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A bstract

Based on a faithfulrepresentation ofthe heavy tailm ultivariate distribution ofasset returns

introduced previously (Sornette et al.,1998,1999)that we extend to the case ofasym m etric

return distributions,we generalize the return-risk e� cient frontier conceptto incorporate the

dim ensionsoflargerisksem bedded in the tailofthe assetdistributions.W e dem onstrate that

itisoften possibleto increase theportfolio return whiledecreasing the largerisksasquanti� ed

by thefourth and higherordercum ulants.Exacttheoreticalform ulasarevalidated by em pirical

tests.
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1 Introduction

O ne ofthe m ost fundam entaltenet of econom ic theory and practice is that returns above the

so-called risklessrate com e with increased risks. Thisisthe basisofM arkovitz’s portfolio theory

(e.g. M arkovitz,1959) and ofthe CAPM (e.g. M erton,1990). Reciprocally,investors want to

be com pensated for taking risk,that is,they want to earn a return high enough to m ake them

com fortable with the levelofrisk they are assum ing.Itisthusa fundam entalprem ise ofe�cient

m arketsthat\one cannothave both the cake and eatittoo",i.e. one cannotincrease the return

and lower the risk at the sam e tim e. This result stem s sim ply from the linear (resp. quadratic)

dependenceoftheaverage return (respectively variance)ofa portfolio return on theweightsofits

constituting assetsleading to a parabolice�cientfrontierin the return-risk diagram .

In therealworld,thevarianceofportfolio returnsprovideonly a lim ited quanti�cation ofincurred

risks,asthedistributionsofreturnshave\fattails" (e.g.Lux,1996,G opikrishnan etal.,1998,Lux

and M archesi,1999)and thedependencesbetween assetsareonly im perfectly accounted forby the

correlation m atrix (e.g.Litterm an and W inkelm ann,1998).Value-at-Risk (e.g.Jorion,1997)and

otherm easuresofrisks(e.g. Artzneretal.,1996,Sornette,1998,Bouchaud etal.,1998,Sornette

etal.,1998,1999) have been developed to accountforthe largerm oves allowed by non-G aussian

distributions.

Here,we generalize ourpreviously introduced representation ofthe heavy tailm ultivariate distri-

bution ofassetreturns(Sornetteetal.,1998,1999)to thecaseofasym m etricreturn distributions.

W e calculate theoretically and test em pirically the cum ulants of a portfolio and generalize the

return-risk e�cientfrontierconceptto incorporate the dim ensionsoflarge risksem bedded in the

tailoftheassetdistributions.W edem onstratethenovelrem arkableresultthatitisoften possible

to im prove on the optim alm ean-variance portfolio by increasing the return while decreasing the

large risksquanti�ed by the fourth and higherordercum ulants.Thisisrelated to and generalizes

our previous rigorous result (Sornette et al.,1998,1999) that m inim izing the variance,i.e. the

relatively \sm all" risks,often increases larger risks as m easured by higher norm alized cum ulants

and the Value-at-risk. Thus,putting the em phasison the risk quanti�ed by the volatility can be

both m isleading becauselarge risksare stillloom ing and in addition dam age pro�tability.

2 T he asym m etric m odi� ed W eibulldistribution

In orderto m akeourapproach concrete,weassum ethatpricereturns�x aredistributed according

to the following probability distribution function (pdf)

P (�x) =
Q
p
�

+

�
+ =2

+

j�xj
+

2
� 1 exp

�

�

�
j�xj

�+

�+ �

for 0 < �x ; (1)

=
1� Q
p
�

�

�
� =2

�

j�xj
�

2
� 1 exp

�

�

�
j�xj

��

�� �

for �x < 0 : (2)

Q isthe probability forobserving a positive return,the �’sare the characteristic returnsand the

exponent’scontrolthe fatnessofthe pdftails,which can be di�erentforpositive and negative

returns.
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ForQ = 1=2,�+ = �� and + = � ,we recover the sym m etric m odi�ed W eibullpdfstudied by

Sornette etal. (1998,1999) and the specialcase + = � = 2 recovers the standard norm allaw.

