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Figure 1 Number of Stocks in CRSP vs Number of Stocks in Our Sample 196301:201912 

Figure 1 presents a comparison of the sample coverage between our data set and the CRSP database. The dashed line represents 
the number of securities included in the CRSP database and the solid line represents the number of stocks included in our sample. 
Note that CRSP is a general security database. It includes securities other than stocks of the public firms. In our sample, we 
include only the stocks listed on NYSE, Amex, and NASDAQ. This figure presents the comparison from January 1963 to 
December 2019. In total, our sample covers distinct 26302 stocks. On average, our sample covers around 4887 stocks for every 
trading month. The detailed summary statistics of the sample coverage can be found in Table 4. 



46 
 

 

Figure 2 Equal Weight Time Series OOS Portfolio Economic Performance 196301:201912 
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Figure 2 (Continues)

Figure 2 summarizes OOS economic metrics of the classification-based portfolios covering 196301:201912 with the equal-weight 
scheme across different classification models. More specifically, a long portfolio indicates a long position in 
all stocks predicted to be in the return state 10, or the best return state. A short portfolio represented indicates a long position 
in all stocks predicted to be in the return state 1, or the worst return state. A long-short portfolio r indicates a 
mixed portfolio including a long position in the return of all stocks predicted in the return state 10 and a short position in all stocks 
predicted in the return state 1. In each of the subgraphs, the dashed line indicates the reference performance delivered by the market 
portfolio, i.e. buy-hold strategy applied to the entire market. The OOS performance of the stocks is equal weighted. The allocation 
to the long leg and the short leg in a long-short portfolio is always equal, i.e., having a 50%:50% allocation ratio. All the returns 
are fully risk-adjusted against risk free rate. We measure the plain monthly Sharpe Ratio (SR) as return scaled by standard deviation. 
To convert our SR to annualized SR, one needs to multiply our SR with square root of 12. We follow the literature and adopt  
in the calculation for CEQ. The cumulative returns are calculated as the gross returns net of the initial investment. Details about 
the economic metrics are discussed in Section 2.2.1 and the model specifications are presented in Table 2.  

The equal weight long-short portfolios based on our classification models systematically outperform the market. For the tree 
models, as the modeling complexity increases, the performance of our models increases. Our equal weight long-short portfolios 
deliver surprisingly good performance in term of controlling left-tail risk while delivering the amazing level of economic 
performance. Specifically, from 196301:201912, the equal weight long-short portfolio based on our tree model GBM8 100 delivers 
a SR of 0.81 and the equal weight long-short portfolio based on our ANN model ANN2 32 delivers a SR of 0.87. This performance 
is comparable to the plain monthly SR of 0.707 achieved by the best equal weight portfolio in Gu, Kelly and Xiu (2020) as in their 
appendix table A.9 (their OOS data, or testing sample, covers from 1987:2016 and they have year-by-year rolling model updating). 
The maximum drawdowns associated with the equal weight long-short portfolios of ANN2 32 and GBM8 100 are at 14.23% and 
11.57 % respectively. During the same time period, the equal weight market portfolio achieves a SR of 0.1308 and a maximum 
drawdown of 73.14 %. 

Note that Figure 2 is based on our models using only firm characteristics and the industry information. According to our 
comparison, modeling with other components, including characteristics-based factor mimicking returns, Goyal and Welch (2009) 
predictors and macroeconomic indicators provided by FRED-MD, does not change the performance much. Table 6 provides a 
related comparison. These macro-level components make limited contribution to the accuracy as measured by variable importance. 
Table 15 presents the variable importance with our cross-sectional models including all data components. Our Figures 2 to 11 are 
all based on our data without macro-level data components. 
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Figure 3 Value Weight Time Series OOS Portfolio Economic Performance 196301:201912 
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Figure 3 (Continues)

Similar to Figure 2, Figure 3.summarizes OOS economic metrics of the classification-based portfolios covering 196301:201912 
with the value-weight scheme across different classification models. In general, the change of weight scheme does not affect the 
OOS performance of our classification portfolios.  

Specifically, a long portfolio indicates a long position in all stocks predicted to be in the return state 10, or the 
best return state. A short portfolio represented indicates a long position in all stocks predicted to be in the return state 1, or 
the worst return state. A long-short portfolio indicates a mixed portfolio including a long position in the return 
of all stocks predicted in the return state 10 and a short position in all stocks predicted in the return state 1. In each of the subgraphs, 
the dashed line indicates the reference performance delivered by the market portfolio, i.e. buy-hold strategy applied to the entire 
market. The OOS performance of the stocks is value weighted. The allocation to the long leg and the short leg in a long-short 
portfolio is always equal, i.e., having a 50%:50% allocation ratio. All the returns are fully risk-adjusted against risk free rate. We 
measure the plain SR as return scaled by standard deviation. To convert our SR to annualized SR, one needs to multiply our SR 
with square root of 12.  We follow the literature and adopt  in the calculation for CEQ. The cumulative returns are calculated 
as the gross returns net of the initial investment. Details about the economic metrics are discussed in Section 2.2.1 and the model 
specifications are presented in Table 2.  

Similar to the equal weight version of the OOS tests in economic metrics, the value weight long-short portfolios based on our 
classification models systematically outperform the market. As the modeling complexity increases, the performance of our models 
increases. Our value weight long-short portfolios also deliver good performance in term of controlling left-tail risk while delivering 
the amazing level of economic performance. Specifically, for the OOS period from 196301:201912, our value weight long-short 
portfolios based on our models, ANN1 32, GBM8 100, GBM6 100, deliver OOS SRs of 0.4214, 0.418 and 0.418, comparable to 
the best plain monthly SR of 0.39 achieved by Gu, Kelly and Xiu (2020) as demonstrated in their Table 7. The maximum drawdown 
of the long-short portfolios based on ANN1 32, GBM8 100 and GBM6 100 are 29.47 %, 47.48% and 46.35%. During the same 
time period, the value weight market portfolio achieves a SR of 0.123 and a maximum drawdown of 55.1 %. 

Note that Figure 3 is based on our models using only firm characteristics and the industry information. According to our 
comparison, modeling with other components, including characteristics-based factor mimicking returns, Goyal and Welch (2009) 
predictors and macroeconomic indicators provided by FRED-MD, does not change the performance much. Table 6 provides a 
related comparison. These macro-level components make limited contribution to the accuracy as measured by variable importance. 
Table 15 presents the variable importance with our cross-sectional models including all data components. Our Figures 2 to 11 are 
all based on our data without macro-level data components. 
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Figure 4 Equal Weight OOS Portfolio Return Distributions 196301:201912 
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Figure 4 (Continues)

Figure 4 presents the overlaid comparison of the OOS portfolio return distributions across the different allocation strategies based 
on different classification models. The lines in blue, green, red and black represent respectively the OOS return distributions of the 
market portfolio, the equal weight long position in the predicted lowest return sta  equal 
weight equal weight long-short position. 
Overall, the gaps between the green lines and the red lines indicate that our models are able to distinguish the worst OOS performing 
stocks and the best OOS performing stocks from each other. Our equal weight long-short portfolios provide overall return 
distributions with a concentration shifted towards the right tails and the variances are significantly reduced. The return distributions 
included in Figure 4 are all from the equal weight portfolios with the similar construction procedure mentioned in Figure 2. 

The best OOS equal weight long-short portfolio monthly average return in our test is delivered by our neural network model ANN2 
32. The long-short portfolio delivers an average of 3.4 % monthly return from 196301:201912. The long-short portfolio based on 
our tree model, GBM8 100, delivers an average monthly return of 2.2 %. During the same period, the market portfolio delivers an 
average monthly return of 1.1 %. 
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Figure 5 Value Weight OOS Portfolio Return Distributions 196301:201912 
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Figure 5 (Continues)

Figure 5 presents the return distribution comparison similar to Figure 4 but of value weight portfolios. The lines in blue, green, red 
and black represent respectively the OOS return distributions of the market portfolio, the value weight long position in the predicted 

 value weight long position in the predicted highest return state (labeled as 
value weight long-short position. Similar to what is presented in Figure 4, the gaps between the green 

lines and the red lines indicate that our models are able to distinguish the worst OOS performing stocks and the best OOS 
performing stocks from each other. Our value weight long-short portfolios also provide overall return distributions with a 
concentration shifted towards the right tails and the variances are significantly reduced. The return distributions included in Figure 
5 are all from the value weight portfolios with the similar construction procedure mentioned in Figure 3. 

For the value weight scheme, the long-short portfolio based on our neural network model ANN2 32 delivers an OOS average 
monthly return of 1.92 % from 196301:201912, while the market portfolio delivers an average monthly return of 0.9 %. 

 

 



54 
 

 

Figure 6 Equal Weight OOS Portfolio Cumulative Returns 196301:201912 
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Figure 6 (Continues)

Figure 6 shows the cumulative returns (in 100%) of our equal weight portfolios based on different classification models. The lines 
in blue, green, red and black represent respectively the OOS cumulative returns of the market portfolio, the equal weight long 

equal weight long position in the predicted highest 
equal weight long-short position. 

Our equal weight long-short portfolios deliver phenomenal cumulative returns in the OOS test. Comparing to our long-short 
portfolios, the market portfolios is a horizontal line in the subgraphs as the cumulative return delivered by the market over the same 
period is too small. Our Neural Network model, ANN2 32 OOS delivers a cumulative return of 485,649,224,178.58%. The long 
leg of ANN2 32 alone delivers a cumulative return of 29,138,823,156.42% from 196301:201912. The equal weight long-short 
portfolios based on our tree models, GBM8 100 and GBM6 100, deliver OOS cumulative returns of 200,202,148.41% and 
64,231,407.4% respectively during the same investment period. During the same period, the market portfolio achieves a cumulative 
return of 72,874%, substantially lower than what is delivered by our tree model DRF4 200. Despite that DRF4 200 is clearly 
underfitted, it still delivers a cumulative return of 84,804.67%. 
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Figure 7 Value Weight OOS Portfolio Cumulative Returns 196301:201912 
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Figure 7 (Continues)

Figure 7 is the counterpart of Figure 6 for value weight portfolios. The lines in blue, green, red and black represent respectively the 
OOS cumulative returns of the market portfolio, the value weight long position in the predicted lowest return state (labeled as 

value weight long-short position. 

Our portfolios in value weight also deliver shocking OOS cumulative returns comparing to what the market is capable to achieve. 
Our long-short portfolios based on neural network models, ANN2 32, ANN4 128 and ANN1 32, achieve OOS cumulative returns 
of 20,738,715.94 %, 4,784,930.78 % and 1,103,697.15% respectively from 196301:201912. The long-short portfolios based on our 
tree models, GBM8 100, GBM6 100 and DART6 100, deliver cumulative returns of 2,653,376.44%, 1,988,854.31% and 
429,354.55% respectively. During the same period, the value weight market portfolio deliver a cumulative return of 27,396 % less 
than the cumulative return delivered by the long-short portfolio based on our tree model DART2 100. 
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Figure 8 Factor Model Tests on Equal Weight OOS Portfolio Returns 196301:201912 
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Figure 8 (Continues)

Figure 8 demonstrates the factor model tests for the equal weight portfolios. The legends are the same as in Figure 2 and 3 except 
that the orange dashed line stands for 0. e. 
FF3F stands for the Fama French 5 Factor model. MOM stands for the momentum factor. q4 model is the investment CAPM from 
Hou, Xue, Zhang (2015) and q5 model is the update of the q4 model including the expected growth factor (R_EG). Note that we 
do not include Fama French 5 Factor model as we include q4 and we do not include MOM to any of the q-factor models because 
the q-factor models explains MOM. We present the model alphas, the t statistics of the model alphas and the R square of the models 
in the 3 lines of subgraphs. It is obvious that the factor models cannot explain the returns achieved by our long-short portfolios. For 
example, our long-short portfolio based on our neural network model, ANN2 32, has alphas of 3.31 %, 3.37 %, 3.35 % and 3.26 
% respectively against FF3F, FF3F + MOM, q4 and q5. All R squares of the associated models are below 3 %. The explanatory 
power of the factor models on the portfolios seems decreasing as the complexity of our classification models increases. 
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Figure 9 Factor Model Tests on Value Weight OOS Portfolio Returns 196301:201912 
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Figure 9 (Continues)

Similar to Figure 8, Figure 9 demonstrates the factor model tests for the value weight portfolios. We also present the model alphas, 
the t statistics of the model alphas and the R square of the models in the 3 lines of subgraphs. Again, it is obvious that the factor 
models cannot explain the returns achieved by our long-short portfolios. Taking our long-short portfolio based on our neural 
network model, ANN2 32, the portfolio has alphas of 1.9 %, 1.85 %, 1.84 %, 1.71 % respectively against FF3F, FF3F + MOM, q4 
and q5. The explanatory power of the factor models on the portfolios also seems decreasing as the complexity of our classification 
models increases. 
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Figure 10 Time Series IS Equal Weight Portfolio Performance 196301:199112 
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Figure 10 (Continues)

Figure 10 presents the economic metrics of the in-sample (IS) performance of the equal weight portfolios based on the fitted 
classification models from 196301:199112. The setup of the figure is the same as in Figure 2. Comparing the OOS performance 
figures (Figure 2-5) to Figure 10, we show the consistency between the IS performance and the OOS performance. The sample 
period from 196301:199112 is used to train the model for OOS evaluation covering 199201:201912. The IS performance of the 
portfolios is similar to the OOS performance but at a magnified level. For example, during the IS period of 196301:199112, the 
long-short portfolio based on GBM8 100 achieves a monthly SR of 1.7824 while the market delivers a SR of 0.2078. The best IS 
model in term of risk-return tradeoff in the period from 196301:199112 is the tree model DART8 100, which delivers a monthly 
SR of 1.8463. Combining Figure 11 and earlier figures on OOS performance, the importance of OOS evaluation is clear. 
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Figure 11 Time Series IS Equal Weight Portfolio Performance 199201:201912 
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Figure 11 (Continues)

Figure 11 demonstrates the IS performance of our portfolios in the complemental time period from 199201:201912. The setup of 
the figure is the same as in Figure 2. The period 199201:201912 is used to train model for OOS evaluation covering 
196301:199112. Similar to what is demonstrated in Figure 10, the IS performance during the period from 199201:201912 is at a 
magnified level. 
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Figure 12 Cross Sectional OOS Equal Weight Portfolio Performance 196302:201912 
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Figure 12 (Continues)

Figure 12 presents the economic metrics of the equal weight portfolios performance evaluated based on our cross-sectional OOS 
setup. Specifically, we split even number months and odd number months during the sample period of 196301:201912. We train 
our modes based on odd number months and test our models based on even number months. This cross-sectional setup is in the 
spirit of Fama and French (2018). The cross-sectional OOS evaluation further confirms the superior performance our long-short 
portfolios based on classification models. The detailed OOS performance of the cross-sectional equal weight portfolios based on 
the different models mirrors the OOS performance of our equal weight portfolios in the time series test setup as shown in Figure 
2.  
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Figure 13 Cross-sectional OOS Value Weight Portfolio Performance 196302:201912 
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Figure 13 (Continues)

Figure 13 presents the cross-sectional performance of the portfolios based on our classification models in value weight scheme. 
Similar to Figure 12, the cross-sectional OOS evaluation confirms the superior performance of our long-short portfolios based on 
classification models. The detailed OOS performance of the cross-sectional value weight portfolios based on the different models 
also seems mirroring the OOS performance of our portfolios based on the time series test setup as in Figure 3. 
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Table 1 Specification of Return State Classes

Table 1 describes how we classify return into10 return states. We cross-sectionally rank individual stock returns by trading month, 
put them into their corresponding deciles and use the deciles as the classes of return states. For example, if a stock falls into the 
lowest decile in a trading month, we define the true label of the stock as the class of return state 1. A stock in return state 1 means 
that the stock delivers a return that is among the worst performing returns of the trading month. A stock in return state 10 indicates 
that the stock are among the stocks delivering the best performing returns of the trading month. 

