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Bk, FE—E MR I EAS KT, 3G Rl ™ I s 1 oK P RER L. 6T VaR
TR 2H, ]2 WERAR SR (1) AR R [2-4].

AU 5 AT ) i JrlE i e, TR TRy VaR TS, HETE AR R
HALFE/SZE. B A o Dy AR (History Simulation), 1275 e FH3E T 177 s £5dis
MIREA TR Al VaR, DLSCHR [5,6]. D9 —283 i A0 74226 T GARCH #ERI 2
Bt g, WICHK [7,8). MAEINE 2N S T T o0 N KU 28 10 o —Fh oy i, Btk
TN RR PG 50 A0, FE s 8 3 A () AR, OC T3 Al 12 DL Sk [9, 10]. S50
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Y, FE ARSI I T WS 1 0 AT e SRy BT o3 BT 5. AT B T8 7
T o BURERT TE] AR AL, SCHP T Koenker 2545 H 9 4357 B R UH () 7 e Al A
HMSE T ARG G, Fan 48 B31 $2 0 TR RAIKE S 058, XA k2
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S T10) b Y P TR 1 2 2 R R A% B BE A T, TR T L e — SEAR{R )8, Chen
2 DOTR FHE U O 2 B0 SR A0 3 T S A R ) VaR Y BAS IX ). Tz AR T4 B
FEAS, BARTT DI BRAAR B, (B 6 v e B2 — kit iy fr .

XPARAT A SRR U, VaR BT A TJCEE 23R H B2y, (B2 AR VaR
P HERYE [RIRE 2 U R (Y TR 856, 2508 —A> VaR IS TTI7 i, IXUSS 8 335 dnfm G 46
AMETFERL R HOR, S ASFERY VaR A5 TR Han—A4~ 2 GARCH 7Y, 55
— AR B AR IR ATEGE TR S o] LU ARG PR T R — A A A ?
H a2t TR R R VaR A B PEAG A7 =28, B— Il ik B 2R AR 2 VaR Ay
HER AT T SEBRAY VaR. 55— M R oA R, S AR A SRR, )
H1 Kupiec!!™ il Christoffersen™® £, X AKGI0 I AR B THIAL (SEBrfikiit VaR)
FIRSTRIRG IS, BN AN TS R T BN A B — N E 4005, ITLA Crnkovie 45 91 45 H 20 = /MG 56
Jrids, BRSNS, A TIA A L% LA 2 0 A7 PR, T AS AL LA — AR
FEPE A BRI PEAL 0 1 . 7R sekg g h, WURFR B, W VaR (1A RE
HER HL P SEPRAY VaR, WEEUL VaR BIfETHEIRLE RIERHR)”; IR R AL, W)
VaR MRS <Al DIACAZ IER Y. BT Sk 50 i) DU B AR, dst 2 W A I
B RS TR LR Ry TE AR AR, Lopez20) S T —FWASEE TR KIS /Y VaR B8 IFAh 11k,
ZOTE ] —FhAEGE TR BN PE N AR, LA R4S 0 — 00 i 2 R &, it FHIZ A
I3 PRECH VaR AR T 45 4T 43, ARE VaR R B A5 oAk HERR T, 7570, AU
TRCR 2%, Gn2RA5 73 K WHE4E1Z VaR BiAY.

1F Kullback-Leibler 15 B #EN T, Christoffersen %5 21 #2H T ERK I AR ER K,
FIHSEBREHRAE T SR 4y, (HEITA X X 87 AT B AL, — MR, T AT HE
PR Ak, WAL B A AT DY A, FRATXS Christoffersen 1Y RRRGE J7 A4
TR, RIS AN SRS B A B AR, IR, FROTAE IR 251 R 5 Sy —
FiO i, BN lski. 28R Owenl?2 230 o5 e HE I FH s A DX 1], Hall 45 124
B TZINE SRS NG A I BA L2008, TS RIR A i A5 DRl
B X TR BdE A ToE, SO, AR iR Bartlett ZHRMESE. H T ix e
JRPH, 256K 7 0k 0 FH B A AP G T PR RN A 22458, I e s i o) JES:
o A A S E AT 267281 i gflint 29 484 G TEIR IRy RN FH Y 40
WA, iHSH Owen MZEEMERE [30]. BRI SCUE TR IAUA T IE LA W A4

