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W e study em piricalcovariancem atricesin �nance.Due to the lim ited

am ount ofavailable input inform ation,these objects incorporate a huge

am ount ofnoise,so their naive use in optim ization procedures,such as

portfolio selection,m ay be m isleading. In this paper we investigate a re-

cently introduced �ltering procedure,and dem onstratetheapplicability of

thism ethod in a controlled,sim ulation environm ent.

PACS num bers:87.23.G e;05.45.Tp;05.40.-a

1.Introduction

Investm ent decisions are governed by weighing risk vs. reward,that

ispossible lossagainstexpected return.M arkowitz’classicalportfolio the-

ory[1]assum esthattheunderlyingstochasticprocessism ultivariatenorm al

with known returnsand covariances.In practice,these param etershave to

bedeterm ined from observationson them arket.Sincethenum berofobser-

vationsisnecessarily lim ited,em pirically determ ined param eterswillalways

contain a certain m easurem enterror. Even ifwe disregard the notoriously

hard problem ofestim ating returns and concentrate solely on the covari-

ances,westillrun into a problem ofseriousinform ation im balance:thesize

N oftypicalbank portfoliosistoo large com pared to the am ountofinfor-

m ation contained in the � nite-length tim e seriesavailable forthe assetsin

theportfolio.Asthenum berofinputdata isN � T,whereT isthelength

ofthe tim e series,whereasthe num berofdata needed forthe construction

�
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ofthe covariance m atrix is O (N 2),we expectthat the quality ofthe esti-

m ate dependsessentially on the ratio N =T and thatthe errorgoesto zero

only in thelim itofvery sm allN =T.Now theproblem isthatN =T isnever

su� ciently sm allin practice,in fact,itm ay easily becom elargerthan unity,

the threshold value where the covariance m atrix becom essingularand the

portfolio selection problem m eaningless.

O verthepastdecadesa large num berofdi� erenttechniqueshave been

developed to tacklethisproblem and reducethee� ectivedim ension oflarge

bankportfolios[2].O urpurposehereistoapplyarecently introduced � lter-

ing procedure[3]in a wellcontrolled sim ulation setting wherethee� ciency

ofthem ethod can bereliably tested.

In order to determ ine the optim alportfolio,one has to invert the co-

variance m atrix. Since this has,as a rule,a num berofsm alleigenvalues,

any m easurem enterrorwillgetam pli� ed and theresulting portfolio willbe

sensitive to the noise. In order to study the e� ect ofnoise,we start from

a known correlation m atrix,dressitwith noise,and reestablish the results

of[4].Next,weapply thecleaning procedureof[3]to theem piricalcovari-

ance m atrix,and investigate the im provem entofthe resultcom pared with

the original,un� ltered theory.

2.R esults and discussion

2.1.M odelcorrelation m atrix

Letusstartfrom a known covariance m atrix,C ,ofsize N � N ,repre-

sentingthetruecorrelation between N instrum entsm akingup theportfolio.

The portfolio weights wi ,(i= 1;::;N ),satisfy the constraint
P

iwi = 1,

and weassum ethatshort-selling isallowed,i.e.som eoftheweightscan be

negative.Forthesakeofsim plicity,wedonotim poseany furtherconditions

on the weights (like e.g. the usualconstraint on expected returns,which

cannotbe determ ined on a daily horizon with any reliability anyhow),and

concentrate on them inim alrisk portfolio.In a G aussian world thenatural

m easureofrisk istheportfolio variancewhich isthen ourobjectivefunction

to bem inim ized,

R
2 =

NX

i;j= 1

wiC ijwj: (1)

