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Abstract. Risk assessment for rare events is essential for understanding systemic

stability in complex systems. As rare events are typically highly correlated, it is

important to study heavy–tailed multivariate distributions of the relevant variables,

i.e. their joint probability density functions. Only for few systems, such investigation

have been performed. Statistical models are desirable that describe heavy–tailed

multivariate distributions, in particular when non–stationarity is present as is typically

the case in complex systems. Recently, we put forward such a model based on

a separation of time scales. By utilizing random matrices, we showed that the

fluctuations of the correlations lift the tails. Here, we present formulae and methods to

carry out a data comparisons for complex systems. There are only few fit parameters.

Compared to our previous results, we manage to remove in the algebraic cases one out

of the two, respectively three, fit parameters which considerably facilitates applications.

Furthermore, we explicitly work out the moments of our model distributions. In a

forthcoming paper we will apply our model to financial markets.

1. Introduction

Ever more high–quality data accumulated in complex systems of all kinds become

available and trigger the need for a better understanding and a quantitative modeling

[1, 2]. The data are typically highly correlated, implying that a univariate data analysis

is insufficient. Rare events in the often heavy tails of the distributions are especially

sensitive for the systemic risk and the stability of a system. Another important aspect of

complex systems is their non–stationarity [3–7]. Finance is a good example, but certainly

not the only one. The standard deviations or volatilities which are important statistical

estimators fluctuate seemingly erratically over time [8–12]. The mutual dependencies

such as Pearson correlations or copulas [13–18] which measure the relations within the

financial markets show non–stationarity variations as well which plays a particularly

important role in states of crisis [4, 19–34].
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Our goal is, for complex systems in general, to assess and quantify non–stationarity

and to provide analytical model descriptions for the multivariate distributions. In

Refs. [35–41] we developed a model for the multivariate distributions in the context

of credit risk and portfolio optimization. We recently considerably extended it [42]

to also properly capture algebraic tails. Here, we present these results in a form

directly applicable to data. The model is based on a separation of time scales,

guided by the observation that the effects due to non–stationarity accumulate as the

length of the considered time intervals increases. We assume a certain behavior, for

example approximate stationarity, within short epochs and fluctuating correlations from

epoch to epoch. Modeling the latter with random matrices [43–46], we are able to

provide analytical formulae with few parameters for the multivariate distributions in

the presence of non–stationarity. Importantly, compared to our formulae in Ref. [42],

we manage to reduce the number of fit parameters in the algebraic cases from two to one

or three to two, respectively, which is highly useful for applications. We also provide new

results on moments. From a formal mathematical point of view, our random–matrix

model is a matrix–valued extension of compounding [47] or mixture [48] approaches in

statistics, but in contrast to these results, we are on phenomenologically solid grounds.

We model a truly existing ensemble of empirical correlation matrices by an ensemble

of random matrices. Among many other things, our random–matrix model also gives

a justification and interpretation of single–variate ad–hoc approaches [47, 49–53]. In a

forthcoming paper [54] henceforth referred to as II, we will present a careful comparison

of financial data analysis with the analytical model.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we give an overview of our random

matrix approach and bring the resulting multivariate distributions in forms directly

applicable to data. We also calculate the moments of these four model distributions.

We give our conclusions in Sec. 3.

2. Random matrix model for multivariate distributions

In Sec. 2.1, we present the salient features of the random matrix model. The process

of rotation and aggregation for the analytical distributions with arbitrary kinds of

amplitudes is explained in Sec. 2.2. In Secs. 2.3 and 2.4, we specify two forms of

multivariate distributions for the epochs and calculate those on the long interval by

employing two forms of random matrix ensembles to model the non–stationarity. We

arrive at four ensemble averaged multivariate amplitude distributions, described in

Sec. 2.5. We calculate the moments in Sec. 2.6.

2.1. Idea and concept

Non–stationarity is ubiquitous in complex systems. Finance provides good examples.