Thecasewhen theexponents aresm allerthan onecorrespondstoa\stretched"exponentialwith a

tailfatterthan an exponentialand thusm uch fatterthan aG aussian,butstillthinnerthan apower

law.Stretched exponentialpdf’shavebeen found to providea parsim oniousand accurate�tto the

fullrange ofcurrency price variations at daily interm ediate tim e scales (Laherr�ere and Sornette,

1998).Thisstretched exponentialm odelisalso validated theoretically by therecentdem onstration

thatthe tailofpdf’sofproductsofa �nite num berofrandom variablesisgenerically a stretched

exponential(Frisch and Sornette,1997),in which the exponent isproportionalto the inverse of

the num berofgenerations(orproducts)in a m ultiplicative process.

3 N onlinear change ofvariable

Letuspose

y+ = (�x)+ =2 for�x > 0 ; (3)

y� = � j�xj
� =2 for�x < 0 : (4)

Inversely,we have

�x = y
q+
+ for�x > 0 ; with q+ �

2

+
; (5)

�x = � jy� j
q� for�x < 0 ; with q� �

2

�
: (6)

Thechangeofvariable(3,4)from �x to y leadsto a G aussian pdfforthey-variablede�ned in each

sem i-in�nite dom ain:

P (y+ ) =
2Q

p
2� �+

exp

 

�
y2+

2�2+

!

; where�2+ =
1

2
�
+
+ ; (7)

P (y� ) =
2(1� Q )
p
2� ��

exp

 

�
y2�

2�2�

!

; where�2� =
1

2
�
�
� : (8)

Using a m axim ization entropy principle,one can then show (Sornette etal.,1998,1999)thatthe

correlationsbetween they variablesofdi�erentassetsprovidethem oste�cientand parsim onious

m ultivariable representation. This transform ation has also been used for the analysis of parti-

cle physics experim ents (K arlen,1998) and m uch earlier for the treatm ent ofbivariate gam m a

distributions (M oran,1969). It can also be viewed as a concrete im plem entation ofthe copula

representation ofdependence between assets (e.g. Em brechtsetal.,1998,1999). G eneralizations

to othernon-G aussian pdf’sare discussed in Sornette etal.(1999).

W e have m ade em piricaltests on three assets,using annualized daily returns ofstock prices of

Chevron (CHV) and Exxon (XO N) in the period Jan. 1970 -M ar. 1999,and ofthe M alaysian

Ringit (M YR) against the US dollar in the period Jan. 1971 -O ct. 1998. The CHV-XO N pair
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isam ong the m oststrongly connected group ofstocksin the S& P 500 index while the M alaysian

Ringit is essentially uncorrelated to the Chevron and Exxon stocks. These extrem e cases allow

us to test the inuence ofcorrelations. Especially for strongly correlated stocks,we have shown

(Sornetteetal.,1998)thata changeofvariablelikeEq.(3,4)leadsto a covariancem atrix which is

m uch m ore stable com pared to theusualcovariance m atrix.

Fig.1 showsin a log-log plotthe y(r)transform ation (3,4)calculated from the em piricalpositive

and negative returnsofthe Chevron and Exxon stocksand forthe M alaysian Ringgitagainstthe

US dollar(M YR).Assum ingthatpricereturnsaredistributed accordingtoan asym m etricm odi�ed

W eibull(1,2),theslopeofthey(r)-plotgivesforlargejrj-valuestheexponents+ =2 and � =2.The

positiveand negativereturnsofeach assetareseen to havealm ostthesam eslopeforlargervalues,

and consequently we willassum e foreach assetthat+ = � �  in the sequel. The linearity of

the y(r) plots for large r values show that the large tails ofthe pdf’s are indeed to a very good

approxim ation distributed according to a m odi�ed W eibulldistribution Eq.(1,2),with  � 1:4

(CHV), � 1:2 (XO N)and  � 0:62 (M YR).Forsm alland interm ediate r values,they(r)curves

have a slope close to 1 (indicated by the y = r line),which m eans that sm alland interm ediate

returnsaredistributed according to a G aussian distribution.Becauseofthe�niteresolution ofthe

data (thedata hasa lowerbound forthereturn),y(r)approachesa constantvalueforthesm allest

valuesofr.

