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Abstract

Correlations among stock returns during volatile markets differ substantially
compared to those from quieter markets. During times of financial crisis, it
has been observed that ‘traditional’ dependency in global markets breaks down.
However, such an upheaval in dependency structure happens over a span of
several months, with the breakdown coinciding with a major bankruptcy or sov-
ereign default. Even though risk managers generally agree that identifying these
periods of breakdown is important, there are few statistical methods to test for
significant breakdowns. The purpose of this paper is to propose a simple test
to detect such structural changes in global markets. This test relies on the as-
sumption that asset price follows a Geometric Brownian Motion. We test for a
breakdown in correlation structure using eigenvalue decomposition. We derive
the asymptotic distribution under the null hypothesis and apply the test to stock
returns. We compute the power of our test and compare it with the power of
other known tests. Our test is able to accurately identify the times of structural
breakdown in real-world stock returns. Overall we argue, despite the parsimony
and simplicity in the assumption of Geometric Brownian Motion, our test can

perform well to identify the breakdown in dependency of global markets.
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1 Introduction

An important problem in statistical modeling of financial time series is to analyze and
detect structural changes in the relationship among stock returns. Pearson Correlation
is one of the widely used metrics in financial risk management to indicate the relation-
ship among various returns. Long-term risk-averse investors tend to hold portfolios of
assets whose returns are not positively correlated for diversification benefits. However,
there is compelling empirical evidence that the correlation structure among returns of
the assets cannot be assumed to be constant over time, see, e.g. |Forbes and Rigobon,
2002], |[Krishnan et al., 2009], [Wied et al., 2012] and [Wied, 2017]. In particular, in
periods of financial crisis, correlations among stock returns increase, a phenomenon
which is sometimes referred to as diversification meltdown. In this paper, we detect
and test for these structural changes by considering the constancy of correlation mat-
rix. [Wied et al., 2012] has shown that testing for changes of correlation can be more
powerful than testing for changes in covariance, especially when there is more than
one change point. However, one of the drawbacks of these existing tests ([Wied et al.,
2012] and [Wied, 2017]) is that pairwise comparison of correlation matrix is not a scal-
able solution when there are large number of stocks involved in the portfolio. Instead
of the vector of successively calculated pairwise correlation coefficients, we consider
the largest eigenvalue of sample correlation matrix and derive its limiting distribution,
based on the assumption of Geometric Brownian motion (GBM) of stockprice and
some proof ideas from [Anderson, 1963]. Our key contributions are as follows: Our
proposed test is scalable to portfolios with large number of stocks as ours does not
involve any pair-wise comparisons. It is easily explainable to all the stakeholders and

fairly straightforward to implement.

Outline First, we show how the returns are normality using the assumption of GBM
for stock prices. Next, we define our test statistic and derive its distribution using
results from [Anderson, 1963]. Our test statistic is qualitatively very similar to the one
defined in [Wied et al., 2012] and [Wied, 2017] as discussed in section 2.2 Towards
the end of this section, we give a simplified expression for the asymptotic distribution
of test statistic for the cases of two-stock and three-stock portfolios. In section [3]
we demonstrate the performance of our test on known stock indices such as SNP500,

DOWlJones, etc. In section [ we derive the power of our test and compare it with



those of existing methods. Finally, in section [5| we discuss the merits and demerits of

our approach.

2 Test statistic

In this section, we derive the distribution of eigenvalues of sample correlation matrix
when the returns are iid multivariate normal by making use of results from |Anderson,
1963|. Further, we define our test statistic and use these results to derive its asymptotic
distribution. First, we start off by showing how the returns will be iid normal under

the assumption that the stock price follows a Geometric Brownian Motion.

2.1 The Geometric Brownian Motion - preliminaries

The Geometric Brownian Motion is a continuous time stochastic process in which the
logarithm of a random variable follows a Wiener’s process with some drift [Sheldon
Ross, 2014]. Geometric Brownian motion (GBM) describes the evolution of the stock
price S(t) over time and is widely used in mathematical finance to calculate the price
of options [Brigo et al., 2007]. The GBM is modeled using the following stochastic

differential equation:

dS(t) = uS(t)dt + o S(t)dW (t) (1)

Here, 1 and o denote the drift and volatility of the stock price, respectively. W is

a standard Brownian motion, also known as Wiener’s Process, that is characterised by

independent identically distributed (iid) increments of random variables that follow a

Gaussian distribution with zero mean and a standard deviation equal to the square root

of the time step. It can be seen that at every time ¢, dS(t) depends only S(t). In other

words, the conditional distribution of the future price given all the price information

up to time ¢, depends only on the present price at time ¢ but not on the past prices -
i.e. a Markov property.

