

levels.

The conclusion ofthis analysis is striking: the portfolio with p�1 = 0:125 has

a variance only 25% higher than that ofthe m inim um variance portfolio while its

kurtosis is sm aller than half that of the m inim um variance portfolio. It is thus

possible to construct a portfolio which has about the sam e degree of\sm all" risks

(asm easured by the variance) while having signi�cantly sm aller \large" risks than

would givethestandard \m ean-variance" portfolio approach [4].

Thisresultcan alsobeinterpreted in away thathighlightsthedangerofstandard

practice:m inim izing \sm all" risksasquanti�ed by the variance m ay increase (here

m ore than double)the \large" risks. In trouble tim esoflarge volatity 
uctuations,

it is particularly im portant to recognize this fact. Fig.5 further exem pli�es this

phenom enon by plotting the cum ulative distributions F(rW )forthe fourportfolios



in an inverseaxisrepresentation,corresponding totheso-called Zipforrank-ordering

plot:thisrepresentation ofthenthlargestvalueasafunction ofitsrankn em phasizes

the inform ation in the tailof the distribution. W e can collapse the tails of the

distributionsofthefourportfoliosby choosing suitablepairsofparam eterscand r‘
for each portfolio distribution and by plotting (rW =r‘)

c as a function oflnn: this

collapse isthe signature thatallthe tailsare approxim ately ofthe sam e functional

form (4)and thatwehavecorrectly identi�ed thevaluesoftheparam eters.Thetable

liststhevaluesofcand r‘ thatbest�tthetailofeach portfolio return distribution.

The portfolio with p = 0:125 providesthebestcom prom ise with a low variance and

a low kurtosis:notsurprisingly,theexponentcofitstailisthelargestcorresponding

to thefasterasym ptoticdecay (thinnesttail).

2.2 T heoreticalform ulation

W e now presentbrie
y how these stylized factscan be rationalized by a system atic

theory based on the representation (9). Up to a very good approxim ation, it is

harm less and m uch sim pler to replace the returns ri(t) de�ned in (1) by (si(t+

1)� si(t))=si(t) and,over reasonable large tim e intervals (e.g a year),neglect the

variation the denom inatorin com parison to the variation ofthe num erator�si(t)�

si(t+ 1)� si(t).Thedayly wealth variation attim etofa portfolio ofN assetsreads

�W (t)=

NX

i= 1

pi �si(t); (14)

where pi isagain theweightin valueofthe ith assetin the portfolio.W enorm alize

the weights
P N

i= 1pi = 1. Our strategy is to express the �si(t) variables as a func-

tion oftheyi(t)using (3)and calculatedirectly thedistribution P(�W )ofthedayly

portfolio wealth variations. W e stressthatP(�W )em bodiescom pletely allpossible

inform ation on risksand in particularem bodiesthe usualvolatility and VAR m ea-

sures.W eillustratetheprocedureforthecaseofW eibulldistributionsforwhich (3)

reducesto (5):

�W (t)=

NX

i= 1

pi sign(yi)jyij
2

c
i : (15)

Theform alexpression forP(�W )is

P(�W )= C

NY

i= 1

�Z

dyi

�

e
�

1

2
Y

T V � 1
Y
�

�

�W (t)�

NX

i= 1

pisign(yi)jyij
2

c
i

�

: (16)

In order to sim plify the notation,we assum e that the average price variations are

zero.Itiseasy to reintroducenon-zero averagereturnsin theform alism .Taking the

Fouriertransform of(16),weget

P̂(k)=
1

(2�)N =2detV 1=2

NY

i= 1

�Z

dui

�

e
�

1

2

T
Y V � 1

Y + ik
P N

i= 1
pi y

qi
i ; (17)

whereci= 2=qi.W eonly show theexpression (17)forthecasewhereqi areintegers

and odd such thatthe\interaction" term ssign(yi)jyij
2

ci sim plify into y
qi
i .Notethat



the case q = 3 corresponding to an exponentc= 2=3 isrealistic em pirically forthe

SP500 data. Ourresults below holdsforgeneralq’s. Expression (17)bearsstrong

ressem blance with quantitiesthatappearin �eld theoriesofparticlephysicsand we

haveused therelevant\technology" to evaluateit.

Forq= 1,i.e.c= 2,thechangeofvariable(5)islinear,allintegralsaregaussian

which yields the standard result that the distribution P(�W ) is Gaussian with a

variance

C2 = p
T
V p : (18)

Thisretrievestheresultscovered by thestandard M arkovitz’stheory [4]atthebasis

oftheCAPM [5].

