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W eanalyzethetheory ofoptim alinvestm entin risky assets,developed recently by M arsili,M aslov

and Zhang [Physica A 253 (1998)403]. W hen the realdata are used instead ofabstractstochastic

process,itappearsthata non-trivialinvestm entstrategy israrely possible.W eshow thatnon-zero

transaction costsm aketheapplicability ofthem ethod even m oredi�cult.W egeneralizethem ethod

in orderto take into accountpossible correlationsin the assetprice.

PACS num bers:05.40.-a,89.90.+ n

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Non-equilibrium statisticalm echanics, especially the

theory ofstochastic processes,�ndsrecently wide appli-

cability in econom ics. First area,intensively studied in

thelastseveralyears,isthephenom enology ofthesignal

(price,production,and other econom ic variables) m ea-

sured on the econom ics system [1{8]. Scaling concepts

proved to be a very usefultoolforsuch analysis.

Second areaconcernsoptim ization.In thecom petitive

econom ics,agentsshould m axim izetheirsurvivalproba-

bility by balancing severalrequirem ents,often m utually

exclusive,like pro�t and risk [9{13]. Third area com -

prises creation ofm odels which should grasp particular

featuresofthebehaviorofrealeconom ics,likeprice
uc-

tuations[14{19].

W e focushereon an aspectofoptim ization,discussed

recently by M arsili,M aslov and Zhang [20]. In a sim -

pli�ed version oftheeconom y,therearetwo possibilities

whereto puta cash:to buy eithera risky asset(weshall

callit stock,but it can be any kind ofasset)or a risk-

lessasset(depositin a bank). In the lattercase we are

sure to gain each yeara �xed am ount,according to the

interest rate. O n the contrary,putting the m oney en-

tirely to the stock is risky,but the gain m ay be larger

(som etim es quite substantially). W e m ay im agine,that

increasing ourdegreesoffreedom by putting a speci�ed

portion ofourcapitalinto the stock and the restto the

bank m ay lead to increased growth ofourwealth. This

way was�rststudied by K elly and followers[21,22]and

intensively re-investigated recently [20,23{27].

The point ofthe K elly’s approach is,that ifwe sup-

pose thatthe stock price perform sa m ultiplicative pro-

cess[28{31],thequantity to m axim izeisnottheaverage

value ofthe capital,but the typicalvalue,which m ay

be substantially di�erent,ifthe processisdom inated by

rare big events. Itwasfound thatgiven the probability

distribution ofthe stock pricechanges,thereisa unique

optim alvalueofthefraction oftheinvestor’scapitalput

into the stock.

The purpose ofthe presentwork isto investigate the

practicalapplicabilityofthestrategysuggestedin [20,23].

Letus�rstbrie
y sum m arizethisapproach.W esuppose

thatthepricept ofthestock changesfrom tim etto t+ 1

according to a sim ple m ultiplicative process

pt+ 1 = pte
�t (1)

where�t fordi�erenttareindependentand equally dis-

tributed random variables. The angle brackets< > will

denoteaverageoverthesevariables.

W e denote W t the totalcapitalofthe investoratthe

m om entt.Thefraction rofthecapitalisstored in stock

and the rest is deposited in a bank. W e willcallthe

num ber r investm ent ratio. The interest rate provided

by the bank is supposed to be �xed and equalto � per

one tim e unit. The strategy ofthe investor consists in

keeping the investm ent ratio constant. It m eans,that

he/shesellscertain am ountofstock every tim ethestock

priceroseand sellwhen the pricewentdown.

Ifwe suppose that the investor updates its portfolio

(i.e. buys or sells som e stock in order to keep the in-

vestm entratio constant)ateach tim estep,then starting

from thecapitalW 0,afterN tim estepstheinvestorowns

W N =

N � 1Y

t= 0

(1+ �+ r(e�t � 1� �))W 0 : (2)

Theform ulacan besim ply generalized tothesituation

when thereisa non-zero transaction costequalto 
 (see

also [27])and theupdateoftheportfolio isdoneeach M

tim esteps.W eassum eforsim plicity thatN isam ultiple

ofM .