4 Portfolio theory for the diagonalcase

In this short letter, we present the theory for the diagonalcase where assets are uncorrelated.

Thisisalready su�cientto illustratethem ostim portantresults.Especially in thecaseoffattails

(exponentsc< 1),correlationsarelessim portantthan aprecisedeterm ination ofthetails(Sornette

etal.,1998). W e willhoweverpresentsom e em piricaltestswith uncorrelated and with correlated

assets,in orderto illustrate the im portance ofcorrelations. Sornette etal. (1999) treat the case

ofcorrelated assetswith sym m etricdistributionswith thesam eexponent.G eneralization to the

asym m etric case and with di�erentexponents willbereported elsewhere.

Thediscretetim eestim ation ofthereturns�xi(t)are�xi(t)� �pi(t)=pi(t)= (pi(t+ 1)� pi(t))=pi(t),

where pi(t)isthe price ofassetiattim e t.The totalvariation ofthe value ofthe portfolio m ade

ofN assetsbetween tim e t� 1 and treads

�S(t)=

NX

i= 1

W i�pi(t)=

NX

i= 1

wi�xi(t); (9)

whereW iisthenum berofsharesinvested in assetiand wi= W ipiistheweightin capitalinvested

in the ith asset at tim e tin the portfolio. W e willassum e norm alization,i.e.
P

N
i= 1wi = 1,thus

leading to a dynam icalreallocation ofthe assetsin theportfolio.

Theexpression (9)can beexpressed in term softhevariablesyi’sde�ned by (3,4)asfollows

�S(t)=

NX

i= 1

wi �ijy�ij
q�i ; (10)
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where �i is the sign of�xi. Allthe properties ofthe portfolio are contained in the probability

distribution PS(�S(t)) of�S(t). W e would thus like to characterize it,knowing the m ultivariate

distribution ofthe �xi’s(orequivalently the m ultivariate G aussian distribution oftheyi’s)forthe

di�erentassets.Thegeneralform alsolution reads

PS(�S)= C

NY

i= 1

�Z

dyi

�

e
�

1

2
y
0V �1

y
�

�

�S(t)�

NX

i= 1

wi�ijy�ij
q�i

�

: (11)

Taking the Fouriertransform P̂S(k)�
R
+ 1

� 1
d�S PS(�S)e

� ik�S of(11)gives

P̂S(k)=

NY

i= 1

�Z

dyi

�

e
�

1

2
y
0V �1

y+ ik
P

N

i= 1
w i �ijy�ij

q�i
: (12)

Using theexplicitexpression ofthe form ofthe distributions(7,8),we get

P̂S(k) =

NY

i= 1

�

2(1� Q i)

Z
0

� 1

dyi
p
2� �i�

exp

 

�
y2i

2�2i�
� ikwijyij

qi�

!

+ 2Q i

Z
+ 1

0

dyi
p
2� �i+

exp

 

�
y2i

2�2i+
+ ikwiy

qi+
i

! �

: (13)

Expanding the exponentialexp(ikwijyij
qi)in powersofitsargum ent,we get

P̂S(k)= 2

NY

i= 1

"
+ 1X

m = 0

(ikwi)
m

m !

