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The non-fungible token (NFT) market emerges as a recent trading innovation leveraging blockchain technology, mir-
roring the dynamics of the cryptocurrency market. To deepen the understanding of the dynamics of this market, in the
current study, based on the capitalization changes and transaction volumes across a large number of token collections
on the Ethereum platform, the degree of correlation in this market is examined by using the multivariate formalism
of detrended correlation coefficient and correlation matrix. It appears that correlation strength is lower here than that
observed in previously studied markets. Consequently, the eigenvalue spectra of the correlation matrix more closely
follow the Marchenko-Pastur distribution, still, some departures indicating the existence of correlations remain. The
comparison of results obtained from the correlation matrix built from the Pearson coefficients and, independently, from
the detrended cross-correlation coefficients suggests that the global correlations in the NFT market arise from higher
frequency fluctuations. Corresponding minimal spanning trees (MSTs) for capitalization variability exhibit a scale-free
character while, for the number of transactions, they are somewhat more decentralized.

The complexity of financial markets, encompassing tra-
ditional assets and emerging forms like cryptocurrencies
and non-fungible tokens (NFTs), is a multi-scale phe-
nomenon driven by various factors. Understanding this
complexity and the associated emergent phenomena re-
quires delving into the details and intricacies of these
markets, dynamic interaction of diverse elements, and
the evolving system of global finance. NFTs represent a
unique form of digital assets, often tied to digital art, col-
lectibles, or virtual real estate. The subtleties related to
complexity of NFT markets arise from their innovative
nature resulting from the valuation of digital assets, intel-
lectual property considerations, and the variety of smart
contracts. NFTs also introduce new possibilities for cre-
ators and collectors, but come with challenges related to
copyright, authenticity, and market saturation. The issue
of global correlations within NFT markets has not been
quantitatively addressed in the literature so far and there-
fore, in this study, it is framed in the context of the poten-
tial competition between correlation effects and random-
ness.

I. INTRODUCTION

The cryptoassets space is constantly evolving. Since the
first cryptocurrency - Bitcoin - launched in 20091, blockchain
technology has undergone considerable evolution and found
applications in various fields2. The initial functionality of Bit-
coin and its early alternatives was limited to settling transac-
tions and serving as a distributed ledger register. This changed
with the launch of Ethereum in 2015 as a decentralized, open-
source, and distributed computing platform3. This marked
the first significant expansion of blockchain capabilities. The
Ethereum smart contracts functionality allowed for the easy

creation of one’s own fungible tokens in ERC-20 standard4.
One of the applications of smart contracts was one of the
first and highest-valued NFT collections - CryptoPunks, even
though the concept of unique tokens is older and can be traced
back to 2012 Bitcoin colored coins5 and the creation of the
first-ever NFT, Quantum, minted by Kevin McCoy on Name-
coin in 20146. The Ethereum project experienced significant
growth and development, particularly in 2017, when numer-
ous projects launched on its blockchain through initial coin
offerings (ICOs), ultimately contributing to a market bubble7.
At the peak of the ICO bubble in December 2017, the chal-
lenges in the capacity of the Ethereum network became in-
creasingly evident. The surge in popularity of the CryptoKit-
ties game exacerbated these issues, at times consuming up to
70% of Ethereum’s usage capacity. This spike in demand led
to record highs in the number of transactions and fees, consid-
erably slowing down the network8. The game enables partici-
pants to purchase, sell, and create non-fungible tokens (NFTs)
on the Ethereum blockchain. It stands out as one of the ear-
liest and most prominent examples of the ERC-721 standard,
which became officially recognized as the Non-Fungible To-
ken standard in 20189. This standard facilitates the straight-
forward creation of NFT tokens and collections by anyone.

The application of smart contracts to finance marked a sig-
nificant second milestone for the cryptoasset domain, giv-
ing rise to the phenomenon known as DeFi (Decentralized
Finance) Summer that lasted between mid-2020 and early
202110. This was accompanied by the development of
blockchains that competed with Ethereum, such as Solana,
Avalanche, Arbitrum, BNB Chain, Polygon, Tron, Optimism,
and Cardano. The total value locked in DeFi protocols on var-
ious blockchains peaked in Dec 2021 with a value of 250 bil-
lion USD11. In this period, NFT tokens surged in popularity
and entered the mainstream, driven by a low barrier to entry,
the simplicity of launching personal collections, and celebrity
endorsements. These factors fueled the speculative NFT bub-
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ble of 202112. The boom started in March 2021 when Mike
Winkelmann, aka Beeple, sold his NFT Everydays: The First
5,000 Days (2021) for $69 million at Christie’s13. Shortly
after that, the 10,000-part series Bored Ape Yacht Club was
launched in May 2021, starting a wave of similar projects
called profile-pic NFTs (PFP NFTs). Many celebrities owed
a Bored Ape Yacht Club NFT or released their own collec-
tions14–16 and even the former US president Donald Trump
had participated in the NFT collective enthusiasm17. Af-
ter spectacular growth, when the most expensive NFT to-
ken (CryptoPunk #5822) was sold for 8000 ETH in Febru-
ary 2022, the NFT market eventually peaked in May 2022,
reaching a total capitalization of ∼21 billion USD18. The
widespread popularity of NFTs at that time allowed for fund-
ing support for Ukraine via selling one of the CryptoPunk to-
kens in June 2022 for 90 ETH (∼100,000 USD). After the
subsequent crash19, the total capitalization dropped to 5 bil-
lion USD in April 202420. Given the unregulated nature of
the NFT market, it has been subject to numerous manipulative
practices21,22 including wash trading23 and pump-and-dump
schemes24.