Correlation coefficients between different stocks vary when analyzed in a sliding sample

window. There is no reason for them to be constant, as the business relations, the
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company performances, the traders’ market expectations and so on change in time.

This non–stationarity is illustrated in Fig. 1 for subsequent epochs. Although the gross

structures due to the industrial sectors remain largely unchanged, the two correlation

CD CS E F HC I IT M T U

CD

CS

E

F

HC

I

IT

M
T
U

(a)

CD CS E F HC I IT M T U

CD

CS

E

F

HC

I

IT

M
T
U

(b)

Figure 1. Correlation matrices for two subsequent epochs: daily returns of

308 stocks from the S&P 500 index. First quarter 2008 (a), second quarter 2008

(b), ordered according to industrial sectors [55]. Color coding from dark blue over

white to red indicating positive, zero and negative correlation coefficients. Industrial

sectors: Consumer Discretionary (CD), Consumer Staples (CS), Energy (E), Financials

(F), Health Care (HC), Industrials (I), Information Technology (IT), Materials (M),

Telecommunications Services (T), Utilities (U).

matrices are clearly different.

This prompts us to treat non–stationarity of complex system in general in the

following way. To model multivariate distributions of K amplitudes rk, k = 1, . . . , K

ordered in a vector r = (r1, . . . , rK) on a long time interval, we account for fluctuating

correlations by separating the time scales as in Fig. 2. We divide the long time

epoch epoch epoch epoch epoch epoch

long interval

Figure 2. Long interval, divided into epochs.

interval into short epochs on which we assume only small variations of the correlations.

Conceptually, we may even drop this assumption, although it provides a convenient

guideline for a data analysis. All what matters is that in our model we view the

fluctuations of the correlations on the long time interval as pieced together from the
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individual epochs. Naturally, the multivariate distribution in the epochs on the one

hand and on the long time interval on the other hand ought to be clearly different.

In our model, developed in Ref. [35, 42] and further extended in Ref. [42], we make

the assumption that the multivariate amplitude distributions in the different epochs

have the same shape, i.e. the same functional form, and differ only in the measured

correlation matrices Cep. The challenge is to choose a functional form for p(r|Cep)

that properly fits the data in all epochs such that the non–stationary variations are

captured by the correlation matrix Cep which differs from epoch to epoch. The set of

correlation matrices Cep measured in all epochs is a truly existing ensemble which we

now model by an ensemble of random correlation matrices XX†/N . The model data

matrices X have dimension K × N where N is the length of the model time series.

For each value of N , the matrices XX†/N have dimension K × K, which allows us

to use N as a tunable parameter. As will become clearer later on, the larger N , the

smaller the fluctuations of the model correlations. We draw X from a random matrix

distribution w(X|C,D). Here, C and D are the sample correlation matrices for time

and position series, respectively, measured over the long time interval. To construct the

multivariate amplitude distribution on the long time interval, we replace in p(r|Cep) the

epoch correlation matrices by the random ones,

Cep −→ 1

N
XX† , (I.1)

and integrate over the ensemble

⟨p⟩(r|C,D) =
∫

p
(
r
∣∣∣∣ 1NXX†

)
w(X|C,D)d[X] , (I.2)

where the measure d[X] is the product of the differentials of all independent variables,

see Ref. [42]. This ensemble random matrix average is meant to capture a truly existing

matrix ensemble, namely that of the epoch correlation matrices Cep, while most other

random matrix models are based on the concept of second ergodicity, i.e. to model

statistical features of one large spectrum, an average over a fictitious ensemble of random

matrices is employed. Hence, as our random matrix model does not ground on second

ergodicity, the dimension of the correlation matrices considered does not have to be

large either. Our model applies to correlation matrices of any size.