�

(� 1)m (1� Q i)�
m qi�
i� hy

m qi� i+ + Q i�
m qi+
i+ hy

m qi+ i+

�
#

; (14)

where

hy
�
i+ �

Z
+ 1

0

dy
p
2�

y
�
e
�

y
2

2 =
2
�

2
� 1

p
�

�

�
�

2
+
1

2

�

; (15)

and � isthe G am m a function.Replacing in (14),we obtain

P̂S(k)=

NY

i= 1

"
+ 1X

m = 0

(ikwi)
m

m !
M i(m )

#

; (16)

where

M i(m )=
1
p
�

�

(� 1)m (1� Q i)2
m qi� =2�

m qi�
i� �

�
m qi�

2
+
1

2

�

+ Q i2
m qi+ =2�

m qi+
i+ �

�
m qi+

2
+
1

2

��

:

(17)

For sym m etric distributionswith qi+ = qi� ,i.e. i+ = i� ,�i+ = �i� and Q i = 1=2,we retrieve

ourpreviousresult(Sornette etal.,1999) thatallthe odd orderterm sin the sum over m cancel

out:

P̂S(k)=

NY

i= 1

"
+ 1X

n= 0

(ikwi)
2n

(2n)!
p
�
2nqi �

�

nqi+
1

2

�

�
2nqi
i

#

: (18)
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Theexpression
P

+ 1
m = 0

(ikw i)
m

m !
M i(m )in (16)issim ilarto theexpansion ofa characteristic function

in term sofm om ents.W eneed to getthecorresponding expansion in term sofcum ulants,i.e.�nd

the coe�cientsc n such that

+ 1X

m = 0

(ikwi)
m

m !
M i(m )= exp

 
+ 1X

n= 1

(ik)
m

n!
ci(n)

!

: (19)

By identifying thesam epowersofk term by term ,wegetthecum ulants.Then,using theproduct

in (16)ofthe exponentialsfrom i= 1 to N ,we obtain the cum ulantsofthe portfolio distribution

as

c1 =

NX

i= 1

wiM i(1); (20)

c2 =

NX

i= 1

w
2
i

�

M i(2)� M i(1)
2
�

; (21)

c3 =

NX

i= 1

w
3
i

�

M i(3)� 3M i(1)M i(2)+ 2M i(1)
3
�

; (22)

c4 =

NX

i= 1

w
4
i

�

M i(4)� 3M i(2)
2
� 4M i(1)M i(3)+ 12M i(1)

2
M i(2)� 6M i(1)

4
�

; (23)

c5 =

NX

i= 1

w
5
i

�

M i(5)� 5M i(4)M i(1)� 10M i(3)M i(2)+ 20M i(3)M i(1)
2 + 30M i(2)

2
M i(1)

� 60M i(2)M i(1)
3 + 24M i(1)

5

�

; (24)

c6 =

NX

i= 1

w
6
i

�

M i(6)� 6M i(5)M i(1)� 15M i(4)M i(2)+ 30M i(4)M i(1)
2
� 10M i(3)

2

+ 120M i(3)M i(1)M i(1)� 120M i(3)M i(1)
3 + 30M i(2)

3

� 270M i(2)
2
M i(1)

2 + 360M i(2)M i(1)
4
� 120M i(1)

6

�

: (25)

Higherordercum ulantsare obtained by using the form ulasgiven forinstance by Stuartand O rd

(1994). The �rstcum ulant c1 provides the average gain h�Si and the second cum ulant c2 is the

variance oftheportfolio gain.Thehigherordercum ulantsaswellastheexcesskurtosis� � c4=c
2
2

quantify largerrisksoccurring with sm allerprobabilitiesbutlargerim pact.

