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A bstract

Based on a faithfiil representation of the heavy tail m ultivariate distrlbution of asset retums
Introduced previously (Somette et al., 1998, 1999) that we extend to the case of asymm etric
retum distrdbutions, we generalize the retum-risk e cient frontier conocept to incorporate the
din ensions of large risks embedded in the tail of the asset distributions. W e dem onstrate that
it is often possible to increase the portolio retum while decreasing the large risks as quanti ed
by the fourth and higher order cum ulants. E xact theoretical form ulas are validated by em pirical
tests.
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1 Introduction

O ne of the m ost fundam ental tenet of econom ic theory and practice is that retums above the
so-called riskless rate com e w ith Increased risks. T his is the basis of M arkovitz’s portfolio theory
eg. M arkovitz, 1959) and of the CAPM (eg. M erton, 1990). Recprocally, investors want to
be com pensated for taking risk, that is, they want to eam a retum high enough to m ake them
com fortable w ith the level of risk they are assum ing. It is thus a findam ental prem ise of e cient
m arkets that \one cannot have both the cake and eat it too", ie. one cannot increase the retum
and lower the risk at the same tine. This resul stem s sin ply from the linear (resp. quadratic)
dependence of the average retum (respectively variance) of a portfolio retum on the weights of its
constituting assets leading to a parabolic e cient frontier in the retum-risk diagram .

In the realworld, the variance of portfolio retums provide only a lim ited quanti cation of ncurred
risks, as the distribbutions of retums have \fat tails" (eg. Lux, 1996, G opikrishnan et al.,, 1998, Lux
and M archesi, 1999) and the dependences between assets are only in perfectly acoounted for by the
correlation m atrix (eg. Littemm an and W inkelm ann, 1998). ValueatR ik (eg. Jorion, 1997) and
other m easures of risks (eg. A rtzner et al, 1996, Somette, 1998, Bouchaud et al, 1998, Somette
et al., 1998, 1999) have been developed to acoount for the Jarger m oves allowed by non-G aussian
distrbutions.

Here, we generalize our previously Introduced representation of the heavy tail m ultivariate distri-
bution of asset retums (Somette et al., 1998, 1999) to the case of asym m etric retum distrbutions.
W e calculate theoretically and test em pirically the cum ulants of a portfolio and generalize the
retum-risk e cient frontier conospt to incorporate the din ensions of large risks em bedded in the
tail of the asset distributions. W e dem onstrate the novel ram arkable resul that it is often possible
to In prove on the optin alm ean-variance portfolio by increasing the retum while decreasing the
large risks quanti ed by the fourth and higher order cum ulants. T his is related to and generalizes
our previous rigorous result (Somette et al, 1998, 1999) that m inim izing the variance, ie. the
relatively \sm all" risks, often Increases larger risks as m easured by higher nom alized cum ulants
and the Valueatrisk. Thus, putting the em phasis on the risk quanti ed by the volatility can be
both m iskading because large risks are still loom ing and in addition dam age pro tabiliy.

2 The asymm etricm odi ed W ebull distribution

In order to m ake our approach concrete, we assum e that price retums  x are distrbuted according
to the ollow ng probability distribution function (df)
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Q is the probability for observing a positive retum, the ’s are the characteristic retums and the
exponent s control the fatness of the pdftails, which can be di erent for positive and negative
retums.



ForQ = 1=2, , = and ; = , we recover the symm etric m odi ed W ebull pdf studied by

Somette et al. (1998, 1999) and the special case 4+ = = 2 recovers the standard nom al law .
The casewhen theexponents are an allerthan one correspondsto a \stretched" exponentialw ith a
tail atter than an exponentialand thusm uch fatter than a G aussian, but still thinner than a power
law . Stretched exponential pdf’shave been found to provide a parsim onious and accurate tto the

full range of currency price variations at daily interm ediate tin e scales (Laherrere and Somette,

1998). T his stretched exponentialm odel is also validated theoretically by the recent dem onstration

that the tail of pdf’s of products ofa nite number of random variables is generically a stretched

exponential Frisch and Somette, 1997), in which the exponent is proportionalto the inverse of
the num ber of generations (or products) In a m uliplicative process.

