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Abstract. The purpose of this paper is to calculate the risk-dependent
centrality (RDC) of the Brazilian stock market. We computed the RDC
for assets traded on the Brazilian stock market between January 2008
to June 2020 at different levels of external risk. We observed that the
ranking of assets based on the RDC depends on the external risk. Rankings’ volatility is related to crisis events, capturing the recent Brazilian
economic-political crisis. Moreover, we have found a negative correlation
between the average volatility of assets’ ranking based on the RDC and
the average daily returns on the stock market. It goes in hand with the
hypothesis that the rankings’ volatility is higher in periods of crisis.
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Introduction

Centrality is one of the key topological features of nodes in complex networks
[22,5]. It refers to how important and influential a given node is for the whole
network. Central nodes play an important role concerning dynamical processes
throughout complex networks, e.g., the spreading of news in social networks
or the propagation of shocks in financial networks. Moreover, the removal of a
central node is supposed to cause a significant change in the structure of the
network; otherwise (for instance, if it is a dead-end node), its removal will have
no further consequences. Consider the simple example depicted in Figure 1. The
removal of node 4 will break the network into two disconnected components, implying that 4 is a very central node. Notice that this node is not highly connected
and, therefore, not only hubs are considered as central.
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Fig. 1: The removal of node 4 will break the network into two disconnected parts.
Moreover, all shortest paths from one region to another has to go through node
4.

There are many centrality measures to characterize the networks structure [22].
Particularly, three classical ones are (i) the degree (the number of direct neighbors of a given node), (ii) the betweenness centrality (the fraction of shortest
paths1 going through a given node), and (iii) the closeness centrality (the average of the shortest path from a given node to every other node in the network).2
The eigenvector centrality ([3]) is not restricted to shortest paths. It is defined
as the main eigenvector of the adjacency matrix representing the network. Other
centrality measures include the subgraph centrality ([9]), and the PageRank centrality ([12]).
The use of centrality measures in the analysis of economic and financial networks
has proved to be quite fruitful. It has shed light on a wide range of important
1
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The shortest path between two nodes is the one in which the sum of the weights of
the constituent edges is minimized. There are some excellent textbooks the reader
unfamiliar with the complex networks concepts may refer to, as [8] and [1].
They are note necessarily correlated, hence the necessity of considering more than
one measure of centrality. Coming back to Figure 1, node 4 has a small degree (just
two direct neighboring nodes). However, all shortest paths from the region comprised
of the red nodes to the region comprised of the green nodes has to go through node
4, which implies it has a high value of betweenness centrality.
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issues. Several studies (e.g., [18], [14], [16], [4], [10]) have attested the relevance
of centrality measures in identifying systemically important nodes in financial
networks. D’Errico et al. [6] studied the shareholding network of the Italian Stock
Market. By using some centrality measures, they detected central companies
according to two criteria: informational flow and absorption of external shocks
(less asset volatility in central companies). Rossi et al. [23] found a positive
correlation between network centrality and portfolio performance in a delegated
investment management setting. Temizsoy et al. [24] show that funding rates in
the e-MID market are significantly affected by banks’ network centrality in the
interbank market. The temporal centrality measure, developed by [25], proved
to be an efficient portfolio optimization and risk management tool.
A shortcoming of the existent measures of centrality is that they are based on
a static view of the network. Networks are subject to elements that can cause
significant changes in relatively short periods of time. For instance, changes in
the external risk will alter the centrality ranking of the banks in an interbank
network ([2]). Based on the Susceptible-Infected epidemiological models ([20])
and on the communicability functions ([7]), Bartesaghi et al. ([2]) derived a
new centrality measure called risk-dependent centrality (RDC). This centrality
measure, as well as the ranking of the nodes in the network according to this
index, vary with the change in the external risk the whole network is submitted
to.
The purpose of this paper is to calculate the RDC of the Brazilian stock market.
Following [2], we extracted the minimum spanning tree (MST) from the correlation matrix of daily returns of assets traded at the Brazilian stock market. The
period ranges from January 2008 to June 2020. The RDC is computed for each
asset at different levels of external risk. We observed that the ranking of assets
based on the RDC depends on the external risk: assets which are central at low
levels of external risk are less central when this level increases, and vice-versa.
Moreover, we have found a negative correlation between the average volatility
of assets’ ranking based on the RDC and the average daily returns on the stock
market. It goes in hand with the hypothesis that the rankings’ volatility is higher
in periods of crisis.
Besides this introduction, this paper has three other parts. Section 2 presents
the methodology and the data set. Results are discussed in Section 3. Some
concluding remarks take Section 4.