ARSI . 7655 2 97, FRATPEH TIRTLEARSRIIXT VaR BRI 7RG 501 LK
BT, FEEEANA 4 T XA R WX VaR BOEHE TR I AT EL Y. 58 3 T4 X
RO IE R RN SEUE LS SR f R e B s b FR AT 45 1 32 S B AR

2 ETRWUIAFER Value-at-Risk =R L6F0 L

FF VaR BRI T EE, 345 Christoffersen 71N Y —2LL22F B 24F T —LLflF 5%
{EETRA TR BUEM R R WX ST AN R BB A M A B A5 R (ST —IEHIEE ). 7R
— T BIRATEAE N 5 — Dk — R RUA . AR e e K g AR A .
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2.1 ETEBUAFTENRERR
B Sy St I ZIRGE Ak, 27

re = log Sy —log S;_1 = log SSt
t—1

Bt BB B e, iR VaR B9E X, ERARTE—E A - MEEAKE 1-p T,

B SR PTG A R K AT REAYALR (FEASRS SCEErh, AT 7 = 1), TAEFHUL, VaR,

WU AT RE

P(?"t S VaRt|\I/t_1) =D, (21)

H, U, =0 (Ss, s < t) Fom ¢ BRI DT AE A

SCBR, R PR IR AR A B I A A S ANRIE: () BEShRERE, (i) m
JERM G, (i) Woas A A REE, 1 H AT RE 228, BRI e R 2, FAT9 AT
— PR AR Y

Ty = [t + Ot€y, (2.2)
X gy F oy #IR Uy PN, o IR 0, 220 1 BIRENLAR . 045 U,y A1
T, e BIAMER A RECN Fi(w) =P (r <w|U;_1), ¥ w. WARYE (2.1) 28 R agfr 820
BORY, FAl 1A 3
VaRq(8) = Ft_l(P) =t + Bo,

XHL B o 1 pth SR B P(ey < B) = po RI—IRHE, FATATLMBIL o = 0 (100, 3
SRt FUF A EI L),
T (2.1) TTRAEHS T B

E(I{Tt < VaRt(ﬁ)} — p|\I/t_1) = 07 (23)
WER {221,200, } A2 Uy 0] XL W, 2 e—1 BEZIAO15 B4R, B4 (2.3) ATLARH
Ef(xy,B) =: E{(I{r: < VaRi(0)} — p) k(zt—1,21—2,...)} =0, (2.4)

X 2 = (1, 2021, 212, .. ), [(@e, B) = (I{re < VaRe(B)} — p)k(zi—1, 21-2,...). BB E)T
B {21, 2o, ...} FRRRAETHE T SCHR a0 T HAS . 725 T B4 rh, FRATR
FHR R SR — B 5 Ve T HAS R i (R k() R aEE s o KRR 11
LR

FEX V= f(x, B), W VaR AAETHEAURIER A, IBAHERER v € R, BATHE
A EV, =0 . FIIRITE I FIET v, SRR,

T
i=1
T A
T T
dopi=1, > pVi=0
i=1 i=1
AR BRI 20 ISR e st PR AT LAV (UL Sk [30))
1
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BN R AT

S
LT+,
T4, AZTA L (T-BL —2) 2
T T
pr = —2logH<Tpt> = 221og(1 +AV)).