Using Itos lemma, equation (1| can be rewritten as follows:

dlog S(t) = (u - %02) dt + odW (t) (2)

where log denotes the standard natural logarithm. Integrating this equation ({2))

from t; to to, leads to:



log S(ty) —log S(t1) = (u - %02) (ta —t1) + (W (ta) — W(ty))

~ N ((u — 302) (ty — t1), 0% (ts — tl)) :

Rearranging the equations and substituting the boundary conditions ¢, = T and

(3)

t; = 0, the process describing the stock price S(7T') is obtained as follows:

2
Equation shows that if asset price S(t) follows a GBM, then the logarithmic

returns log(Siya;/S:) follow a normal distribution.

S(T) = S(0) exp <[u - 102} T+ aW(T)) (4)

Note that in equation , we can approximate the log returns using Taylor series

approximation of log(1l — z) ~ —x + o(z)

S(ta)\ S(tz) _S(ta) = S(t)
log (S(t1)> = log (1 + S(t) — 1) R —S(tl) = R(t») (5)

Using the approximation in equation , we can see that the returns R(¢) approx-

imately follow normal distribution using the assumption of GBM for stock prices.

2.2 Asymptotic distribution of eigenvalues and Test Statistic

Asymptotic distribution of the eigenvalues of sample covariance matrix is derived in

equations (2.1 - 2.13) of [Anderson, 1963]. The theorem and results are as follows:

Say x, is a p-dimensional vector distributed according to N'(0, ) and A = Y ] x4,
From multivariate central limit theorem, (1/n'/?)(A — nX) is asymptotically normally
distributed. Let (di,...,d,) be the eigenvalues of A, where d; > dy > ... > d,, and
(01,...,0,) be the eigenvalues of ¥, where 6; > da... > 4.

First, we give the results for the simple case where all the characteristic roots of X
are equal, that is, 9y = --- = 0, = A, say. Define H := Vt(D; — M), where D, is a p
x p diagonal matrix with (dy,...,d,) as diagonal elements, and I is the p x p identity
matrix. Clearly, H is also a p x p diagonal matrix with elements say, hi, ho, hs, ..., hy.

Asymptotic distribution of H is given by



K(p) =i

flhusha b, hys Ap) = —ore O [ (hi = hy) (6)
A2 i<j
where,
1 p(p+3) P

=2 4 [[P+1-i)

If the largest eigenvalue, A, has a multiplicity of ¢ instead of p, where ¢ < p, then
test statistic is slightly modified as H = v/t(D; — A ), where D, is the ¢ x ¢ sample
eigenvalue diagonal matrix and [ is the ¢ x g identity matrix. The distribution of H is
same as the one given above in equation (@ with p replaced by ¢. For example, when
the maximum eigenmultiplicity is just 1 (the case when all the eigenvalues are unique),

our equation @ simplifies to

2
—hg

flhiz A1) = i (7)

2/7A
2.2.1 Simplification for two-stock portfolio

We can simplify the above distribution in equation @ for the simple case of two-stock
portfolio, i.e. p = 2. Let X, = (X, Y;), where X;,Y; are standardized returns. Also,

let A, = Ztl X X ; The correlation matrix, Ar, at time T can be represented as

L pr
pr 1
. ) ) 1
whose eigenvalues are 1+ pr and 1—pr and the corresponding eigenvectors are — (1, 1)

V2

1
and —(1, —1). Let Dy = 1 + pr be its largest eigenvalue.

V2

The sample correlation matrix, A;, at time ¢ is

L p
pr 1



Also, let D; be the largest eigenvalue of A,

The test statistic is defined as follows:
he = Vt(D; — Dr) = V(1 + p) — (1 + pr))

where, D;, Dy are the maximum eigenvalues at times ¢ and T respectively. Note that
our test statistic is qualitatively very similar to the one defined in [Wied et al., 2012

as D X maxa<j<r \/Lf|pj — pr|, where D is scalar constant.