2
2.1

Methodology and data set
The data set

Our data set is comprised of daily closure prices of the assets traded at the Brazilian stock market (BMF&BOVESPA) between January 2008 and June 2020. Following Bartesaghi et al. ([2]), we used moving six-months windows, in which the
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window is rolled one month forward. The first time window covers all trading
days from January 1st , 2008 to June 30th , 2008; the second one, from February
1st , 2008 to July 31st , 2008; and so on, until the last time window, from January 1st , 2020 to June 30th , 2020. Hence, we have obtained a total of 145 time
windows.
In each window, we have considered only those assets whose number of observations is at least 80% of the number of trading days in the period. This is to
assure that the returns correlation can be properly calculated. The number of
assets in each time window varies from 196 to 249 and is depicted in Figure 2.

Fig. 2: Number of assets used in each time window. The time period in the
horizontal axis corresponds to the first month of the time window.

2.2

Methodological issues

Once the data was retrieved, we first calculated the logarithmic returns of the
assets:
rit = ln Pit − ln Pit−1 .
(1)
In Equation 1 above, Pit is the closure price of asset i at time t. Then we
computed the Pearson cross correlation coefficient ρij between the returns of
each pair of assets. Finally, we transformed the correlation coefficients ρij into
the distance coefficients dij according to the following equation ([17,21,13]):
q
dij = 2(1 − ρij ).
(2)
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The higher the correlation between the returns of two different assets, the
closer they will be. In fact, dij reaches its minimal value (0) when ρij is 1,
and the distance will be maximal (2) when the correlation is minimal (-1). The
coefficients dij form the distance matrix D, which constitutes the adjacency
matrix of graph Γ .
The minimum spanning tree (MST) T is extracted from graph Γ . A spanning
tree connects all the nodes of the graph without forming loops. Among all existing spanning trees, that whose sum of weights of the edges is the lowest is MST.
Figure 3 illustrates this point. The weights of the edges of the MST (in bold)
amounts to 38. It can be seen that it is not possible to connect all the vertices
of the graph through a shortest path of edges and without loops. MST is an approach extensively applied to financial networks (e.g., [11], [15]), as it highlights
the most relevant piece of a graph, bearing only its essential information.

Fig. 3: A graph and its MST represented by the edges in bold.

The final step is the calculation of the RDC. In the undirected network represented by the MST, the RDC of each node i is calculated according to the
following equation:3
Ri =

∞
X
k=1

ζk

Ak
= eζA ,
k!

(3)

where A is the adjacency matrix representing the MST and Ak is the number
of walks of length k starting at i to the power of k.4 The parameter ζ corresponds
3
4

For more details on the RDC formula, see [2].
In order to solve Equation 3, we rely on the following properties of symmetric matrices (as this is the case of A): matrix A can be decomposed as A = QΛQ−1 ;
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to the exogenous level of external risk to which the whole network is submitted.
Figure 4 depicts a simple network composed of five nodes. The path abcdb is a
possible walk starting at node a and ending at node b. Assuming all edges are
of length 1, this walk is of length 4. The RDC is the sum of two components:
the circulability, i.e., the weighted sum of all closed walks starting and ending at
node a, and the transmissibility, the weighted sum of all closed walks that start
at a and end elsewhere.

Fig. 4: The path abcdb is a possible walk starting at a and ending at b (length=4).

3

Results

3.1

General results

For each time window, we followed the steps described in Section 2.2. The ranking
position of each asset based on the RDC is computed varying the value of the
external risk ζ in the interval (0,1] with step 0.01.
The result for the time window 2008-01 (January 2008-June 2008) is depicted
in Figure 5. In most cases, the ranking position changes significantly according to different values of ζ. Some assets become less central when the external
risk increases. For instance, TIM (telecommunications, number 192 in Figure 5)
moved from position 9 to 107 when ζ increases from 0.01 to 1. In contrast, other
assets climbed in the ranking with the increase in ζ, as F. Guimarães (textile,
number 79, from 146th to 27th place) and Embratel (telecommunications, number 68, from 119th to 15th place). Other assets are very central even under high
and all A eigenvalues are real. It implies the following exponential matrix property:
eζA = QeζΛ Q−1 . For details, see [19].
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levels of external risk. The airline Gol (number 87) always occupies the first
place, regardless the value of ζ. Other quite central assets are, for instance, the
electric power company Light (number 113, worst ranking equal to 3) and the
gas distribution company Comgas (number 46, worst ranking equal to 5). On
the other hand, some assets have a very low level of centrality independently
of the external risk. The companies Vale (mining, number 203), Lojas Americanas (retail, number 116), B2W Digital (e-commerce, number 17), and Gerdau
(metallurgy, number 85) are always among the four least central assets.

