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W e analyze the theory of optin al investm ent in risky assets, developed recently by M arsili, M aslov
and Zhang Physica A 253 (1998) 403]. W hen the realdata are used Instead of abstract stochastic
process, it appears that a non-trivial investm ent strategy is rarely possble. W e show that non-zero
transaction costsm ake the app licability ofthem ethod even m oredi cult. W e generalize them ethod
in order to take Into account possible correlations in the asset price.

PACS numbers: 05404, 89.90+nn

I. NTRODUCTION

Non-equilbrium statistical m echanics, especially the
theory of stochastic processes, nds recently w ide appli-
cability In econom ics. First area, intensively studied In
the last severalyears, is the phenom enology ofthe signal
(orice, production, and other econom ic variables) m ea—
sured on the econom ics system E{:g]. Scaling concepts
proved to be a very usefil tool for such analysis.

Second area concems optin ization. In the com petitive
econom ics, agents should m axin ize their survival proba—
bility by balancing several requirem ents, often m utually
exclusive, like pro t and risk ig'{:_l-g:]. Third area com —
prises creation of m odels which should grasp particular
features of the behavior of realeconom ics, ke price uc—
tuations E_l-lj{:_l-gl]

W e focus here on an aspect of optim ization, discussed
recently by M arsili, M aslov and Zhang I_Z-Q'] In a sin—
pli ed version of the econom y, there are two possibilities
w here to put a cash: to buy either a risky asset we shall
call i stock, but it can be any kind of asset) or a risk-
less asset (deposit in a bank). In the latter case we are
sure to gain each year a xed am ount, according to the
Interest rate. On the contrary, putting the m oney en-
tirely to the stock is risky, but the gain m ay be larger
(som etin es quite substantially). W e m ay in agine, that
Increasing our degrees of freedom by putting a speci ed
portion of our capital into the stock and the rest to the
bank m ay lead to increased growth of our wealth. This
way was rst sudied by Kelly and Dllowers b1,22] and
Intensively re-investigated recently 20,23{.27

T he point of the K elly’s approach is, that if we sup—
pose that the stock price perform s a m ultiplicative pro—
oess f28{.3];], the quantity to m axim ize is not the average
value of the capial, but the typical value, which m ay
be substantially di erent, if the process is dom hated by
rare big events. It was found that given the probability
distrdbbution of the stock price changes, there is a unique
optim alvalie of the fraction of the Investor’s capialput
Into the stock.

T he purpose of the present work is to investigate the

practicalapplicability ofthe strategy suggested in Q-(_i ,2-15]
Letus wstbrie y summ arize this approach. W e suppose
that the price p. ofthe stock changes from tinettot+ 1
according to a sim ple m ultiplicative process

Pt+1 = pre” @)

where . for di erent t are independent and equally dis-
tributed random variables. T he angle brackets <> will
denote average over these variables.

W e denote W  the total capital of the investor at the
m om ent t. The fraction r ofthe capialis stored in stock
and the rest is deposited In a bank. W e will call the
number 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 of the investor consists In
keeping the Investm ent ratio constant. It means, that
he/she sells certain am ount of stock every tin e the stock
price rose and sellwhen the price went down.

If we suppose that the investor updates its portfolio
(1. e. buys or sells som e stock In order to keep the In—
vestm ent ratio constant) at each tin e step, then starting
from the capialW o, afterN tim e stepsthe investorowns

Ny 1
WN= (l+
t=0

+ret 1 )NWo : @)

T he form ula can be sim ply generalized to the situation
w hen there is a non-zero transaction cost equalto (see
also i_Z-j:]) and the update of the portflio is done each M
tin e steps. W eassum e or sin plicity that N isamultiple
ofM .

YOl g M otrerra+ ) @+ M)
Wy = W o
1+ G
t=0
3)
PMt+M 1
where we denoted yt+ = Mt i and G =
sign™M In(1+ ) M t)

W e can see that like the stock price iself, the capial
perform s a m ultiplicative process.
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W1 = e @We (4)

w here the random variables e (r) depend on the invest—
m ent ratio as a param eter.

ForN su ciently lJarge the typical grow th of the cap—
tal Wt 1=W t)typica1 iSNot equalto themean < e(r) >
as one would naively expect, but is given by the m edian
{_Z-C_i], which in this case gives

g) = g (W e+ 1=W t)typica1) = < loge(r) > : 5)

T herefore we look for them axinum ofg as a function
ofr, which in the sin plest case w ithout transaction costs
Jeads to the equation

e 1
< >= 0: )
1+ + ropt (e 1 )

forthe optin um strategy rop+ . Ifthe solution fallsoutside
the interval 0;1], one of the boundary points is the true
optin um , based on the follow ing conditions. Ifg°(©0) < 0
the optinum is repe = 0. Ifg’(l) > O the optinum is
Topt = 1.