RIZIMIR L 5 @Aiﬂi/\ﬂi%ﬂm%’ﬁ B Ay, ﬁﬂﬁ/\f’%@t—njﬁHTﬁé’Jﬁ EAtit B,
(Br.Ar) = arg max min Mz (B,7)

T
=arg max mA}n = Z exp (V' f(z¢, 8)) - (2.5)

IR A TR B TR Y ﬁﬂ%fﬁlf*%ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁ 1, VaR fliithiZ s/ ME Kullback
Leibler Information Criterion (KLIC). 1%

T
Vi = 47 f (@, Br), o) = ZZlog(l—i—/\Vt).
t=1
TREFRATIAS 2T i A9 B, B A% TE A DLR SR
EIE 2.1 fE Christoffersen ¢ PU R 1-9 F, XSEE IR EL (GRLL —2)
T
py) =2 log(1+AV) — axi, M.

t=1
XH a=02"/EV2 02 =limp o Var(% S Vi), St i,

a'p) — 3, RAMG.
R, — AR a_lpT) {2 B R FH AR AT GRS 1R 0. FEN FHE B 2.1
BT E IR 2 T, A THE e BT R MBI N E B o, TEED] 02 = limp o 02, XH

T
1
2 —Var<— V)

1 T T
=7 > ) Cov(Vi, Vi)
s=1t=1
9 T—-1
= Var(V1) + > (T = §)Cov(Vi, Vigy), (2.6)

Jj=1

e — PR ET V, (. ESEPRh3ATaI LU (2.6) SNASRT » AR H R
ARAS LT oF. | T X

2= LS G-+ 23S - V(e - V)

t=1 g 1t=1
XH V= ST VT BN TSR RS 0B G T AR By 22, r ASREHUE
KK, AEJ5 MBI H, RATAI RS TR » B Y AU, SR TR
ARSI 2208 o2, (AR A BAR A P e B — 2 B SE . BRAETRAT5E X
a=0620/(T S0 V2, AW (a1 pP| > x3(a), FRATRIFLAT R
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2.2 ETEBRUATENIERERR
IRAETRATR R B ) AR TR]A VaR ARTHEERI A A b e IS VaR Al

VaR, () Ml VaR(0), IR 2SI AT LA E I S A f (e, B) = (I{r; <VaR4(8)} —p)k(2i—1, 2t 2,
. ~)79($t; 9) = (I{Tt < VaRt(Q)} - P)k(ztfl, Zt—2y .- ) E*%‘“@J VaR *ﬁﬁéﬁﬂﬁ%%ﬁﬂi‘fi %gﬁ
AR SR IR X A BRI, X5 B, FRA T A T 2 3SR T iAo X A ) . &
FeFATE X

M(ﬂ*a ’Y*) = mgxmvinM(ﬂ, 7) = mﬁaxmA}nE[exp (’y/f(xtv ﬂ))]a

N, \*) = max min N, = max min Elexp (N g(xy,0))].

S 2AE A ST A T, P TR N2 JAT [RIAE R KLIC BEES, W2 M (8%, +*) =
N(6*, X*). AR AFEAS ) KLIC FREgE Lk

T

Mz (Br,3r) = maxmin Mr (8, 7) = maxmin - ; exp (7' f (21, 3)) (27)

T
Np(Op, Ar) = max min Nz (0,\) = maxmin % ; exp (Ng(xy,0)) . (2.8)

T KLIC BE #1422, Christoffersen 45 U JERH T F 41145,
VT(Mr(Br,A7) — Nr(0r, Ar)) — N(0,0%), #5Mi. (2.9)

X
. I

o = Jim Var( - S lexply (o ) —exp(x gt o). (210)

T IFRAT A E LI SR U IR FEA S VaR AT R L 0 22 5% 1%

W, = exp{v* f (2, )} — exp{\*g(zs,0")},

W, = exp{#4f (1, Br)} — exp{\pg(zt, 7)1,
BB, 1A EW, = 0. R TRTA & SE IR ik, A6 N
REHR 2 A UE R LR .

EIE 2.2 FF Christoffersen 55 PU BOESME 19 F. WRERE M8y =
N (6%, \*) Wz, &4
T
p(TQ) = 2ZIOg(1 + )\Wt) — bx?, KA.

t=1

X b =02 /EW,?, N B FRHE:

W,
; L+ AW, 0
EMA

b2 2 .