W N =

N =M � 1
Y

t= 0

(1+ �)M + r(e��M t(1+ G )� (1+ �)M )

1+ rG
W 0

(3)

where we denoted ��M t =
P M t+ M � 1

i= M t
�i and G =


 sign(M ln(1+ �)� ��M t) :

W e can see thatlike the stock price itself,the capital

perform sa m ultiplicativeprocess.
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W t+ 1 = et(r)W t (4)

where the random variableset(r)depend on the invest-

m entratio asa param eter.

ForN su�ciently largethe typicalgrowth ofthe cap-

ital(W t+ 1=W t)typical isnotequalto the m ean < e(r)>

asone would naively expect,butisgiven by the m edian

[20],which in thiscasegives

g(r)= log((W t+ 1=W t)typical)= < loge(r)> : (5)

Thereforewelook forthem axim um ofg asa function

ofr,which in thesim plestcasewithouttransaction costs

leadsto the equation

<
e� � 1� �

1+ �+ ropt(e
� � 1� �)

> = 0 : (6)

fortheoptim um strategyropt.Ifthesolution fallsoutside

theinterval[0;1],oneofthe boundary pointsisthe true

optim um ,based on thefollowing conditions.Ifg0(0)< 0

the optim um is ropt = 0. Ifg0(1) > 0 the optim um is

ropt = 1.

If� isa random variablewith probability density

P (�)=
1

2
(�(� � m � d)+ �(� � m + d)) (7)

the solution of(6)isstraightforward:

ropt =
1

2

�
1+ �

1+ �� em + d
+

1+ �

1+ �� em � d

�

: (8)

In m ore com plicated cases we need to solve the equa-

tion (6)num erically.However,forsm allm ean and vari-

ance of � approxim ative analyticalform ulae are fairly

accurate [23,24]. W e found,that equally good approx-

im ation is obtained, if we set m = < � > and d =p
< �2 > � < � > 2 in the Eq.8.

In thenextsection weinvestigatethem ethod with real

data. Section IIIshowsthe in
uence ofthe transaction

costs.In Sec.IV a generalization ofthe m ethod forthe

caseoftim e-correlated priceisshown.Finally,in Sec.V

wediscussthe obtained results.

II.T W O -T IM E O P T IM A L ST R A T EG IES

In theprevioussection wesupposed thefollowing pro-

cedure: the investor takes the stock price data and ex-

tractssom estatisticalinform ationfrom them .Thisinfor-

m ation isthen plugged into theoreticalm achinery,which

returnsthe suggested num berr. However,we m ay also

follow di�erentpath,which should bein principleequiv-

alent,butin practiceitlooksdi�erent.

Nam ely,suppose we observe the pastevolution ofthe

stock price during som e period starting at tim e t1 and

�nishing attim et2 (m ostprobably itwillbethepresent

m om ent,but not necessarily). Then,we im agine that

attim e t1 an investorstarted with capitalW t1 = 1 and

during that period followed the strategy determ ined by

certain value ofr. W e com pute his/her capitalW t2(r)

at�naltim e and �nd the m axim um ofthe �nalcapital

W t2(r)with respecttor.W ecallthevalueropt m axim iz-

ingthe�nalcapitaltwo-tim eoptim alstrategy.O ptim um

strategy in the pastcan be then used aspredicted opti-

m alstrategy forthe future.
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FIG .1. Tim e evolution of the NYSE com posite index.

Tim e is m easured in working days from t = 0 which is 2

January 1990 to t= 2181,which is 31 D ecem ber 1998. The

verticalaxisisin logarithm ic scale.

Thecapitalattim e t2 isagain

W t2(r)=

t2� 1Y

t= t1

(1+ �+ r(e�t � 1� �)) (9)

and itsm axim ization with respectto r leadsto equation

g
0(ropt)=

t2� 1X

t= t1

e�t � 1� �

1+ �+ ropt(e
�t � 1� �)

= 0 (10)

which givestheoptim alinvestm entratio ropt(t1;t2)asa

function ofinitialtim e t1 and �naltim e t2.Note thatit

is an analog ofthe equation (6) but we dealwith tim e

averageshere,notwith sam pleaveragesasbefore.Thisis

also anotherjusti�cation oftheprocedureofm axim izing

< log(W t+ 1=W t)> instead of< W t+ 1=W t > .