Consider now the m ore general\heavy tail" case ofarbitrary q > 1,i.e. c =

2=q < 2. Foruncorrelated assets,V is diagonaland the m ultiple integralbecom es

theproductofone-dim ensionalintegrals.W ehaveshown [6]thatcum ulantsofP(rW )

ofallorderscan becalculated exactly:

C2n(q)=
X

i

C(n;qi)(p
2
ivii)

n
; (19)

where C(n;q) is a function ofn and q [6]. W e have C(1;q) = (2q=
p
�)�(q+ 1=2)

and C(2;q)= (22q=
p
�)�(2q+ 1=2)� (3 22q=�)[�(q+ 1=2)]2,where� istheGam m a

function. In thisdiagonalcase,the qith powerofthe variance ofyi isequalto the

variance vii ofthe ith asset dayly price variation �si,leading to (Vii)
q = vii. W e

stressthatthisexpression (19)isvalid even when qisrealand theinteraction term is

/ sign(yi)jyij
q and thusappliesto arbitrary W eibullexponentialdistributions. Odd

cum ulantsarevanishing dueto ourrestriction to distribution with zero m ean.

Itiswell-known that,conditionned on m ild regularity conditions,theknowledge

ofallcum ulants uniquely determ ines the distribution function P(�W ). W e have

thus been able to characterize fully in this case allaspects ofrisks associated to a

given portfolio. Recallthatthe cum ulantC2 isthe variance ofthe portfolio wealth

variation distribution. The norm alized fourth cum ulant � � C 4

C 2

2

is itskurtosis. As

already m entionned,itis zero fora Gaussian distribution and provides a standard

m easureofdeparturefrom Gaussian.Higherordercum ulantsquantify thedeviation

from a Gaussian furtherin thetailofthedistribution.

W e have also been able to calculate the cum ulantsforthe correlated case. The

calculation is signi�cantly m ore involved and uses a system atic Feynm an diagram -

m atic procedure [7,6]thathasbeen invented in quantum electrodynam ics[8]. The

resultsand corresponding em piricaltestswillbegiven in [6].

This com pletes our briefsum m ary ofour com plete analyticaldeterm ination of

the distribution ofthe portfolio wealth variation form ultivariate correlated fattail

m ultivariate distributions. Our technique can be extended to m ore generalasset

distributions ofthe form P(r) = e� f(r),as long as f(r) ! +1 for jrj! +1 no

slower than a powerlaw with positive exponent. Thiscondition covers allcasesof

practicalinterest.

W enow usetheseanalyticalresultsto generalizeourem pirical�nding thatm in-

im izing \sm all" risks as quanti�ed by the variance often increases signi�cantly the

\large" risks.



3 R isk quanti�cation

3.1 O ptim alportfolios

To keep the presentation sim ple,we consider the uncorrelated diagonalcase (19).

Being presented the fullspectrum ofcum ulants thatquantify allpossible m easures

ofrisks,wenow determ ined two \optim al" portfolios.

� The�rstporfolioPV hasthesm allervariance.Thecorresponding assetweights

arefound to be:

p1v11 = p2v22 = :::= pN vN N =
1

P

i
1

vii

; (20)

whereviiisthevarianceoftheith asset.Theassetscontributetothisportfolio

in valueinversely proportionalto theirvariance.

� Thesecond portfolioPK hassim ultaneously thesm allestkurtosis C 4

C 2

2

and sm all-

est higher norm alized cum ulants �2m � C 2m

(C 2)
m form > 2. The corresponding

assetweightsare:

p1v
1=2

11 = p2v
1=2

22 = :::= pN v
1=2

N N =
1

P

i
1

v
1=2

ii

: (21)

Sincethenorm alized cum ulants�2m with m � 2 m easurethedeviation from a

Gaussian in thetail,PK m inim izesthelargerisks.

3.2 Sm allversus large risk optim ization

The assetweightsgiven by (21)do notm inim ize the portfolio variance butdo cor-

respond to the sm allest possible large risks. Reciprocally,the asset weights given

by (20),thatm inim ize theportfolio variance,increase thelargerisks.W e statetwo

resultsam ong severalothersthatwehave obtained thatgeneralizethisobservation.

Letusdenote

X i�

1

v
1=2

ii
P N

j= 1
1

v
1=2

jj

the relative inverse risk brought by asset i. Let us also call�
(K )

2m (resp. �
(V )

2m ) the

norm alized cum ulantoforder2m oftheportfolio PK (resp.PV ).Then,

�
(K )

2m

�
(V )

2m

=
1

N m � 1

�
P

iX
2
i

�m

�
P

jX
2m
j

� : (22)

W e thus�nd that�
(K )

2m isalwayssm allerorequalto �
(V )

2m form � 2 forallpossible

values ofX i’s. The equality occurs only for allX i’s being equalto 1=N ,i.e. for

assetswith identicalvariances.Thisdem onstratesthattheweightsthatm inim izethe



varianceincreasethehighernorm alized cum ulants.Italsointeresting tocom parethe

portfolioPK with thebenchm ark portfolioP1=N de�ned byp1 = p2 = :::= pN = 1=N .