Despite a dramatic drop of nearly 90% in market value,
the blockchain technology underpinning NFTs continues to
evolve. The Bitcoin Ordinals protocol was introduced to
the Bitcoin network in January 202325, enabling the cre-
ation of collections on the Bitcoin blockchain. In Decem-
ber 2023, this blockchain accounted for the largest portion
of NFT trading volume at 42.1%. Nonetheless, through-
out 2023, Ethereum maintained its position as the dominant
blockchain for NFT transactions with 72.3% trading volume
share26. Other blockchains hosting NFT collections include
Solana, Immutable X, Polygon, BNB Chain, Flow, Arbitrum,
Avalanche, and Ronin. There are many NFT marketplaces
that enable NFT collections trading; the three largest ones are
Blur, Magic Eaden and OpenSea as of April 202427. Although
the current main NFT application to pure speculation faced
serious criticism28 and, despite many challenges29, the stan-
dard may still represent a paradigm shift in how digital as-
sets are perceived, owned, and transacted, reshaping the digi-
tal world’s understanding of value and ownership30,31.

Building on our previous exploration of price fluctuation
characteristics within individual NFT collections32, this ar-
ticle aims to delve into the correlations among NFT col-
lection trades. The well-established financial markets, such
as stocks33,34, Forex35–37, and even younger cryptocurren-
cies38–45, demonstrate significant collective behavior in their
cross-correlations. Random Matrix Theory (RMT) has been
effectively utilized to uncover the nature and origins of corre-
lations in these markets46–48. In this study, RMT is applied to
examine the price and the number of transactions variations of
the collections created on the Ethereum blockchain. This anal-
ysis will focus on determining the non-random nature of these
correlations and examining if distinct NFT-market sectors can
be distinguished. Properties of minimal spanning trees con-
structed from the correlation networks based on correlation
matrices will also be analyzed. This approach has already
been successfully applied to financial time series49,50, includ-
ing stocks51–53, currencies36,54, and cryptocurrencies41,55–58.

II. DATA AND METHODS

A. Data specification

The dataset contains tick-by-tick data representing trans-
actions (price and time) on 90 NFT collections from the
Ethereum blockchain. It covers the period of T = 500 days
that began on June 9, 2022 and ended on October 21, 2023.
The data was sourced from the CryptoSlam! portal59. The
collections were selected according to the criterion requiring
that, on average, each collection had at least two transac-
tions involving at least one of its tokens. Each dataset was
then converted into a bivariate time series representing (1)
the collection capitalization logarithmic increments c∆t(t) =
lnK(t +∆t)− lnK(t) expressed in USD, where K(t) is the to-
tal capitalization at a moment t, and (2) the number N∆t of
transactions in time unit ∆t. Two sampling frequencies were
chosen: ∆t = 1h, suitable for the 13 most liquid collections
where less than 50% of hours had no trading activity (see the
column %0∆t=1h in Tab. I), and ∆t = 24h, applicable to all col-
lections. Transaction prices in various cryptocurrencies were
also available for extraction. However, since transactions on
the Ethereum blockchain occur not only in ETH but also in a
multitude of other tokens, this information proved to be im-
practical for consolidation into a single time series. The com-
plete list of the collections, along with their basic characteris-
tics such as capitalization on the dataset’s final day, the total
number of transactions, collection size measured by the num-
ber of circulated tokens, and a fraction of the hours without
transactions, can be found in Tab. I.

Capitalization K(t) and the number of transactions
N∆t=24h(t) for all the collections are depicted in Fig. 1(a)(b).
As shown in panel (a), most collections experienced a de-
crease in K(t) during the studied period, reflecting the over-
all downtrend in the NFT market. An exception to this trend
is Milady Maker collection, which experienced significant
capitalization gains in April and May 2023. These gains
were accompanied by a surge in transaction activity, with
the collection recording the highest daily transaction count
among all collections in the period studied, reaching approxi-
mately 1,600 transactions on May 10, 2023. The unique trend
observed in Milady Maker NFTs can be attributed to Elon
Musk’s tweet about this collection on this specific day and
to the subsequent price rally60. Other collections with a lower
capitalization that experienced slight valuation increases in-
clude Lil Pudgys, Sappy Seals, and Pudgy Penguins. These
collections also rank among the most frequently traded ones,
although the general rule is that the most capitalized collec-
tions tend to be traded more frequently. The only excep-
tion is CryptoPunks, which despite the largest capitalization,
have seen fewer transactions recently, likely due to their long-
standing presence in the market. Another interesting spike
in activity was observed on January 6, 2023 among less fre-
quently traded and lower-capitalized collections such as Alien
Frens, Killer GFs, Rug Radio - Genesis, Karafuru, Coolman’s
Universe, 3Landers, and Goblintown. On that date, these col-
lections experienced a significantly higher than average trans-
action volume and a notable drop in capitalization, as illus-
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FIG. 1. (a) Collection capitalization K(t) and (b) the number of trans-
actions N∆t=24h(t) for all the considered NFT collections with the
most frequently traded ones listed explicitly. Inset in (b) displays
fluctuations of the number of transactions around January 6, 2023,
highlighting a significant surge in activity for the aforementioned col-
lections during this period.

trated in inset to Fig. 1(b).
Various patterns of activity in financial markets are ob-

served61–63, which can be linked to the start/end of trading
sessions, specific days of the week, and macroeconomic news
announcements. This patterned behavior is mirrored in the
cryptocurrency market as well64. Given this context, it be-
came compelling to investigate the presence of similar trading
activity patterns within the NFT market. By segmenting the
number of transactions time series N∆t=1h into 500 time se-
ries for 24-hour-long periods and averaging across all trading
days, a daily transaction pattern was identified - see Fig. 2. A
period of the most frequent trading corresponds to the US day-
time trading hours peaking around 12:00 UTC, which is 8:00
a.m. in New York. Most of the liquid collections see their
highest activity levels during this window. Additionally, two
other notable peaks occur at 16:00 and 18:00 UTC, when the

FIG. 2. Daily pattern of the number of transactions in 1 hour interval
averaged over all trading days ⟨N∆t=1h⟩.

most frequently traded collection - Monkey Ape Yacht Club -
had the most transactions on average.