For com parison with reality we took the daily values

ofthe New York Stock Exchange(NYSE)com posite in-

dex.The tim e ism easured in working days.The period

studied started on 2 January 1990 (t= 0)and �nished

on 31 Decem ber1998 (t= 2181).The tim e evolution of

the index x(t) is shown in Fig. 1. The values of� are

determ ined by exp(�t)= x(t+ 1)=x(t).

The data ofNYSE com posite index were analyzed by

calculating the two-tim e optim alstrategies ropt(t1;t2).

As a typicalexam ple ofthe behavior observed,for ini-

tialtim e t1 = 300 we vary the �naltim e t2 up to 2180.

W e used the interestrate 6.5% per250 days(a realistic

value forapproxim ately 1 year). In thiscase we neglect
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the transaction costs,
 = 0. The in
uence ofnon-zero

transaction costswillbeinvestigated in Sec.III.There-

sultsarein Fig.2(a).W einvestigated alsothepossibility

thattheinvestm entratio goesbeyond thelim its0 and 1,

which m eansthatthe investorborrowseitherm oney or

stock.W eim posed theinterestrate8% on theloansand

calculated again the optim alr. The results are in Fig.

2(c). W e can see severalfar-reaching excursions above

1 and som e also below 0,which indicatesthatquite of-

ten theoptim alstrategy requiresborrowing considerable

am ountofm oney orstock.
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FIG .2. Thetwo-tim eoptim alinvestm entratio forinterest

rate 6.5% per 250 days. The initialtim e is 300. The trans-

action costs are 
 = 0 (a) and 
 = 0:005 (b). In (c),loans

are allowed with interestrate 8% per250 days,transactions

costsare 
 = 0.

An im portant conclusion m ay be drawn from the re-

sultsobtained:theoptim alstrategyropt(t1;t2)asafunc-

tion ofthe �naltim e t2 doesnotfollow any sm ooth tra-

jectory. O n the contrary,the dependence is extrem ely

noisy,ascan be seen very wellin the Fig. 2. M oreover,

the strategy isvery sensitive to initialconditions. Ifwe

com parethestrategy ropt(t1;t2)and ropt(t1 + �t;t2)for

slightly di�erentinitialtim e,big di�erencesarefound in

regions,where the strategy isnon-trivial(0 < ropt < 1).

In Fig. 3 we show for �t= 1 the average di�erence in

optim alstrategy

�r opt(t)= hjropt(t1;t1 + t)� ropt(t1 + 1;t1 + t)ji (11)

where the average is taken overallinitialtim es t1 with

theconstraint,thatwetakeinto accountonly thepoints

whereboth optim alstrategiesropt(t1;t1+ t)and ropt(t1+

1;t1 + t)arenon-trivial.
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FIG .3. Average di�erence in optim alstrategy when the

initialtim esdi�erby 1 day.O nly pointswhere thestrategies

are non-trivialare taken into account.

Due to poorstatistics,the data are notvery sm ooth.

W ecan alsoobserveapparenttwobranchesofthedepen-

dece,which iscaused by superim posing data from di�er-

entportionsofthetim eevolution oftheindex.However,

despiteofthepoorquality ofthedata,wecan conclude,

that even after a period as long as 1000 days (approx-

im ately 4 years) the di�erence of1 day in the starting

tim e leads to di�erence in optim alstrategy as large as

about 0.2. This �nding challenges the reliability ofthe

investm entstrategy based on �nding optim alinvestm ent

ratio r.

M oreover,wecan seethatifloansareprohibited,there

are long periods where the optim al strategy is trivial

(ropt = 0 or ropt = 1). W e investigated the whole his-

tory ofthe NYSE com posite index shown in Fig. 1 and

determ ined,forwhich pairs(t1;t2)the optim alstrategy

ropt(t1;t2) is non-trivial. In the Fig. 4 each dot repre-

sents such pair. (In fact,not every point was checked:

the grid 5� 5 wasused,i.e. only such tim eswhich are

m ultiplesof5 wereinvestigated.)