 

  

Specification of Modeling Target 
10 Return States  Criteria 

1 Numeric return less than 10 percentile in a month 
2 Numeric return less than 20 percentile but greater than or equal to 10 percentile in a month 
3 Numeric return less than 30 percentile but greater than or equal to 20 percentile in a month 
4 Numeric return less than 40 percentile but greater than or equal to 30 percentile in a month 
5 Numeric return less than 50 percentile but greater than or equal to 40 percentile in a month 
6 Numeric return less than 60 percentile but greater than or equal to 50 percentile in a month 
7 Numeric return less than 70 percentile but greater than or equal to 60 percentile in a month 
8 Numeric return less than 80 percentile but greater than or equal to 70 percentile in a month 
9 Numeric return less than 90 percentile but greater than or equal to 80 percentile in a month 
10 Numeric return greater than or equal to 90 percentile in a month 
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Table 2 Model Specification

Table 2 presents the description of models we apply in this study. Overall, we include 2 modeling architectures and 22 models. 
Panel A demonstrates the architectural specification for each model. Panel B demonstrates the additional specifications for our 
neural network models. Panel C demonstrates the hyperparameters that we choose based on cross-validation. Section 2.1.3 
discusses the details for each model. Note that we use enum encoding for the categorical variables in our tree models. One-hot-
encoding splits the categorical variables into smaller binary choice questions and marks the associated values as positive 
indicated by 1 and negative indicated by 0. The enum encoding considers the categorical values as nonordinal values. In the tree 
models, different categories will have different leaves. We do not use one-hot-encoding as it is not the native choice of the tree 
models and will introduce sparsity which lowers the information ratio for the tree models. 

Panel A: Architectural Specifications 

Model Architecture Specification 
Structural  

Complexity 
Structural  
Capacity  

 ANN1 128 Neuron Network Multilayer Perceptron 1 Hidden Layer # Neurons = 128 
 ANN1 16 Neuron Network Multilayer Perceptron 1 Hidden Layer # Neurons = 16 
 ANN1 32 Neuron Network Multilayer Perceptron 1 Hidden Layer # Neurons = 32 
 ANN1 64 Neuron Network Multilayer Perceptron 1 Hidden Layer # Neurons = 64 
 ANN2 128 Neuron Network Multilayer Perceptron 2 Hidden Layers # Neurons = {128,64} 
 ANN2 32 Neuron Network Multilayer Perceptron 2 Hidden Layers # Neurons = {32,16} 
 ANN2 64 Neuron Network Multilayer Perceptron 2 Hidden Layers # Neurons = {64,32} 
 ANN3 128 Neuron Network Multilayer Perceptron 3 Hidden Layers # Neurons = {128,64,32} 
 ANN3 64 Neuron Network Multilayer Perceptron 3 Hidden Layers # Neurons = {64,32,16} 
 ANN4 128 Neuron Network Multilayer Perceptron 4 Hidden Layers # Neurons = {128,64,32,16} 
 DART2 100 Tree Boosting Tree Maximum Depth = 2 # Trees = 100 
 DART4 100 Tree Boosting Tree Maximum Depth = 4 # Trees = 100 
 DART6 100 Tree Boosting Tree Maximum Depth = 6 # Trees = 100 
 DART8 100 Tree Boosting Tree Maximum Depth = 8 # Trees = 100 
 DRF2 200 Tree Forest Maximum Depth = 2 # Trees = 200 
 DRF4 200 Tree Forest Maximum Depth = 4 # Trees = 200 
 DRF6 200 Tree Forest Maximum Depth = 6 # Trees = 200 
 DRF8 200 Tree Forest Maximum Depth = 8 # Trees = 200 
 GBM2 100 Tree Boosting Tree Maximum Depth = 2 # Trees = 100 
 GBM4 100 Tree Boosting Tree Maximum Depth = 4 # Trees = 100 
 GBM6 100 Tree Boosting Tree Maximum Depth = 6 # Trees = 100 
 GBM8 100 Tree Boosting Tree Maximum Depth = 8 # Trees = 100      

Panel B: ANN Other Specifications 
Hidden  
Layer  
Activation 

Output  
Layer  

Activation 

Categorical  
Variable  

Encoding 
# epochs Loss 

Tanh Softmax One hot encoding 50 Cross Entropy 
 

Panel C: Hyperparameters 
Architecture Model Parameter Candidate 
Neuron Network All L1 Regulation 0.01, 0.001, 0.0001, 0.00001 
Tree All Sample Rate 0.8. 1 
Tree All Predictor Sample Rate 0.8, 1 
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Table 3 Selection of No Information Benchmark Classifier

Table 3 
the sample covering 199201:201912. Classifier 1 is the random classifier that assigns return states with equal probability. 
Classifier 2 is the random classifier that assigns return states with IS sample probability mass function observed in the sample 
196301:199112. Classifier 3 is the naïve classifier that assigns the most populated IS return state to all OOS observations. 
Classifier 4 is the random classifier that assigns return states with OOS sample probability mass function with equal probability. 
Classifier 5 is the naïve classifier that assigns the most populated OOS returns state to all OOS observations. Note that even with 
minimum information, the naïve classifier which assigns the most populated IS return state to all OOS observations demonstrates 
higher accuracy than random classifier that uses no information. To provide a comprehensive evaluation of the proper 
benchmarks, we also consider the martingale hypothesis about return process, i.e., the best prediction for the future return is 

return and the return process is a memoryless process. We produce Classifier 6 to account for the martingale hypothesis 
by predicting the future return state with the current return state. Because of introducing historical return state information, 
Classifier 6 has better overall accuracy in our simulation. We include both Classifier 5 and Classifier 6 as our benchmarks in our 
binomial tests. 

  Difference Lower 95% Bound Upper 95% Bound P Value 
1-2 0.0000 -0.0002 0.0002 1.0000 
1-3 0.0004 0.0002 0.0006 0.0000 
1-4 0.0000 -0.0001 0.0002 0.9671 
1-5 0.0005 0.0004 0.0007 0.0000 
1-6 0.0201 0.0199 0.0203 0.0000 
2-3 0.0004 0.0002 0.0005 0.0000 
2-4 0.0000 -0.0001 0.0002 0.9836 
2-5 0.0005 0.0004 0.0007 0.0000 
2-6 0.0201 0.0199 0.0203 0.0000 
3-4 -0.0003 -0.0005 -0.0002 0.0000 
3-5 0.0002 0.0000 0.0003 0.1138 
3-6 0.0197 0.0196 0.0199 0.0000 
4-5 0.0005 0.0003 0.0007 0.0000 
4-6 0.0201 0.0199 0.0202 0.0000 
5-6 0.0196 0.0194 0.0197 0.0000 
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Table 4 Data Construction Summary Statistics 

Table 4 presents the summary statistics of our data with CRSP database as the reference. Panel A presents number of securities in 
our sample. Panels B and C present summary statistics and market capitalization in month t-1, respectively. 

Panel A: Number of Securities Summary 
Sample Distinct Total Mean Min Max Filter 
CRSP 33004 6146.905 2069 9366 None 

Our Sample 26302 4886.6754 1997 7929 
No missing return;  

EXCHCD and SHRCD       
Panel B: Summary Statistics of Returns 

Sample Mean SD Skewness Kurtosis Filter 
CRSP 0.0102 0.176 20.8963 5165.1519 No missing return 

Our Sample 0.0109 0.1883 20.6107 4785.8618 
No missing return;  

EXCHCD and SHRCD       
Panel C: Summary Statistics of Market Capitalization at t-1 

Sample Mean SD Skewness Kurtosis Filter 
CRSP 1601233.289 11003218.89 27.6035 1369.1445 No missing t-1 ME 

Our Sample 1723086.927 11923239.69 26.0793 1202.901 
No missing t-1 ME;  

EXCHCD and SHRCD 
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Table 5 Sample Splitting 

Table 5 describes the period we apply for training and testing setup for in-sample (IS) and out-of-sample (OOS). Specifically, we 
form an overall time series OOS test sample covering 196301:201912 based on splitting the time period into two time series 
training periods. We use the time period from 196301:199112 to train models for OOS predictions in the period from 
199201:201912 and we use the time period from 199201:201912 to train models for OOS predictions in the period from 
196301:199112. We combine the OOS predictions for OOS evaluation. In the spirit of Fama and French (2018), we also split the 
data by even number and odd number months for the cross-sectional OOS evaluation. We train our models cross-sectionally with 
odd number months from 196301:201911 and test the OOS predictions with the even number months from 196302:201912. Our 
data splitting is in the spirit of Fama and French (2018) and Martin and Nagel (2020). 

Training and Testing Setup IS Training OOS Testing 
Time Series Setup 1 196301:199112 199201:201912 
Time Series Setup 2 199201:201912 196301:199112 
Time Series Main Setup  
(Combined Cross-Validation) 

196301:199112 and 199201:201912 199201:201912 and 196301:199112 

Cross-Sectional Setup Odd Number Months 196301:201911 Even Number Months 196302:201912 
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Table 6 Comparison on Economic Performance between 2 Data Setups 196301:201912

We demonstrate the economic performance comparison across our 2 data setups, i.e., portfolios based on data sets with and 
without macro data components. For results in Panel A and B, we include numeric characteristics based long-short factor 
mimicking returns, 9 predictors from the data set of Goyal and Welch (2009) and 125 macroeconomic indicators from FRED-
MD. Our results in Panel C and D do not include these macro-level data components. The performance of results does not change 
much for ANN models, despite 
heavily. However, the performance for tree models increases with less macro-level predictors, indicating that the contribution for 
individual stock return state prediction is mainly from characteristics. Because of performance similarity, we present our latter 
tables for time series OOS setup with data excluding macro level data components. 

Panel A: Equal Weight Long-Short Portfolio Economic Performance with Macro Components 
Model Mean SD Skewness SR CEQ Cumulative Return Min Max DD 
Buy-Hold 0.01 0.06 -0.19 0.13 0.01 5478% -0.28 0.73 
ANN1 128 0.02 0.03 1.71 0.82 0.02 726187870% -0.05 0.06 
ANN1 16 0.02 0.03 1.39 0.62 0.02 3684032% -0.06 0.17 
ANN1 32 0.02 0.02 0.09 0.65 0.01 2161951% -0.08 0.15 
ANN1 64 0.03 0.03 1.82 0.88 0.03 3666944052% -0.07 0.08 
ANN2 128 0.01 0.04 0.00 0.33 0.01 274550% -0.12 0.46 
ANN2 32 0.02 0.03 -0.42 0.53 0.02 4518415% -0.16 0.25 
ANN2 64 0.02 0.03 0.60 0.74 0.02 38292152% -0.07 0.08 
ANN3 128 0.01 0.06 -0.82 0.09 0.00 1047% -0.40 0.99 
ANN3 64 0.02 0.03 -0.46 0.66 0.02 7567516% -0.12 0.18 
ANN4 128 0.01 0.03 -0.42 0.40 0.01 268570% -0.13 0.29 
DART2 100 0.01 0.02 -0.17 0.24 0.01 3134% -0.10 0.19 
DART4 100 0.01 0.03 1.25 0.36 0.01 88745% -0.16 0.33 
DART6 100 0.01 0.03 0.99 0.44 0.01 731396% -0.19 0.37 
DART8 100 0.02 0.03 0.07 0.60 0.02 6790642% -0.13 0.31 
DRF2 200 0.01 0.03 -1.52 0.18 0.00 2325% -0.22 0.29 
DRF4 200 0.01 0.03 -1.17 0.32 0.01 27969% -0.16 0.30 
DRF6 200 0.01 0.03 -0.76 0.43 0.01 219281% -0.16 0.31 
DRF8 200 0.01 0.03 -0.72 0.50 0.01 985394% -0.14 0.32 
GBM2 100 0.01 0.03 -0.87 0.32 0.01 21317% -0.16 0.30 
GBM4 100 0.02 0.03 -0.40 0.55 0.01 2209709% -0.16 0.28 
GBM6 100 0.02 0.03 -0.03 0.69 0.02 46490610% -0.14 0.22 
GBM8 100 0.02 0.03 -0.02 0.76 0.02 132529676% -0.14 0.19 

 
Panel B: Value Weight Long-Short Portfolio Economic Performance with Macro Components 