Aftersom e trivialalgebra one � ndstheoptim alweightsas

w
�
i =

P N
j= 1 C

�1
ij

P N
i;j= 1 C

�1
ij

: (2)
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It is naturalto assum e that stocks ofcom panies belonging to a given

industrialsector are m ore strongly correlated than those belonging to dif-

ferentsectors. Accordingly,we expectthatthe covariance m atrix displays

a block diagonalstructure. For sim plicity, we assum e that the elem ents

outsidethediagonalblocks(thatdescribesom egeneralcorrelation with the

whole m arket) are allequaland non-negative,%0 � 0,and the elem ents

%i,(i= 1;2;::),describing intra-sector correlations in the diagonalblocks

are constants within each block,and larger than those outside the blocks,

%i � %0. The m odeljust described is the sam e as the one introduced by

Noh [5]. For the sake ofsim plicity again,we study a case when the cor-

relation and covariance m atrices are the sam e,i.e. we set the variance of

individualinstrum ents to unity. The structure ofthe correlation m atrix,

which we willreferto asthe m arket-plus-sectors-m odelin the following,is

then given by the pattern shown in Figure 1. Such a m atrix,containing

�
�

�
�

�
�

�
�

�
�

�
�

Fig.1.Structure ofthe m arket-plus-sectorsm odelcorrelation m atrix.Correlation

with the m arketis%0,while the correlation insidesectoriis%i (i= 1;2;::).

M sectors,possesses M sm alleigenvalues given by 1� %i < 1,i= 1;2;::.

The corresponding eigenvectors willbe strongly localized,having only two

nonzero elem ents(ofequalabsolute value butopposite sign). Theirm ulti-

plicity isN i� 1,i= 1;2;::(whereN i isthenum berofentrieswithin sector

i),i.e.thetotalm ultiplicity ofthesm alleigenvaluesisN � M .In addition,

thereareM largeeigenvalues(� > 1),typically singlets,thatdepend on all

the param etersofthe m odel:%0,%i,and N i. Thatis,an M sectorm atrix

has2M di� erenteigenvalues. By virtue ofthe Frobenius-Perron theorem ,

the largesteigenvalue willnecessarily be a singletofO (N ),with an eigen-

vector having allpositive com ponents. This m ode can then be identi� ed

with the wholem arket.

O n the whole,this sim ple m odelreproduces allthe m ain features ob-
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served in the spectra ofreal-life em piricalcovariance m atrices [6]. It will

also beusefulto considertwo specialcasesofthem odel:W hen allthe%i’s

arethesam eand equalto %0,theblock structuredisappears,and weareleft

with a one-factor m odel,where only covariances with the m arket m atter.

The spectrum of the corresponding covariance m atrix consists ofm erely

two values,a large eigenvalue oforderN ,and an (N � 1)-fold degenerate

sm alleigenvalue,1� %0 < 1.Asa furthersim pli� cation,we can even drop

%0,and end up with the unitm atrix asthe m osttrivialcovariance m atrix

conceivable.

2.2.Em piricalcorrelation

Assum ing that we have chosen one ofthe above m odels,the m arket-

plus-sectors m odel,the one-factor m odel,or just the unit m atrix,we can

constructthe corresponding em piricalcorrelation m atrix from them asfol-

lows:wegenerate � nite tim e seriesfrom the truecorrelation m atrix C ,

xit=
X

j

A i;j yjt t= 1;::;T ; (3)

whereA istheCholesky decom position ofthetruecorrelation m atrix C =

A A T,and yjt isa random G aussian variable with m ean zero and variance

1 attim e t.

Then theem piricalcorrelation m atrix isgiven by theusualestim atoras

C
(e)=

1

T

TX

t= 1

xitxjt: (4)

Theresultingem piricalcovarianceswill
 uctuatefrom sam pletosam ple.

The m ain e� ectofthisnoise willbe to resolve the degeneracy ofthe sm all

eigenvalues,so thatfora largeenough m atrix they form a quasi-continuous

band.ForN and T going to in� nity so thatr = N =T is� xed and sm aller

than one, the spectraldensity of the sm alleigenvalues willbe given by

the M archenko-Pastur spectrum [7]. (For r larger than one,an additional

Dirac-deltaappearsattheorigin.) Forsm allenough r’sthelargeeigenvalues

rem ain relatively una� ected by the noise,but as r grows and approaches

unity,the e� ectofnoise becom esdram atic,aswedem onstrate below.