Understanding the characteristics of time series is crucial
before proceeding with a correlation analysis, because this
knowledge can help one in choosing the right correlation met-
rics. For this purpose, cumulative distributions of the capi-
talization increments c∆t and the number of transactions N∆t
were analyzed for the 13 most liquid collections (those with
%0∆t=1h < 50% in Table I). Fig. 3 shows that the cumulative
probability distribution functions (CDFs) P(X > σ), where σ

denotes standard deviation, of |c∆t | and N∆t for all the collec-
tions exhibit heavy tails – a common characteristics of finan-
cial time series65–68.

For the absolute capitalization increments |c∆t |, the CDF
tails follow a power law x−γ with the exponent γ varying be-
tween 1.5 and 2.0 for most collections – see Fig. 3(a). For
the most liquid ones, such as Bored Ape Yacht Club and Mu-
tant Ape Yacht Club, a stretched exponential function exp(xβ )
provides a good fit if β ≈ 0.35. In terms of the number of
transactions N∆t , the CDF tails are less heavy as compared to
those for |c∆t |, with the stretched exponential function accu-
rately fitting the data for 0.3 ≤ β ≤ 0.4. These findings align
closely with the results from a previous study on the most liq-
uid collections from the Solana blockchain32, where similar
patterns were observed in the distributions of absolute capi-
talization increments and the number of transactions.

Another measure of temporal relationships in time series,
which may involve both linear and non-linear dependencies,
is the autocorrelation function

A(x,∆i) =
1/T ∑

T
i=1 [x(i)−⟨x(i)⟩i] [x(i+∆i)−⟨x(i)⟩i]

σ2
x

, (1)

where σ2
x denotes variance of a time series x(i), ⟨·⟩ is mean,

and ∆i refers to a temporal lag measured in data points (which
can be translated to time by τ = ∆i∆t). For the financial log-
arithmic returns, the autocorrelation function (ACF) shows
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FIG. 3. Cumulative probability distribution functions for (a) ab-
solute logarithmic increments of collection capitalization expressed
in USD |c∆t=1h(t)| and (b) the number of transactions aggregated
hourly N∆t=1h(t).

a characteristic behavior of dropping immediately to zero if
their sign is taken into consideration and slowly decreasing
according to a power law if their absolute values are consid-
ered69. Fig. 4 presents ACFs for the 13 most liquid collections
for both |c∆t | and N∆t with ∆t = 1h. A consistent observation
across these collections is a slow decay of A(x,τ) signaling
the presence of long-range memory. For certain collections,
a power-law decay can also be observed. These long-range
autocorrelations persist for several hundred hours. A similar
power-law decay in ACF was observed in a prior study32 for
the most liquid collections on the Solana blockchain.

B. Detrended correlations

Given that the properties of the time series discussed in sec-
tion II A were identified as heavy-tailed with a long memory,
the detrended cross-correlation coefficient ρ(q,s)70 was em-

FIG. 4. Autocorrelation functions of c∆t=1h (a) and N∆t=1h (b) for all
the collections.

ployed alongside the standard Pearson coefficient to compute
correlations among the characteristics of the considered col-
lections. The method used to derive ρ(q,s) is the multifrac-
tal version of detrended fluctuation analysis (MFDFA)71,72,
which was designed to identify long-range power-law auto-
and cross-correlations that give rise to trends across various
time scales. Consequently, in contrast to the conventional
trend-elimination techniques, MFDFA and the related mea-
sures such as the q-dependent detrended cross-correlation co-
efficient ρ(q,s) are effective in managing nonstationarity73.
The coefficient ρ(q,s) allows one for an examination of cross-
correlation intensity across various time scales. The parame-
ter q enables for the correlation analysis to focus on a specific
range of fluctuation magnitudes.

The procedure for calculating the ρ(q,s) coefficient con-
sists of the following steps. Two time series {x(i)}i=1,...,T
and {y(i)}i=1,...,T of length T are divided into Ms segments of
length s starting from its opposite ends. Then the time series
are integrated, and in each segment ν , the polynomial trend is



Correlations versus noise in the NFT market 5

removed:

Xν(s, i) =
i

∑
j=1

x(νs+ j)−P(m)
X ,s,ν(i), (2)

Yν(s, i) =
i

∑
j=1

y(νs+ j)−P(m)
Y,s,ν(i), (3)

where the polynomials P(m) of order m are utilized. Specif-
ically, an order of m = 2 was chosen for its effectiveness
with financial time series74. Following this procedure, a total
of 2Ms segments containing detrended signals are generated.
Subsequently, the variance and covariance for each segment ν

are calculated as follows:

f 2
ZZ(s,ν) =

1
s

s

∑
i=1

(Zν(s, i))2, (4)

f 2
XY(s,ν) =

1
s

s

∑
i=1

Xν(s, i)×Yν(s, i), (5)

where Z means X or Y . These quantities are used to calculate
a family of the fluctuation functions:

FZZ(q,s) =
1

2Ms

2Ms−1

∑
ν=0

[
f 2
ZZ(s,ν)

]q/2
, (6)

FXY(q,s) =
1

2Ms

2Ms−1

∑
ν=0

sign
[

f 2
XY(s,ν)

]
| f 2

XY(s,ν)|q/2, (7)

where a sign function sign
[

f 2
XY(s,ν)

]
is maintained to ensure

that outcomes remain consistent across various values of qs.
Finally, the formula for the q-dependent detrended correla-

tion coefficient is presented as follows70:

ρ
XY(q,s) =

FXY(q,s)√
FXX(q,s)FYY(q,s)

. (8)

For q = 2, the given definition can be interpreted as a de-
trended version of the Pearson cross-correlation coefficient
C75. In this context, the parameter q functions as a selective
mechanism that either suppress (q < 2) or amplifies (q > 2)
the fluctuation variance/covariance determined within the seg-
ments ν in Eqs. (6) and (7)) When q < 2, segments character-
ized by small fluctuations have a greater influence on ρq(s),
whereas, for q > 2, segments marked by large fluctuations
have a heightened impact. Hence, utilizing this measure al-
lows for the identification of the range of fluctuation sizes
contributing to the noted correlations.