Model Mean SD Skewness SR CEQ Cumulative Return Min Max DD 
Buy-Hold 0.01 0.04 -0.56 0.12 0.00 2004% -0.23 0.55 
ANN1 128 0.01 0.04 0.23 0.40 0.01 1378238% -0.15 0.32 
ANN1 16 0.01 0.03 0.20 0.42 0.01 822463% -0.14 0.28 
ANN1 32 0.01 0.03 -0.04 0.40 0.01 174110% -0.11 0.24 
ANN1 64 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.45 0.02 3648840% -0.15 0.23 
ANN2 128 0.01 0.06 0.30 0.26 0.01 693118% -0.19 0.65 
ANN2 32 0.02 0.04 -0.69 0.39 0.02 6118266% -0.23 0.39 
ANN2 64 0.02 0.04 -0.51 0.40 0.02 4549616% -0.23 0.50 
ANN3 128 0.01 0.06 0.08 0.08 0.00 751% -0.28 0.92 
ANN3 64 0.02 0.04 -0.28 0.43 0.02 3402828% -0.17 0.38 
ANN4 128 0.01 0.04 -0.29 0.37 0.01 1340309% -0.16 0.34 
DART2 100 0.01 0.03 0.59 0.21 0.01 5650% -0.11 0.34 
DART4 100 0.01 0.04 -0.37 0.18 0.01 6197% -0.18 0.67 
DART6 100 0.01 0.05 -0.55 0.23 0.01 63101% -0.23 0.66 
DART8 100 0.01 0.03 -0.35 0.31 0.01 115740% -0.12 0.42 
DRF2 200 0.00 0.03 0.23 0.16 0.00 1548% -0.13 0.27 
DRF4 200 0.01 0.03 -0.53 0.20 0.01 5555% -0.19 0.34 
DRF6 200 0.01 0.03 -0.37 0.30 0.01 61308% -0.16 0.34 
DRF8 200 0.01 0.04 -0.94 0.34 0.01 223733% -0.22 0.36 
GBM2 100 0.01 0.03 -0.52 0.28 0.01 35243% -0.17 0.43 
GBM4 100 0.01 0.04 -0.46 0.37 0.01 534859% -0.17 0.51 
GBM6 100 0.02 0.04 -0.51 0.40 0.02 2561820% -0.17 0.47 
GBM8 100 0.02 0.04 -0.56 0.40 0.02 2573228% -0.19 0.41 
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Table 6 (Continues)

Panel C: Equal Weight Long-Short Portfolio Economic Performance without Macro Components 
Model Mean SD Skewness SR CEQ Cumulative Return Min Max DD 
Buy-Hold 0.01 0.06 -0.19 0.13 0.01 5478% -0.28 0.73 
ANN1 128 0.02 0.02 -0.28 0.63 0.02 3280169% -0.14 0.28 
ANN1 16 0.02 0.02 0.52 0.82 0.02 15575952% -0.10 0.13 
ANN1 32 0.02 0.03 -0.70 0.61 0.02 9033903% -0.18 0.19 
ANN1 64 0.02 0.03 0.51 0.60 0.02 4309857% -0.08 0.25 
ANN2 128 0.01 0.02 0.12 0.50 0.01 295798% -0.09 0.15 
ANN2 32 0.03 0.04 1.29 0.87 0.03 485649224179% -0.07 0.14 
ANN2 64 0.01 0.03 -0.27 0.35 0.01 92522% -0.14 0.39 
ANN3 128 0.00 0.06 -1.06 0.07 0.00 384% -0.47 0.99 
ANN3 64 0.02 0.02 0.26 0.72 0.02 4897082% -0.09 0.11 
ANN4 128 0.02 0.03 -0.18 0.64 0.02 28746938% -0.11 0.21 
DART2 100 0.01 0.03 -1.27 0.25 0.01 7284% -0.16 0.34 
DART4 100 0.01 0.03 -0.38 0.40 0.01 123984% -0.17 0.31 
DART6 100 0.02 0.03 0.22 0.60 0.02 6861226% -0.14 0.22 
DART8 100 0.02 0.03 0.42 0.72 0.02 50429123% -0.10 0.15 
DRF2 200 0.01 0.03 -1.56 0.19 0.00 2417% -0.20 0.30 
DRF4 200 0.01 0.03 -1.00 0.31 0.01 29705% -0.16 0.33 
DRF6 200 0.01 0.03 -0.65 0.46 0.01 458662% -0.18 0.34 
DRF8 200 0.02 0.03 -0.39 0.59 0.02 4727097% -0.17 0.31 
GBM2 100 0.01 0.03 -0.82 0.33 0.01 24558% -0.16 0.29 
GBM4 100 0.02 0.03 -0.27 0.56 0.02 3028396% -0.15 0.28 
GBM6 100 0.02 0.03 0.17 0.73 0.02 64231407% -0.12 0.18 
GBM8 100 0.02 0.03 0.46 0.81 0.02 200202148% -0.07 0.12 

 

Panel D: Value Weight Long-Short Portfolio Economic Performance without Macro Components 
Model Mean SD Skewness SR CEQ Cumulative Return Min Max DD 
Buy-Hold 0.01 0.04 -0.56 0.12 0.00 2004% -0.23 0.55 
ANN1 128 0.01 0.03 0.39 0.37 0.01 172108% -0.10 0.25 
ANN1 16 0.01 0.03 0.24 0.39 0.01 183825% -0.11 0.20 
ANN1 32 0.01 0.03 0.13 0.42 0.01 1103697% -0.13 0.29 
ANN1 64 0.01 0.04 -0.10 0.33 0.01 352299% -0.19 0.49 
ANN2 128 0.01 0.03 0.53 0.25 0.01 22764% -0.10 0.26 
ANN2 32 0.02 0.05 0.47 0.39 0.02 20738716% -0.17 0.30 
ANN2 64 0.01 0.04 0.14 0.32 0.01 220580% -0.15 0.43 
ANN3 128 0.01 0.07 -0.08 0.08 0.00 821% -0.29 0.96 
ANN3 64 0.01 0.03 -0.13 0.39 0.01 293578% -0.12 0.32 
ANN4 128 0.02 0.04 -0.70 0.38 0.02 4784931% -0.30 0.40 
DART2 100 0.01 0.03 -0.09 0.28 0.01 31399% -0.13 0.27 
DART4 100 0.01 0.03 -0.20 0.26 0.01 21838% -0.15 0.44 
DART6 100 0.01 0.04 -0.45 0.35 0.01 429355% -0.22 0.31 
DART8 100 0.01 0.04 -0.63 0.33 0.01 415020% -0.23 0.44 
DRF2 200 0.01 0.03 0.06 0.21 0.01 4522% -0.15 0.29 
DRF4 200 0.01 0.03 -0.24 0.22 0.01 9153% -0.15 0.39 
DRF6 200 0.01 0.03 -0.83 0.29 0.01 62025% -0.22 0.39 
DRF8 200 0.01 0.04 -1.12 0.32 0.01 157852% -0.25 0.51 
GBM2 100 0.01 0.03 -0.41 0.29 0.01 34676% -0.15 0.39 
GBM4 100 0.01 0.04 -0.57 0.36 0.01 392902% -0.19 0.58 
GBM6 100 0.02 0.04 -0.31 0.42 0.01 1988854% -0.15 0.46 
GBM8 100 0.02 0.04 0.05 0.42 0.02 2653376% -0.15 0.47 
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Table 7 Overall Accuracy of Time Series OOS Prediction and Binomial Test 196301:201912

Table 7 presents the accuracy of each model. The accuracy of a model is the direct evaluation of the correctness of the model 
predictions.  The Kappa statistic measures the level of agreement between the predictions and the actual data and higher Kappa 
statistic indicates better performance. According to Landis and Koch (1977), a Kappa value greater than 0 but less than 0.2 
indicates that the agreement is slight. The confidence interval is the binomial confidence interval based on accuracy. The P values 
are associated with the hypothesis test on whether the accuracy is different from the 2 benchmark accuracies statistically. We 
discussed our model specifications and the statistical metrics in Section 2. Table 7 shows that all of our models are better than the 
no information accuracy which is calculated under the assumption that the historical information is useless in terms of prediction 
future return states. All of our models are also better than the martingale accuracy, which is calculated under the assumption that 
the stock returns follow a memoryless process. 

Model Accuracy Kappa 
Lower  

99%  
Bound 

Upper  
99%  

Bound 

No Info  
Accuracy 

No Info  
P Value 

Martingale  
Accuracy 

Martingale  
P Value 

 ANN1 16 0.153 0.059 0.153 0.154 0.102 0.000 0.117 0.000 
 ANN1 32 0.153 0.058 0.153 0.154 0.102 0.000 0.117 0.000 
 ANN1 64 0.154 0.059 0.153 0.154 0.102 0.000 0.117 0.000 
 ANN1 128 0.150 0.056 0.150 0.151 0.102 0.000 0.117 0.000 
 ANN2 32 0.153 0.058 0.153 0.154 0.102 0.000 0.117 0.000 
 ANN2 64 0.151 0.056 0.151 0.152 0.102 0.000 0.117 0.000 
 ANN2 128 0.152 0.057 0.151 0.152 0.102 0.000 0.117 0.000 
 ANN3 64 0.152 0.058 0.152 0.153 0.102 0.000 0.117 0.000 
 ANN3 128 0.151 0.056 0.150 0.151 0.102 0.000 0.117 0.000 
 ANN4 128 0.152 0.058 0.152 0.153 0.102 0.000 0.117 0.000 
 DART2 100 0.153 0.059 0.153 0.154 0.102 0.000 0.117 0.000 
 DART4 100 0.155 0.061 0.155 0.156 0.102 0.000 0.117 0.000 
 DART6 100 0.156 0.062 0.156 0.157 0.102 0.000 0.117 0.000 
 DART8 100 0.156 0.062 0.155 0.156 0.102 0.000 0.117 0.000 
 DRF2 200 0.152 0.057 0.152 0.153 0.102 0.000 0.117 0.000 
 DRF4 200 0.156 0.061 0.155 0.156 0.102 0.000 0.117 0.000 
 DRF6 200 0.157 0.063 0.157 0.158 0.102 0.000 0.117 0.000 
 DRF8 200 0.158 0.064 0.158 0.159 0.102 0.000 0.117 0.000 
 GBM2 100 0.155 0.061 0.155 0.156 0.102 0.000 0.117 0.000 
 GBM4 100 0.157 0.063 0.157 0.158 0.102 0.000 0.117 0.000 
 GBM6 100 0.158 0.064 0.157 0.159 0.102 0.000 0.117 0.000 
 GBM8 100 0.158 0.064 0.157 0.158 0.102 0.000 0.117 0.000 
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Table 8 Return State Transition Probability and Mean Return 196301:201912

This table presents the return state transition probability and mean return of the transition from the old to new state. A stock in 
return state 1 means that the stock delivers a return that is among the worst performing returns of the trading month. A stock in 
return state 10 indicates that the stock are among the stocks delivering the best performing returns of the trading month. Note that 
the true return state transition probabilities are not evenly distributed. The extreme return states and the middle return states are 
associated with transition probabilities either substantially greater than 10 % or substantially lower than 10%. These states are 
thus with higher certainty in the process of state transition. More specifically, return state 3, return state 4 and return state 9 seem 
the most uncertain states. The return state 1 and return state 10 seem the most certain states. The return states are defined in Table 
1. 

Panel A: True Return State Transition Probability Matrix 196301:201912 

 New 1 New 2 New 3 New 4 New 5 New 6 New 7 New 8 New 9 New 10 

Old 1 0.1741 0.1063 0.0816 0.0686 0.0665 0.0660 0.0719 0.0817 0.1052 0.1782 
Old 2 0.1137 0.1073 0.0963 0.0891 0.0879 0.0875 0.0918 0.0993 0.1090 0.1180 
Old 3  0.0859 0.0987 0.0997 0.1011 0.1007 0.1033 0.1050 0.1054 0.1059 0.0944 
Old 4 0.0713 0.0899 0.1007 0.1073 0.1127 0.1134 0.1122 0.1092 0.1014 0.0817 
Old 5 0.0696 0.0860 0.0992 0.1094 0.1128 0.1203 0.1167 0.1098 0.0981 0.0779 
Old 6 0.0690 0.0868 0.1002 0.1084 0.1138 0.1177 0.1186 0.1116 0.0970 0.0768 
Old 7 0.0675 0.0897 0.1025 0.1083 0.1134 0.1163 0.1164 0.1121 0.0980 0.0758 
Old 8 0.0753 0.0973 0.1054 0.1067 0.1102 0.1123 0.1092 0.1058 0.0984 0.0794 
Old 9 0.0958 0.1103 0.1061 0.1023 0.0976 0.0974 0.0971 0.1009 0.0999 0.0927 
Old 10 0.1742 0.1236 0.0966 0.0825 0.0752 0.0736 0.0743 0.0802 0.0912 0.1284 

           
Panel B: Return State Transition Mean Return 196301:201912 

 New 1 New 2 New 3 New 4 New 5 New 6 New 7 New 8 New 9 New 10 

Old 1 -0.2744 -0.1217 -0.0750 -0.0413 -0.0130 0.0114 0.0394 0.0759 0.1350 0.4003 
Old 2 -0.2424 -0.1177 -0.0716 -0.0394 -0.0127 0.0127 0.0404 0.0751 0.1292 0.3169 
Old 3 -0.2316 -0.1139 -0.0691 -0.0370 -0.0121 0.0126 0.0388 0.0719 0.1243 0.2961 
Old 4 -0.2254 -0.1105 -0.0661 -0.0357 -0.0108 0.0119 0.0375 0.0683 0.1193 0.2871 
Old 5 -0.2229 -0.1078 -0.0624 -0.0332 -0.0099 0.0120 0.0357 0.0663 0.1174 0.2940 
Old 6 -0.2185 -0.1055 -0.0614 -0.0328 -0.0094 0.0127 0.0358 0.0660 0.1165 0.2959 
Old 7 -0.2123 -0.1041 -0.0623 -0.0340 -0.0103 0.0114 0.0348 0.0646 0.1128 0.2830 
Old 8 -0.2097 -0.1048 -0.0627 -0.0350 -0.0110 0.0113 0.0370 0.0668 0.1168 0.2884 
Old 9 -0.2120 -0.1076 -0.0664 -0.0374 -0.0125 0.0113 0.0375 0.0690 0.1207 0.2983 
Old 10 -0.2321 -0.1137 -0.0707 -0.0406 -0.0135 0.0115 0.0378 0.0714 0.1276 0.3506 
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Table 9 Time Series OOS Prediction Mean Accuracy across Models by Return State Transition 196301:201912

Table 9 presents our OOS modeling prediction average accuracies of return state transitions from the old states to the new states 
across models. Specifically, we calculate the OOS prediction accuracies of each classification model and form a percentage 
accuracy table similar to the table below. We then average the numbers across all the models. A stock in return state 1 means that 
the stock delivers a return that is among the worst performing returns of the trading month. A stock in return state 10 indicates 
that the stock are among the stocks delivering the best performing returns of the trading month. Details of the return state 
definition can be found in Table 1. 