FUT R 2.1, HIATLEREAE R 2.2 B, FATHZAETH R ZEZSEL o, X0l LIS
BOE RS BRI Jr ke A B, B 205 73k HLA A g 1.
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3 HEHIFSLIES

3.1 FEHEIL

FEIX 7, FRATTHBENUBTLR 7 R PP AR SCHE P 2R B USR U A 36 R Tl BB

FHPHT GARCH(1,1) FHY,

L = 04E¢, at2 = 0.17“?_1 + 0.850752_17
X e, BISTFA N(0,1) BNV . FTA RS 4 RARERE T B = 500 IREE R AR,
Bl 500 WAL BROGRE = 5 000 A2RIET GARCH(1,1) ALY IEAE. A T IHBRPILA(E
XTEE TR, FAT T T RIAA G 2 000 ASULIIAE. I 3 000 ASULIAE S, 2 000 A~HF
FTFEAISEL, 1000 N HFRAIE VaR Y. FATHH U sh 2 i) — Bt Ja /88 T HAR &
TERTA MBI B PR 10%.

DU BlPRABRL ) 02 D7 AL (History Simulation), RiskMetrics, GARCH(1,1) #l1
GJR(1,1). TSI AR A fi 2R 2.

1. GARCH(1,1) f#d 181,

Ty = 01Ey, 0,52 =co+ ozrf_l + ﬁaf_l,
XHL e SERMER 0 250 1 ST BEPLAS 575, ¢o > 0, >0, 820, a+ 3 < 1.
2. RiskMetrics32:
Ty = 044, o2 =(1—=Nr? |+ o2 |,
T HAZ G 88, X 5L A BUCH 0.94.
3. GJR(1,1) AL
T = o€, 02 =co+ari |+ Bot+ Lri I{ri_; <0}
ML # 0 B, GIR AT )20 ) 4 gt =S I AEXTFRYE, 24 L > 0 B, RIS/ AEATAT

4. Py s BEE:

3 SR ABTADL T 2 e T PR EDWL A TS B 2R ik, BIVFH ¢ B 20 2 TR T SR (EAR b oE
ZEAER t B2 bR ZE . FROTAOREIE ¢ B2 Z R0 500 ASERE bR EZEVE R ¢ BEZIH
W ST
3.1.1 IZERIEHELE

KT BoER S P BISE R Z 1, FRrb A8l 43 B HR I s M2 g PSR T A5 20
I TR FR 1 AT LIS AR — L858, i TPREAREIE R IE T GARCH(1, 1) £
R PRICAE T T DAL LA 3RAT PR AN X A .

1. AR 1 PRI LIE R, S50 RUR Dk el ik A 3. AE RSB T, sk
Jr AL Ll 5 KU, a0 GIR(1,1) HEY.

2. TEFTAT (% sttt Dy s SRl 2 RS (1), R, 2 AN AP, X A ik
FEPUNK AR IR A I S A TR AR B A AR A 8. MR, M2 T, LB RIR Tr i 2w
U T 1.

3. H—J, W 1T I, XA 2R RiskMetrics A1 GIR(1,1) AL T3k
BNFR P AR ARk, X & RiskMetrics Al GJR(1,1) #iAIAT GARCH J& T-[H]
R A THIEAE AT GARCH, R R R S0 AT 1wt A5 5 i PRl e
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3.1.2 FEREKRBEHIILER

2 R TAHRER I ABHISS R, b ayBE /= R M2 g DRy A g
PR HEZE AR, AR 2 rhIRATAT AAS 2N T 1) —LE 4518,

L W AR X ) GARCH(1,1) BEAVAN S s AUk B A AR s R 2 58, SRmE A TH B
U, HAR 25 3R R ARMRAY, X FRUTHT 7 2 AN BB A 2 X 1 RiskMetrics, GJR(1,1)
Dy s, SRS ISR I k4 Bk U GARCH(1,1) #1 RiskMetrics, GARCH(L,1)
FI GJR(1,1), RiskMetrics F1 GIJR(1,1) B, $E4a R AR ZALH KRG, X FH GARCH(1,1), Risk-
Metrics il GIR(1,1) X =R —ANEMNA. R 2 BILETRIE— B UL 13X = MBI IA i (X
ST D7 A PP 2R B8 R I BRATT AT LUK X DA AL 43 BB SE {GARCH(1,1), Risk
Metrics, GJR(1,1) } A7 SR 448132