Fig.2 presents a com parison of the em piricaldeterm ined cn’s and those determ ined from the

equations (20-23),for a portfolio constituted ofthe M alaysian Ringgit (M YR) and the Chevron

stock (CHV).Thischoice is m ade because M YR is essentialuncorrelated to CHV and the above

calculation should thus apply directly. For an extension ofthe theory to correlated assets,see

Sornette et al. (1999). To perform the em piricaltest shown in �gure 2,we �rstdeterm ined the

exponents+ = � �  from a regression ofthe linearpartsofthe y(r)functionsforlarge values

of jrjshown in �gure 1. W e then use these ’s to estim ate the coe�cients � i+ ;�i� from the

em piricalaverages�i� = h(�x� )
ii� .The notation h i� representsan average taken with respect

to positive/negative returnsofthedata.Theasym m etricweightparam eterQ i isdeterm ined from
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theassetiastheratio ofthenum berofpositivereturnsoverthetotalnum berofreturns.Theerror

barsshown in the �gureare determ ined from the observation thatthe m ain source oferrorcom es

from a m ispeci�cation ofthe tailexponent ’s and we assum e conservatively an error of� 0:05

on the  values. Fig.2 shows a very good agreem ent between theory and the direct em pirical

determ ination ofthecum ulants.Thereissom ediscrepancy forthethird ordercum ulantc3,which

reectsoursim pli�cation to usesym m etrictailswith + = � �  in ourcalculationsEq.(20-23).

As a consequence,the sole contribution to the odd-order cum m ulants stem s from the di�erence

between �i+ and �i� and between Q i and 1=2. An additionalasym m etry in the shape ofthe

tailcaptured by + 6= � ,however sm all,can easily m ake the agreem ent adequate between the

theoreticaland em piricalc3.W ehavechosen notto incorporatethisadditionalcom plexity in order

to keep the num berofdegreesoffreedom assm allaspossible.The even-ordercum ulantsand the

excesskurtosis� are m uch lesssensitive to theasym m etry in theexponents+ ;� .

The portfolio with m inim um variance c2 has the optim alweight w1 = 9:5% ,where the index 1

standsforthe Chevron stock,i.e. the weightw2 = 1� w1 ofthe M alaysian Ringgitis90:5% . In

com parison,the portfolio with m inim um fourth cum ulanthasan investm entratio ofw1 = 38% in

Chevron and w2 = 62% in the M alaysian Ringgit.Itisclearthatthe m inim um variance portfolio

hasa ratherlarge fourth cum ulant,i.e. m inim izing the sm allrisksquanti�ed by the second order

cum ulantcom esatthecostofim creasing thelargestrisksquanti�ed by thefourth ordercum ulant

(Sornette etal.,1998,1999).

Fig.3 illustrates another even m ore interesting phenom enon. W e com pare the daily returns and

the cum ulative wealth oftwo portfolios. The �rst c1 � c2 portfolio has a m inim um variance c2

(Chevron weight w1 = 0:095 and M alaysian Ringgit weight w2 = 0:905). The second c1 � c4

portfolio hasa m inim um fourth-ordercum ulant(Chevron weightw1 = 0:38 and M alaysian Ringgit

weightw2 = 0:62). The horizontaldotted linesin the daily return plotsare the m axim um values

sam pled for the returns ofthe c1 � c4 portfolio. Notice that the daily returns ofthe m inim um

variance portfolio exceeds these bounds. Thisillustrates vividly that,while m ostofthe tim e the

uctuation ofthe returnsare sm allerforthe c1 � c2 portfolio,uctuationswith largeram plitudes

and thus larger risks are observed in this m inim um variance portfolio: again,m inim izing sm all

riskscan lead to a dangerousincreaseoflargerisks(Sornetteetal.,1998,1999).Furtherm ore,the

cum ulative wealth ofthec1 � c2 portfolio with w1 = 0:095 isdrastically inferiorto thataccrued in

thec1� c4 portfoliowith w1 = 0:38.In otherwords,you can haveyourcakeand eatittoo:decrease

thelargerisk (thosethatcountforthesafety ofinvestm enthousesand forregulatory agencies)and

increase the pro�t!Thisexam ple illustrateshow m isleading can be the focuson the variance asa

suitablem easureofrisksand how lim ited istheuseofstandard portfolio optim ization techniques.