3 Nonlinear change of variable

Let uspose
vi = (x)*2 fr x>0; 3)
y = j xj 2 for x< 0: )
Inversely, we have
G : 2
X = v for x> 0; wih g — )
+
. ) 2
x = ¥ for x<0; with g — : (6)

T he change ofvariable @,@) from x toy adsto a G aussian pdf or the y-variable de ned in each
sam n nite dom ain:
|
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U sing a m axin ization entropy principle, one can then show (Somette et al, 1998, 1999) that the
correlations between the y variables of di erent assets provide the m ost e cient and parsin onious

mulivariable representation. T his transform ation has also been used for the analysis of parti-
cle physics experim ents K arlen, 1998) and much earlier or the treatm ent of bivariate gamm a
distribbutions M oran, 1969). It can also be viewed as a concrete In plem entation of the copula
representation of dependence between assets (eg. Embrechts et al, 1998, 1999). G eneralizations
to other non-G aussian pdf’s are discussed in Somette et al. (1999).

W e have m ade em pirical tests on three assets, using annualized daily retums of stodk prices of
Chevron (CHV) and Exxon (XON) in the period Jan. 1970 —M ar. 1999, and of the M alaysian
Ringit M YR) against the US dollar in the period Jan. 1971 —Oct. 1998. The CHV-XON pair



is am ong the m ost strongly connected group of stocks In the S& P 500 index whilke the M alaysian
R ingit is essentially uncorrelated to the Chevron and Exxon stocks. These extrem e cases allow
us to test the in uence of correlations. E specially for strongly correlated stocks, we have shown
(Somette et al,, 1998) that a change ofvariabl lke Eg. (:_B';fl) Jeads to a covariance m atrix which is
much m ore stable com pared to the usual covariance m atrix.

Fjg.El: show s In a Jog-log plot the y (r) transfom ation @{4) calculated from the em pirical positive

and negative retums of the Chevron and E xxon stodks and for the M alaysian R inggit against the
US dollar M YR).A ssum ing that price retums are distrbbuted according to an asym m etricm odi ed

W ebull @;_2), the slope ofthe y (r)-plot gives for lJarge rivaliesthe exponents ;=2 and =2.The
posiive and negative retums ofeach asset are seen to have aln ost the sam e slope for lJarge r values,

and consequently we w ill assum e for each asset that ; = In the sequel. The linearity of
the y (r) plots for large r values show that the large tails of the pdf’s are indeed to a very good

approxin ation distrbuted according to a modi ed W ebull distrbution Eq. L), with 1:4

CHV), 12 ®KON) and 062 M YR).For an alland intermm ediate r values, the y (r) curves
have a slope close to 1 (indicated by the y = r line), which m eans that an all and Interm ediate

retums are distributed acocording to a G aussian distrbution. Because of the nite resolution ofthe

data (the data has a lowerbound for the retum), y (r) approaches a constant value for the an allest
values of r.

4 Portfolio theory for the diagonal case

In this short lktter, we present the theory for the diagonal case where assets are uncorrelated.
T his isalready su cient to illustrate the m ost in portant resuls. E specially in the case of fat tails
(exponentsc< 1), correlations are less In portant than a precise determm ination ofthe tails (Somette
et al, 1998). W e w ill how ever present som e em pirical tests w ith uncorrelated and w ith correlated
assets, In order to iluistrate the im portance of correlations. Somette et al. (1999) treat the case
of correlated assets w ith sym m etric distrbutions w ith the sam e exponent . G eneralization to the
asym m etric case and w ith di erent exponents w illbe reported elsew here.

T he discrete tin e estin ation ofthe retums x; (t) are x (©) p®=pilt) = PEiEt+l) pil))=pilt),
where p; (t) is the price of asset i at tin e t. T he total variation of the value of the portfolio m ade
ofN assetsbetween tinet 1 and t reads

bl
SH= Wi pO= wi () ; ©)

=1 =1

3

whereW ; isthe num ber of shares nvested In asset iand w; = W jp; isthe wejghtl;'n capial invested
in the ith asset at tine t in the portlio. W e w ill assum e nom alization, ie. Y} ,w; = 1, thus
leading to a dynam ical reallocation of the assets In the portfolio.