2.2. Rotation and aggregation procedure

To make data analyses feasible, we will restrict the choices for p(r|Cep) and w(X|C,D)

such that p(r|Cep) and ⟨p⟩(r|C,D) depend on the amplitudes only via the squared

Mahalanobis distances [56] r†C−1
ep r and r†C−1r, respectively. The diagonalization of the

correlation matrix C reads

C = UΛU † with Λ = diag(Λ1, . . . ,ΛK) , Λk > 0 (I.3)

with an an orthogonal matrix U . The same applies to Cep with eigenvalues Λep,k. For

the inverse correlation matrices, we then have C−1 = UΛ−1U †. In the data analyses,



Multivariate Distributions in Non–Stationary Complex Systems I 5

we will always work with full–rank correlation matrices which warrants the existence of

their inverse. For the squared Mahalanobis distance, we find

r†C−1r = r†UΛ−1U †r = r̄†Λ−1r̄ =
K∑
k=1

r̄2k
Λk

(I.4)

with

r̄ = U †r , r̄k =
K∑
l=1

Ulkrl (I.5)

and similarly for Cep. Thus, going from the amplitudes r to the linear combinations

r̄, we rotate into the eigenbasis of the correlation matrix. If the covariance matrices

are used instead of the correlation matrices, everything works in the same way mutatis

mutandis. Integrating out all variables in r̄ but one r̄k, say, we obtain K univariate

amplitude distributions

p(rot,k)(r̄k|Cep) =
∫

p(r̄|Cep)d[r̄] ̸=k

⟨p⟩(rot,k)(r̄k|C,D) =
∫
⟨p⟩(r̄|C,D)d[r̄]̸=k (I.6)

for each epoch and for the longer interval, respectively. The integrals are best carried out

by inserting the characteristic functions. The distributions p(rot,k)(r̄k|Cep) have the same

functional form for all k in each epoch and, similarly, the distributions ⟨p⟩(rot,k)(r̄k|C,D)

for all k on the long interval. However, their parameters, more precisely, the eigenvalues

entering, are different. These K distributions provide full information on the correlated

multivariate system, because all linear combinations differ.

The calculation also reveals that the resulting univariate distributions for the

rotated amplitudes have the same functional form as the univariate distributions

p(orig,k)(rk|Cep) and ⟨p⟩(orig,k)(rk|C,D) for the unrotated, original amplitudes, but of

course with changes in the parametrical dependence, see Secs. 2.3 and 2.4.

Anticipating the forthcoming data analysis, we briefly sketch the procedure of

aggregation. To accumulate data for statistical significance, we normalize the r̄k to

the square root of the corresponding eigenvalue,

r̃k =
r̄k√
Λk

, (I.7)

or Λep,k, respectively, and lump together all K distributions. This yields statistically

highly significant univariate empirical distributions p(aggr)(r̃) and ⟨p⟩(aggr)(r̃) which

facilitates a careful study of the tail behavior.

2.3. Choice of multivariate amplitude distributions in the epochs

We choose two functional forms for the amplitude distributions in the epochs. We make

the assumption that non–Markovian effects may be neglected on shorter time scales,

i.e. in the epochs. Their inclusion would be mathematical feasible, but would lead to

much more complicated formulae. In most complex systems that we have worked with,

a wise choice of the epoch length can always justify the neglection of non–Markovian
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effects within the epochs. We notice that short–term memory effects are known to

exist in correlated financial markets [57–60], but they are small. A first choice or the

multivariate amplitude distributions is the Gaussian

pG(r|Cep) =
1√

det2πCep

exp
(
−1

2
r†C−1

ep r
)
. (I.8)

The measured correlation matrix

Cep = ⟨rr†⟩ep (I.9)

differs from epoch to epoch. The rotated univariate amplitude distributions are

p
(rot,k)
G (r̄k|Λep,k) =

1√
2πΛep,k

exp

(
− r̄2k
2Λep,k

)
. (I.10)

If the covariance matrices Σep instead of the correlation matrices Cep are used, the Λep,k

are the eigenvalues of the former.