The methods presented above can also be used to investi-
gate the presence of multifractality for a single time series. If
the bivariate or univariate fluctuation functions can be approx-
imated by a power-law relation

F(q,s)∼ sh(q), (9)

where h(q) represents a non-increasing function of q, known
as the generalized Hurst exponent76. This function indicates

that the analyzed time series exhibits a fractal structure. When
h(q) remains constant, the structure is identified as monofrac-
tal, with h(q) =H being the Hurst exponent - a metric for time
series persistence. If h(q) is not constant, the structure is rec-
ognized as multifractal. The source of multifractality in the
time series is the occurrence of non-linear correlations77–80,
which are related to the existence of long memory manifested
by power-law decay of the autocorrelation function. As ob-
served in Fig. 4, such a power-law decay of the autocorrelation
function occurs in the case of the considered collection time
series. The multifractality of the financial time series is also
a stylized fact73,81. In our previous work32, the sign of multi-
fractality of the NFT collections from the Solana blockchain
time series characteristics was observed for some cases, espe-
cially for large fluctuations.

This study investigates the fractal characteristics of capital-
ization increments c∆t=1h and number of transactions N∆t=1h
for the most liquid collection during the examined period –
Mutant Ape Yacht Club. Fig. 5 presents F(q,s) for both c∆t
(top) and N∆t (bottom) time series in double-logarithmicscale
with −4 ≤ q ≤ 4 and 10 ≤ s ≤ 1,200. As can be seen in
both cases, there is at least a decade-long scaling range long
enough to determine the slope of F(q = 2,s) (green line in
Fig. 5) and, thus, to obtain the Hurst exponent H ≡ h(q = 2)
according to Eq. (9). The values indicate that both the ana-
lyzed time series are persistent with H = 0.62± 0.02 for c∆t
and H = 0.65±0.02 for N∆t . These findings are in agreement
with the results from our previous study based on NFT collec-
tions on the Solana blockchain32. However, when examining
h(q) across a range of q ∈ [−4,4], a sufficient scaling region
is identifiable solely for the number of transactions (as it is
highlighted by red dashed lines in the bottom panel of Fig. 5).
For the capitalization increments, the scaling region is notice-
able only for negative qs, and it does not extend beyond q > 2.
Having calculated h(q), it is straightforward to derive the sin-
gularity spectra f (α) in accordance to the following formulas:

α = h(q)+q
dh(q)

dq
, f (α) = q(α −h(q))+1. (10)

The multifractal spectrum for the number of transactions N∆t
is depicted in the inset of Fig. 5. Notably, the spectrum
exhibits only the left branch indicating that the multifractal
structure is evident only for medium and large fluctuations.
For both c∆t and N∆t , the negative qs that are associated with
smaller fluctuations exhibit a monofractal regime indicated by
the absence of a right arm in f (α). This left-side asymmetry
in the singularity spectrum is commonly observed in financial
time series where smaller fluctuations tend to represent noise,
while the medium and large ones contain genuine informa-
tion56,73,82–86.

C. Correlation matrix

In order to study correlations between the time series rep-
resenting I = 90 collections: the logarithmic increments of
total collection capitalization c∆t and the number of transac-
tions N∆t , the correlation matrices C and Cρ(q,s) based on
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FIG. 5. Fluctuation functions F(q,s) with q ∈ [−4,4] calculated for
the number of transactions N∆t=1h and logarithmic increments of the
total collection capitalization c∆t=1h for Mutant Ape Yacht Club col-
lection. In main panels, thick green lines represent F(q= 2,s), which
are utilized in computation of the Hurst exponent H. Vertical red
dashed lines point out to a scale range where the family of F(q,s)
exhibit power-law dependence for different values of q, from which
the singularity spectrum f (α) can be calculated (insets).

the Pearson correlation coefficient87 Pi j and the q-dependent
detrended correlation coefficient70 ρi j(q,s) were created, re-
spectively. After diagonalization of C and Cρ :

Cvi = λivi, (11)
Cρ(q,s)vρ

i (q,s) = λ
ρ

i (q,s)v
ρ

i (q,s), (12)

its eigenvalues λi, λ ρ and eigenvectors vi = {vi j}, vρ

i = {vρ

i j}
are derived for i, j = 1, ..., I. The resulting empirical eigen-
value distribution can be compared with the Marchenko-
Pastur distribution linked to the Wishart ensemble88 of ran-
dom matrices W. This ensemble exemplifies the inherent
characteristics of uncorrelated independent and identically
distributed (i.i.d.) random variables following a Gaussian dis-
tribution, N(0,σ)89. The probability density function that de-
scribes the eigenvalue distribution of W is given by90

φW(λ ) =
1
I

N

∑
i=1

δ (λ −λk) =
Q

2πσ2
W

√
(λ+−λ )(λ −λ−)

λ
,

λ± = σ
2
W(1+1/Q±2

√
1
Q
),(13)

where λ ∈ [λ−,λ+] and Q = T/I. Here, T and I denote the
number of time series and their length, respectively. This
relationship is strictly valid in the limit T,K → ∞. How-
ever, contrasting an empirical eigenvalue distribution with the
Marchenko-Pastur distribution helps in identifying the pres-
ence of any correlated patterns within the data.

III. CORRELATIONS BETWEEN COLLECTION
CHARACTERISTICS

A. Eigenvalues and off-diagonal elements distributions

Properties of the correlation matrices derived from the time
series of total collection capitalization increments c∆t and the
number of transactions N∆t were analyzed and compared with
theoretical predictions from the random matrix theory88. The
empirical eigenvalue distributions were compared with the
Marchenko–Pastur distribution corresponding to the Wishart
random matrix ensemble89,90 that represents the universal
properties of uncorrelated i.i.d. random variables with a Gaus-
sian distribution N(0,1). Moreover, the study included an ex-
amination of how the off-diagonal elements in the correlation
matrices relate to a Gaussian distribution, enhancing the scope
of the analysis.