* 1 #iHE (Asymp) MABBRMASE (E. L.) EiZERE hHITHHLLE

p=0.01 p=0.05 p=0.10 p=0.15 p=0.25
T3 S AL Asymp 0.956 0.990 0.988 0.974 0.874
E. L. 0.986 0.994 0.994 0.996 0.982
RiskMetrics Asymp 0.588 0.636 0.636 0.554 0.314
E. L. 0.828 0.888 0.878 0.836 0.708
GJR(1,1) Asymp 0.246 0.112 0.114 0.086 0.078
E. L. 0.544 0.426 0.426 0.416 0.418

2. WESR RiskMetrics Al GJR(1,1) [JE T GARCH 2581 FoAT A SR A e A 1 L =
IUARARL, (ETR] Ty sk, XA, LI 4518 R B AE X R E A T4 2SI 28 05
USRS ZE Lt T R PR

3. Nelsen[®?! JIERH 3 —AN2516, RIANSR B S ABERR R T H— 9 o3 2, bl GARCH
(1,1), WA 1) GARCH ZERAIER AT LLZS IR AH G 1 sh R Akt X MULERE, Esie 1%
2R SRR 7 B LU 7 ik SRR, DR R AN 2 DR R A AU A R R T 32 R K52

4. 25 LTIR, G RUSR 7 vk LUl B (it A SRR .

® 2 #igtHE (Asymp) MBBMAF i (B. L.) FEIHBRERS HEIThRLL

VaR p=0.01 p=0.05 p=0.10 p=0.15 p=0.25
RiskMetrics vs GJR(1,1) Asymp 0.058 0.000 0.000 0.002 0.000
E. L. 0.246 0.128 0.156 0.136 0.070
GARCH(1,1) vs RiskMetrics Asymp 0.072 0.290 0.288 0.190 0.036
E. L. 0.256 0.132 0.174 0.156 0.068
GARCH(1,1) vs GJR(1,1) Asymp 0.008 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
E. L. 0.038 0.006 0.004 0.002 0.002
5 A EE vs RiskMetrics Asymp 0.076 0.004 0.008 0.002 0.002
E. L. 0.536 0.572 0.596 0.560 0.374
J AL vs GIR(1,1) Asymp 0.050 0.002 0.000 0.002 0.000
E. L. 0.672 0.798 0.830 0.792 0.566
GARCH(1,1) vs J7 B fliE Asymp 0.784 0.916 0.918 0.896 0.708
E. L. 0.660 0.806 0.842 0.796 0.574
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3.2 SKESR

FEIX 5, FRATTREA I b [ S T S ) SE BREE, o %t vk VLR vk A e
SERMELAR. FRATIHEHU R LIFFR £, mHEA 1990 4F 12 H 19 HE 2005 45 4 A 1 H, #di
IR TIRYINEZFAE 5 I 2 B e P i TN ERGTZ B 2000 4E LRI IR AT, B
DIGRIEFE B ARNRE R R B E S, BRI IRA TR % )&, 3], Hlas e Lk

re = In(Sy) — In(S¢—1),
KH S, S FUEFEE ¢ B, TR RAIER 3-6 . R EdR SRR ST R (.
FATFE % & 5% F 1% (ke sK-F. AFEACERIGFHE (CV) WAERP g . AT«
TR TE 1% KETIAEL” ) FH “ox” FTon “FE 1% Fll 5% KT AEAFEAL” .