The univariate distributions of the original (unrotated) amplitudes can also be

heavy-tailed for various reasons, see finance [61–65] as an example. This prompts our

second choice [42]

pA(r|Ĉep) =

√
2

m

K
Γ(l − (K − 1)/2)

Γ(l −K/2)

1√
det 2πĈep

1(
1 +

1

m
r†Ĉ−1

ep r
)l (I.11)

with an algebraic tail determined by the power l. We notice that the input matrix

Ĉep which is to be measured for each epoch can in this algebraic case not directly be

identified with the sample correlation or covariance matrix. However, the simple relation

[42]

Cep = ⟨rr†⟩ep = βAĈep (I.12)

with

βY =


1 , if Y=G

m

2l −K − 2
, if Y=A

. (I.13)

holds for the expectation value ⟨rr†⟩ as an estimator for the sample correlations or

covariances.

Importantly, the relation (I.12) allows us to fix one of the two parameters l or m in

this algebraic case Y = A. We choose the latter and replace mĈep with (2l−K − 2)Cep

such that

pA(r|Cep) =

√
2

2l −K − 2

K
Γ(l − (K − 1)/2)

Γ(l −K/2)
1√

det 2πCep

1(
1 +

1

2l −K − 2
r†C−1

ep r
)l . (I.14)

In this multivariate distribution, l is the only fit parameter.
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Viewed as function of the Mahalanobis distance
√
r†Ĉ−1

ep r, the distribution (I.11) is

of a generalized Student t type [66]. In the standard univariate Student t distribution

with m degrees of freedom, one has l = (m + 1)/2. Multivariate t distributions were

considered for financial data in Refs. [67–69] and particularly in Ref. [70]. In such K

multivariate t distributions, with m degrees of freedom, the relation l = (m + K)/2

holds. In our choice, the two parameters l and m are first independent and then related

(I.12), (I.13). The K multivariate distribution (I.11) is normalizable, if l > K/2.

Analogously to Eq. (I.10), we calculate the univariate distributions for the rotated

amplitudes and find, not surprisingly, a formulae with a reduced power

p
(rot,k)
A (r̄k|Λep,k) =

1√
π(2lrot − 3)Λep,k

Γ(lrot)

Γ(lrot − 1/2)
(I.15)

1(
1 +

r̄2k
(2lrot − 3)Λep,k

)lrot
.

The combined parameter

lrot = l − K − 1

2
(I.16)

occurs because we integrated out K − 1 variables of the K multivariate distribution.

We notice that the Λep,k are the eigenvalues of the sample correlation matrix.

Importantly, the corresponding univariate distributions p
(orig,k)
Y (rk|Cep) for the

original, unrotated amplitudes have the same functional forms. They follow from

Eqs. (I.10) and (I.15) by simply replacing Λep,k with the number one or with the

variances Σep,kk = σ2
ep,k if correlation or covariance matrices are used, respectively. The

information on the multivariate, correlated system is contained in the eigenvalues of the

correlation or covariance matrices which appear explicitly in the univariate distributions

of the rotated amplitudes, but not in those of the original, unrotated amplitudes. Hence

the latter do not carry information on the multivariate, correlated system, in contrast

to the former.

2.4. Choice of ensembles for the fluctuating correlations

To capture the non–stationarity, we model the fluctuations of correlations by random

K ×N data matrices X which we draw from either Gaussian or algebraic distributions.

Our first choice for the ensemble distribution is the multimultivariate Gaussian

wG(X|C,D) =
1√

det2πD ⊗ C
exp

(
−1

2
trD−1X†C−1X

)
. (I.17)

In statistical inference, this is the celebrated doubly correlated Wishart distribution with

input matrices C and D describing the correlation structure of the time and position

series, r(t) and r̃k, respectively. They can be determined by sampling over the long time

interval,

C = ⟨rr†⟩ and D = ⟨r̃r̃†⟩ , (I.18)
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where D measures the memory effects. In our model these are the non-Markovian effects

across epochs. The random data matrix in the model has dimension K × N , thus the

time series have length N which is an adjustable parameter controlling how strongly

the K ×K model correlation matrix XX†/N and the K ×K model correlation matrix

X†X/K fluctuate about the input matrices C and D, respectively. Thus, it is a feature

of our model that the length N of the random model time series is different from, in

general much shorter than, the length T of the long interval. Although the input matrix