Not only they do not provide a suitable quanti�cation ofthe really dangerous m arket m oves,in

addition they m issim portantpro�topportunities.

Fig.4 isthesam easFig.2 fora portfolio constituted oftheExxon and theChevron stocks.Dueto

the very large correlation between the two assets,the departure between theory and experim ents

is a m easure ofthe im portance ofcorrelations that have been neglected in the above form ulas,

expecially in this case where the exponents  for the pdfs ofthe two stocks are relatively large

around 1:4 and 1:2 respectively,i.e. the pdftails are relatively \thin". Thisconstitutes a worst-

casesceneriofortheapplication oftheabovetheory thatisbestjusti�ed forexponents < 1(recall

thatthe standard G aussian regim e correspondsto  = 2). Nothwithstanding thislim itation,the
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results conform qualitatively to our previous discussion: the best variance gives a substantially

largerrisk forlarge m ovesand the return issub-optim al.

5 E� cient Portfolio Frontiers

Based on our previous calculation,it is straightforward to construct the optim alm ean-variance

portfolios from the knowledge ofthe cum ulants c1 and c2 as a function ofthe asset weights wi.

Sim ilarly,we introducethe optim alc1 � c4 portfolios.

For a given m ean return c1,the portfoliosthatm inim ize the risksexpressed through c2 given by

Eq.(21)orby c4 given by Eq.(23)))aredeterm ined from the conditions

@

@!j

"

c2 � �1c1 � �2

X

i

!i

#

j!j= !
�
j

= 0 ; (26)

@

@!j

"

c4 � �1c1 � �2

X

i

!i

#

j!j= !
�
j

= 0 ; (27)

wherethe!�j denote the weightsforan optim alportfolio.From the norm alization condition

X

i

!i= 1 ; (28)

one ofthe Lagrange m ultipliers am ong �1;�2 can be elim inated. Let us de�ne cn such that the

expressions(20,21,23)read

c1 �
X

i

!ic1i ; (29)

c2 �
X

i

!
2
ic2i ; (30)

c4 �
X

i

!
4
ic4i : (31)

Thee�cientfrontierforthem ean-variance c 1 � c2 porfoliosisgiven by:

c1 =
1

2�1
(A � B

2
=D )+ B =D ; (32)

c2 =
1

4�21
(A � B

2
=D )+ 1=D ; with (33)

A �
X

i

c12i

c2i
; (34)

B �
X

i

c1i

c2i
; (35)

D �
X

i

1

c2i
: (36)

(37)
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Varying �1 then traces out the e�cient frontier. Likewise the e�cient frontier for the c 1 � c4

portfoliosisgiven by:

c1 �
X

i

!
�
ic1i ; (38)

c4 �
X

i

(!�i)
4
c4i ; with (39)

!
�
i =

1
P

i� j(c1i� �2)=(4c4i)j
1=3

� j
(c1j � �2)

4c4j
j
4=3

; (40)

with + ifc1j > �2 and � otherwise.

Fig.5 showsthe e�cient frontiersforportfoliosconstituted ofthe three assetsCHV-XO N-M YR.

The lines are derived from the theoreticalprediction given by Eq.(27) using the exponents de-

term ined from Fig.1. The solid line showsthe m ean-variance e�cient frontiernorm alized to the

m inim um varianceand thedotted lineshowsthec1� c4 e�cientfrontiernorm alized tothem inim um

fourth-order cum ulant determ ined from the theory assum ing no correlations between the assets.

The+ (resp.o)aretheem piricalm ean-variance(resp.c1 � c4)portfoliosconstructed by scanning

the weights w1 (Chevron),w2 (Exxon)and w3 (M alaysian Ringgit) in the interval[0;1]by steps

of0:02 with the condition ofnorm alization (28). Both fam ily de�ne a setofaccessible portfolios

and thefrontierofeach dom ain de�nethecorresponding em piricale�cientfrontiers.Notethatby

allowing negativeweights(shortposition),thedom ainswithin theparabola areprogressively �lled

up,corresponding to accessible portfolioswith \short" positions.