Combining what is demonstrated in Table 8, Table 9 shows that our models benefit significantly from the most certain return 
states, i.e., return states 1 and 10. Our models almost give up the most uncertain states, i.e. return states 3, 4, and 9.  

  New 1 New 2 New 3 New 4 New 5 New 6 New 7 New 8 New 9 New 10 

Old 1 0.5054 0.0228 0.0045 0.0020 0.0142 0.0446 0.0504 0.0476 0.0928 0.4449 
Old 2 0.4980 0.0735 0.0122 0.0064 0.0456 0.1478 0.1309 0.1040 0.1516 0.2424 
Old 3 0.4403 0.0902 0.0158 0.0125 0.0787 0.2515 0.1773 0.1052 0.1266 0.1753 
Old 4 0.4098 0.0874 0.0195 0.0146 0.0995 0.3184 0.2009 0.1023 0.0993 0.1475 
Old 5 0.4226 0.0832 0.0177 0.0152 0.1034 0.3350 0.2087 0.0923 0.0874 0.1404 
Old 6 0.4244 0.0822 0.0200 0.0153 0.1101 0.3358 0.2028 0.0963 0.0848 0.1390 
Old 7 0.4094 0.0942 0.0245 0.0159 0.1028 0.3333 0.2008 0.1025 0.0849 0.1303 
Old 8 0.4376 0.1093 0.0295 0.0189 0.1016 0.3133 0.1748 0.0991 0.0876 0.1293 
Old 9 0.5011 0.1472 0.0350 0.0221 0.0834 0.2463 0.1214 0.1033 0.0948 0.1270 
Old 10 0.7522 0.1173 0.0257 0.0166 0.0446 0.1067 0.0586 0.0613 0.0667 0.0992 
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Table 10 OOS Prediction By-Class Accuracy 196301:201912

This table summarizes the key statistical metrics that measures the performance of our classification models in the OOS 
predictions covering 196301:201912 by class for the two modeling architectures separately. Our models splits the big question of 
what is the return state of a stock in the next time period as smaller binary choice questions as describe in Section 2. Specifically, 
our models ask whether an observation will be in return state 1 or not, whether the observation will be in return state 2 or not, 
whether the observation will be in return state 3 or not and so on. In short, our models break down the multiclass classification 
problem into smaller binary classification problems. The evaluation of the accuracy with the statistical metrics by each return 
state can thus help us understand the modeling performance for each return state. For more details, section 2.2.2 discusses the 
details of the statistical metrics. Table 1 defines the return states. Table 2 describes model specification. 

In the table below, prevalence is the percentage of the associated return state in the population. Sensitivity measures the 
proportion of correctly predicted positives, while specificity measures the proportion correctly predicted negatives. Sensitivity is 
also called recall. As an example, for the first line of return state 1, a positive means a prediction of 1 and a negative means a 
prediction of 0, where the prediction of 1 indicates that the return of the stock in the next period will be in return state 1 and the 
prediction of 0 indicates that the return of the stock in the next period will not be in return state 1. Precision measures the 
proportion of correct positives over the sum of correct positives and incorrect negatives. F1 is the balanced F score which is 
calculated as the harmonic mean of precision and recall. Balanced accuracy is the average of the accuracy between the prediction 
of positives and the prediction of negatives. In general, greater values in the metrics of sensitivity, specificity, precision, F1 and 
balanced accuracy indicate better performance. 

Panel A presents the by-class metrics in term of average across the neural network models and Panel B presents the by-class 
metrics in term of average across the tree models. The two panels confirm our findings that our models perform well in return 
states with high certainty and almost give up the return states with high uncertainty. The balanced accuracy column also shows 
that our predictions balance the prediction between the positives and negatives. 

Panel A: OOS Prediction Average of By-Class Metrics across ANN Models 196301:201912 
Return  

State 
Prevalence Sensitivity Specificity Precision Recall F1 

Balanced  
Accuracy 

1 0.0996 0.4865 0.7993 0.2146 0.4865 0.2948 0.6429 
2 0.0996 0.0671 0.9482 0.1259 0.0671 0.0807 0.5076 
3 0.0988 0.0298 0.9742 0.1139 0.0298 0.0391 0.5020 
4 0.0984 0.0194 0.9836 0.1134 0.0194 0.0227 0.5015 
5 0.0991 0.0898 0.9347 0.1122 0.0898 NA 0.5122 
6 0.1008 0.2326 0.8413 0.1393 0.2326 0.1547 0.5370 
7 0.1013 0.1994 0.8539 0.1329 0.1994 0.1417 0.5266 
8 0.1016 0.0678 0.9436 0.1142 0.0678 0.0633 0.5057 
9 0.1004 0.1238 0.8982 NA 0.1238 NA 0.5110 

10 0.1003 0.2022 0.8807 0.1612 0.2022 0.1718 0.5414 
 

Panel B: OOS Prediction Average of By-Class Metrics across Tree Models 196301:201912 
Return  

State 
Prevalence Sensitivity Specificity Precision Recall F1 

Balanced  
Accuracy 

1 0.0996 0.5332 0.7798 0.2118 0.5332 0.3027 0.6565 
2 0.0996 0.1122 0.9132 0.1249 0.1122 0.1173 0.5127 
3 0.0988 0.0136 0.9891 0.1226 0.0136 0.0227 0.5013 
4 0.0984 0.0104 0.9914 0.1143 0.0104 0.0184 0.5009 
5 0.0991 0.0782 0.9444 0.1330 0.0782 0.0968 0.5113 
6 0.1008 0.2859 0.8153 0.1478 0.2859 0.1945 0.5506 
7 0.1013 0.1301 0.9066 0.1358 0.1301 0.1316 0.5184 
8 0.1016 0.1143 0.9069 0.1221 0.1143 0.1173 0.5106 
9 0.1004 0.0775 0.9412 0.1281 0.0775 0.0939 0.5093 

10 0.1003 0.2014 0.8740 0.1517 0.2014 0.1726 0.5377 
(Note: the NAs are related to ANN3 128 which makes no prediction on return state 9 in the second half of our sample. We are 
updating the tables to report better metrics.) 
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Table 11 Accuracy and Characteristics at the Individual Stock Level: GBM8 100 Example 196301:201912

The table below presents a regression of OOS prediction accuracy on characteristics across individual stocks. The OOS 
prediction accuracy is produced by GBM8 100 over the entire sample coverage 196301:201912. For each stocks, we calculate the 
prediction accuracy during its existence in our sample and we include all 95 numeric characteristics augmented with the number 
of appearance (n) in the sample. The regression presents an R-squared of 0.485. 

Variable Estimate P Values   Variable Estimate P Values 
Intangibles 

Dispersion in Forecasted EPS -0.010 0.000  Accrual Volatility 0.003 0.131 
Number of Analysts Covering 
Stock 

-0.005 0.000  Current Ratio -0.003 0.150 

Earnings Volatility -0.004 0.000  % Change Sales-to-Inventory 0.002 0.160 
Cash Flow Volatility -0.006 0.000  Absolute Accruals 0.001 0.395 
Secured Debt -0.003 0.001  Sales to Cash -0.001 0.479 
Cash Holdings -0.003 0.002  % Change in Quick Ratio 0.002 0.499 
Working Capital Accruals 0.003 0.002  Debt Capacity/Firm Tangibility -0.001 0.509 
% Change in Sales - % 
Change in Inventory 

-0.004 0.004  Industry-Adjusted Change in 
Employees 

0.001 0.571 

% Change in Sales - % 
Change in SG&A 

-0.003 0.020  % Change in Sales - % Change in 
A/R 

0.000 0.633 

Employee Growth Rate -0.003 0.025  Sales to Receivables 0.000 0.637 
# Years Since First Compustat 
Coverage 

0.002 0.042  % Change in Gross Margin - % 
Change in Sales 

0.000 0.674 

Industry Sales Concentration 0.001 0.046  Quick Ratio 0.001 0.680 
Sales to Inventory 0.001 0.074  Real Estate Holdings 0.000 0.712 
R&D to Market Capitalization -0.002 0.083  Organizational Capital 0.000 0.718 
Percent Accruals -0.002 0.088  % Change in Current Ratio 0.000 0.915 
Growth in Long-Term Debt 0.002 0.099  R&D to Sales 0.000 0.966 
Change in Number of 
Analysts 

-0.005 0.113     
       

Investment 
Growth in Long Term Net 
Operating Assets 

-0.005 0.000  Industry Adjusted % Change in 
Capital Expenditures 

0.001 0.222 

Asset Growth 0.002 0.082  Growth in Capital Expenditures 0.000 0.713 
Corporate Investment -0.003 0.099     
       

Momentum 
1-Month Momentum -0.130 0.000  Revenue Surprise -0.004 0.002 
Industry Momentum -0.007 0.000  Change in Forecasted EPS 0.009 0.028 
12-Month Momentum 0.027 0.000  Change in 6-Month Momentum -0.007 0.044 
Change in Tax Expense 0.010 0.000  Unexpected Quarterly Earnings 0.004 0.049 
36-Month Momentum 0.011 0.000  Number of Earnings Increases 0.002 0.058 
Industry Return 0.013 0.000  Earnings Announcement Return 0.004 0.117 
6-Month Momentum -0.015 0.000     
       

Profitability 

Return on Equity -0.009 0.000  Industry-Adjusted Change in Profit 
Margin 

-0.001 0.311 

Leverage 0.004 0.000  Industry-Adjusted Change in Asset 
Turnover 

0.001 0.351 

Return on Assets -0.005 0.000  Cash Productivity -0.001 0.353 
Financial Statements Score 0.003 0.011  Gross Profitability 0.001 0.458 
Return on Invested Capital -0.002 0.014  Tax Income to Book Income 0.000 0.918 
Financial Statements Score -0.001 0.218  Operating Profitability 0.000 0.940        
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Table 11 (Continues)

Variable Estimate P Values   Variable Estimate P Values 
Trading Frictions 

Beta -0.042 0.000  Price Delay -0.006 0.000 
Illiquidity -0.011 0.000  Industry Adjusted Size 0.004 0.000 
Abnormal Earnings 
Announcement Volume 

-0.010 0.000  Maximum Daily Return -0.014 0.000 

Zero Trading Days 0.006 0.000  Volatility of Liquidity (Dollar 
Trading Volume) 

0.004 0.000 

Bid-Ask Spread 0.012 0.000  Share Turnover -0.006 0.005 

Dollar Trading Volume 0.017 0.000  Volatility of Liquidity (Share 
Turnover) 

0.004 0.128 

Beta Squared 0.037 0.000  Idiosyncratic Return Volatility 0.001 0.393 
Return Volatility 0.069 0.000     
       

Value vs. Growth 

Sales to Price -0.009 0.000  Capital Expenditures and 
Inventory 

0.002 0.060 

Dividend to Price 0.006 0.000  % Change in Depreciation 0.002 0.143 
Forecasted Growth in 5-year 
EPS 

-0.005 0.001  Industry-Adjusted BM 0.001 0.270 

Cash Flow to Debt -0.003 0.001  Cash Flow to Price Ratio -0.001 0.484 
Book-to-Market -0.003 0.001  Change in Shares Outstanding -0.001 0.513 
Growth in Common 
Shareholder Equity 

-0.002 0.010  Depreciation/PP&E 0.000 0.622 

Change in Inventory -0.003 0.029  Earnings Announcement Return -0.001 0.673 
Industry-Adjusted Cash Flow 
to Price RATIO 

0.003 0.029  Scaled Earnings Forecast 0.000 0.776 

Sales Growth 0.003 0.058     
       

Others 
Intercept 0.162 0.000   Appearance in Sample 0.000 0.000 
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Table 12 Model Certainty and Characteristics at the Individual Stock Level: GBM8 100 Example 196301:201912

Table 12 presents the regression results of model certainty as measured by the variance of predicted probabilities. Higher 
probability variance means the model is able to distinguish high probability future states from the low probability future states. 
Therefore, the variance of predicted probabilities is a natural measure for model certainty. Higher variance means the model is 
more certain in general about the possible outcomes. Note that the model certainty is a pre-realization measure.  The results 
below are from GBM8 100. We first calculate the variance of predicted probabilities of all 10 states for each stocks in each 
month. We then obtain the averages of the variance and the characteristics across the time for each stocks. Finally, we regress the 
variance on the characteristics. Note that the characteristics are normalized for each month across stocks such that the averages of 
the characteristics can reflect the relative position of a stock along the characteristics across the time. The regression presents an 
R-squared of 0.673. 