D in Eq. (I.17) and the sampled correlation matrix D in (I.18) are different due to the

structure of our model, we do not distinguish them in the notation. From a practical

point of view, the input matrix D should contain the sector of the sampled matrix D

corresponding to the largest eigenvalues.

As explained in Sec. 2.1, our model is quite different from statistical inference,

second ergodicity is not evoked as the random ensemble (I.17) models the truly existing

ensemble of the measured epoch correlation matrices Cep. Hence, the K × K model

correlation matrices XX†/N do not have to be large.

To model possible heavy tails in the fluctuations of the correlations, we also choose

the multimultivariate, algebraic determinant distribution

wA(X|Ĉ, D̂) =
(
2

M

)KN
2

N∏
n=1

Γ(L− (n− 1)/2)

Γ(L− (K + n− 1)/2)

1√
det2πD̂ ⊗ Ĉ

1

detL
(

1N +
1

M
D̂−1X†Ĉ−1X

) (I.19)

depending on two input parameter correlation matrices Ĉ and D̂. It generalizes the

matrixvariate t distribution with ν degrees of freedom [45] which is recovered for M = 1

and L = (ν+K+N−1)/2. In our application, L,M,N are first independent parameters,

but the relations [42]

C = BAĈ and D = BAD̂ (I.20)

between the sample and the input parameter correlation matrices with

BY =


1 , if Y=G

M

2L−K −N − 1
, if Y=A

. (I.21)

facilitates the elimination of the parameter M . In Eq. (I.19), we replace MĈ with

(2L−K −N − 1)C and find

wA(X|C,D) =
(

2

2L−K −N − 1

)KN
2

N∏
n=1

Γ(L− (n− 1)/2)

Γ(L− (K + n− 1)/2)

1√
det2πD ⊗ C

1

detL
(

1N +
1

2L−K −N − 1
D−1X†C−1X

) .(I.22)
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Importantly, as the dependence of wA(X|Ĉ, D̂) on the input matrices Ĉ and D̂ is, apart

from their dimensions, fully symmetric, the replacements ofMĈ with (2L−K−N−1)C

and of MD̂ with (2L − K − N − 1)D are equivalent. Hence the ensemble averages

⟨XX†/N⟩ and ⟨X†X/K⟩ now yield C and D as required.

2.5. Resulting multivariate amplitude distributions on the long interval

Employing Eq. (I.2), we calculate the multivariate amplitude distributions

⟨p⟩Y Y ′(r|C,D) on the long interval. As the multivariate amplitude distributions

pY(r|Cep) and the ensemble distributions wY′(X|C,D) both come in a Gaussian Y = G

and an algebraic Y = A choice according to Eqs. (I.8), (I.11), (I.17), (I.19), we arrive

at four distributions ⟨p⟩Y Y ′(r|C,D) on the long interval. Details of the calculations can

be found in Ref. [42], we only present the results. Remarkably, almost all integrals can

be done, the formulae are fairly compact, given the complexity of the model. It is an

important feature of our model, that all multivariate distribution on the long interval

depend on the amplitudes only via the Mahalanobis distances [56]
√
r†C−1r. Explicitly,

our results are

⟨p⟩GG(r|C,D) =
1

√
r†C−1r

(K−2)/2

1√
det 2πC

∞∫
0

J(K−2)/2

(
ρ
√
r†C−1r

)
√
det(1N +Dρ2/N)

ρK/2dρ (I.23)

in the Gaussian–Gaussian case,

⟨p⟩GA(r|C,D) =
Γ(L− (N − 1)/2)