The agreem ent is not good quantitatively between theory and em piricaltests due to the strong

correlationsbetween Chevron and Exxon which isneglected in the theory (see �gure (4)). How-

ever,there isgood qualitative agreem ent:thetheory and em piricaltestsare essentially translated

vertically,with thesam e characteristics.Them ostim portantfeatureisthatthec1 � c4 portofolio

with m inim um fourth-ordercum ulant(sm all\largerisks")hasa signi�cantly largerreturn c1 than

the portfolio with the m inim um variable. For instance in the historicaldata,the return for the

m inim um variance occurs forw1 = 0:032;w2 = 0:084;w3 = 0:884 forwhich the m ean annualized

return is c1 = 3:1% and the fourth-order cum ulant is c4=c4m in = 2:22,i.e. m ore than twice the

m inim um possiblevalue.Them inim um ofc4 isreached forw1 = 0:292;w2 = 0:084;w3 = 0:624 for

which the m ean annualized return isc1 = 7:2% ,i.e. m ore than double the return foroptim althe

m ean-variance portfolio. Itsvariance isc2=c2m in = 1:73 which isa relatively m oderate increase of

\sm allrisks".Theresultspresented herecan beeasily generalized to highercum ulantswith sim ilar

conclusions.
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Figure1: y(r)-transform ation de�ned by equations(3,4)fortheperiod from january 1971 to oct.

1998.+ correspondstopositivereturnsand otonegativereturns.Thedaily returnsrareexpressed

in annualized percentage.a)Chevron stock (CHV),b)Exxon stock (XO N),c)M alaysian Ringgit

againstUS dollar(M YR).
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Figure 2:Com parison ofthe em pirically determ ined cum ulantscn and excesskurtosis� (fatsolid

line)to the theory Eq.(20-23)(thin solid line)using theexponentsi determ ine from Fig.1 fora

portfolio constituted ofthe M alaysian Ringgitand the Chevron stock.The cum ulantsare plotted

asafunction oftheassetweightw1,wheretheindex 1correspondstoCHV,with thenorm alization

w1 + w2 = 1.Thus,theweightoftheM alaysian Ringgitisw2 = 1� w1.Theerrorbarsshown are

obtained assum ing an uncertainty in thedeterm ination oftheexponentsi= i� 0:05.
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Figure3:Annualized daily returns(in percent)and cum ulativewealth (starting with a unitwealth

attim e zero)forthe two portfolioscorresponding to the m inim um variance with Chevron weight

w1 = 0:095 and m inim um fourth-ordercum ulant c4 with Chevron weight w1 = 0:38,determ ined

from �gure2.
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Figure 4: Sam e as�gure 2 fora portfolio constituted ofthe Exxon and the Chevron stocks. The

cum ulantsare plotted asa function ofthe Chevron weightw1 and the weightofthe Exxon stock

isw2 = 1� w1.
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Figure 5: E�cient frontiers for the three-asset portfolio CHV-XO N-M YR derived from theory

Eq.(27)using theexponentsi’sdeterm ined from Fig.(1).Thesolid lineshowsthem ean-variance

e�cientfrontiernorm alized to them inim um varianceand thedotted lineshowsthec 1� c4 e�cient

frontiernorm alized to the m inim um fourth-ordercum ulantdeterm ined from the theory assum ing

no correlations between the assets. The + (resp. o) are the em piricalm ean-variance (c1 � c4)

(resp. c1 � c4)portfolios constructed by scanning the weights w1 (Chevron),w2 (Exxon)and w3

(M alaysian Ringgit)in the interval[0;1]by stepsof0:02 while stillim plem enting the condition of

norm alization (28).Both fam ily de�neasetofaccessibleportfoliosexcluding any \short" positions

and thefrontierofeach dom ain de�nethe corresponding em piricalfrontiers.
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