W ecan observelargeem ptyregions,which indicateab-

senceofa non-trivialinvestm ent.In orderto understand

the origin ofsuch em pty spaces,letusconsidera sim ple

m odel.Supposewehavetherandom variabledistributed

according to (7),and � = 0.Then theconditionsforthe

existence ofnon-trivialoptim alstrategy between t1 = 0

and t2 = N are

g
0(0)=

N � 1X

t= 0

(e�t � 1)> 0 (12)

and

g
0(1)=

N � 1X

t= 0

(1� e� �t)< 0 : (13)
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FIG .4. Existence ofnon-trivialstrategies: each dot rep-

resents starting and �naltim e between which a non-trivial

optim alstrategy isfound.

Letuscom pute the probability pnt thatboth ofthese

conditionsaresatis�ed.W e have

g
0(0)= N (em coshd� 1)+ em sinhd

N � 1X

t= 0

zt (14)

and

g
0(1)= N (1� e� m coshd)+ e� m sinhd

N � 1X

t= 0

zt (15)

wherez’scan havevalues+ 1 or-1 with probability 1/2.

The sum
P N � 1

t= 0
zt has binom ial distribution, and for

largeN wecan write

pnt =

Z p
N (coth d� e

m
=sinh d)

�
p
N (coth d� e� m =sinh d)

d�
p
2�

exp(�
�2

2
) : (16)

W e can see im m ediately thatpnt hasa value close to

1 forthe num beroftim e stepsatleast

N ’ d
� 2

: (17)

Forthe data in Fig. 1 we found d ’ 0:01,which m eans

N ’ 10000 days,or 40 years. This is thus an estim ate

ofhow long we need to observe the stock price before

a reliable strategy can be �xed.However,during such a

longperiod them arketchangessubstantiallym anytim es.

Thatiswhy no sim ple strategy ofthe kind investigated

herecan lead to surepro�t.

III.T R A N SA C T IO N C O ST S

W e investigated the in
uence ofthe transaction costs


 and tim elagM between transactions.W efound nearly

no dependenceon M ,butthedependenceon 
 israther

strong. Itcan be qualitatively seen in Fig. 2(b). W hen

wecom paretheoptim alstrategyfor
 = 0and 
 = 0:005,

wecan see,thatalready transaction costs0:5% decrease

substantially the fraction oftim e when the strategy is

non-trivial.W e investigated the dependence ofthe frac-

tion fnontrivialoftim epairs(t1;t2)between which a non-

trivialstrategy existson the transaction costs.W e have

found that it decreases with 
 and reaches negligible

valuefor
 � 0:006.Thisbehaviorisshown in Fig.5.
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FIG .5. The dependence ofthe fraction oftim e pairs,be-

tween which a non-trivialinvestm entoptim alstrategy exists,

on thetransaction cost.Thetim eintervalinvestigated isfrom

tim e 0 to tim e 1600.

The explanation ofthisbehaviorliesin the fact,that

thetransaction costsintroducesom efriction in them ar-

ket,which m eans that large changes ofthe investm ent

ratio are suppressed. Because the investm ent ration is

m ostly 0 or1 even for
 = 0,thisim pliesthatchangingr

from 0 or1 to a non-trivialvalueiseven harderfor
 > 0

and a non-trivialinvestm entbecom es nearly im possible

forlargetransaction costs.

IV .IN V EST M EN T IN P R ESEN C E O F

C O R R ELA T IO N S

In order to im prove the strategy based only on the

knowledge ofthe distribution of�,we would like to in-

vestigatea possiblepro�ttaken from theshort-tim ecor-

relations.

Im agineagain thesim plestcase,when � can haveonly

twovalues,�+ = m + d and �� = m � d.However,now �t

and �t� 1 m ay becorrelated and wesupposethefollowing

probability distribution P (�t� 1;�t)= 1=4+ cif�t� 1 = �t

and P (�t� 1;�t)= 1=4� c if�t� 1 6= �t.The param eterc

quanti�esthe short-tim ecorrelations.