If isa random variable w ith probability densiy

1
P()=5(( m d)+ m + d)) (7)
the solution of {a) is straightforw ard :
_ 1+ + 1+ (8)
etT 5 1+ etd 14 e 4

In m ore com plicated cases we need to solve the equa-
tion {_6) num erically. H owever, for an allm ean and vari-
ance of approxin ative analytical form ulae are fairly
accurate E:g;;_ifl] W e found, that equally good approx—
in ation is obtained, if we set m =< > and d =

< 2> < >2jntheEq:3

In the next section we investigate them ethod w ith real
data. Section ']It show s the In uence of the transaction
costs. In Sec. -IV. a generalization of the m ethod for the
case of tim ecorrelated price is shown. F inally, in Sec. \_/:
we discuss the obtained results.

II.TWO-TIME OPTIM AL STRATEGIES

In the previous section we supposed the follow Ing pro—
cedure: the Investor takes the stock price data and ex—
tracts som e statistical inform ation from them . Thisinfor-
m ation is then pligged into theoreticalm achinery, which
retums the suggested number r. However, we m ay also
follow di erent path, which should be In principle equiv—
alent, but In practice it looks di erent.

N am ely, suppose we observe the past evolution of the
stock price during som e period starting at tine ty and

nishingattine t, (m ost probably it willbe the present

m om ent, but not necessarily). Then, we In aghe that
at tine §y an investor started w ith capialW ¢, = 1 and
during that period followed the strategy determ ined by
certaln value of r. W e com pute his/her capital W ¢, (r)
at naltine and nd themaximum ofthe nalcapial
W ¢, (r) wih respect to r. W e callthe value ropr m axim iz—-
Ing the nalcapialtwo-tin e optim alstrategy. O ptin um

strategy In the past can be then used as predicted opti-
m al strategy for the future.
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FIG.1l. Tine evolution of the NYSE com posite index.
Tine is measured In working days from t = 0 which is 2
January 1990 to t= 2181, which is 31 December 1998. The
vertical axis is in logarithm ic scale.

The capitalat tine tp, is again
ty 1

We, (x) = 1+
t=t

+re- 1 ) )

and ism axin ization w ith respect to r leads to equation

x ! et 1

0
g (ropt) = =0 (10)
. 1+ + el 1 )

w hich gives the optim al investm ent ratio rp¢ (G ;t2) asa
function of initialtine t; and naltime t,. Note that it
is an analog of the equation (:_é) but we dealwih tine
averageshere, not w ith sam pl averagesasbefore. Thisis
also another justi cation of the procedure ofm axin izing
< IogW 4+ 1=W ) > Instead of < W ¢y 1=W ¢ > .

For com parison w ith reality we took the daily values
ofthe New York Stock Exchange (NY SE) com posite in—
dex. The tin e ism easured In working days. T he period
studied started on 2 January 1990 (= 0) and nished
on 31 Decamber 1998 (t= 2181). The tin e evolution of
the index x (t) is shown iIn Fig. -r_]: The values of are
determ ned by exp ( ¢) = x £+ 1)=x ().

The data ofNY SE com posite index were analyzed by
calculating the two-tin e optim al strategies ropc (tit2).
A's a typical exam ple of the behavior ocbserved, for ini-
tialtinety = 300 we vary the naltime t, up to 2180.
W e used the interest rate 6.5% per 250 days (@ realistic
valie for approxim ately 1 year). In this case we neglect



the transaction costs, = 0. The in uence of non-zero
transaction costsw illbe investigated in Sec. ITf. The re-
sultsarein Fig. -_2 @) . W e investigated also the possibility
that the investm ent ratio goesbeyond the 1im s 0 and 1,
w hich m eans that the investor borrow s either m oney or
stock. W e in posed the interest rate 8% on the loansand
calculated again the optinalr. The results are In Fig.
:_Z(c) . W e can see several arreaching excursions above
1 and som e also below 0, which indicates that quite of-
ten the optin al strategy requires borrow Ing considerable
am ount ofm oney or stock.
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FIG .2. The two-tin e optin al nvestm ent ratio for interest
rate 6.5% per 250 days. The iniial tim e is 300. The trans-
action costsare = 0 (@) and = 0:005 (©). In (c), loans
are allowed w ith iInterest rate 8% per 250 days, transactions
costsare = 0.