T he expression {9!) can be expressed in temm s of the variables yi’s de ned by (:_ﬁ,:ff) as follow s

el
St = wi ¥, F; (10)

=1



where ; is the sign of x. A1l the properties of the portfolio are contained in the probability

distrbution Pg ( S (t)) of S (t). W e would thus lke to characterize i, know Ing the m ultivariate
distribbution ofthe x's (or equivalently the m ulivariate G aussian distribution of the y;’s) for the

di erent assets. T he general form al solution reads

¥z Loy &
Ps(S)=C dy; e z¥7 ¥ S () wi iy Feo: (11)
i=1 i=1
Taking the Fourier transform By (k) +11 d S Ps(S)e™S of {{1) gives
~ ¥ z 1 } Py . )
Bs &) = dy; e YV vt g i Fr 12)
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U sing the explicit expression of the form of the distributions @,E ), we get
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E xpanding the exponential exp (ikw;¥; ) in powers of its argum ent, we get
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and isthe Gamm a function. Replacing In (:l.-g:),weobtajn
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For symm etric distrbutionswih g+ = ¢ ,ie. 4+ = 1, = 1 and Qi= 1=2, we retrieve
our previous resul (Somette et al, 1999) that all the odd order termm s in the sum overm cancel
out:

" #
¥oxt (kwy® 1
~ _ i na; ! - 2nqg; .
Bs k) = L et ng+ o (18)
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The expression 1, (ﬂ(:l'll) Mifm) in (L6) is sin ilar to the expansion of a characteristic fiunction

In term s of m om ents. W e need to get the corresponding expansion in tem s of cum ulants, ie. nd
the coe cients ¢, such that

XY (ikw o)™ XE (k)"
—— Mifm)= exp —F cam) (19)
m ! n!
m=0 n=1
By identifying the sam e powers ofk term by tem , we get the cum ulants. T hen, using the product
in {{6) of the exponentials from i= 1 to N , we cbtain the cum ulants of the portdlio distrbution
as

b
a = wiM i (1) ; 20)
=1
b
o = wi Mi@) Mi@)® ; 1)
i=1
o
o = wi MiB) MM+ 2M:0)° ; (22)
i=1
o
c = wi Mi@) 3MiR)7 MMM iE)+ 12M 1M i@) eM D) ; (23)
=1
b
e = w) Mi(G) 5Mi@M (1) 10M ;@M @)+ 20M s G)M 5 (1)° + 30M 5 (2)°M 5 (1)
=1
60M s @M 5 (1) + 24M 3 (1)° ; 24)
b
C = wl Mi(6) 6MiG)M () 15M ;@M @)+ 30M @M ;D)7 1M ;(3)°
=1

+120M ;B3)M ;)M ;1)  120M ; 3)M ;1)° + 30M ; (2)°

270M ; 2)°M ; (L)% + 360M ; )M ; 1)*  120M ; (1)° : ©5)

H igher order cum ulants are obtained by using the form ulas given for instance by Stuart and O rd
(1994). The rst cumulant c; provides the average gain h Si and the second cumulant ¢ is the
variance of the portfolio gain. T he higher order cum ulants as well as the excess kurtosis Q;=é
quantify larger risks occurring w ith an aller probabilities but larger im pact.

Fi. :_2 presents a com parison of the em pirical determ ined ¢,’s and those determ ined from the
equations 4_2_@1';23), for a portfolio constituted of the M alaysian Ringgit M YR) and the Chevron
stock CHV).This choice ism ade because M YR is essential uncorrelated to CHV and the above
calculation should thus apply directly. For an extension of the theory to correlated assets, see
Somette et al. (1999). To perform the em pirical test shown In gure :Q:, we rst detem ined the
exponents ; = from a regression of the lnear parts of the y (r) functions for large values
of rjshown In gure 1. W e then use these 's to estin ate the coe cients 4+ ; ; from the
empiricalaverages ; = h( x ) 1 .Thenotation h i represents an average taken w ith respect
to positive/negative retums of the data. T he asym m etric weight param eter Q ; is determ ined from



the asset iasthe ratio ofthe num ber of positive retums over the totalnum ber of retums. T he error
bars shown In the gure are determm ined from the cbservation that the m ain source of error com es

from a m isgpeci cation of the tail exponent ’'s and we assum e conservatively an error of 0:05

on the values. Fjg.::Z show s a very good agreem ent between theory and the direct em pirical
determm ination ofthe cum ulants. T here is som e discrepancy for the third order cum ulant c3, which

re ectsour sin pli cation to use symm etric tailswith ; = in our caloulations Eq. 2023).
A s a consequence, the sole contribution to the odd-order cum m ulants stem s from the di erence

between 4 and ; and between Q; and 1=2. An addiional asymm etry in the shape of the
tail captured by ; € , however an all, can easily m ake the agreem ent adequate between the
theoretical and em piricalc; . W e have chosen not to ncorporate this additional com plexity in order
to keep the num ber of degrees of freedom as an all as possbl. T he even-order cum ulants and the
excess kurtosis aremudch less sensitive to the asym m etry in the exponents ; ;