In the Pearson-coefficient approach (upper panels of
Fig. 6(a)), the number of eigenvalues exceeds the bounds of
the Marchenko-Pastur (M-P) region, which contains the bulk
of eigenvalues corresponding to random fluctuations. This
fact points out to the presence of statistically significant cor-
relations among the analyzed time series. Particularly note-
worthy is the largest eigenvalue λ1, which stands well outside
this region. This is a common phenomenon in the financial
markets, where a typical eigenvalue spectrum of the Pearson-
coefficient based correlation matrices consists of a large λ1,
separated from the remaining ones by a considerable gap, that
represents a collective market factor representing all the assets
evolving in concert91,92.

Mature financial markets are also characterized by the ex-
istence of a few other elevated non-random eigenvalues that
correspond to market sectors (e.g., industries in the case of
stock markets or geographical regions in the case of curren-
cies)92,93. Regarding both c∆t and N∆t , it is observed that
the eigenvalues λ2 through λ4 deviate from the M-P univer-
sal prediction, which is particularly noteworthy for λ2 in the
case of N∆t . This suggests that the time series of the number
of transactions are more closely correlated within groups than
those for the capitalization increments. The significance of
λ2 becomes even more evident once the variance contribution
associated with λ1 has been filtered out by using a standard
procedure91,94 (see top panels of Fig. 6(a)).

The market factor becomes weaker, although still signifi-
cant, if the matrices Cρ(q,s) are considered (middle panels
of Fig 6(a) for q = 1 and bottom panels for q = 4). In this
case, one could also observe an effect of the correlations in-
creasing with time scale s, which is typical for the financial
markets95. The probability distribution function of the off-
diagonal elements of the correlation matrices C and Cρ(q,s)
offers complementary information to the eigenvalue distribu-
tion. Deviations from a Gaussian distribution in this case are
visible in all the cases in Fig 6(b). The fattest tails are ob-
served for q = 4 (large fluctuations) for N∆t - see bottom left
panel of Fig 6(b), where the extreme elements Cρ

i j(q,s) exceed
0.9 even on the shortest time scale s= 7 days. These large cor-
relations can be traced back to a number of transactions surge
across various less-traded collections on the same day Jan, 6
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FIG. 6. (a) Eigenvalue distributions of the correlation matrices C
(top) and Cρ (q,s) (middle for q = 1 and bottom for q = 4) cre-
ated from the total collection capitalization increments c∆t (left) and
the number of transactions N∆t (right) for ∆t = 1h. The theoretical
Marchenko–Pastur distribution φW(λ ) is marked by dashed red lines.
(b) Probability density functions of the off-diagonal elements of the
same correlation matrices and data as in (a). Dashed lines show a
fitted normal distribution to each empirical distribution (histograms).

2023 (inset of Fig. 1(b)). Their origin will be explained in the
following section.

B. Eigenvector components

By examining the expansion coefficients vi j of the eigen-
vectors vi associated with the eigenvalues λi that stand out sig-
nificantly from the M-P region, it is possible to estimate their
contributions by using either the Pearson or the detrended cor-
relation coefficients derived from the time series of total col-
lection capitalization increments c∆t and the number of trans-
actions N∆t for λ1 and λ2. In the case of c∆t and the Pear-
son correlation coefficient (top panel of Fig. 7), the collec-

tive character of v1 is distorted by the existence of the signif-
icant expansion coefficients v1 j with an opposite sign associ-
ated to: Lil Pudgys and Sappy Seals (v1 j ≈ −0.05). On the
other hand, the highest contribution to v1 comes from 3Lan-
ders, Karafuru and Alien Frens (v1 j ∈ [0.18,0.22]). On the one
hand, for q = 1 that corresponds to fluctuations of all mag-
nitudes (Fig. 7, middle panel), the negative coefficients cor-
respond to CyberKongz1, Metroverse and Killer GF collec-
tions, while for q = 4 that amplifies large fluctuations (Fig. 7,
bottom panel), the negative expansion coefficients correspond
to Acrocalypse and CyberKongz1 collections. On the other
hand, the greatest contribution to vρ

1 (q,s) is made by the ex-
pansion coefficients associated with Cool Cats, Goblintown,
Alien Frens, and CrypToadz collections (vρ

1 j ∈ [0.18,0.2]) for
q = 1 and with Chain Runners, Robotos, Galaxy Eggs, Alien
Frens and Cool Cats collections (vρ

1 j ∈ [0.25,0.31]) for q = 4.
It is worth noting that the largest vρ

1 j are smaller for q = 1 than
for q = 4 and for C.

A general conclusion that can be derived from the eigen-
vectors v1 and vρ

1 is that the most substantial contributions
to the market factor do not originate from the most liquid
and highly capitalized collections, such as Mutant Ape Yacht
Club, Bored Ape Yacht Club, or CryptoPunks, but from less
liquid collections with lower capitalization. This phenomenon
can be attributed to the generally weak average correlation
and, thus, to relatively minor significance of the market fac-
tor, as evidenced by the low values of the largest eigenvalue
λ1 and λ

ρ

1 in relation to other financial markets92, including
the cryptocurrency market96. In fact, the source of the signif-
icant matrix elements was singular, exceptionally large syn-
chronous events that occurred among less-liquid collections,
like the activity rush on January 6, 2023.

In order to identify collections that contribute substantially
to the eigenvector v2, it is recommended to remove that part of
the signal variance that corresponds to the largest eigenvalue
λ1. It can be done by using a regression-based method91,92:

c
(i)

∆t(k) = a
(i)
+b

(i)
Z1(k)+ ε

(i)
(k),

Z1(k) =
I

∑
m=1

v1mc(m)
∆t (k), (14)

where Z1(k) is the contribution to total variance associated
with λ1 (k = 1, ...,T ), and diagonalizing the filtered matrix C′

constructed from the residual time series ε
(i)
(k) (i = 1, ..., I).