From equation @, we can see that the asymptotic distribution of h; is

1 1 n?

—6_4(1+PT)2

d
hy = Vt((1 —(1 - ——
e = V(1 +p) — (1+ pr)) 27 (1+ pr)
2.2.2 Simplification for three-stock portfolio

In this subsection, we derive an expression for the asymptotic distribution of the test
statistic for a three-stock portfolio, i.e. p = 3. Let X, = (X4, Y;, Z;), where X,,Y;, Z;
are standardized returns. Also, let A, = 3] X,X,. The correlation matrix, Az, at

time T can be represented as

1 PiT  P2,T
pr 1 p3r
p2r p3r 1

The characteristic equation for the above matrix is

(1=2)° = (A= NPt +p3p + p50) + 2p10p20p30 = 0 (8)

Solving for A in equation , gives the eigenvalues of the correlation matrix Ar.

Let A* =1 — A, then equation becomes

(A +pA = ¢ (9)
where, p = —(pi 7+ psr + P3r) » 4= —2p1rp2rp3 T
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Plot of absolute value of Test Statistic |Ht|
- Critical value for 90 % confidence level is 3.78
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Figure 1: Absolute value of test statistic for correlation between SNP500 & DAX

indices

Further, let Q =%, R =% and D = Q* 4+ R*.
From AM-GM inequality, we can see that D < 0. If D < 0, [Weisstein, 2018|’s
equations (57-73) give the real roots to equation (9) as

Dir =2y/-Q Cos(g)
Dyr = 2y/=Q cos(H2x)
Dy =2y/=Q cos(T)

where § = cos™! <\/f—QB)
Similarly, we can find the roots D, Doy, D3, corresponding to the correlation matrix,
A, at time t. Let Dy and D;; be the smallest roots corresponding to Ay and A,
respectively. As this is the case of multiplicity being 1, from equation @), we can see
that the asymptotic distribution of h;(= \/f(DLT — D)) is
ni

ht d 1 1 74(172@C05(%))2

- 2y (1 —2y/=Qcos(%)) ‘




3 Testing on stock returns

First, we demonstrate our test on the same stocks (SNP500 and DAX indices) con-
sidered in [Wied et al., 2012]; the highest value of the test statistic |h| is 3.79; as seen
from Figure [T} this coincides with the collapse of Lehman Brothers around 18 Septem-
ber, 2008, and is slightly greater than the critical value for 90% confidence level.
Next, we demonstrate our test on a three-stock portfolio for two cases. In case
(i), we have two American Indices (SNP 500 and DOWJones) and a German Index
(DAX). In case (ii), we have indices from US, Germany and Japan (SNP, DAX and
Nikkei respectively). As expected, it can be seen from F z'gure@ the correlation structure
has been disturbed more in case(ii), where all the indices are from different countries,

as against case(i) where 2 indices are from the same country (US).



Plot of Test Statistic | ht|
Critical value for 90 % confidence level is 5.84
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Plot of Test Statistic |he|
Critical value for 90 % confidence level is 4.00
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Figure 2: The figure (a), as evident from critical values, does not show considerable
breakdown in correlation as against the case when all the stocks are from different

countries in figure (b)

4 Local power

First, we derive the distribution of the test statistic b, = vt((1+ p;) — (14 pr)) for the
alternative hypothesis under consideration for cases (1-4) mentioned below, where the
correlation changes once at time ¢;. For case(5), the correlation changes twice, once at

time t; and once at t; + ts.



1 p,:0.5,z§§andpi20.7,i>%
2. p;=05i<Tandp;=07,i>1T

3. p;=05i<Tand p;=-05i>7T

4. p;=0.5,1< = and p; = —0.5, 7 >

!

T
4

5.p,=05,i<Tand p; =07, % <i<2Fand p; =05,i> 3

First we derive the expressions for cases (1-4) where correlation changes only once.
Let t; be the time until which the correlation remains p; and from time ¢; to t; + ¢y
the correlation remains ps.

So, the correlation matrices for duration ¢; and ¢, can be written as

Zt L Taly, _ g di,, 0 I
tl 0 d2t1

t1+to /
i T, dy, 0 /
Szt T0Te (e E
t2 0 d2t2

Therefore, the correlation matrix at time ¢; 4+ ¢, can be written as

ity ti(di,, )+ta(dyy,) 0
£t=0 "o _ @ t1+t2 E

t1+t2 0 tl(dltﬁiz(dltz)

where EE' =T

From equation @, we can get the distribution of dy, , dy,,, and, hence, the distri-
bution of di, + di,,.