W e�nd

ratio�
�
(V )

4

�
(1=N )

4

=

�
P

i
1

v2
ii

� �
P

jvjj

�2

�
P

k
1

vkk

�2 �P

lv
2
ll

� ; (23)

Notice thatchanging allvariancesvii into theirinverse change the ratio ofkurtosis

intoitsinverse.Thisim pliesthat,ifwe�nd asetofvii’sforwhich theratioofkurtosis

issm allerthan one,then thesetoftheinverses1=vii’sgivesa ratio ofkurtosislarger

than one. This proves that there are m any situations for which m inim izing the

varianceoftheportfolio m ay eitherincrease itskurtosisand thereforeitslargerisks

ascom pared to thatofthebenchm ark.

3.3 Em piricaltest

3.3.1 K urtosis

Fig.6 com pares the dependence ofthe em piricalkurtosis shown in Fig.4 to the

prediction obtained from Eq.(19)ofthe theory. W e use the resultforuncorrelated

assetsasthe coe�cientofcorrelationsare sm all� v � �V � 0:03. W e have checked

that taking into account the non-zero value of� does not change signi�cantly the

results.

W e show six theoreticalcurves for allthe com binations ofthe values c1 = 0:7,

c1 = 0:8 and c2 = 1:05,c2 = 1:1 and c2 = 1:15.Forrelatively large positive (‘long’)

and negative(‘short’)weightspoftheSP500,thekurtosis� ism ostly sensitivetothe

estim ation ofthe exponentc1 ofthe SP500 return distribution,because the SP500

has the fatest tail(sm allest exponent c). Forsm allvalues ofp,the reverse istrue

and the portfolio kurtosisism ostly sensitive to the exponentc2 ofthe CHF return

distribution.The em piricaldeterm ination shown in Fig.4 isreplotted ascircles.In

thedom ain ofpwith reasonablevarianceand kurtosis,we�nd aquitegoodagreem ent

forc1 = 0:75;c2 = 1:15.Theothertheoreticalcurvesprovidetherangeofuncertainty

in thekurtosisestim ation com ing from m easurem enterrorsin theexponentsc.The

m ain pointhere is thatthe theory adequately identi�es the set ofportfolioswhich

have sm allkurtosisand thussm all‘large risks’and stillreasonable variance (‘sm all

risk’).W estresstheim portanceofsuch precise analyticalquanti�cation to increase

the robustess ofrisk estim ators: historicaldata becom es notoriously unreliable for

m edium and largerisksforlack ofsuitablestatistics.

3.3.2 Value-at-R isk

As a �naltest,we show how the di�erent portfolios perform with respect to the

Value-at-Risk (VaR)atdi�erentcon�dence levels. Recallthatthe VaR determ ines

theprobability ofa portfolio ofassetslosing a certain am ountin a given tim eperiod

due to adverse m arket conditions with a particular levelofcon�dence C L [9]. For

instance,a VaR-m easure ofone m illon dollarsatthe CL = 95% levelofcon�dence

im plies that totalportfolio losses would not exceed one m illion dollars m ore than



1 � CL = 5% ofthe tim e (i.e. typically one day in twenty) over a given holding

period.In essence,VaR providesam easureofextrem eeventsthatoccurin thelower

tailoftheportfolio’sreturn distribution.

W e have estim ated the VaR foreach ofthe fourportfoliosboth from historical

data and from thestretched exponentialm odel.Foreach weight,weconstructed the

distribution ofreturnsP(rW )obtained from (10)and estim ated directlytheVaR such

thatthefraction ofnegativereturnssm allerthan VaR is1� CL.M athem atically,this

correspondstodeterm inethereturnrW suchthatF(rW )= 1� CL.Thecorresponding

VaRsattheCL = 95% levelaregiven in thetable.Thiscon�dencelevelcorresponds

to a typicalm axim um dayly lossencountered onceevery 20 days.

An independentestim ation wasperform ed by using the�tsofthedistributionsof

rW by stretched exponentials,with thevaluesofcand r‘ reported in thetable.That

theportfoliodistributionscan stillbeconsidered ofthisform in theirtailisvalidated

by an \extrem edeviation" theorem [10].Then,theVaR issolution of

CL =
1

2�

�

1+ erf

 
(V aR=r‘)

c

2

p
2

! �

; (24)

which has to be solved with respect to V ar. The additionalm ultiplicative factor

� � 10 accounts forthe em piricalfactthatthe stretched exponentialisvalid only

in the tailofthe distribution. � has been calibrated for one con�dence leveland

checked to rem ain approxim ately thesam efortheothers.