An im portant conclusion m ay be drawn from the re—
sults obtained: the optin alstrategy ropr (i) asa func-
tion ofthe naltim e t; does not follow any an ooth tra—
Ectory. On the contrary, the dependence is extram ely
noisy, as can be seen very well In the F ig. :_2: M oreover,
the strategy is very sensitive to initial conditions. Ifwe
com pare the strategy rope (ite) and rpe (@ + Gto) for
slightly di erent initialtim e, big di erences are found in
regions, w here the strategy is non-trivial (0 < repe < 1).
In Fig. :3 we show for t= 1 the average di erence In
optin al strategy

Fopt () = hiope ity + ©)  Tope (G + 1it + D3 A1)

w here the average is taken over all nitialtines ty w ith
the constraint, that we take into account only the points
w here both optin alstrategies rope (@it + £) and rpe (@ +

1;4 + t) are non-trivial.
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FIG . 3. Average di erence in optin al strategy when the
initialtinm esdi erby 1 day. O nly points w here the strategies
are non-trivial are taken into account.

D ue to poor statistics, the data are not very sm ooth.
W e can also observe apparent tw o branches of the depen—
dece, which is caused by superin posing data from di er—
ent portions of the tim e evolution ofthe index. H ow ever,
despite of the poor quality of the data, we can conclude,
that even after a period as Iong as 1000 days (approx—
In ately 4 years) the di erence of 1 day in the starting
tin e leads to di erence in optin al strategy as large as
about 02. This nding challenges the reliability of the
Investm ent strategy based on nding optin al nvestm ent
ratio r.

M oreover, we can see that if loans are prohibited, there
are long periods where the optim al strategy is trivial
(Copt = 0 Or rppe = 1). W e investigated the whole his-
tory of the NY SE com posite index shown in Fig. 1, and
determm ined, for which pairs (t ;) the optin al strategy
Topt (@ ;t2) is non-trivial. In the Fig. :ff each dot repre—
sents such pair. (In fact, not every point was checked:
thegrid 5 5 wasused, i. e. only such tim es which are
multiples of 5 were investigated.)

W e can observe large em pty regions, which indicate ab—
sence of a non-trivial investm ent. In order to understand
the origin of such em pty spaces, ket us consider a sin ple
m odel. Suppose we have the random variable distrbuted
according to (1), and = 0. Then the conditions for the
existence of non-trivial optin al strategy between t; = 0
and b, = N are

g°0) = € 1)>0 a12)

and

£y< 0: @3)
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FIG . 4. Existence of non—txj'vjai strategies: each dot rep-—
resents starting and nal tin e between which a non-trivial
optin al strategy is found.

Let us com pute the probability p,: that both of these
conditions are satis ed. W e have

PX 1
g°0)= N  coshd 1)+ & snhd Z (14)
t=0
and
PX 1
°A)=N @1 e ™ coshd)+ e ™ snhd z.  (15)
t=0

where z's @n have values + 1 or -1 w ith probability 1/2.
The sim . ," z has binom ial distrbution, and for
large N we can write

Z P¥ (cothd & =sinhd) d 2
Poc= p— exp( —) : (6)
N (cothd e ™ =sinhd) 2 2

W e can see Inm ediately that p,+ has a value close to
1 for the num ber of tin e steps at least

N‘’d?;: 17)

For the data in Fig. :_]: we found d’ 001, which m eans
N ’ 10000 days, or 40 years. This is thus an estim ate
of how long we need to observe the stock price before
a reliable strategy can be xed. However, during such a
long period them arket changes substantially m any tin es.
That is why no sin ple strategy of the kind investigated
here can lead to sure pro t.

III.TRANSACTION COSTS

W e Investigated the In uence of the transaction costs
and tin e lagM between transactions. W e found nearly
no dependence on M , but the dependence on  is rather
strong. It can be qualitatively seen in Fig. :_Z(b). W hen
we com pare the optin alstrategy for = O0Oand = 0005,
we can see, that already transaction costs 05% decrease

substantially the fraction of tim e when the strategy is
non-trivial. W e investigated the dependence of the frac—
tion fontrivia1 0ftin e pairs (4 ;tu) between which a non-
trivial strategy exists on the transaction costs. W e have
found that it decreases w ith and reaches negligble
value for 0:006. T his behavior is shown jnFig."d.
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FIG .5. The dependence of the fraction of tin e pairs, be-
tween which a non-trivial investm ent optin al strategy exists,
on the transaction cost. T he tin e interval nvestigated is from
tim e 0 to tin e 1600.