The portfolio with m ininum variance ¢, has the optim al weight w1 = 9:5% , where the index 1
stands for the Chevron stock, ie. theweight wy, = 1  w; ofthe M alaysian R inggit is 90:5% . In
com parison, the portfolio wih m lnimum fourth cum ulant has an investm ent ratio ofw; = 38% in
Chevron and w, = 62% In the M alaysian R inggit. It is clear that the m Inim um variance portfolio
has a rather large fourth cum ulant, ie. m inin izing the am all risks quanti ed by the second order
cum ulant com es at the cost of In creasing the largest risks quanti ed by the fourth order cum ulant
(Somette et al., 1998, 1999).

FJg_G illustrates another even m ore Interesting phenom enon. W e com pare the daily retums and
the cum ulative wealth of two portfolios. The rst ¢ © porthlio has a m ninum variance ¢
Chevron weight w1 = 0:095 and M alaysian R nggit weight w, = 0:905). The second ¢ ¢
portfolio hasam inimum fourth-order cum ulant (C hevron weight w1 = 0:38 and M alaysian R inggi
weight wy, = 0:%62). The horizontal dotted lines in the daily retum plots are the m axinum values
sam pled for the retums of the ¢ ¢ portfolio. Notice that the daily retums of the m inin um
variance portfolio exceeds these bounds. T his illustrates vividly that, while m ost of the tin e the

uctuation of the retums are am aller or the ¢; ¢ portfolio, uctuations w ith larger am plitudes
and thus larger risks are cbserved in this m Ininum variance portfolio: again, m inin izing sm all
risks can lead to a dangerous Increase of large risks (Somette et al., 1998, 1999). Furthem ore, the
cum ulative wealth ofthe ¢ ¢ portlio with w1 = 0:095 is drastically inferior to that accrued in
theo ¢ portfoliow ith wy, = 0:38. In otherwords, you can have your cake and eat it too: decrease
the large risk (those that count for the safety of investm ent houses and for requlatory agencies) and
Increase the pro t! This exam ple illustrates how m isleading can be the focus on the variance as a
suiable m easure of risks and how lim ited is the use of standard portfolio optin ization techniques.
Not only they do not provide a suiabl quanti cation of the really dangerous m arket m oves, In
addition they m iss in portant pro t opportunities.

Fjg.:fl isthe sam e astg.:Q for a portfolio constituted ofthe Exxon and the C hevron stocks. D ue to
the very large correlation between the two assets, the departure between theory and experin ents
is a m easure of the in portance of correlations that have been neglected in the above form ulas,
expecially In this case where the exponents  for the pdfs of the two stodks are relatively large
around 14 and 12 respectively, ie. the pdf tails are relatively \thin". This constitutes a worst—
case scenerio for the application ofthe above theory that isbest justi ed forexponents < 1 (recall
that the standard G aussian regin e corresponds to = 2). Nothw ithstanding this lin itation, the



results conform qualitatively to our previous discussion: the best variance gives a substantially
larger risk for lJarge m oves and the retum is sub-optin al.

5 E cient Portfolio Frontiers

Based on our previous calculation, it is straightforward to construct the optin al m ean-variance
portfolios from the know ledge of the cum ulants ¢ and ¢, as a function of the asset weights w;.
Sim ilarly, we Introduce the optin alc ¢ portolios.

For a given m ean retum ¢, the portfolios that m inim ize the risks expressed through ¢, given by
Eqg. @1;') or by ¢ given by Eq. ('_2_3'))) are determm ined from the conditions
" #

o) 1a 2 U = 0; (26)

Cq 1a 2 U = 0; 27)

ti=15; @8)

one of the Lagrange m ulipliers am ong 1; 2 can be elin nated. Let us de ne cn such that the
expressions @021,23) read

X
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i
The e cient frontier for the m eanvariance c1 ¢ porfolios is given by:

1
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Varying ; then traces out the e cient frontier. Likew ise the e cient frontier orthe c ;1 ¢
portfolios is given by:

X
C1 b,cls; (38)
i
X 4
i
1 cl- ~
R — F 2y 40)
;o Jely 2)=(4ck;) = 4c4;

with + ifcly > , and otherw ise.