The corresponding eigenvalue-eigenvector pairs for such a fil-
tered matrix have an index decreased by unity λi → λ ′

i−1, but
for the sake of simplicity, we shall leave the index unchanged:
λ ′

2,v
′
2. Fig. 8 shows the expansion coefficients v2 j for the

original matrix C without applying Eqs. (14) (top), for the
filtered matrix C′ (middle), and for the detrended correlation
matrix Cρ(q,s) for q = 4 and s = 14 after filtering analogous
to Eqs. (14) (bottom).

The first conclusion that can be drawn from the coefficients
v2 j is that Pudgy Penguins and the collection originated from
it - Lil Pudgys, that were created by the same producer -
TheIglooCompany, show strong correlations in terms of c∆t .
The same applies to ape-themed collections (Bored Ape Yacht
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FIG. 7. Expansion coefficients of the eigenvector v1 associated with
largest eigenvalue λ1 of the Pearson correlation matrix C (top) and of
the eigenvectors vρ

1 (q = 1,s = 14) and vρ

1 (q = 4,s = 14) associated
with largest eigenvalue λ

ρ

1 (q= 1,s= 14) (middle) and λ
ρ

1 (q= 4,s=
14) (bottom), respectively. All correlation matrices were calculated
based on the total capitalization increment time series c∆t .

Club, Bored Ape Kennel Club, and Mutant Ape Yacht Club)
released by Yuga Labs. The related expansion coefficients are
among the largest ones (v2 j ∈ [0.2,0.4]), together with Sappy
Seals (top panel of Fig. 8). The close relations among col-
lections released by TheIglooCompany become even more
pronounced after removing the contribution of λ1 (middle
panel of Fig. 8), where their expansion coefficients v′2 j ≈ 0.38]
are much larger than for the other collections. The largest
opposite-sign contribution to v′2, which indicates a different

FIG. 8. Expansion coefficients of the eigenvector v2 associated with
the 2nd largest eigenvalue λ2 of the Pearson correlation matrix C
(top), the eigenvector v′2 associated with the largest eigenvalue λ ′

2
of the filtered correlation matrix C′ (middle), and the eigenvector vρ

2
associated with the largest eigenvalue λ

ρ

2 of the detrended correlation
matrix Cρ (q = 4,s = 14) (bottom). All correlation matrices were
calculated based on the total capitalization increment time series c∆t .

behavior, is observed for Lives of Asuna collection (middle
panel of Fig. 8). Other relations between collections can be
inferred from vρ

2 (q = 4,s = 14) (bottom panel of Fig. 8) for
q = 4, which amplifies large fluctuation contribution to the
cross-correlations. In this case, vρ

2 j corresponding to Kara-
furu, 3Landers, and Killer GF collections that fall in the range
vρ

2 j ∈ [0.38,0.4] and vρ

2 j corresponding to Goblintown that is
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equal to vρ

2 j ≈ 0.25 show significantly different values than the
average |vρ

2 j| < 0.2 observed for the other collections. These
less-liquid collections experienced a significant drop in capi-
talization on January 6, 2023, which was also accompanied by
an increased number of transactions (inset in Fig 1(b)). The
strongest opposite-sign contributions to vρ

2 are made by Lil
Pudgys and Sappy Seals (vρ

2 j ∈ [−0.15,−0.2]).
For the number of transactions time series N∆t the results

for the expansion coefficients (not shown) differ in that here,
for C their largest values correspond to the most liquid collec-
tions: Mutant Ape Yacht Club, Pudgy Penguins, Bored Ape
Yacht Club, Moonbirds, Clone X, Azuki, 0N1 Force, and Mi-
lady Maker (v2 j ∈ [0.15,0.25]). This is confirmed by the large
expansion coefficients of the eigenvector v′2 calculated for the
filtered matrix C′, which - despite a slightly different order -
form a similar liquid-collection cluster. The largest opposite-
sign coefficients v2 j ∈ [−0.15,−0.2] are associated with the
least liquid collections: CryptoBatz, Webbland, Coolman’s
Universe, Smilesss, Project PXN, and 3Landers, while the
largest opposite-sign coefficients v′2 j ∈ [−0.16,−0.22] are as-
sociated with 3Landers, Alien Frens, Project PXN, Coolman’s
Universe, Killer GF, CryptoBatz, and Smilesss. In contrast,
the expansion coefficients for Cρ(q = 4,s = 14) are domi-
nated by less-liquid collections: Alien Frens, Killer GF, 3Lan-
ders, and Coolman’s Universe (vρ

2 j ∈ [0.2,0.31]), which ex-
perienced significant increase in the number of transactions
on January 6, 2023. The largest opposite-sign contributions
to v2

ρ correspond to the following collections: CyberKongz,
Hashmasks, and Mutant Ape Yacht Club (vρ

2 j ∈ [−0.3,−0.2]).

C. Minimal spanning trees (MST)

A correlation matrix can be used to form a weighted net-
work where nodes represent collections and edges represent
correlations50. However, if the number of nodes is signif-
icant, such complete networks are difficult to comprehend
when plotted and, for the sake of graphical clarity, another
useful network representation is recommended, which is min-
imal spanning tree (MST). It is a subnetwork consisting of I
nodes and I−1 edges and its key property is that it minimizes
the sum of edge weights. In order to create MST, the corre-
lation matrices C and Cρ(q,s) must be transformed into dis-
tance matrices D and Dρ(q,s), respectively, where the entries,
calculated according to the following formula:

di j =
√

2(1−Pi j), dρ

i j(q,s) =
√

2(1−ρi j(q,s)), (15)

are metric distances. The edges minimizing their weight
sum are then selected according to Kruskal’s or Prim’s algo-
rithm97,98. From the present work’s perspective the structure
of an MST can offer a useful insight into the cross-correlation
patterns within a market. For instance, a centralized market
would be characterized by a star-shaped tree, whereas a mar-
ket with idiosyncratic dynamics of assets would be character-
ized by a decentralized structure with extended branches and
no significant hub.