Variable Estimate P Values   Variable Estimate P Values 
Intangibles 

Dispersion in Forecasted EPS -0.0003 0.000  Debt Capacity/Firm Tangibility 0.000 0.034 
Cash Holdings -0.0001 0.000  Industry Sales Concentration 0.000 0.050 
Secured Debt -0.0001 0.000  Number of Analysts Covering Stock 0.000 0.054 
% Change Sales-to-Inventory 0.0001 0.000  Sales to Cash 0.000 0.067 
# Years Since First Compustat 
Coverage 

0.0001 0.000  Quick Ratio 0.000 0.165 

% Change in Sales - % 
Change in Inventory 

-0.0001 0.000  % Change in Sales - % Change in A/R 0.000 0.202 

Sales to Inventory 0.0000 0.000  R&D to Market Capitalization 0.000 0.224 
Earnings Volatility 0.0000 0.001  Real Estate Holdings 0.000 0.289 
Change in Number of 
Analysts 

-0.0001 0.002  % Change in Sales - % Change in 
SG&A 

0.000 0.590 

Employee Growth Rate -0.0001 0.003  Cash Flow Volatility 0.000 0.604 
Current Ratio -0.0001 0.003  Percent Accruals 0.000 0.678 
R&D to Sales 0.0000 0.004  Accrual Volatility 0.000 0.811 

Organizational Capital 0.0000 0.007  % Change in Gross Margin - % 
Change in Sales 

0.000 0.847 

Working Capital Accruals 0.0000 0.008  Growth in Long-Term Debt 0.000 0.945 
Sales to Receivables 0.0000 0.011  % Change in Current Ratio 0.000 0.949 
Absolute Accruals 0.0000 0.013  % Change in Quick Ratio 0.000 0.995 
Industry-Adjusted Change in 
Employees 

0.0000 0.026     
       

Investment 

Asset Growth 0.0000 0.011  Industry Adjusted % Change in 
Capital Expenditures 

0.000 0.703 

Growth in Long Term Net 
Operating Assets 

0.0000 0.212  Corporate Investment 0.000 0.950 

Growth in Capital 
Expenditures 

0.0000 0.444     
       

Momentum 
6-Month Momentum -0.0006 0.000  12-Month Momentum -0.0001 0.005 
1-Month Momentum -0.0005 0.000  Industry Momentum 0.0000 0.055 
Change in Tax Expense 0.0001 0.000  Number of Earnings Increases 0.0000 0.223 
Change in Forecasted EPS 0.0003 0.000  Unexpected Quarterly Earnings 0.0000 0.430 
36-Month Momentum 0.0003 0.000  Earnings Announcement Return 0.0000 0.906 
Industry Return 0.0004 0.000  Change in 6-Month Momentum 0.0000 0.988 
Revenue Surprise -0.0001 0.000     
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Table 12 (Continues)

Variable Estimate P Values   Variable Estimate P Values 
Profitability 

Return on Assets -0.0002 0.000  Tax Income to Book Income 0.0000 0.007 
Return on Equity -0.0001 0.000  Financial Statements Score 0.0000 0.059 

Leverage 0.0002 0.000  Industry-Adjusted Change in Asset 
Turnover 

0.0000 0.120 

Cash Productivity 0.0000 0.001  Industry-Adjusted Change in Profit 
Margin 

0.0000 0.303 

Return on Invested Capital 0.0000 0.001  Operating Profitability 0.0000 0.400 
Gross Profitability 0.0000 0.006  Financial Statements Score 0.0000 0.691        

Trading Frictions 

Beta -0.0011 0.000  Volatility of Liquidity (Dollar Trading 
Volume) 

0.0003 0.000 

Abnormal Earnings 
Announcement Volume 

-0.0003 0.000  Bid-Ask Spread 0.0006 0.000 

Price Delay -0.0002 0.000  Maximum Daily Return 0.0006 0.000 
Illiquidity -0.0002 0.000  Beta Squared 0.0009 0.000 
Zero Trading Days 0.0001 0.000  Return Volatility 0.0002 0.000 
Industry Adjusted Size 0.0002 0.000  Share Turnover -0.0001 0.022 

Idiosyncratic Return Volatility 0.0002 0.000  Volatility of Liquidity (Share 
Turnover) 

0.0001 0.022 

Dollar Trading Volume 0.0003 0.000     
       

Value vs. Growth 
Sales to Price -0.0003 0.000  Capital Expenditures and Inventory -0.0001 0.001 
Forecasted Growth in 5-year 
EPS 

-0.0002 0.000  Growth in Common Shareholder 
Equity 

0.0000 0.004 

Cash Flow to Price Ratio -0.0001 0.000  % Change in Depreciation 0.0000 0.006 
Industry-Adjusted BM -0.0001 0.000  Change in Inventory 0.0000 0.079 
Book-to-Market -0.0001 0.000  Earnings Announcement Return 0.0000 0.158 
Cash Flow to Debt -0.0001 0.000  Change in Shares Outstanding 0.0000 0.562 

Depreciation/PP&E -0.0001 0.000  Industry-Adjusted Cash Flow to Price 
RATIO 

0.0000 0.690 

Dividend to Price 0.0003 0.000  Sales Growth 0.0000 0.905 
Scaled Earnings Forecast -0.0001 0.000     

       
Others 

Intercept 0.0014 0.000   Appearance in Sample 0.0000 0.000 
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Table 13 Accuracy, Model Certainty and Characteristics in Categories: GBM8 100 Example

Table 13 summarizes the analysis of relation related to modeling characteristics in categories following the categorization of Hou 
et al. 2019. Panel A summarizes the information about the relation between OOS prediction accuracy and the characteristics. 
Panel B summarizes the information about the relation between model certainty and the characteristics. The Table 13 is based on 
Table 11 and Table 12. The categorization details are included in Tables 11 and 12. 

Panel A: OOS Prediction Accuracy on Characteristics 

Variable Category Sum of Significant Effect 
Number of Significant 

Effects 
Total Number of Variables 

Intangibles -0.0367 16 33 
Investment -0.0054 3 5 
Momentum -0.0847 12 13 
Profitability -0.0091 5 12 
Trading Frictions 0.0578 13 15 
Value vs. Growth -0.0102 10 17 
Others 0.0000 2 2 

 
Panel B: Model Certainty on Characteristics 

Variable Category Sum of Significant Effect 
Number of Significant 

Effects 
Total Number of Variables 

Intangibles -0.0007 21 33 
Investment 0.0000 1 5 
Momentum -0.0001 9 13 
Profitability -0.0002 8 12 
Trading Frictions 0.0017 15 15 
Value vs. Growth -0.0007 13 17 
Others 0.0014 2 2 
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Table 14 OOS Rolling Window Relation: GBM8 100 Example 199201:201912

The table below presents the rolling correlation between each pair of value weighted market return, model confidence, model 
certainty and OOS prediction accuracy. We measure model confidence as the maximum predicted return state probability. The 
definition of model certainty is the same as in Table 12. For model confidence and model certainty, we first calculate the values 
at the individual stock level and then we take the averages across the stocks in the month. The correlation calculation is based on 
normalized scales across the time period from 1992 to 2019. Model confidence, model certainty and model accuracy are all from 
GBM8 100. 

Rolling Window 

MKT  
and  

Model Confidence 

MKT  
and  

Model Certainty 

Accuracy  
And 

 Model Confidence 

Accuracy  
and  

Model Certainty 

MKT  
and  

Accuracy 
1 -0.063 0.019 0.224 0.199 0.152 
6 -0.273 -0.010 0.401 0.321 0.064 
12 -0.400 -0.101 0.440 0.349 0.036 
18 -0.440 -0.124 0.450 0.382 0.070 
24 -0.431 -0.115 0.457 0.407 0.120 
30 -0.420 -0.107 0.467 0.429 0.172 
36 -0.399 -0.107 0.470 0.442 0.235 
42 -0.382 -0.113 0.477 0.459 0.298 
48 -0.366 -0.119 0.491 0.484 0.339 
54 -0.356 -0.117 0.514 0.515 0.367 
60 -0.349 -0.112 0.542 0.549 0.390 
66 -0.341 -0.106 0.575 0.585 0.423 
72 -0.332 -0.092 0.604 0.614 0.454 
78 -0.322 -0.072 0.627 0.638 0.461 
84 -0.322 -0.069 0.646 0.660 0.453 
90 -0.329 -0.068 0.664 0.678 0.424 
96 -0.334 -0.065 0.682 0.691 0.381 

102 -0.321 -0.045 0.700 0.699 0.345 
108 -0.293 0.011 0.720 0.708 0.324 
114 -0.258 0.052 0.737 0.713 0.324 
120 -0.218 0.089 0.751 0.714 0.337 
240 0.284 -0.697 -0.069 -0.938 0.812 
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Table 15 Probability Adjusted Portfolio Allocation: Boosting the Performance 1963:2019

Predictions of the machine learning models are subjective. Therefore, models may have systematic bias in favoring certain 
outcomes when we classify the future return state based on the maximum predicted probability. An alternative to avoid this 
systematic bias in favoring certain outcomes is to use relative ranking of the predicted probabilities for each possible return state. 
The table below demonstrates a drastic increase in performance when we form portfolios utilizing the relative positions of 
predicted return state probabilities for each month. Specifically, we hold long positions in stocks with predicted return state 10 
probability in the top decile of the month and we require the stocks to not be in the top deciles of the predicted return state 
probabilities for return state 1-9. Similarly, we short stocks with predicted return state 1 probability in the top decile of the month 
and we require the stocks to not be in the top deciles of the predicted return state probabilities for return state 2-10. At the same 
time, we adjust the weights of the stocks in the long and the short legs with their predicted return state 10 probabilities and their 
predicted return state 1 probabilities. In other words, among the selected stocks based on the relative predicted return state 
probabilities, we allocate more positions to stocks that have higher predicted probabilities of ending up in return state 1 and 
return state 10. Comparing to Table 6, the long-short portfolios experience drastic performance increase after the probability 
based weight adjustment. The model, ANN3 128, which fails in Table 4 and our figures for economic performance are now 
delivering a high performance. 

Panel A: Probability Adjusted Equal Weight Long-Short Portfolio Economic Performance 
Model Mean SD Skewness SR CEQ Cumulative Return Min Max DD 
Buy-Hold 0.01 0.06 -0.19 0.13 0.01 5478% -0.28 0.73 
ANN1 128 0.03 0.05 0.24 0.54 0.02 1747545888% -0.24 0.40 
ANN1 16 0.03 0.05 1.46 0.74 0.03 537367902806% -0.17 0.23 
ANN1 32 0.03 0.04 0.43 0.80 0.03 585717134036% -0.18 0.28 
ANN1 64 0.03 0.04 0.67 0.79 0.03 126545896631% -0.09 0.26 
ANN2 128 0.03 0.07 -2.09 0.37 0.02 6384408% -0.71 0.77 
ANN2 32 0.05 0.09 0.42 0.61 0.05 53503237666690300% -0.51 0.75 
ANN2 64 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.84 0.04 21946520% -0.13 0.16 
ANN3 128 0.04 0.06 -0.27 0.64 0.04 27745008% -0.28 0.38 
ANN3 64 0.03 0.05 -0.20 0.60 0.03 116318933473% -0.41 0.56 
ANN4 128 0.04 0.05 0.13 0.73 0.03 857535837585% -0.23 0.41 
DART2 100 0.02 0.04 0.11 0.45 0.02 9780805% -0.26 0.35 
DART4 100 0.03 0.05 1.17 0.59 0.03 6142361836% -0.20 0.29 
DART6 100 0.04 0.05 1.74 0.81 0.04 4337282808905% -0.13 0.14 
DART8 100 0.04 0.05 1.61 0.89 0.04 22990589725743% -0.08 0.13 
DRF2 200 0.02 0.04 -0.41 0.49 0.02 117805370% -0.24 0.42 
DRF4 200 0.03 0.05 0.36 0.69 0.03 254014955988% -0.22 0.26 
DRF6 200 0.04 0.05 0.54 0.73 0.04 3527074114759% -0.17 0.23 
DRF8 200 0.04 0.05 0.66 0.82 0.04 51326803125824% -0.17 0.25 
GBM2 100 0.02 0.05 0.33 0.49 0.02 152137336% -0.18 0.31 
GBM4 100 0.04 0.05 0.52 0.82 0.04 9280507544099% -0.13 0.19 
GBM6 100 0.05 0.05 1.03 0.95 0.05 4697009163630370% -0.08 0.10 
GBM8 100 0.05 0.05 1.16 0.96 0.05 9480038488767790% -0.07 0.18 
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Table 15 (Continues)

Panel B: Probability Adjusted Value Weight Long-Short Portfolio Economic Performance 
Model Mean SD Skewness SR CEQ Cumulative Return Min Max DD 
Buy-Hold 0.01 0.04 -0.56 0.12 0.00 2004% -0.23 0.55 
ANN1 128 0.02 0.05 -0.12 0.34 0.02 11945601% -0.28 0.57 
ANN1 16 0.02 0.06 1.87 0.41 0.02 197771788% -0.20 0.74 
ANN1 32 0.03 0.05 0.31 0.47 0.02 950511246% -0.27 0.36 
ANN1 64 0.02 0.05 0.21 0.42 0.02 124348450% -0.20 0.68 
ANN2 128 0.02 0.10 0.87 0.18 0.01 640963% -0.46 0.85 
ANN2 32 0.03 0.06 0.50 0.52 0.03 66744428793% -0.26 0.41 
ANN2 64 0.03 0.12 0.92 0.22 0.02 65858765% -0.57 0.86 
ANN3 128 0.03 0.04 0.29 0.64 0.03 1239601% -0.09 0.14 
ANN3 64 0.02 0.05 -0.44 0.44 0.02 269369208% -0.33 0.39 
ANN4 128 0.03 0.06 -0.64 0.44 0.02 1554362544% -0.40 0.44 
DART2 100 0.02 0.06 -0.64 0.32 0.02 6500948% -0.36 0.54 
DART4 100 0.02 0.06 0.46 0.30 0.02 3974018% -0.28 0.47 
DART6 100 0.03 0.05 1.04 0.51 0.03 2934823199% -0.23 0.44 
DART8 100 0.03 0.06 -0.04 0.45 0.03 2390819465% -0.26 0.36 
DRF2 200 0.01 0.06 -0.39 0.23 0.01 192536% -0.27 0.51 
DRF4 200 0.02 0.06 -0.04 0.33 0.02 23122352% -0.26 0.65 
DRF6 200 0.02 0.06 0.61 0.35 0.02 99471739% -0.20 0.65 
DRF8 200 0.03 0.06 0.25 0.46 0.03 3018302657% -0.20 0.56 
GBM2 100 0.02 0.06 -0.55 0.28 0.02 3567034% -0.31 0.67 
GBM4 100 0.03 0.06 0.12 0.43 0.03 3229834491% -0.30 0.45 
GBM6 100 0.03 0.06 0.16 0.50 0.03 31495600068% -0.25 0.37 
GBM8 100 0.03 0.06 0.04 0.53 0.03 51378487503% -0.30 0.35 
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Table 16 Time Series IS Training Accuracy and Binomial Test

Table 16 presents the overall accuracy of the predictions on IS training set across model specifications for the time period from 
196301:201912. The setup is the same as Table 7. Panel A shows overall accuracy of training set across models for 
199201:201912. Panel B shows the same information for 199201:201912. 