XFBoE kR, MRYE#R 3 f3k 4 IAVG RN TH458:

L HRERATE 1% BEAKTE TR 2 p = 0.01 B, B& T D5 BT RiskMetrics
B2 A, B AR BB BAE LS. 2 p £ 0.01 I, PIRRG SRS T VA RRIEZE BT AT IO 3
5j Christoffersen 5 (WL3CHR [21])) FrfS 24582300, Bl E kA% a4l VaR
flF, 40 p=0.01, BIELALS %L VaR, 41 p=0.25, 0.15 4.

2. 16 5% BIREACE T, 458/ 1% MACEIL HA — DO, IR RiskMetrics #2
Y, TN RR P 5 2 AN Bl A 4, 1 FH 28 RS T ik e 6.

* 3 ETH#HAZRRERRE

VaR p=0.01 p=0.05 p=0.10 p=0.15 p=0.25
D AL 19.5506 28.4326 45.1047 59.3348 50.3273
RiskMetrics 9.6797* 22.7542 14.2153 21.4903 19.9675
GARCH(1,1) 3.8747%* 28.9094 13.5687 17.3633 23.4247
GJR(1,1) 1.9248%* 14.7838 11.6474 14.3736 20.2767

CHYLEIKFH 5% I, CV = 7.81; 4B #FHKFEHN 1% I, CV = 11.34)
x4 ETRBURATENEERE

VaR p=0.01 p=0.05 p=0.10 p=0.15 p=0.25
T3 S AL 24.5751 25.9190 37.0130 48.6278 44.1488
RiskMetrics 10.6660 23.7472 12.0050 18.0905 18.5827
GARCH(1,1) 4.1666%* 25.9527 11.9767 15.3586 21.4619
GJR(1,1) 1.6727%% 14.3605 10.1250 12.8433 18.7422

CYH B EKIFH 5% B, OV = 3.84; B EKFHN 1% B, CV = 6.63)

KTFAERERRT IR, HE 5 ME 6 4. MXRP A EdE, AT IS N
—BEZE: M p = 0.05 B, PUANIE SR T AR I T IR IR, EGRTTHE L RN
2 p=0.10, 0.15, 0.25 I}, GARCH(1,1), RiskMetrics Fl GJR(1,1) 3% =/ ShH AL B FPAG
U5 7 vk AR AN S35 1Y, T S AR X = AR ) X A Y 2 p = 0.01 B, 4518
L5 4.

4 MR
AR HEIE 2.2 WIER, ER 2.1 IUER AT 2SS . E e/ I  HL
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5132 4.1 7R 22 AT, RATH

(a) J7 Yoy We = 5 Xoimy We + 0p(1) = N(0,02).
(b) % EtT=1 WtQ - EWIQv AR

(¢) Zp = maxi<i<r |Wi| = o(T'2) as.

(@) A= 0p(L).

IERR  (a) ATRAAHSCHR [21] 15

® 5 ETE#HAZENIERERR

VaR p=0.01 p=0.05 p=0.10 p=0.15 p=0.25
I3 A48 vs RiskMetrics ~1.7266%* ~0.6161** -3.7731 ~3.7134 ~3.2499
P AR vs GARCH(1,1) ~4.1781 0.0428%* ~3.9885 —4.6739 ~2.6360
J3 AN vs GIR(1,1) ~5.9080 ~1.7TTA** ~4.5301 ~5.5301 ~3.1765
RiskMetrics vs GARCH(1,1) ~1.5510%* 0.5531%* ~0.0824%* —0.4639%* 0.3413%*
RiskMetrics vs GJR(1,1) ~2.6058 ~1.0394%* ~0.3504%* ~0.8836%* 0.0329%*
GARCH(1,1) vs GJR(1,1) —0.6561%* ~1.8393%* ~0.2622%* —0.3716%* ~0.3350%*

(Y B EKFEH 5% BF, CV = 1.96; 24 EKFEHN 1% I, CV = 2.58)