Fjg.r-fj show s the e cient frontiers for portfolios constituted of the three assets CHV-XON-M YR.
T he lines are derived from the theoretical prediction given by Eq. (_2-:/.) using the exponents de—
term ined from FJgEl: The solid line show s the m ean-variance e cient frontier nom alized to the
m Inin um varance and the dotted line show sthe ¢ ¢4 e cient frontier nom alized to them inin um
fourth-order cum ulant determm ined from the theory assum Ing no correlations between the assets.
The+ (resp.0) are the em piricalm ean-variance (regp. ¢ &) portfolios constructed by scanning
the weights w; (Chevron), wy, Exxon) and wi M alaysian R inggi) in the interval 0;1] by steps
of 002 w ith the condition of nom alization {§). Both fam ily de ne a set of accessble portlios
and the frontier of each dom ain de ne the corresponding em piricale cient frontiers. N ote that by
allow ing negative weights (short position), the dom ainsw ithin the parabola are progressively lled
up, corregponding to accessible portfolios w ith \short" positions.

T he agream ent is not good quantitatively between theory and em pirical tests due to the strong
correlations between Chevron and Exxon which is neglected in the theory (see gure @:)). How-—
ever, there is good qualitative agreem ent: the theory and em pirical tests are essentially translated
vertically, w ith the sam e characteristics. The m ost in portant feature is that the ¢ ¢ portofolio
with m inin um Murth-order cum ulant (am all \lJarge risks") has a signi cantly larger retum c; than
the portfolio w ith the m Inimum variable. For instance in the historical data, the retum for the
m ininum variance occurs orwq, = 0:032;w, = 0084;w3 = 0:884 for which the m ean annualized
retum is ¢ = 3:1% and the fourth-order cumulant is ¢4=Cgp in = 222, ie. m ore than tw ice the
m inimum possbl valuie. Them nimum ofcy is reached forwq, = 0292;w, = 0:084;w3 = 0624 or
which the m ean annualized retum is ¢ = 72% , ie. m ore than doublk the retum for optim al the
m ean-variance portfolio. &ts variance is =GR in = 1:73 which is a relatively m oderate Increase of
\an all risks". T he results presented here can be easily generalized to higher cum ulantsw ith sim ilar
conclusions.
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Figure 1: y (r)-transfom ation de ned by equations @:,'@:) for the period from Jpnuary 1971 to oct.
1998. + correspondsto positive retums and o to negative retums. T he daily retums r are expressed
In annualized percentage. a) Chevron stock (CHV ), b) Exxon stock XON ), c) M alaysian R inggi
against US dollar M YR).
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Figure 2: Com parison of the em pirically determm ined cum ulants g, and excess kurtosis

(fat solid

line) to the theory Eq. £023) (thin solid line) using the exponents ; detem ine from Fig.il fra
portfolio constituted of the M alaysian R inggit and the Chevron stodk. T he cum ulants are plotted
as a function ofthe asset weight w1, where the index 1 correspondsto CHV , w ith the nom alization

w1+ wy = 1. Thus, the weight ofthe M alaysian Ringgit isw, = 1 w1. The errorbars shown are
obtained assum ing an uncertainty in the determ ination of the exponents ;= ; 0:05.
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Figure 3: Annualized daily retums (in percent) and cum ulative wealth (starting w ith a unit wealth
at tim e zero) for the two portfolios corresponding to the m lninum variance w ith C hevron weight
w1 = 0095 and m nimum fourth-order cum ulant ¢; with Chevron weight w; = 0:38, determ ined
from gqure 2.
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Figure 4: Same as gure ;’_2.' for a portfolio constituted of the Exxon and the Chevron stocks. The
cum ulants are plotted as a function of the Chevron weight w1 and the weight of the E xxon stock
jSWz =1 Wi
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Figure 5: E cint frontiers for the threeasset portolio CHV-XON-M YR derived from theory
Eqg. C_Z-:)) using the exponents ;’sdeterm ined from Fig. {1:) . The solid line show s the m ean-variance
e cient frontier nom alized to them inin um variance and the dotted lne showsthec; ¢ e cient
frontier nom alized to the m inin um fourth-order cum ulant determ ned from the theory assum ing
no correlations between the assets. The + (. 0) are the em pirical m eanvariance (€@ <)
(resp. ¢ ) portolios constructed by scanning the weights w1 (Chevron), w, Exxon) and w3
M alaysian R inggit) in the interval [0;1] by steps of 0:02 while still In plem enting the condition of
nom alization é_z'z_a’) . Both fam ily de ne a set of accessb ke portfolios excluding any \short" positions
and the frontier of each dom ain de ne the corresponding em pirical frontiers.
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