FIG. 9. MST based on the Pearson correlation matrix C for the capi-
talization increments c∆t of different collections. Symbols represent-
ing nodes have their size reflecting the collection capitalization on
the last day of the period of interest, while node colors denote the
communities identified by means of the Louvain method99. Edge
thickness shows correlation strength.

FIG. 10. Similar MST as in Fig. 9 but for the number of transactions
time series N∆t and node size represents the total number of transac-
tions in the considered period.
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FIG. 11. MST for the same c∆t dataset as in Fig. 9 but for the filtered
correlation matrix C′ for the original time series.

FIG. 12. MST for the same N∆t dataset as in Fig. 10 but for the
filtered correlation matrix C′ for the original time series.

The MST presented in Fig. 9 was constructed from the cor-
relation matrix C based on the Pearson coefficients between
the time series of the collection capitalization increments c∆t .
The MST is characterized by a rather distributed structure
with no dominant hub. This remains in agreement with the
observation coming out of Fig. 7 that the market factor rep-

FIG. 13. MST based on the q-dependent detrended correlation matrix
Cρ (q,s) for q = 4 and s = 14 for the capitalization increments c∆t .

FIG. 14. MST based on the q-dependent detrended correlation matrix
Cρ (q,s) for q = 4 and s = 14 for the number of transactions N∆t .

resented by v1 does not comprise all the collections with the
same strength. The strongest local center is the node corre-
sponding to 3Landers with a degree of δ = 14, which is also
the central node for a community of 15 collections. Among
other minor centers one can point out to Project PXN, Kara-
furu, Chain Runners, and Cool Cats. This is remarkably dif-



Correlations versus noise in the NFT market 11

ferent than in the case of other financial markets like the stock
market, Forex, or cryptocurrency market where the struc-
ture is predominantly centralized with a well-distinguished
hub41,56,96. Such a structure is not restricted to capitalization
data, but also occurs in the case of the number of transactions
N∆t – see Fig. 10. Here the most connected node, which is
Project PXN, has degree of δ = 12 and there exist a few other
small centers like 3Landers, Cool Cats and Clone X.

It is interesting to look at the MST structure after remov-
ing the variance component corresponding to λ1. For both
c∆t (Fig. 11) and N∆t (Fig. 12), MST remains decentralized
as one might expect from the structure of the corresponding
eigenvector v′2 in Fig. 8. The most connected nodes are Pudgy
Penguins for c∆t and Project PXN for N∆t , both with δ = 10.
The secondary cluster centers are Azuki for c∆t and 3Landers
for N∆t , both with δ = 7.

The c∆t -based MST created from Cρ(q,s) for q = 4 and
s = 14 focuses on the correlation structure among large capi-
talization increments. Consistently with the fat-tailed distri-
bution of the matrix elements depicted in Fig. 6(b), where
there are few large elements and many small ones, the MST
reveals a distributed structure with a few small clusters cen-
tered at Chain Runners (δ = 11), Robotos (δ = 9) and Cool
Cats (δ = 7) – see Fig. 13. An evident property of the MSTs
for c∆t is that the nodes corresponding to the collections with
the largest capitalization (large circles), with the exception of
the Ape collections, do not cluster together. Especially the
collection with the largest capitalization – CryptoPunks – is
peripheral in all the cases. This effect can be viewed as a con-
trasting one in respect to the other financial markets, where
the largest stocks, currencies, and cryptocurrencies were iden-
tified as central nodes41,56,92,96. For N∆t , the corresponding
MST is even more dispersed with the most connected nodes
being Chain Runners (δ = 7) and Mutant Ape Yacht Club
(δ = 6) – see Fig. 14. The cluster centered around the latter
contains the collections with the largest number of transac-
tions.

The decentralized structure of the MSTs presented in
Figs. 9-14 can also be inferred from the node degree cumu-
lative distributions shown in Fig. 15 where no node stands
out as an outlier. In the case of the MSTs based on C (top
panels), even a trace of a power-law dependence can be seen
(straight lines in the double logarithmic scale plots). Such
distributions of δ define the scale-free networks100 and were
also reported for foreign currency exchange rates54 and cryp-
tocurrencies41,55. No similar result can be seen for Cρ(q,s)
for q = 1 (middle panels) and q = 4 (bottom panels).

IV. SUMMARY

Despite its young age and unique trading dynamics, the
NFT market exhibits many similarities with the cryptocur-
rency market and the traditional financial markets like the
stock market and Forex. Among such similarities one can
point out to long range memory and fat tailed probability dis-
tribution functions of some observables (e.g., absolute values
of logarithms of the capitalization increments and the num-

FIG. 15. Cumulative distribution function P(X ≥ δ ) of the node de-
grees δ of MSTs created from the collection capitalization incre-
ments c∆t (left) and the number of transactions N∆t (right). The
correlation matrices based on the Pearson coefficients C (top) and
the q-dependent detrended correlation coefficients Cρ (q,s) for q = 1
(middle) and q = 4 (bottom) were used.

ber of transactions in time unit). However, there are differ-
ences as well. The collection cross-correlations tend to be
lower than their counterparts in the other markets, which man-
ifests itself in the magnitude of the largest eigenvalue λ1 of
the corresponding correlation matrices (both those based on
the Pearson correlations and the q-dependent detrended ones),
yet they markedly deviate from random ones. Another differ-
ence is the fact that only a fraction of the total number of the
collections contribute to a market factor, while the remaining
ones show more independent behavior and can be grouped
in clusters. Moreover, there is a significant negative contri-
bution of some collections to the overall dynamics, which is
quantified in the negative vector expansion coefficients in the
eigenvector related to λ1. Such anti-correlation was not so
frequently observed in the case of cryptocurrencies, for exam-
ple. Another interesting atypical property of the NFT market
is strong cross-correlations between large fluctuations of the
studied observables among less liquid collections, especially
in the case of the number of transactions in time unit.