Thiscalibration allowsusto predicttheVaR athighercon�dence levels,i.e.for

dayly lossesthatcan typically occuroverlongerperiod oftim esthan 20 days. For

relativelylow con�denceintervallikeC L = 95% ,we�nd thattheVaR fortheVariance

portfolio PV p= 0:375 issigni�cantly sm allerthan thatforthekurtosisportfolio PK

with p= 0:125.ButsincetheexponentcofPK islargerthan thatofPV ,thetailof

PK isbounded to becom ethinnerand theVaR ofthekurtosisportfolio PK isbound

to becom e sm allerthan thatofthe variance portfolio PV athigh con�dence levels.

W ecalculatethatthecross-overoccursapproxim ately atacon�dencelevelof99:93%

corresponding to a typicallargestdayly lossofabout12% occurring onceevery �ve

years.Forlargertim ehorizon,thekurtosisportfoliobecom esbetter,havingasm aller

VaR.W eshow theVaR atthecon�dencelevelof99:96% correspondingtothedecadal

dayly shock,i.e. to the typicallargestlossseen once every ten years. Asexpected,

thekurtosisportfolio hasthesm allestVaR.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

Fig.1: Bivariate distribution ofthe dayly annualized returns ofthe SP500 US

index 1 and ofthe CHF 2 (in US $) forthe tim e intervalfrom Jan. 1971 to Oct.

1998.Halfofthedataisrepresented forclarity ofthe�gure.Thecontourlinesde�ne

the probability con�dence levelof95% (outerline),90% ,50% and 10% .The upper

and leftdiagram sshow the projected m arginaldistributionsforthe SP500 and the

CHF in US$ and their�tto (4).The param etersofthe�tareA 1 = 4500,c1 = 0:7,

r01 = 0:79 and A 2 = 700,c2 = 1:1,r02 = 2:13.

Fig.2:Dependence ofthe gaussian variablesde�ned by (3)asa function ofthe

return fortheSP500 and CHF data shown in Fig.1.Thenegativereturnshavebeen

folded back onto the positive quadrant. The continuouslinesare given by (5)with

c1 = 0:7 and c2 = 1:1 respectively fortheSP500 1 and CHF 2.

Fig.3:Bivariatedistribution P̂(Y )obtained from Fig.1usingthetransform ation

(3).Thecontourlinesarede�ned asin Fig.1.Theupperand leftdiagram sshow the

corresponding projected m arginaldistributions,which are gaussian by construction

ofthe change ofvariable (3). Both are �tted by the continuous line ofequation

P1;2 = 150 exp(�jy1;2j
2=2).

Fig.4: Em piricaldependence as a function ofp ofthe variance C2 and ofthe

kurtosis� ofthe distribution ofreturnsrW (t)= 250 ln
W (t+ 1)

W (t)
ofa portfolio with a

fraction p (resp.1-p)in valueinvested in theSP500 index (resp.in theCHF),whose

totalvalue isgiven by (10). The variance hasa well-de�ned quadratic m inim um at

pV = 0:375. The kurtosis has a S-shape with two localm inim a at p�2 = �0:405

(absolute m inim um ) and p�1 = 0:125 (localm inim um ). The table gives the corre-

sponding variancec2 and kurtosis� forthesethreeportfoliosand forthebenchm ark

pB = 0:5.

Fig.5: Rescaling ofthe distributions P(rW ) ofreturns rW obtained from the

fourportfoliosstudied in the table. The rescaling usesforthe ordinate the reduced

variable (rW =r‘)
c where the exponent c and the characteristic return scale r‘ have

been determ ined by a direct�tto each portfolio return distributions.Theabcissa is

the rank n ofthe nth largestvalue plotted along the ordinate. This rank-ordering

plot,which isthesam easa cum ulative plot,butwith reversed axis,em phasizesthe

inform ation contained in the tail. The sym bols correspond to: + :p = �0:405;o :

p= 0:125;� :p= 0:375;x :p= 0:5.Thestraightlinehasequation 7:50� 1:16lnn.

Fig.6: Com parison ofthe em piricalkurtosis (circles) shown in Fig.4 with the

prediction obtained from Eq.(19)ofthetheory.Thesixtheoreticalcurvescorrespond

to allcom binations ofpairsofvaluesc1 = 0:7,c1 = 0:9 and c2 = 1:15 (solid line);

c2 = 1:1 (dotted-dashed line)and c2 = 1:05 (dotted line).
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