Panel A: Overall Accuracy of Training Set Across Models 196301:199112 

Model Accuracy Kappa 
Lower  

99%  
Bound 

Upper  
99%  

Bound 

No Info  
Accuracy 

No Info  
P Value 

Martingale  
Accuracy 

Martingale  
P Value 

 ANN1 16 0.156 0.062 0.155 0.157 0.103 0.000 0.113 0.000 
 ANN1 32 0.154 0.059 0.154 0.155 0.103 0.000 0.113 0.000 
 ANN1 64 0.152 0.057 0.151 0.152 0.103 0.000 0.113 0.000 
 ANN1 128 0.151 0.056 0.150 0.152 0.103 0.000 0.113 0.000 
 ANN2 32 0.153 0.058 0.152 0.154 0.103 0.000 0.113 0.000 
 ANN2 64 0.152 0.058 0.152 0.153 0.103 0.000 0.113 0.000 
 ANN2 128 0.151 0.056 0.150 0.152 0.103 0.000 0.113 0.000 
 ANN3 64 0.154 0.059 0.153 0.155 0.103 0.000 0.113 0.000 
 ANN3 128 0.149 0.053 0.148 0.150 0.103 0.000 0.113 0.000 
 ANN4 128 0.150 0.056 0.149 0.151 0.103 0.000 0.113 0.000 
 DART2 100 0.153 0.058 0.152 0.153 0.103 0.000 0.113 0.000 
 DART4 100 0.162 0.068 0.161 0.163 0.103 0.000 0.113 0.000 
 DART6 100 0.173 0.081 0.172 0.174 0.103 0.000 0.113 0.000 
 DART8 100 0.200 0.110 0.199 0.201 0.103 0.000 0.113 0.000 
 DRF2 200 0.151 0.056 0.151 0.152 0.103 0.000 0.113 0.000 
 DRF4 200 0.157 0.063 0.156 0.158 0.103 0.000 0.113 0.000 
 DRF6 200 0.164 0.070 0.163 0.165 0.103 0.000 0.113 0.000 
 DRF8 200 0.179 0.087 0.178 0.180 0.103 0.000 0.113 0.000 
 GBM2 100 0.157 0.062 0.156 0.158 0.103 0.000 0.113 0.000 
 GBM4 100 0.165 0.072 0.165 0.166 0.103 0.000 0.113 0.000 
 GBM6 100 0.180 0.088 0.179 0.181 0.103 0.000 0.113 0.000 
 GBM8 100 0.210 0.122 0.210 0.211 0.103 0.000 0.113 0.000 

 

  



90 
 

Table 16 (Continues)

Panel B: Overall Accuracy of Training Set Across Models 199201:201912 

Model Accuracy Kappa 
Lower  

99%  
Bound 

Upper  
99%  

Bound 

No Info  
Accuracy 

No Info  
P Value 

Martingale  
Accuracy 

Martingale  
P Value 

 ANN1 16 0.161 0.068 0.160 0.162 0.120 0.000 0.120 0.000 
 ANN1 32 0.159 0.065 0.158 0.159 0.120 0.000 0.120 0.000 
 ANN1 64 0.163 0.069 0.162 0.163 0.120 0.000 0.120 0.000 
 ANN1 128 0.157 0.063 0.156 0.158 0.120 0.000 0.120 0.000 
 ANN2 32 0.158 0.064 0.157 0.159 0.120 0.000 0.120 0.000 
 ANN2 64 0.155 0.061 0.154 0.156 0.120 0.000 0.120 0.000 
 ANN2 128 0.157 0.063 0.156 0.157 0.120 0.000 0.120 0.000 
 ANN3 64 0.158 0.064 0.157 0.158 0.120 0.000 0.120 0.000 
 ANN3 128 0.160 0.067 0.160 0.161 0.120 0.000 0.120 0.000 
 ANN4 128 0.158 0.064 0.157 0.158 0.120 0.000 0.120 0.000 
 DART2 100 0.159 0.066 0.159 0.160 0.120 0.000 0.120 0.000 
 DART4 100 0.165 0.072 0.164 0.165 0.120 0.000 0.120 0.000 
 DART6 100 0.174 0.082 0.173 0.175 0.120 0.000 0.120 0.000 
 DART8 100 0.196 0.107 0.196 0.197 0.120 0.000 0.120 0.000 
 DRF2 200 0.158 0.065 0.158 0.159 0.120 0.000 0.120 0.000 
 DRF4 200 0.162 0.069 0.162 0.163 0.120 0.000 0.120 0.000 
 DRF6 200 0.167 0.075 0.167 0.168 0.120 0.000 0.120 0.000 
 DRF8 200 0.180 0.088 0.179 0.180 0.120 0.000 0.120 0.000 
 GBM2 100 0.162 0.069 0.161 0.163 0.120 0.000 0.120 0.000 
 GBM4 100 0.169 0.076 0.168 0.170 0.120 0.000 0.120 0.000 
 GBM6 100 0.180 0.089 0.179 0.181 0.120 0.000 0.120 0.000 
 GBM8 100 0.207 0.119 0.206 0.208 0.120 0.000 0.120 0.000 
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Table 17 Cross-Sectional OOS Test Accuracy with Even Number Months 196302:201912

This table presents the overall accuracy of the OOS predictions with even number months across model specifications for our 
cross-sectional evaluation. The sample split is demonstrated in Table 5 and the table setup is the same as Table 7. We confirm 
that our models are superior in cross-sectional OOS evaluation than the no information accuracy implied by the efficient market 
hypothesis. To illustrate the variable contribution with our cross-sectional setup, our results below are based the data with macro-
level components. 

Model Accuracy Kappa 95% Lower Bound 95% Upper Bound No Information Accuracy P Value 
ANN1 128 0.1476 0.0529 0.1470 0.1481 0.1019 0.0000 
ANN1 16 0.1503 0.0559 0.1497 0.1508 0.1019 0.0000 
ANN1 32 0.1499 0.0556 0.1494 0.1505 0.1019 0.0000 
ANN1 64 0.1543 0.0600 0.1538 0.1548 0.1019 0.0000 
ANN2 128 0.1507 0.0566 0.1501 0.1512 0.1019 0.0000 
ANN2 32 0.1491 0.0544 0.1485 0.1496 0.1019 0.0000 
ANN2 64 0.1539 0.0600 0.1534 0.1545 0.1019 0.0000 
ANN3 128 0.1544 0.0602 0.1539 0.1549 0.1019 0.0000 
ANN3 64 0.1535 0.0593 0.1530 0.1540 0.1019 0.0000 
ANN4 128 0.1516 0.0577 0.1511 0.1522 0.1019 0.0000 
DART2 100 0.1545 0.0605 0.1540 0.1551 0.1019 0.0000 
DART4 100 0.1579 0.0642 0.1574 0.1585 0.1019 0.0000 
DART6 100 0.1601 0.0666 0.1595 0.1606 0.1019 0.0000 
DART8 100 0.1608 0.0674 0.1602 0.1614 0.1019 0.0000 
DRF2 200 0.1558 0.0616 0.1552 0.1563 0.1019 0.0000 
DRF4 200 0.1577 0.0637 0.1571 0.1582 0.1019 0.0000 
DRF6 200 0.1594 0.0656 0.1588 0.1599 0.1019 0.0000 
DRF8 200 0.1598 0.0661 0.1592 0.1603 0.1019 0.0000 
GBM2 100 0.1582 0.0644 0.1577 0.1588 0.1019 0.0000 
GBM4 100 0.1600 0.0664 0.1595 0.1606 0.1019 0.0000 
GBM6 100 0.1609 0.0674 0.1603 0.1614 0.1019 0.0000 
GBM8 100 0.1614 0.0680 0.1608 0.1619 0.1019 0.0000 

(Note: we are updating cross-sectional tables and new results should be available soon.) 
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Table 18 CS Training Model Average Variable Importance

Table 18 presents the variable importance of the cross-sectional models based on the training process covering 196301:201911. 
The table is based on our data including macro-level data components. The variable importance is calculated as the total sum of 
squared error that the associated variable is able to reduce during the model training process. The sample splits is defined in 
Table 5. To demonstrate the information in a concise way, we average across the models for the 2 main modeling architectures, 
ANN and trees, separately as demonstrated respectively in Panel A and B. Specifically, the trading related variables such as 
lagged idiosyncratic volatility play a part in our models. However, corporate announcement variables such as IPO history in the 
past 12 months, earning-price ratio, dividend-price ratio and other public information such as number of analysts and SIC 
classification all play important roles in our models. In addition, historical macro variables make marginal contribution to our 
models. Note that the suffix number indicates a specific category of the associated indicator variable. For example, ipo.0 stands 
for the no ipo indicator and sich.-1 stands for the indicator of no SIC information. Because of the difference in encoding the 
categorical variables (indicators) in our neural network models vs our tree models, our two architectures handle indicator 
variables differently. 

Panel A: Top 50 Average Variable Importance Across Cross Sectional ANN Training Models 
Importance Variable Relative Importance Scaled Importance Percentage Rank 

1 idiovol 0.9968 0.9968 0.0184 1.1 
2 baspread 0.7669 0.7669 0.0137 3.3 
3 sich2.60 0.7549 0.7549 0.0136 3.5 
4 retvol 0.6986 0.6986 0.0125 3.8 
5 ipo.0 0.6538 0.6538 0.0115 4.5 
6 ipo.1 0.4564 0.4564 0.0078 8.9 
7 label10.0 0.4035 0.4035 0.0071 10.3 
8 label10.9 0.3975 0.3975 0.0069 11.6 
9 zerotrade 0.3773 0.3773 0.0068 13.5 

10 sin.0 0.4056 0.4056 0.007 14.5 
11 mom12m 0.3634 0.3634 0.0064 15.2 
12 sich2.49 0.372 0.372 0.0067 16.1 
13 mom1m 0.3564 0.3564 0.0063 16.5 
14 dolvol 0.363 0.363 0.0063 17.6 
15 sich2.10 0.3539 0.3539 0.0063 18.1 
16 mom6m 0.3252 0.3252 0.0057 20.2 
17 beta 0.3298 0.3298 0.0059 21.1 
18 sich2.-1 0.3138 0.3138 0.0055 21.3 
19 securedind.1 0.3244 0.3244 0.0055 23.6 
20 securedind.0 0.3103 0.3103 0.0053 27.9 
21 convind.0 0.3086 0.3086 0.0053 28.6 
22 dp 0.3107 0.3107 0.0055 28.8 
23 rd.1 0.2967 0.2967 0.0051 29.6 
24 label10.8 0.3003 0.3003 0.005 31.6 
25 label10.1 0.2789 0.2789 0.0048 34.1 
26 label10.2 0.2847 0.2847 0.0048 34.1 
27 rd.-1 0.2788 0.2788 0.0048 35.3 
28 label10.7 0.273 0.273 0.0047 35.7 
29 divi.-1 0.2818 0.2818 0.0048 36.1 
30 divi.0 0.2839 0.2839 0.0049 36.4 
31 age 0.2551 0.2551 0.0045 37.1 
32 sich2.56 0.2515 0.2515 0.0045 37.1 
33 sich2.28 0.2713 0.2713 0.0046 37.2 
34 turn 0.261 0.261 0.0045 37.4 
35 divo.0 0.2844 0.2844 0.0049 37.6 
36 convind.1 0.2764 0.2764 0.0047 37.7 
37 label10.4 0.2692 0.2692 0.0046 38.4 
38 label10.6 0.2679 0.2679 0.0046 38.5 
39 label10.3 0.2682 0.2682 0.0046 38.9 
40 divo.-1 0.2683 0.2683 0.0046 40.2 
41 rd.0 0.2688 0.2688 0.0046 41 
42 invest.y 0.2508 0.2508 0.0043 42.7 
43 sich2.63 0.2359 0.2359 0.0041 42.9 
44 sich2.13 0.2292 0.2292 0.004 51 
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Panel A: Top 50 Average Variable Importance Across Cross Sectional ANN Training Models (Continues)
Importance Variable Relative Importance Scaled Importance Percentage Rank 

45 dy 0.2186 0.2186 0.0039 51.2 
46 sich2.20 0.2172 0.2172 0.0038 51.6 
47 securedind.-1 0.2367 0.2367 0.0041 52.7 
48 ppicmm 0.215 0.215 0.0037 53.5 
49 std_turn 0.2073 0.2073 0.0037 55 
50 label10.5 0.2397 0.2397 0.0041 55.6 
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Table 18 (Continues)

Panel B: Top 50 Average Variable Importance Across Cross Sectional Tree Training Models 
Importance Variable Relative Importance Scaled Importance Percentage Rank 

1 idiovol 252020.6634 0.9522 0.3287 1.3333 
2 baspread 111399.6761 0.5508 0.1489 1.9167 
3 retvol 98918.6611 0.4642 0.1321 2.9167 
4 maxret 19223.0792 0.1236 0.0234 6.4167 
5 mom6m 14410.1369 0.0873 0.0183 6.5833 
6 label10 16302.6913 0.1241 0.0221 6.75 
7 mom12m 15108.8604 0.0783 0.0193 7 
8 sich2 25173.3684 0.1675 0.039 7.25 
9 mom1m 15667.66 0.0752 0.0196 7.5 

10 ep 9464.183 0.0616 0.0119 11 
11 roaq 6032.3019 0.0377 0.0078 14.9091 
12 dy 8893.5185 0.055 0.0105 16.0833 
13 betasq 9981.4297 0.0667 0.0118 19.4545 
14 beta 6456.432 0.0424 0.0078 21.6364 
15 turn 3273.5324 0.0167 0.0037 21.6667 
16 zerotrade 2721.8782 0.0105 0.003 23.0833 
17 dolvol 5352.8563 0.0335 0.0065 25.9091 
18 ill 4037.6283 0.0224 0.0046 27.6364 
19 nanalyst 2547.2677 0.0147 0.0031 28.0909 
20 label10.0 2044.8495 0.004 0.0017 32.25 
21 ill_hi_minus_low 2156.603 0.0074 0.0025 32.4167 
22 nonborres 1580.9666 0.0059 0.0019 32.75 
23 roeq 5354.326 0.0376 0.0067 35.6364 
24 std_turn 1618.6375 0.0077 0.0018 37.5 
25 dp 1464.5543 0.006 0.0017 38.1667 
26 sich2_ret 1707.6039 0.0057 0.0018 40.25 
27 bm.x 1923.647 0.0103 0.0022 41.0909 
28 fgr5yr_hi_minus_low 1434.709 0.0053 0.0016 41.8333 
29 fgr5yr 1980.004 0.012 0.0025 42.6667 
30 ddurrg3m086sbea 1412.1605 0.0048 0.0016 45.6667 
31 roavol 8958.6767 0.0642 0.0111 47 
32 agr 1188.3276 0.0048 0.0013 49.0909 
33 ndmanemp 1114.8946 0.0044 0.0014 49.2727 
34 chcsho 1119.6585 0.0046 0.0014 50.4545 
35 chmom 1746.2888 0.009 0.002 51.4545 
36 turn_hi_minus_low 1065.2049 0.0037 0.0012 55.5 
37 roic 4237.5983 0.0303 0.0053 59.4545 
38 bm.y 1311.4077 0.0055 0.0015 60.7273 
39 cusr0000sas 997.8378 0.0047 0.0011 61.8333 
40 bm_hi_minus_low 980.8402 0.0036 0.0011 64.8182 
41 chcsho_hi_minus_low 844.7581 0.0031 9.00E-04 65.75 
42 age 7391.9657 0.0557 0.0094 68.0909 
43 invest.x 978.3864 0.004 0.001 68.2727 
44 ms_hi_minus_low 903.585 0.0034 0.001 68.3636 
45 pchgm_pchsale_hi_minus_low 841.0044 0.0032 9.00E-04 70.1667 
46 realestate_hi_minus_low 672.6382 0.0029 8.00E-04 70.5833 
47 nanalyst_hi_minus_low 901.2761 0.0037 0.0011 70.8182 
48 dolvol_hi_minus_low 950.7877 0.0034 0.001 76.4545 
49 sfe_hi_minus_low 969.5795 0.0034 0.0011 76.6364 
50 exszusx 1110.7301 0.0042 0.0013 76.9091 
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Appendix   
Table A.1 Firm Characteristics 

This table presents characteristics we reconstructed based on Green, Hand and Zhang (2017). 