® 6 ETZRBORFTENERERR

VaR p=0.01 p=0.05 p=0.10 p=0.15 p=0.25
I LA vs RiskMetrics 1.6567+* 0.2486%* 3.9777* 5.1641% 6.4872*
P AR vs GARCH(1,1) 4.6358%* 0.0014%* 5.1185% 6.8435 6.8506
J AL vs GIR(1,1) 5.6204* 1.2511%* 5.1548* 7.4473 7.8196
RiskMetrics vs GARCH(1,1) 2.2793%* 0.4039** 0.0121%* 0.6602** 0.3472%*
RiskMetrics vs GJR(1,1) 2.1566%* 2.3947%% 0.2439%* 1.8763%* 0.0027%*
GARCH(1,1) vs GJR(1,1) 0.7857+* 3.0060%* 1.1641%* 3.2636%* 2.0415%*

CYHZEIK - 5%, CV = 3.84; M BEKFEH 1%, CV = 6.63)

(b) HHESCik [21] BRAEEIE, BATH VT (Br — 87) = 0,(1), VT (ir —7*) = O,(1),
VT (07 — 6%) = 0,(1), Ml VT (\r — )\*) = O,(1). FJAt4E Taylor JEFF=AKECE B AT L
GEINE

(c) IAXHER ¢ > 1, 1 EW2 < oo, MFEAMARER 107, P(lE] = n) < Bl <
1+ 00 PUE > m), # S552, POV? > T) < oo Kl Borel-Cantelli e Pl supy {177 >
T}) = P(W2 >T.io) =0, Bl (CAHREM T i, MFAKN 1<t < T, W2 > T, as., H
AT LIRS, (A A BRZ T 115

lgltszT Wt T as. — % =21 as.,
FIFLA, limsupy Z7 /VT < 1 as., BAETRASE], SHEEREBE m > 1 Kt > 1, EmW,;)? < oo
ST, SR HERE T AIER],
hmﬁup Z— as., XA m>1

1
T m
o0
Zr 1})
hmsu—<— =1,
(ﬂl{ PYUT S m

m=

381



BLIF L1245 FET-2U ISR Value-at-Risk B (K PEM J5 1%

Z
<:>P(hstup\/—:TF: )=1<:>ZT—0(\/T)&S
(d) FEEF]
T 2 T T
1 W, 1 A Wi
0=— - N"w, -2
T;1+>\Wt T; ' T;1+>\Wt
P, FA 1A
T T 2 T
1 A 2 1 .
‘_ZWt _ Al 3 Wi Al 2
Tt:l T —1 1+)\Wf 1+|/\|maxf|Wt|T
Jr LA,
T 1 T
— > |\ = i72
‘TZ (1+|)\|max|Wt)/|>\|T;Wt.
M AFATAT LG .
. .
|A| < |TZt=1Wt|

h % EtT:1 Wt2 - |% ZtT:1 Wt| maxy |Wt| .
RIS H (a)-(c) , TATH
lim:o <L) limﬁ—m? max |W;| = 0,(T7)
T4 P\VT)’ T4 t oo i<e<r ! P :
FHIL, A = 0,(1/VT).

513 4.2 TEEH 42 AT, B S AW = S, OW0)? + 0,(1).
WA AR¥E Taylor %Jﬁ ?*Zﬂ]—fu%ﬂ

Z 1+/\Wt —AZWt 1= AW, + O, (AW7)%),

=1 t=1

—zi:AWt Z )?+ A0 <ZW3>

t=1
FEEE N, W2 < Mmaxicrer (Wi Y-, W2 = 0,(T~3/2)0,(T7)0,(T) = o,(1). Hik
A Y AW = 0 (AW)? + 0, (1),
IR 2.2 WOIERE  WiBIFE 42, FRA1E S, W = A, W2 +0,(A 1), ITL,

A= Tl (3 (ZW)) - L 0,ah0,a)

Zthl Wi Ethl Wt2
_ Zthl Wt (L)
"y \vT)
P, FA 1A

o _ZZlog 1+ \W,)

t=1

—ZZAWf ZAWf +2Zo,, (AW,)? )\ZWf+0p()

( 1/2Zt . ) . . O'go 9 P
- - 1Et:1 Wt " p(l) (EWt2>X1’ .