Γ(K/2)Γ(L− (K −N − 1)/2)
1√

det 2πC(2L−K −N − 1)/N
∞∫
0

1F1

(
L− N − 1

2
,
K

2
,

− uN

2(2L−K −N − 1)
r†C−1r

)
uK/2−1du√

det(1N + uD)
(I.24)

in the Gaussian-Algebraic case,

⟨p⟩AG(r|C,D) =
Γ(l)

Γ(K/2)Γ(l −K/2)

1√
det 2πC(2l −K − 2)/N

∞∫
0

1F1

(
l,
K

2
,− uN

2(2l −K − 2)
r†C−1r

)

uK/2−1du√
det(1N + uD)

(I.25)
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in the Algebraic–Gaussian case and finally

⟨p⟩AA(r|C,D) =
Γ(l)Γ(l − (N − 1)/2)

Γ(K/2)Γ(l −K/2)Γ(L− (K +N − 1)/2)
1√

det 2πC(2l −K − 2)(2L−K −N − 1)/N
∞∫
0

2F1

(
l, L− N − 1

2
,
K

2
,

− uN

(2l −K − 2)(2L−K −N − 1)
r†C−1r

)
uK/2−1du√

det(1N + uD)
(I.26)

in the Algebraic–Algebraic case. For the occurring special functions Bessel Jν ,

Macdonald Kν , Kummer 1F1, Tricomi U and hypergeometric Gauss 2F1 we use the

definitions and conventions of Ref. [71]. These multivariate distributions ⟨p⟩YY′(r|C,D)

still include non–Markovian effects encoded in the input correlation matrix D of the

position series. We notice that only its eigenvalues enter the multivariate distributions.

A thorough study of memory effects in the context of our model should be carried out

in systems such as climate or traffic where their role can be clearly distinguished. The

Markovian case D = 1N is of particular interest.

We derive the univariate distributions of the rotated amplitudes r̄k, calculate the

integrals over the other K − 1 rotated amplitudes, define the combined parameter

Lrot = L− K − 1

2
(I.27)

analogously to lrot in Eq. (I.16) and arrive at

⟨p⟩(rot,k)GG (r̄k|Λk) =
1

2(N−1)/2Γ(N/2)

√
N

πΛk

(
Nr̄2

Λk

)(N−1)/4

K(1−N)/2

√Nr̄2

Λk

 (I.28)

in the Gaussian–Gaussian case,

⟨p⟩(rot,k)GA (r̄k|Λk) =
Γ(Lrot − (N − 1)/2)Γ(Lrot)

Γ(Lrot −N/2)Γ(N/2)√
N

2π(2Lrot −N − 2)Λk

U
(
Lrot −

N − 1

2
,

1−N

2
+ 1,

Nr̄2

2(2Lrot −N − 2)Λk

)
(I.29)

in the Gaussian–Algebraic case,

⟨p⟩(rot,k)AG (r̄k|Λk) =
Γ(lrot)Γ(lrot + (N − 1)/2)

Γ(lrot − 1/2)Γ(N/2)
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N

2π(2lrot − 3)Λk

U

(
lrot,

1−N

2
+ 1,

Nr̄2k
2(2lrot − 3)Λk

)
(I.30)

in the Algebraic–Gaussian case and finally

⟨p⟩(rot,k)AA (r̄k|Λk) =
Γ(lrot)Γ(lrot + (N − 1)/2)

Γ(Lrot − 1/2)Γ(Lrot + lrot)

Γ(Lrot)Γ(Lrot − (N − 1)/2)

Γ(Lrot −N/2)Γ(N/2)√
N

π(2Lrot −N − 2)(2lrot − 3)Λk

2F1

(
lrot, Lrot −

N − 1

2
, Lrot + lrot,

1− Nr̄2k
(2Lrot −N − 2)(2lrot − 3)Λk

)
(I.31)

in the Algebraic–Algebraic case. The same remark as for univariate distributions on

the epochs applies. The corresponding univariate distributions ⟨p⟩(orig,k)YY′ (rk|Λk) for the

original, unrotated amplitudes rk have the same functional form. They follow from

the above formulae by simply replacing Λk with the number one or with the variances