Name Description Min Max Mean Median Skewness Kurtosis 
acc Working capital accruals -1.02 0.58 -0.02 -0.02 -0.88 4.81 

aeavol 
Abnormal earnings  
announcement volume 

-1.00 21.69 0.87 0.30 3.64 18.51 

age 
# years since first  
Compustat coverage 

1.00 56.00 12.72 9.00 1.36 1.55 

agr Asset growth -0.68 5.85 0.15 0.08 4.26 30.02 
baspread Bid-ask spread 0.00 0.91 0.05 0.03 5.15 38.11 
beta Beta -0.74 3.94 1.08 1.01 0.69 0.69 
bm Book-to-market -2.35 7.81 0.77 0.60 2.48 11.46 
cash Cash holdings 0.00 0.98 0.16 0.07 1.89 3.15 
cashdebt Cash flow to debt -7.71 2.23 0.07 0.13 -4.14 25.99 
cashpr Cash productivity -520.62 600.28 -1.90 -0.73 0.89 29.15 
cfp Cash flow to price ratio -513.56 156.76 0.05 0.05 -172.20 57390.53 

cfp_ia 
Industry-adjusted cash flow to 
price ratio 

-449.37 7031.61 13.09 0.00 21.92 479.82 

chadv Change in dividend -1.59 2.02 0.05 0.03 0.50 8.14 

chatoia 
Industry-adjusted change in asset 
turnover 

-1.43 1.19 0.00 0.00 -0.15 4.74 

chcsho Change in shares outstanding -0.89 2.57 0.11 0.01 3.28 13.85 
chfeps Change in forecasted EPS -6.48 8.25 0.00 0.00 1.29 121.37 
chinv Change in inventory -0.29 0.37 0.01 0.00 1.10 6.77 
chnanalyst Change in number of analysts -12.00 9.00 -0.01 0.00 -0.60 9.46 
chtx Change in tax expense -0.12 0.16 0.00 0.00 0.35 13.06 
cinvest Corporate investment -26.83 27.87 -0.02 0.00 -2.17 244.24 
currat Current ratio 0.16 60.34 3.16 2.00 5.58 40.35 
depr Depreciation/PP&E 0.01 5.51 0.26 0.15 5.92 49.70 
disp Dispersion in forecasted EPS 0.00 10.00 0.15 0.04 6.48 58.18 
dy Dividend to price 0.00 0.35 0.02 0.00 2.67 10.86 
ear Earnings announcement return -0.46 0.51 0.00 0.00 0.26 3.17 

egr 
Growth in common shareholder 
equity 

-3.54 8.19 0.14 0.08 3.32 28.51 

ep Earnings to price -7.66 0.68 -0.01 0.05 -8.11 107.23 
fgr5yr Forecasted growth in 5-year EPS -43.50 99.41 16.35 14.50 1.50 5.47 
gma Gross profitability -0.84 1.78 0.37 0.33 0.81 1.52 
grcapx Growth in capital expenditures -13.89 55.54 0.89 0.14 5.60 45.95 

grltnoa 
Growth in long term net operating 
assets 

-0.61 1.18 0.09 0.06 1.64 7.48 

herf Industry sales concentration 0.01 1.00 0.08 0.05 3.10 11.91 
hire Employee growth rate -0.74 4.00 0.09 0.02 3.81 24.97 
idiovol Idiosyncratic return volatility 0.01 0.26 0.06 0.06 1.47 2.70 
ill Illiquidity 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 14.63 355.90 
indmom Industry momentum -1.00 3.56 0.14 0.12 1.26 5.39 
invest Capital expenditures and inventory -0.52 2.21 0.08 0.04 2.51 12.80 
lev Leverage 0.00 77.75 2.28 0.69 5.47 43.92 
Meanrec Mean number of analysts 1.00 4.50 2.22 2.20 -0.01 -0.32 
mom12m 12-month momentum -1.00 11.60 0.13 0.06 2.89 21.73 
mom1m 1-month momentum -0.70 2.11 0.01 0.00 1.16 7.77 
mom36m 36-month momentum -0.98 16.20 0.33 0.16 3.08 20.08 
ms Financial statement score 0.00 8.00 3.73 4.00 -0.03 -0.72 
mve Size 6.02 18.90 11.77 11.63 0.29 -0.31 

mve_ia Industry-adjusted size 
-

16608.51 
133635.00 

-
158.25 

-
359.12 

9.17 120.31 
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Table A.1 (Continues)

Name Description Min Max Mean Median Skewness Kurtosis 
nanalyst Number of analysts covering stock 0.00 34.00 5.17 3.00 1.75 2.80 
nincr Number of earnings increases 0.00 8.00 1.00 1.00 2.15 6.35 
orgcap Organizational capital 0.00 0.18 0.01 0.01 2.73 11.60 

pchcapx_ia 
Industry adjusted % change in 
capital expenditures 

-237.42 1640.09 6.50 -0.35 15.17 273.34 

pchcurrat % change in current ration -0.89 6.72 0.06 -0.01 3.82 23.69 
pchdepr % change in depreciation -0.85 7.37 0.10 0.03 4.56 36.69 

pchgm_pchsale 
% change in gross margin - % 
change in sales 

-12.26 4.77 -0.06 0.00 -5.49 54.90 

pchsale_pchinvt 
% change in sales - % change in 
inventory 

-11.61 3.02 -0.06 0.01 -5.85 57.26 

pchsale_pchrect 
% changes in sales - % change in 
A/R 

-7.93 3.11 -0.04 0.00 -2.90 24.02 

pchsale_pchxsga 
% change in sales - % change in 
SG&A 

-3.50 4.34 0.02 0.00 3.42 31.72 

pctacc Percent accruals -64.75 71.43 -0.65 -0.27 -1.90 34.80 
pricedelay Price delay -15.85 15.52 0.14 0.06 0.09 39.90 
ps Financial statement score 0.00 8.00 4.18 4.00 0.03 -0.55 
rd_mve R&D to market capitalization 0.00 2.23 0.06 0.03 5.12 48.03 
rd_sale R&D to sales 0.00 283.48 0.61 0.03 23.58 733.49 
retvol Return volatility 0.00 0.27 0.03 0.02 2.42 8.82 
roaq Return on assets -0.48 0.16 0.00 0.01 -3.40 16.22 
roavol Earnings volatility 0.00 0.85 0.03 0.01 5.31 41.10 
roe Return on equity -7.05 8.80 0.03 0.10 -2.56 35.80 
roeq Quarterly return on equity  -2.22 1.66 0.00 0.02 -2.80 29.85 
roic Return on invested capital -21.24 1.01 -0.08 0.07 -10.40 149.98 
rsup Revenue surprise -4.51 2.33 0.02 0.01 -3.83 64.41 
salecash Sales to cash 0.00 2503.48 52.60 10.60 7.68 73.99 
saleinv Sales to inventory 0.29 1031.22 25.91 7.59 6.96 62.95 
salerec Sales to receivables 0.00 594.00 11.68 5.94 5.25 31.16 
sfe Scaled earnings forecast -36.23 1.09 -0.06 0.04 -14.77 296.41 
sgr Sales growth -0.91 8.50 0.18 0.09 5.68 49.16 
sp Sales to price 0.00 54.59 2.32 1.10 4.51 29.91 
spi Industry-adjusted sales to price -0.66 0.19 -0.01 0.00 -5.20 40.89 

std_dolvol 
Volatility of liquidity (dollar 
trading volume) 

0.18 2.74 0.86 0.79 0.75 0.18 

std_turn 
Volatility of liquidity (share 
turnover) 

0.02 184.01 3.90 1.90 6.07 64.87 

stdcf Cash flow volatility 0.00 1882.88 9.88 0.14 11.94 178.00 
sue Unexpected quarterly earnings -5.20 1.70 0.00 0.00 -13.43 550.18 
tang Debt capacity/firm tangibility 0.04 0.98 0.54 0.55 -0.14 0.99 
tb Tax income to book income -27.70 15.36 -0.10 -0.03 -4.47 66.74 
turn Share turnover 0.00 195.94 1.02 0.52 20.43 1384.13 
zerotrade Zero trading days 0.00 19.95 1.31 0.00 3.03 9.22 
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Table A.2 Macroeconomic Variables

Table A.2 demonstrates the macroeconomic variables we collect from  page on the website of Federal Reserve Bank 
of St. Louis. The variables are transformed following the recommended transformation methods. We excluded New Orders for 
Consumer Goods (ACOGNO), New Orders for Nondefense Capital Goods (ANDENOx) and Trade Weighted USD Index 
(TWEXMMTH) for data availability issues. In the end, we have 125 macroeconomic variables for our sample period from 
196301:201912. 

Name Description Min Max Mean Median Skewness Kurtosis 

AAA 
Seasoned Aaa  
Corporate Bond 
Yield 

-1.18 1.29 0.00 0.00 -0.26 5.52 

AAAFFM 
Corporate Bond  
Minus 
FEDFUNDS 

-6.27 5.73 2.07 2.21 -0.85 1.17 

AMDMNOx 
New Orders for 
Durable Goods 

-0.20 0.21 0.00 0.00 -0.14 3.19 

AMDMUOx 
Unfilled Orders 
for Durable Goods 

-0.03 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.53 1.07 

AWHMAN 
Avg Weekly 
Hours : 
Manufacturing 

37.30 42.40 40.81 40.80 -0.41 0.31 

AWOTMAN 
Avg Weekly 
Overtime Hours :  
Manufacturing 

-0.90 0.80 0.00 0.00 -0.07 6.76 

BAA 
Seasoned Baa  
Corporate Bond 
Yield 

-1.02 1.57 0.00 0.00 0.55 6.78 

BAAFFM 
Corporate Bond  
Minus 
FEDFUNDS 

-4.05 8.82 3.10 3.18 -0.49 0.31 

BOGMBASE Monetary Base 0.00 0.06 0.00 0.00 15.95 271.36 

BUSINVx 
Total Business 
Inventories 

-0.02 0.07 0.00 0.00 1.65 22.45 

BUSLOANS 
Commercial and 
Industrial Loans 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.21 26.46 

CE16OV 
Civilian 
Employment 

-0.01 0.02 0.00 0.00 -0.08 1.85 

CES0600000007 
Avg Weekly 
Hours : Goods-
Producing 

37.20 41.80 40.32 40.30 -0.28 0.28 

CES0600000008 
Avg Hourly 
Earnings : Goods-
Producing 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.03 44.16 

CES1021000001 

All Employees: 
Mining and 
Logging:  
Mining 

-0.19 0.20 0.00 0.00 0.42 54.13 

CES2000000008 
Avg Hourly 
Earnings : 
Construction 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.99 56.58 

CES3000000008 
Avg Hourly 
Earnings : 
Manufacturing 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.08 36.95 

CLAIMSx Initial Claims -0.22 0.20 0.00 0.00 0.30 2.18 

CLF16OV 
Civilian Labor 
Force 

-0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.11 2.62 
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Table A.2 (Continues)

Name Description Min Max Mean Median Skewness Kurtosis 

CMRMTSPLx 
Real Manu. and 
Trade Industries 
Sales 

-0.03 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.01 1.22 

COMPAPFFx 

3-Month 
Commercial Paper  
Minus 
FEDFUNDS 

-2.78 2.22 0.07 0.08 -1.18 8.33 

CONSPI 

Nonrevolving 
Consumer Credit  
to Personal 
Income 

-0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 -0.34 23.21 

CP3Mx 

3-Month AA 
Financial  
Commercial Paper 
Rate 

-6.29 3.03 0.00 0.00 -2.31 42.14 

CPIAPPSL CPI : Apparel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.33 24.18 
CPIAUCSL CPI : All Items 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.01 23.42 

CPIMEDSL 
CPI : Medical 
Care 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.01 15.77 

CPITRNSL 
CPI : 
Transportation 

0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 17.02 358.14 

CPIULFSL 
CPI : All Items 
Less Food 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.66 34.63 

CUMFNS 
Capacity 
Utilization: 
Manufacturing 

-3.77 2.22 -0.01 0.03 -0.82 3.76 

CUSR0000SA0L2 
CPI : All items 
less shelter 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 7.95 98.51 

CUSR0000SA0L5 
CPI : All items 
less medical care 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.24 26.39 

CUSR0000SAC 
CPI : 
Commodities 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 13.01 233.77 

CUSR0000SAD CPI : Durables 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.78 16.15 
CUSR0000SAS CPI : Services 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.74 17.25 