Fig. 5: Distribution of assets’ rankings based on the RDC with respect to ζ.
Results regard to the time window 2008-01 (January 2008-June 2008). For the
sake of better visualization, results are being presented in two subplots.
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We calculated the average standard deviation of assets’ rankings based on the
RDC for each time window. As each time windows has a different number of
assets, we computed the standard deviation normalized according to the number of assets. This avoids any size effects and allows the comparison between
different time windows. Both measures are shown in Figure 6. There was a peak
of rankings’ volatility in the midst of the 2007-2008 financial crisis, whose climax was the Lehman Brothers bankruptcy. The period between mid-2014 and
end-2018, during which Brazil experienced a harsh economic-political crisis, is
also characterized by a roughly continuous increase in rankings’ volatility.

Fig. 6: Average standard deviation of assets’ rankings based on the RDC. The
time period in the horizontal axis corresponds to the first month of the time
window.

3.2

RDC and crisis

According to [2], the centrality of nodes is more affected by ζ in shock periods.
Therefore, the average standard deviation of assets’ rankings based on the RDC
should be higher in periods of crisis. One of the main characteristics of financial
crisis is a strong depreciation of assets, leading stock market indexes to plunge.
In the time windows subsequent to the 2008 financial crisis, the average daily
return of the main Brazilian stock market index (Ibovespa) was near -0.4%.
We computed the correlation between the average standard deviation of assets’
rankings based on the RDC and the Ibovespa average daily return. As expected
we have found a negative correlation. This correlation is more more significant
(both in terms of absolute value and p-value) when the normalized standard
deviation is considered (Table 1).
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To illustrate this point, we present in Figure 7 the distribution of the normalized
standard deviation of assets’ rankings according to the RDC for two time windows. We chose the time window 2009-10, that had the highest average Ibovespa
daily return (0.47%), and 2008-05, with the lowest (-0.44%). As expected, the
average standard deviation is smaller in the first case (0.055 against 0.081), with
a p-value around 1.8 × 10−9 .

Fig. 7: Distribution of normalized standard deviation of assets’ rankings based on
the RDC for two time windows: with the highest average Ibovespa daily return,
2009-10 (above), and with the lowest one, 2008-05 (bellow). The dashed lines
represent the average standard deviation in each time window.

correlation p-value
Standard deviation
Normalized std. dev.

-0.1762
-0.2207

0.0340
0.0076

Table 1: Correlation between the average standard deviation of assets’ rankings
based on the RDC and the Ibovespa average daily return.

As a last exercise, we ranked the time windows according to the Ibovespa average
daily return. We formed two groups: the five time windows with the highest and
the lowest average daily return (top 5 and bottom 5, respectively). Finally, we
compared the average normalized standard deviation of assets’ rankings based
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on the RDC between time windows of different groups. The results are presented
in Table 2. As expected, no time window in the bottom 5 group has an average
standard deviation smaller than any time window in the top 5 group. Moreover,
in the majority of the cases, the p-value is smaller than 5%.

Bottom 5
Top 5
2009-10
2009-11
2009-07
2016-11
2009-09

2008-05
0.026
0.036
0.031
0.027
0.020

2008-09
0.012
0.022
0.017
0.013
0.006

2008-07
0.010
0.020
0.015
0.011
0.004

2008-06
0.013
0.023
0.018
0.014
0.007

2008-08
0.009
0.019
0.014
0.010
0.003

Table 2: The values in the table correspond to the difference between the average
standard deviation of assets’ rankings based on the RDC of the time window in
the bottom 5 group (columns) and that of the time window in the top 5 group
(rows). Red: significant at the 1% level; Green: significant at the 5% level.
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Concluding remarks

We computed the RDC for the Brazilian stock market, replicating the results
presented in [2] for the U.S. stocks constituents of the S&P 100 index. In most
of the cases, not only the RDC, but also the assets’ rankings based in it, change
significantly with the level of external risk. Assets lose or gain positions in the
centrality ranking when the external risk level varies. Few assets remain at the
top or at the tail of the ranking independent of the external risk.
Additionally, we assessed the relationship between crisis and RDC. Bartesaghi
et al. ([2]) pointed that the centrality of nodes is more affected by the external
risk in periods of crisis. Comparing the Jan-Jun 2001 time window with the two
networks covering the 2007-2008 crisis period (end of 2007 and end of 2008),
they show that the volatility of assets’ ranking based on the RDC is significantly higher in the first case. We tested this hypothesis through an alternative
approach. As crises are characterized by a plunge in the stock market indexes,
we investigated the relationship between the volatility of assets’ rankings based
on the RDC and the stock market index return. We found a negative correlation between the average standard deviation of assets’ rankings and the Ibovespa
index average daily return, mainly when we considered the standard deviation
normalized by the number of assets. Moreover, tests of mean difference have
shown that time windows in the bottom 5 of average daily return present an
average normalized standard deviation higher than that of those in the top 5.
These results support the above-mentioned hypothesis.
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