Σkk = σ2
k if correlation or covariance matrices are used, respectively. Importantly, the

equality of the functional forms for the univariate distributions of original and rotated

amplitudes does not mean that the latter ones do not carry new information on the

multivariate system. The opposite is true. This information is encoded in the eigenvalues

of the correlation or covariance matrices which enter the univariate distributions of the

rotated amplitudes. Information on the multivariate system can never be retrieved from

only knowing the univariate distributions of the original amplitudes.

Which are the parameters to be fitted in the above given univariate distributions

on the long interval? Of course, the number K of stocks, the sample correlation matrix

C and its eigenvalues Λk are known. The parameter l or, equivalently, lrot has been

determined by the fits of the epoch distributions. Hence, for all distributions on the

long interval, N is a fit parameter and in the Gaussian–Algebraic and the Algebraic–

Algebraic cases, L or, equivalently, Lrot is a second fit parameter.

We notice that due to our construction, the variances of the univariate distributions

for the rotated amplitudes are given [42] by

⟨r̄2k⟩
(rot,k)
YY′ = Λk (I.32)

in all four cases Y,Y′ = G,A, where Λk is eigenvalue of the sample correlation or

covariance matrix.

2.6. Moments of the squared Mahanalobis distance

As already pointed out, the multivariate distributions in our modeling depend on

the amplitudes r only via the (squared) Mahalanobis distances [56] r†C−1
ep r and
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r†C−1r, respectively. As their moments are easily empirically analyzed, it is useful

for the data analysis to calculate them in the framework of our model. Every

multivariate distribution on the long interval depending on the amplitudes r has the

form f
(
r†C−1r

)
/
√
detC. Thus, the ν–th moment of the squared Mahalanobis distance

is given by

⟨(r†C−1r)ν⟩ = 1√
detC

∫
(r†C−1r)νf(r†C−1r)d[r] (I.33)

on the long interval and analogously on the epochs. We rewrite this as a w–integral

over a δ–function,

⟨(r†C−1r)ν⟩ = 1√
detC

∫
d[r]

∞∫
0

dwδ(w − r†C−1r)wνf(w)

=

∞∫
0

dwwνf(w)
∫
d[s]δ(w − s2)

=
πK/2

Γ(K/2)

∞∫
0

wK/2−1+νf(w)dw . (I.34)

The change of variables r = C1/2s is always possible because C is positive definite. We

further use hyperspherical coordinates and integrate over the angles which yields the

surface of the unit sphere in K dimensions. Importantly, the moments do not depend

on the correlation matrix C, but they depend on D.

The integrals (I.34) can be done explicitly for the multivariate amplitude

distributions pY(r|Cep) on the epochs,

⟨(r†C−1
ep r)

ν⟩ep,G =
2νΓ(K/2 + ν)

Γ(K/2)

⟨(r†C−1
ep r)

ν⟩ep,A =
(2l −K − 2)νΓ(K/2 + ν)Γ(l −K/2− ν)

Γ(K/2)Γ(l −K/2)
, (I.35)

where the condition ν < l−K/2 holds in the algebraic case for convergence reasons. For

the multivariate amplitude distributions ⟨p⟩YY′(r|C,D) on the long interval, we restrict

ourselves to the Markovian case D = 1N and find

⟨(r†C−1r)ν⟩GG =
(
4

N

)ν Γ(K/2 + ν)Γ(N/2 + ν)

Γ(K/2)Γ(N/2)

⟨(r†C−1r)ν⟩GA =

(
2(2L−K −N − 1)

N

)ν

Γ(K/2 + ν)Γ(N/2 + ν)Γ(L− (K +N − 1)/2− ν)

Γ(K/2)Γ(N/2)Γ(L− (K +N − 1)/2)