An additional insight into the cross-correlation structure of
the NFT market has been given by a network approach that
utilized minimal spanning trees. They reveal a largely decen-
tralized structure of the respective MSTs that lack a dominant
node, which remains in a striking contrast with the cryptocur-
rency market not to mention the traditional markets. Despite
the fact that there exist large discrepancies in capitalization
of the collections and the number of transactions, the price
evolution of the largest, most frequently traded collections
do not necessarily impact the respective characteristics of the
less priced collections. This is yet another disparity between
the NFT collections and the other financial assets, where the
highly capitalized assets dominate the evolution of a market
and tend to be coupled to each other.
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These differences go far beyond a lesser maturity and the
associated lower liquidity of the NFT assets and they could
stem from the unique trading mechanisms that are distinct
from those in the other markets. For example, there is no
order book here and, what is even more important, token
non-fungibility makes performing simple arbitrage impossi-
ble. Consequently, the information transmission mechanism
is slower both within the same collection and between differ-
ent collections. All these factors lead to the observed weaker
cross-correlations among the tokens than in the case of cryp-
tocurrencies and traditional financial assets.
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TABLE I. NFT collections considered in this study. K - collection capitalization on the last day from the dataset, Ntot - total number of
transactions, S - collection size measured by the number of circulated tokens, and %0∆t=1h - the fraction of hours without transactions.
Name K[106$] Ntot S %0∆t=1h Name K[106$] Ntot S %0∆t=1h
0N1 Force 51.3 28565 7766 54% Invisible Friends 47.3 7432 4931 67%
10KTF 21.8 18901 25826 46% Kaiju Kingz 35.1 10986 7289 55%
3Landers 29.4 7498 8650 69% Karafuru 34.1 4801 5415 77%
Acrocalypse 9.4 8302 10010 74% Killer GF 20.3 2944 6618 85%
Alien Frens 28.3 8778 9569 58% Kiwami 18.8 3313 9392 84%
Alpacadabraz 17.0 2965 9287 87% Lil Pudgys 10.5 44984 17853 28%
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sis made flexible to detect range of cross-correlated fluctuations,” Physical
Review E 92, 052815 (2015).

71C.-K. Peng, S. V. Buldyrev, S. Havlin, M. Simons, H. E. Stanley, and A. L.
Goldberger, “Mosaic organization of dna nucleotides,” Physical Review E
49, 1685–1689 (1994).

72J. W. Kantelhardt, S. A. Zschiegner, E. Koscielny-Bunde, S. Havlin,
A. Bunde, and H. E. Stanley, “Multifractal detrended fluctuation analy-
sis of nonstationary time series,” Physica A 316, 87–114 (2002).

73Z. Q. Jiang, W. J. Xie, W. X. Zhou, and D. Sornette, “Multifractal analysis
of financial markets: A review,” Reports on Progress in Physics 82, 125901
(2019).
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90V. A. Marčenko and L. A. Pastur, “Distribution of eigenvalues for some

sets of random matrices,” Mathematics of the USSR-Sbornik 1, 457–483
(1967).

91V. Plerou, P. Gopikrishnan, B. Rosenow, L. A. N. Amaral, T. Guhr, and
H. E. Stanley, “Random matrix approach to cross correlations in financial
data,” Physical Review E 65, 066126 (2002).

92J. Kwapień and S. Drożdż, “Physical approach to complex systems,”
Physics Reports 515, 115–226 (2012).

93M. McDonald, O. Suleman, S. Williams, S. Howison, and N. F. Johnson,
“Detecting a currency’s dominance or dependence using foreign exchange
network trees,” Physical Review E 72 (2005).
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idation in 2020-2021,” Entropy 23 (2021).

97J. B. Kruskal, “On the shortest spanning subtree of a graph and the travel-
ing salesman problem,” Proceedings of the American Mathematical Soci-
ety 7, 48–50 (1956).

98R. C. Prim, “Shortest connection networks and some generalizations,” Bell
System Technical Journal 36, 1389–1401 (1957).

99V. D. Blondel, J.-L. Guillaume, R. Lambiotte, and E. Lefebvre, “Fast un-
folding of communities in large networks,” Journal of Statistical Mechan-
ics: Theory and Experiment 2008, P10008 (2008).

100E. Ravasz and A.-L. Barabási, “Hierarchical organization in complex net-
works,” Physical Review E 67, 026112 (2003).

http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physa.2019.123075
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physa.2023.129349
https://www.cryptoslam.io
https://cointelegraph.com/news/milady-nft-floor-price-surges-after-elon-musk-tweet
https://cointelegraph.com/news/milady-nft-floor-price-surges-after-elon-musk-tweet
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/ab42fb
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/ab42fb
http://dx.doi.org/10.12693/APhysPolA.123.597
http://dx.doi.org/10.12693/APhysPolA.123.597
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physa.2010.10.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1209/0295-5075/88/60003
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physa.2018.05.059
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physa.2018.10.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.91.030902
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.91.030902
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chaos.2024.114543
http://dx.doi.org/10.1070/sm1967v001n04abeh001994
http://dx.doi.org/10.1070/sm1967v001n04abeh001994
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.65.066126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2012.01.007
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physa.2005.05.090
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/s0002-9939-1956-0078686-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/s0002-9939-1956-0078686-7
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/j.1538-7305.1957.tb01515.x
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/j.1538-7305.1957.tb01515.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2008/10/P10008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2008/10/P10008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.67.026112

	Correlations versus noise in the NFT market
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Data and methods
	Data specification
	Detrended correlations
	Correlation matrix

	Correlations between collection characteristics
	Eigenvalues and off-diagonal elements distributions
	Eigenvector components
	Minimal spanning trees (MST)

	Summary
	Acknowledgments
	Data Availability Statement
	Appendixes