The M arkowitz-weights corresponding to the em piricalcovariance m a-

trix are

w
(e)

i =

P N
j= 1 C

(e)�1
ij

P N
i;j= 1 C

(e)�1
ij

: (5)
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Now wecan evaluatetherisk associated with thischoiceoftheportfolio.

A possible way to characterize the e� ect ofm easurem ent error is to eval-

uate the variance by using the true correlation m atrix C with the weights

calculated from the em piricalone,C (e),

R
(e)2 =

NX

i;j= 1

w
(e)

i C ijw
(e)

j : (6)

Since theem piricalweightsare notoptim al,we alwayshave R (e)2 � R 2.

In the following we willuse

q
2
0 =

R (e)

R
� 1 (7)

asa m easureofthe e� ectofnoise on portfolio selection.

 0.1

 1
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raw
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Fig.2.O nefactorm odelresultsforN = 100,q0 vs.r:optim ization with em pirical

correlationm atrices(errorbars),random m atrixresult(solidline),andoptim ization

with the cleaned one-sector correlation m atrix (stars). For r > 1 the standard

M arkowitztheory isnotapplicable.

q0 can beeasily evaluated forthe specialcase when thetruecovariance

m atrix isjusttheunitm atrix.Then theem piricalcovariancem atrix willbe

a random m atrix with a spectraldensity fastconverging to theM archenko-

Pasturspectrum [7]:

%(�)=
1

2r��

q

(� � �< )(�> � �) (8)
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wherer= N =T,�< ;> = (1�
p
r)2.Evaluating q0 in thediagonalrepresen-

tation,we get

q
2
0 =

R
d� 1

�2
%(�)

�R
d� 1

�
%(�)

�2
=

1

1� r
: (9)

This strikingly sim ple result,dating back to a discussion between the

presentauthors,was� rstpublished in [4]. Itrem ainsvalid up to O (1=N )

correctionsalso fortheone-factorm odel,and,within correctionscontrolled

by thesizeofthesectors,also forthem arket-plus-sectorsm odel.Ittellsus

thatasthe size N ofthe portfolio growsand approachesthe length ofthe

tim eseriesT,theerrorin theportfolio diverges.W hileitisa com m onplace

that at the threshold N = T the portfolio problem becom es m eaningless

(the covariance m atrix looses its positive de� nite character), it does not

seem to havebeen noticed in thequantitative � nanceliteratureearlierthat

the errorcan begiven by such a sim pleexactform ula.

A com parison between the theoreticalprediction and the sim ulation is

displayed in Figure2:theagreem entisperfect.Concerningtherelevanceof

oursim pleresultforrealm arkets,onehastorealizethatithasbeen derived

on the basisofidealized conditions:perfectstationarity ofthe processand

G aussian distribution ofreturns.Neitheroftheseholdstrueon realm arkets,

thereforewebelievethatourform ula isa lowerbound fortheerrorin real-

life portfolios.

G iven the fact that r is never sm allin practice,and,in fact,it m ay

even go beyond the criticalvalue r = 1,itisim perative thatsom e sortof

� ltering or cleaning procedure be applied,in order to reduce the e� ect of

noise.A num berofthese techniquesisavailable in the literature [2].Each

ofthem corresponds to injecting som e externalinform ation,additionalto

the tim e series data,into the em piricalcovariance m atrix. The procedure

proposed recently in [3]requiresthatwem akean educated guessconcerning

the structure ofthe m arket. W e are going to test its perform ance in the

nextsection.