⟨(r†C−1r)ν⟩AG =

(
2(2l −K − 2)

N

)ν

Γ(K/2 + ν)Γ(N/2 + ν)Γ(l −K/2− ν)

Γ(K/2)Γ(N/2)Γ(l −K/2)

⟨(r†C−1r)ν⟩AA =

(
(2l −K − 2)(2L−K −N − 1)

N

)ν
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Γ(K/2 + ν)Γ(N/2 + ν)Γ(l −K/2− ν)

Γ(K/2)Γ(N/2)Γ(l −K/2)

Γ(L− (K +N − 1)/2− ν)

Γ(L− (K +N − 1)/2)
, (I.36)

with the existence conditions ν < l−K/2 and ν < L−(K+N−1)/2. As these formulae

involve various Γ functions, it is helpful to introduce moment ratios of the form

Q(ν) =
⟨(r†C−1r)ν⟩
⟨r†C−1r⟩ν

(I.37)

or similar. We consider particularly the case ν = 2 and arrive at

Q
(2)
ep,G =

K + 2

K

Q
(2)
ep,A =

K + 2

K

2l −K − 2

2l −K − 4
(I.38)

for the epochs and at

Q
(2)
GG =

(K + 2)(N + 2)

KN

Q
(2)
GA =

(K + 2)(N + 2)

KN

2L−K −N − 1

2L−K −N + 1

Q
(2)
AG =

(K + 2)(N + 2)

KN

2l −K − 2

2l −K − 4

Q
(2)
AA =

(K + 2)(N + 2)

KN

2L−K −N − 1

2L−K −N + 1

2l −K − 2

2l −K − 4
(I.39)

for the long interval. These ratios have clear systematics and a much simpler dependence

on the parameters than the moments. They are handy quantities to facilitate the

parameter fixing by comparing with their empirical values. In the Gaussian–Gaussian

case, N is the only parameter and can be fixed either by fitting the distribution or by

comparing the ratios. In the other cases, combinations of both are needed or other

ratios have to be employed.

3. Conclusions

When analyzing data of complex systems, it is often a real challenge to identify the

proper observables. Strong correlations are typically found between the constituents

or, more precisely, the measured amplitudes. Thus, neither the data analysis nor the

construction of models can only resort to univariate distributions. The situation is even

more involved as non-stationarity belongs to the characterizing features of complex

systems.

We presented and further extended a model for the multivariate joint probability

density functions of the measured amplitudes. To this end, we gave a new interpretation

for Wishart-type-of approaches. In traditional statistics, they are used for inference,

while we employ them to model a truly existing ensemble of measured correlation

matrices in the epochs. Choosing Gaussian and algebraic multivariate amplitude
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distributions in the epochs and Gaussian and algebraic distributions for the random

model correlation matrices, we derive four different multivariate distributions on the

long interval. Of particular interest are the tails. The non–stationarity fluctuations of

the correlations lift the tails when going from epochs to the long interval. The functional

form of the distribution changes, too. This main result of our model is made explicit in

a variety of formulae for the data analysis which considerably extend and simplify our

previous formulae. In the forthcoming study II, we apply them to a correlated financial

market, further applications to other complex systems are planned.

Acknowledgment

We thank Shanshan Wang for fruitful discussions.



References 15

[1] R. N. Mantegna and H. E. Stanley, Introduction to Econophysics: Correlations

and Complexity in Finance (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1999).

[2] R. Kutner, M. Ausloos, D. Grech, T. Di Matteo, C. Schinckus, and H. Eugene

Stanley, Econophysics and sociophysics: Their milestones & challenges, Physica

A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications 516, 240 –253 (2019).

[3] V. Plerou, P. Gopikrishnan, B. Rosenow, L. A. N. Amaral, T. Guhr, and H. E.

Stanley, Random matrix approach to cross correlations in financial data, Phys.

Rev. E 65, 066126 (2002).
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