T he explanation of this behavior lies in the fact, that
the transaction costs introduce som e friction in them ar-
ket, which m eans that large changes of the Investm ent
ratio are suppressed. Because the investm ent ration is
mostly 0 orl even for = 0, this in plies that changing r
from 0 orl to a non-trivialvalie iseven harderfor > 0
and a non-trivial investm ent becom es nearly In possible
for large transaction costs.

Iv.INVESTM ENT IN PRESENCE OF
CORRELATIONS

In order to im prove the strategy based only on the
know ledge of the distrdbbution of , we would lke to in-
vestigate a possble pro t taken from the short—tin e cor-
relations.

Im agine again the sim plest case, when can have only
twovalues, ¥ = m +dand =m d.However,now ¢
and 1 may be correlated and we suppose the follow ing
probability distribution P (¢ 1; )= 1=4+cif 1=
andP (¢ 15 ¢)=1=4 cif 16 .Theparameterc
quanti es the short-tim e correlations.

At tine t the strategy r(+ 1) should depend on the
valieof in thepreviousstep. In our sin pli ed situation
we have only two possbilities, r* = r(*) and r =
r( ). Theproblem then reducestom axin ization ofthe
typicalgain

g’ ;r )=< nh@+ +1r(¢ 1) 1 ))>  (18)

which leads to decoupled equations forr) . and Topt

pt
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T = G+ ) I+ 41 € @1 ) + @1
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G 9O @ +d 1 )—O 2oe2)

opt

The solution is a straightforward generalization of Eq.
.

T he above procedure works equally well even In the
case ofm ore com plicated tim e correlations. For exam ple
wem ay in agine that the price evolution ispositively cor—
related overtwo tin e steps, .e. Prob (¢« 2 = ) > 1=2,
while Prob( ¢ 1 = ) = 1=2. Generally, we have som e
pint probability distrdbution for the past and present
P(<; ),wherewedenote < = [ ¢ 3; ¢ 25 ¢ 1]and

= . Thetypicalgain becom esa functionaldepending
on the strategy r( <) which itself depends on the past
price history.

However, m axin izing this fuinctionalby looking for its
stationary point leads to very sinple set of decoupled
equations for the strategies

Z
< e 1
d P( ;) =0: 23)
1+ +ropt(<)(e 1 )

In the sin plest case, when we assum e that the strategy
dependsonly on the sign of In the previous step, weper—
form ed the ana]ysjs on theNY SE com posite index shown
n the Fig. -]. W e found optin al pairs [opt, Ipel- Con—
trary to the case when correlations were not taken into
acoount, no non-trivial investm ent strategy was found.
So, instead to in prove the m ethod of Ref. [_Z-Q'], the ap—
plicability of thism ethod is further discredited.

V.CONCLUSIONS

W e Investigated the method of nding the optimal
nvestm ent strategy based on the Kelly criterion. W e
checked the m ethod on realdata based on the tin e evo-
Jution ofthe New York Stock E xchange com posite Index.
W e Pund, that it is rarely possbl to nd an optinal
strategy which would be stabl at least for a short pe-
riod of tim e. T here are several reasons, which discredit
the m ethod based on the K elly criterion. F irst, the op—
tin al Investm ent ratio uctuates very rapidly In time.
Second, it depends strongly on the tin e, when the in—
vestm ent strategy started to be applied. The di erence
ofl day in the startingm om ent m akes substantialdi er—
ence even after 1000 days of investm ent. T hird, the frac—
tion ofdays, for which a non-trivial investm ent strategy
ispossible, is very low . T his fraction also decreasesw ith

transaction costs and reaches negligble values for trans—
action costs about 0:6% . Taking into acoount possble
correlations In the tin e evolution of the index m akes the
situation even less favorable, reducing further the frac—
tion of tin es, when a non-trivial nvestm ent is possible.

W e conclude, that straightforw ard application of the
Investm ent strategy based on the K elly criterion would
be very di culk in real conditions. The question re—
m ains, whether there are other optim ization schem es,
which would lead to m ore certain Investm ent strategies.
Tt would be also interesting to apply the approach used in
this paper in order to check the reliability of the option—
pricing strategies.
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