2.3.Cleaned correlation

Studies ofreal� nancialem piricalm atrices [6]have revealed that they

only have a relatively sm allnum beroflarge eigenvalues(in the case ofthe

S& P500 less than 20),the rest are sm all,and conform rather wellto the

M archenko-Pasturpattern (8).Thism ustm ean thatthenum berofrelevant

sectors isfairly sm allcom pared with the size ofthe portfolio. O urtask is

therefore to reconstruct the true correlation m atrix assum ing a structure

with a few sectors.
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Fig.3. M arket-plus-sectors m odelresults for N = 100, q0 vs. r, for di�erent

num bers ofeigenvalues reconstructed. Above 4 eigenvalues the result does not

changeanym ore.

Thegeneraltheory ofthecleaningprocedureoftheem piricalcorrelation

m atrix dressed with G aussian noise is described in [3]. Let G (Z) be the

resolventforthe cleaned correlation m atrix

G (Z)=
1

N
Tr

1

Z � C
; (10)

with a sim ilarform ula forthetheresolventg(z)oftheem piricalcorrelation

m atrix.Then therelation between thetwo isexpressed as

zg(z)= Z G (Z); with z =
Z

1� r+ rZG (Z)
: (11)

Thiscan betranslated into a relation between thecorresponding m om ents,

and from the knowledge of2M � 1 m om entsone isable to reconstructM

sectors for the true correlation m atrix. W e also note that this procedure,

applied in thereversedirection,allowsoneto calculate thespectraldensity

form orecom plicated scenarios,forcorrelated random m atrices.Asaresult,

theeigenvalue spectrum willslightly,butnoticeably change,and com eto a

closeragreem entwith theoneobserved in � nance.Theproceduredescribed

in [3]allowsonetoreconstructtheeigenvaluesonly,butnottheeigenvectors.

O uraim hereisto reconstructthetruecorrelation m atrix usingthecleaned

eigenvaluesand theem piricaleigenvectors.Thequestion iswhethersuch a

procedurecan lead to any im provem ent?

W e presentourresultin Figures 2,3,forthe one-factor m odeland the

m arket-plus-sectorsm odel,respectively.Thetruecorrelation m atrix iswell
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reconstructed in both cases,theportfolio builtfrom the(cleaned)em pirical

data issuboptim alby only 5-10% .Thus,the cleaning procedureleadsto a

very substantialim provem entcom pared with thenaiveuseoftheem pirical

covariancem atrix,and allowstheoptim ization to beperform ed even in the

range N > T.

The cleaning procedure does not determ ine the num ber ofsectors,or

ofthe eigenvalues to be searched for,it is a param eter ofthe � tting. W e

tested them ethod with di� erentnum bersofeigenvalues(i.e.di� erentnum -

bersofsectors),and observed thechangesin perform ancedependingon the

trialstructure. W e � nd that there is a clear saturation after one reaches

the num berofeigenvaluescorresponding the num berofsectorsin the true

correlation m atrix,and a furtherincrease ofthe num berofsearched eigen-

valuesdoesnotchangestheresult.Thisallowsoneto determ inetheproper

num berofsectorsby looking forthesignature ofsaturation.

O n theotherhand,no problem arisesifonesetsthenum berofsearched

eigenvalues higher than required: the cleaning procedure willreturn less

independenteigenvalues,saturating atthem axim alnum berallowed by the

num berofsectors.

In conclusion,we have perform ed a prelim inary study ofthe e� ect of

the random m atrix based cleaning described in [3]on the optim ization of

� nancialportfolios. W e have found thatthe m ethod worksvery e� ciently

in an arti� cialtestenvironm ent,reproducing nearly perfectly a one-factor

m odelscenario,and leading toahugeim provem entin am arket-plus-sectors

m odelwith a m oderate num berofsectors.Itisobviousthatbefore a � nal

judgm entcan bepassed on them ethod,a m oredetailed study ofitsvarious

aspects should be perform ed,extending also to a possible cleaning ofthe

eigenvectors. Furtherm ore, a carefulcom parison of the e� ciency of the

m ethod with other� ltering proceduresproposed in the literature isclearly

necessary.
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