When the correlation changes only once at ¢;, the form of our test statistic at t; is

ti(dy,,) + t2(dr,,) Tt
ht=t1:\/t_1(d1tl— 1(dy,, ) + 12 12):\/_12(d1t1—d1t2)

t1 +to t1 + 12

Substituting the distributions of dy, and dy, , we have,

5 (- () - () )

Where, N; is standard normal distribution
E.g. For case (1) and T' = 100, we have t;,ty = 100, p; = 0.5 and ps = 0.7
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We can derive a similar expression for the case (5) where the correlation changes
at two times, t; and ¢; + o, in the total duration (¢, + t2 + t3) under consideration.
The test statistic at ¢; is

hiee, = Vi (dltl ti(dy,) +ba(dy,) + tg(d1t3)>

ty +1t+ 13

Substituting the distributions of dy, , dy,,, and, di,,, we have the distribution of h;—,

% <t2 ((m —p2) + (\/(OOTE)Z)Q) * ((10%555)22)2)) NS)
+ty ((m — ps) + (\/<(1o+.5f11)2) i ((10%555)2» NS))

We checked the power of our test for cases (1-5), in which variances constantly

as

remain 1 and correlations change, and compared our results against those of [Wied
et al., 2012] and [Aue et al., 2009).
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Table 1: Empirical size-adjusted rejection frequencies when correlations change for

cases (1-5) with varying time horizon T

T 1 2 3 4 )

(a) Our test
200 0.01 0.04 070 0.70 0.04
500 0.04 0.07 099 0.99 0.06
1000 0.08 0.14 1 1 0.08
2000 0.21  0.29 1 1 0.15
(b) Test of [Wied 2012]
200 0.309 0.255 0.953 0.88 0.101
500 0.255 0.488 0.996 0.989 0.207
1000 0.83 0.733 0.998 0.998 0.422
2000 0.967 0.928 1 0999 0.75
(c) Test of [Aue 2009
200 024 016 097 0.84 0.08

200 0.58  0.40 1099 0.16
1000 0.85 0.69 1 1 0.28
2000 098 0.93 1 1 0.61

From Table [1], it is seen that, in general, the power of our test is lower compared
to those of [Wied et al., 2012] and [Aue et al., 2009]. However, in particular, for cases
3 and 4, the power of our test is slightly higher - indicating that our test can detect
large changes in the correlation structure more effectively. Further, it should be noted
that a correlation change of about (0.3 - 0.35) is common during the times of financial
crisis as indicated in Figure [3| So, while the power of our test is comparatively lower,
our approach is simpler to explain, understand & implement, and still can be used to

test the breakdown in correlation structure for real world scenarios.
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250 day rolling correlation between returns of SNP and DAX indices
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Figure 3: During the times of financial crisis, it is common to observe a change in

correlation of about (0.3 - 0.35) in a two stock portfolio

5 Conclusions

In this paper, we have proposed a new fluctuation test for constant correlation matrix

under a multivariate setting in which the change points need not be specified apri-
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ori. Our approach is more simplified because it allows us to work with more standard
operations like eigen-decomposition and normal distributions against the pairwise com-
parison and Brownian bridges of [Wied et al., 2012] and [Wied, 2017]. Since we are
dealing with only the largest eigenvalue, the power of our test is lower compared to
the pairwise comparison of the entire correlation matrix of [Wied et al., 2012] and
[Wied, 2017]. Nevertheless, our test is simpler in terms of understanding and practical
application, and is effectively able to detect changes in correlation matrix in real world
scenarios, as indicated in Section [3] Moreover, our method can be generalized to de-
tect any changes in covariance matrix structure, as a complementary technique to [Aue
et al., 2009]. One drawback of our test, which is also shared by [Wied et al., 2012] and
[Wied, 2017], is the assumption of finite fourth moments and constant expectations
and variances. Another drawback, which is shared by most of correlation based tests,
is the low power when there are multiple change points in the duration under consider-
ation, as illustrated in [Cabrieto et al., 2018]. Hence, it may be worthwhile to consider

techniques like prefiltering and /or other transformations to overcome these drawbacks.
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