DDURRG3M086SBEA 
Personal Cons. 
Exp: Durable 
goods 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.73 31.52 

DMANEMP 
All Employees: 
Durable goods 

-0.05 0.03 0.00 0.00 -1.43 9.48 

DNDGRG3M086SBEA 
Personal Cons. 
Exp: Nondurable 
goods 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 12.96 235.86 

DPCERA3M086SBEA 
Real personal 
consumption 
expenditures 

-0.03 0.02 0.00 0.00 -0.12 2.94 

DSERRG3M086SBEA 
Personal Cons. 
Exp: Services 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.37 6.50 

DTCOLNVHFNM 
Consumer Motor 
Vehicle Loans 
Outstanding 

0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 9.94 121.28 

DTCTHFNM 

Total Consumer 
Loans and  
Leases 
Outstanding 

0.00 0.06 0.00 0.00 19.57 405.68 

EXCAUSx 
Canada / U.S. 
Foreign Exchange 
Rate 

-0.06 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.52 8.22 
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Table A.2 (Continues)

Name Description Min Max Mean Median Skewness Kurtosis 

EXJPUSx 
Japan / U.S. 
Foreign Exchange 
Rate 

-0.11 0.08 0.00 0.00 -0.51 1.80 

EXSZUSx 
Switzerland / U.S. 
Foreign Exchange 
Rate 

-0.09 0.12 0.00 0.00 -0.13 1.60 

EXUSUKx 
U.S. / U.K. 
Foreign Exchange 
Rate 

-0.11 0.10 0.00 0.00 -0.46 2.81 

FEDFUNDS 
Effective Federal 
Funds Rate 

-6.63 3.06 0.00 0.01 -2.39 47.47 

GS1 
1-Year Treasury 
Rate 

-3.91 1.90 0.00 0.00 -1.51 18.10 

GS10 
10-Year Treasury 
Rate 

-1.76 1.61 0.00 0.00 -0.43 5.94 

GS5 
5-Year Treasury 
Rate 

-2.03 1.86 0.00 0.00 -0.41 6.68 

HOUST 
Housing Starts:  
Total New 
Privately Owned 

6.17 7.82 7.22 7.29 -0.98 1.00 

HOUSTMW 
Housing Starts, 
Midwest 

4.08 6.38 5.55 5.66 -0.89 0.29 

HOUSTNE 
Housing Starts, 
Northeast 

3.58 5.98 5.04 5.04 -0.34 -0.11 

HOUSTS 
Housing Starts, 
South 

5.44 7.08 6.42 6.44 -0.57 0.36 

HOUSTW 
Housing Starts, 
West 

4.37 6.47 5.78 5.84 -0.93 0.62 

HWI 
Help-Wanted 
Index for United 
States 

-633.00 880.00 6.94 6.00 0.07 1.93 

HWIURATIO 
Ratio of Help 
Wanted/No. 
Unemployed 

-0.17 0.11 0.00 0.00 -0.42 1.70 

INDPRO IP Index -0.04 0.03 0.00 0.00 -0.99 5.11 

INVEST 

Securities in Bank 
Credit at  
All Commercial 
Banks 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.73 57.39 

IPB51222S 
IP: Residential 
Utilities 

-0.13 0.14 0.00 0.00 -0.22 1.54 

IPBUSEQ 
IP: Business 
Equipment 

-0.08 0.05 0.00 0.00 -1.01 5.36 

IPCONGD 
IP: Consumer 
Goods 

-0.03 0.04 0.00 0.00 -0.02 1.85 

IPDCONGD 
IP: Durable 
Consumer Goods 

-0.11 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.02 6.60 

IPDMAT 
IP: Durable 
Materials 

-0.06 0.05 0.00 0.00 -0.82 3.84 

IPFINAL 
IP: Final Products 
(Market Group) 

-0.03 0.03 0.00 0.00 -0.32 1.90 

IPFPNSS 
IP: Final Products 
and Nonindustrial 
Supplies 

-0.03 0.03 0.00 0.00 -0.48 2.31 

IPFUELS IP: Fuels -0.10 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.65 7.12 

IPMANSICS 
IP: Manufacturing 
(SIC) 

-0.05 0.03 0.00 0.00 -0.91 4.25 

IPMAT IP: Materials -0.07 0.03 0.00 0.00 -1.29 7.60 



100 
 

Table A.2 (Continues)

Name Description Min Max Mean Median Skewness Kurtosis 

IPNCONGD 
IP: Nondurable 
Consumer Goods 

-0.02 0.02 0.00 0.00 -0.08 0.38 

IPNMAT 
IP: Nondurable 
Materials 

-0.08 0.05 0.00 0.00 -1.40 11.05 

ISRATIOx 
Total Business: 
Inventories to 
Sales Ratio 

-0.06 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.46 3.86 

M1SL M1 Money Stock 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 10.33 128.42 

M2REAL 
Real M2 Money 
Stock 

-0.02 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.73 3.58 

M2SL M2 Money Stock 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.65 50.69 

MANEMP 
All Employees: 
Manufacturing 

-0.03 0.02 0.00 0.00 -1.47 6.60 

MZMSL 
MZM Money 
Stock 

0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 19.28 420.20 

NDMANEMP 
All Employees: 
Nondurable goods 

-0.02 0.01 0.00 0.00 -1.12 4.60 

NONBORRES 
Reserves Of 
Depository 
Institutions 

-195.01 170.56 -0.66 -0.35 -3.28 152.65 

NONREVSL 
Total 
Nonrevolving 
Credit 

0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 16.19 281.62 

OILPRICEx 
Crude Oil, spliced 
WTI and Cushing 

0.00 0.73 0.01 0.00 19.83 456.21 

PAYEMS 
All Employees: 
Total nonfarm 

-0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 -0.48 2.68 

PCEPI 
Personal Cons. 
Expend.: Chain 
Index 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.09 11.28 

PERMIT 
New Private 
Housing Permits 
(SAAR) 

6.24 7.79 7.18 7.21 -0.75 0.43 

PERMITMW 
New Private 
Housing Permits,  
Midwest (SAAR) 

4.34 6.23 5.50 5.60 -0.78 -0.02 

PERMITNE 
New Private 
Housing Permits,  
Northeast (SAAR) 

4.06 6.05 5.07 5.08 -0.23 -0.26 

PERMITS 
New Private 
Housing Permits,  
South (SAAR) 

5.37 7.01 6.32 6.36 -0.30 -0.43 

PERMITW 
New Private 
Housing Permits,  
West (SAAR) 

4.57 6.63 5.79 5.85 -0.89 0.57 

PPICMM 
PPI: Metals and 
metal products: 

0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 5.68 41.97 

REALLN 
Real Estate Loans 
at All Commercial 
Banks 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 8.25 106.81 

RETAILx 
Retail and Food 
Services Sales 

-0.07 0.06 0.00 0.00 -0.30 4.93 

RPI 
Real Personal 
Income 

-0.05 0.04 0.00 0.00 -0.64 22.59 

S_P__indust Stock Price Index:  
Industrials 

-0.22 0.11 0.01 0.01 -1.00 4.03 
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Table A.2 (Continues)

Name Description Min Max Mean Median Skewness Kurtosis 

S_P_500 Stock Price Index:  
Composite 

-0.23 0.11 0.01 0.01 -1.02 4.23 

S_P_div_yield Common Stock:  
Dividend Yield 

-0.64 0.59 0.00 -0.01 0.60 6.06 

S_P_PE_ratio 
Common Stock: 
 Price-Earnings 
Ratio 

-0.22 0.24 0.00 0.00 0.07 5.83 

SRVPRD 
All Employees:  
Service-Providing 
Industries 

-0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.06 4.34 

T10YFFM 
10-Year Treasury 
C Minus 
FEDFUNDS 

-6.51 3.85 1.04 1.21 -1.11 2.12 

T1YFFM 
1-Year Treasury C 
Minus 
FEDFUNDS 

-5.00 1.69 0.02 0.13 -2.23 8.91 

T5YFFM 
5-Year Treasury C 
Minus 
FEDFUNDS 

-6.31 3.16 0.70 0.87 -1.35 3.27 

TB3MS 
3-Month Treasury 
Bill 

-4.62 2.61 0.00 0.01 -1.85 28.22 

TB3SMFFM 
3-Month Treasury 
C Minus 
FEDFUNDS 

-5.37 0.68 -0.49 -0.25 -2.56 9.28 

TB6MS 
6-Month Treasury 
Bill 

-4.23 2.17 0.00 0.01 -1.83 23.64 

        

TB6SMFFM 
6-Month Treasury 
C Minus 
FEDFUNDS 

-5.01 1.19 -0.35 -0.13 -2.57 10.00 

TOTRESNS 
Total Reserves of 
Depository 
Institutions 

0.00 1.25 0.00 0.00 18.26 364.58 

UEMP15OV 
Civilians 
Unemployed - 15 
Weeks & Over 

-0.18 0.24 0.00 0.00 0.37 1.27 

UEMP15T26 
Civilians 
Unemployed for 
15-26 Weeks 

-0.36 0.29 0.00 0.00 -0.05 0.92 

UEMP27OV 

Civilians 
Unemployed for  
27 Weeks and 
Over 

-0.21 0.28 0.00 0.00 0.29 1.21 

UEMP5TO14 
Civilians 
Unemployed for 
5-14 Weeks 

-0.22 0.23 0.00 0.00 0.28 1.18 

UEMPLT5 

Civilians 
Unemployed - 
Less Than 5 
Weeks 

-0.22 0.27 0.00 0.00 -0.01 1.34 

UEMPMEAN 

Average Duration 
of  
Unemployment 
(Weeks) 

-2.70 2.50 0.01 0.00 -0.08 2.25 
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Table A.2 (Continues)

Name Description Min Max Mean Median Skewness Kurtosis 

UMCSENTx 
Consumer 
Sentiment Index 

-14.70 17.30 0.01 0.00 0.01 2.06 

UNRATE 
Civilian 
Unemployment 
Rate 

-0.70 0.90 0.00 0.00 0.52 1.98 

USCONS 
All Employees: 
Construction 

-0.04 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.20 5.92 

USFIRE 
All Employees: 
Financial 
Activities 

-0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 -0.51 1.20 

USGOOD 
All Employees:  
Goods-Producing 
Industries 

-0.02 0.02 0.00 0.00 -1.26 4.61 

USGOVT 
All Employees: 
Government 

-0.01 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.67 8.38 

USTPU 

All Employees:  
Trade, 
Transportation & 
Utilities 

-0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 -0.43 1.33 

USTRADE 
All Employees: 
Retail Trade 

-0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 -0.24 2.71 

USWTRADE 
All Employees: 
Wholesale Trade 

-0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 -0.57 0.94 

VXOCLSx VXO 8.02 67.15 19.05 17.48 1.96 6.97 

W875RX1 
Real personal 
income ex transfer 
receipts 

-0.06 0.04 0.00 0.00 -1.77 32.51 

WPSFD49207 

Producer Price 
Index by 
Commodity:  
Final Demand: 
Finished Goods 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.62 61.76 

WPSFD49502 

PPI:  
Final Demand:  
Personal 
Consumption 
Goods  
(Finished 
Consumer Goods) 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 7.10 70.09 

WPSID61 

PPI: 
Intermediate 
Demand by 
Commodity Type:  
Processed Goods 
for Intermediate 
Demand 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 7.84 77.81 

WPSID62 

PPI: 
Intermediate 
Demand by 
Commodity Type:  
Unprocessed 
Goods for 
Intermediate 
Demand 

0.00 0.04 0.00 0.00 7.48 69.10 
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Table A.3 Probability Adjusted Value Weight Long-Short Portfolio Excluding Bottom 50% ME

This table presents the economic performance of the probability adjusted allocation for the top 50% capitalization stocks. On 
average, the pool of stocks reduces from 4880 stocks to 2440 stocks from 1963 to 2019. The allocation rule is the same as 
described in Table 15. 

Model Mean SD Skewness SR CEQ Cumulative Return Min Max DD 
Buy-Hold 0.01 0.04 -0.55 0.12 0.00 1989% -0.23 0.54 
ANN1 128 0.01 0.05 0.03 0.22 0.01 46733% -0.23 0.59 
ANN1 16 0.02 0.04 -0.20 0.37 0.02 3592625% -0.21 0.35 
ANN1 32 0.02 0.05 0.18 0.29 0.01 1600039% -0.24 0.56 
ANN1 64 0.01 0.05 -0.18 0.28 0.01 354674% -0.20 0.74 
ANN2 128 0.00 0.08 0.10 0.05 0.00 84% -0.27 0.82 
ANN2 32 0.02 0.06 0.29 0.30 0.02 5141824% -0.31 0.49 
ANN2 64 0.01 0.08 -0.29 0.11 0.01 3677% -0.41 0.95 
ANN3 128 0.02 0.05 0.26 0.34 0.01 16885% -0.14 0.34 
ANN3 64 0.02 0.05 0.08 0.31 0.01 1434913% -0.20 0.40 
ANN4 128 0.02 0.07 0.04 0.33 0.02 74908663% -0.30 0.47 
DART2 100 0.01 0.05 -0.14 0.11 0.00 1716% -0.25 0.85 
DART4 100 0.01 0.05 0.14 0.20 0.01 35532% -0.22 0.63 
DART6 100 0.02 0.05 -0.22 0.34 0.02 2973936% -0.22 0.61 
DART8 100 0.02 0.05 -0.13 0.30 0.01 2402339% -0.24 0.57 
DRF2 200 0.01 0.05 0.08 0.15 0.01 4460% -0.17 0.44 
DRF4 200 0.01 0.06 0.03 0.11 0.00 2114% -0.30 0.86 
DRF6 200 0.01 0.06 -0.14 0.20 0.01 58850% -0.25 0.82 
DRF8 200 0.02 0.06 -0.24 0.28 0.01 1738895% -0.30 0.58 
GBM2 100 0.01 0.05 -0.69 0.11 0.00 1985% -0.39 0.86 
GBM4 100 0.01 0.05 -0.27 0.24 0.01 186228% -0.30 0.79 
GBM6 100 0.02 0.06 -0.07 0.30 0.01 2293686% -0.23 0.75 
GBM8 100 0.02 0.05 -0.07 0.36 0.02 17832251% -0.25 0.60 

 