At tim e tthe strategy r(�t� 1) should depend on the

valueof� in thepreviousstep.In oursim pli�ed situation

we have only two possibilities,r+ = r(�+ ) and r� =

r(�� ).Theproblem then reducesto m axim ization ofthe

typicalgain

g(r+ ;r� )= < ln(1+ �+ r(�t� 1)(e
�t � 1� �))> (18)

which leadsto decoupled equationsforr+opt and r
�
opt

4



@g(r+opt;r
�
opt)

@r+
= (1

4
+ c)

e
m + d

� 1� �

1+ �+ r
+

opt
(em + d� 1� �)

+ (19)

(1
4
� c)

e
m � d

� 1� �

1+ �+ r
+

opt
(em � d� 1� �)

= 0 (20)

@g(r
+
opt;r

�
opt)

@r�
= (1

4
+ c)

e
m � d

� 1� �

1+ �+ r
�
opt

(em � d� 1� �)
+ (21)

(1
4
� c)

e
m + d

� 1� �

1+ �+ r
�
opt

(em + d� 1� �)
= 0 : (22)

The solution is a straightforward generalization ofEq.

(7).

The above procedure works equally welleven in the

caseofm orecom plicated tim ecorrelations.Forexam ple

wem ay im aginethatthepriceevolution ispositively cor-

related overtwo tim e steps,i.e.Prob(�t� 2 = �t)> 1=2,

while Prob(�t� 1 = �t)= 1=2. G enerally,we have som e

joint probability distribution for the past and present

P (�< ;�),wherewedenote�< = [:::;�t� 3;�t� 2;�t� 1]and

� = �t.Thetypicalgain becom esa functionaldepending

on the strategy r(�< ) which itselfdepends on the past

pricehistory.

However,m axim izing thisfunctionalby looking forits

stationary point leads to very sim ple set of decoupled

equationsforthe strategies

Z

d� P (�< ;�)
e� � 1� �

1+ �+ ropt(�
< )(e� � 1� �)

= 0: (23)

In thesim plestcase,when weassum ethatthestrategy

dependsonlyon thesign of� in thepreviousstep,weper-

form ed theanalysison theNYSE com positeindex shown

in the Fig. 1. W e found optim alpairs[r+opt;r
�
opt]. Con-

trary to the case when correlationswere nottaken into

account,no non-trivialinvestm ent strategy was found.

So,instead to im prove the m ethod ofRef.[20],the ap-

plicability ofthism ethod isfurtherdiscredited.

V .C O N C LU SIO N S

W e investigated the m ethod of �nding the optim al

investm ent strategy based on the K elly criterion. W e

checked the m ethod on realdata based on the tim e evo-

lution oftheNew York Stock Exchangecom positeindex.

W e found,that it is rarely possible to �nd an optim al

strategy which would be stable at least for a short pe-

riod oftim e. There are severalreasons,which discredit

the m ethod based on the K elly criterion. First,the op-

tim alinvestm ent ratio 
uctuates very rapidly in tim e.

Second,it depends strongly on the tim e,when the in-

vestm entstrategy started to be applied. The di�erence

of1 day in thestartingm om entm akessubstantialdi�er-

enceeven after1000 daysofinvestm ent.Third,thefrac-

tion ofdays,forwhich a non-trivialinvestm entstrategy

ispossible,isvery low.Thisfraction also decreaseswith

transaction costsand reachesnegligiblevaluesfortrans-

action costs about 0:6% . Taking into account possible

correlationsin thetim eevolution oftheindex m akesthe

situation even less favorable,reducing further the frac-

tion oftim es,when a non-trivialinvestm entispossible.

W e conclude,that straightforward application ofthe

investm ent strategy based on the K elly criterion would

be very di�cult in real conditions. The question re-

m ains, whether there are other optim ization schem es,

which would lead to m ore certain investm entstrategies.

Itwould bealsointerestingtoapply theapproach used in

thispaperin orderto check the reliability ofthe option-

pricing strategies.
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