382



hEREE A Bee 539 & A 3

B

B

JE T EA R AR T B 4.1 1Y (a) A1 (b) 2530

Bt  FEREMEEFRAMSACRY N E TR LR

ESPUN

1
2
3
4

10
11

12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21

22

23
24

25

26
27

Duffie D, Pan J. An overview of value at risk. J Deriatives, 5: 7-49 (1997)

Alexander C. Risk Management and Analysis, Vol. I & II. Chichester: Wiley, 1998

Dowd K. Beyond Value at Risk: The New Science of Risk Management. New York: Wiley, 1998

Jorion P. Value at Risk: The New Benchmark for Managing Financial Risk, 2nd ed. New York: McGraw-
Hill, 2000

Hendricks D. Evaluation of value-at-risk models using historical data. Federal Reserve Bank of New York
Economic Policy Review, 2: 39-69 (1996)

Mahoney J M. Forecast biases in value-at-risk estimations: evidence from foreign exchange and global
equity portfolios. Working paper, Federal Reserve Bank of New York, 1996

Engle R F. ARCH, Selected Readings. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1995

Bollerslev T. Generalized autoregressive conditional heteroscedasticity. J Econometrics, 31: 307-327 (1986)
Embrechts P, Kluppelberg C, Mikosch T. Modeling Extremal Events for Insurance and Finance. Berlin:
Springer, 1997

Christoffersen P F. Elements of Financial Risk Management. Amsterdam: Academic Press, 2003

Engle R F, Manganelli S. CAViaR: conditional autoregressive value at risk by regression quantiles. J Bus
Econom Statist, 22: 367-381 (2004)

Koenker R, Bassett G. Regression quantiles. Econometrica, 46: 33-50 (1978)

Fan J Q, Gu J. Semiparametric estimation of Value-at-Risk. Econometrics J, 6: 261-290 (2003)

Chan K C, Karolyi A G, Longstaff F A, et al. An empirical comparison of alternative models of the
short-term interest rate. J Finance, 47: 1209-1227 (1992)

Chen S X, Tang C Y. Nonparametrical inference of Value-at-Risk for dependent financial returns. J
Financial Econometrics, 3: 227-255 (2005)

Chen S X, Wong C M. Smoothed block empirical likelihood for quantiles of weakly dependent process.
Statist Sinica, to appear (2009)

Kupiec P H. Techniques for verifying the accuracy of risk measurement models. J Derivatives, 3: 73-84
(1995)

Christoffersen P F. Evaluating interval forecasts. Internat Econom Rev, 39: 841-862 (1998)

Crnkovic C, Drachman J. Quality control. Risk, 9: 139-143 (1996)

Lopez J. Regulatory evaluation of value-at-risk models. J Risk, 23: 470-472 (1997)

Christoffersen P, Hahn J, Inoue A. Testing and comparing value-at-risk measures. J Empirical Finance, 8:
325-342 (2001)

Owen A B. Empirical likelihood ratio confidence intervals for a single functional. Biometrika, 75: 237-249
(1988)

Owen A B. Empirical likelihood ratio confidence regions. Ann Statist, 18: 90-120 (1990)

Hall P, LaScala B. Methodology and algorithms of empirical likelihood. Internat Statist Rev, 58: 109-127
(1990)

DiCiccio T' S, Hall P, Romono J. Empirical likelihood is Bartlett correctable. Ann Statist, 19: 1053-1061
(1991)

Owen A B. Empirical likelihood for linear models. Ann Statist, 19: 1725-1747 (1991)

Chen S X. Empirical likelihood confidence intervals for nonparametric density estimation. Biometrika, 83:
320-341 (1996)

383



BLIFLT45: FE T2 RISR A Value-at-Risk B8 RPN 7 s

28

29

30
31

32
33

384

Chen S X, Qin Y S. Empirical likelihood confidence intervals for local linear smoothers. Biometrika, 8T:
946-953 (2000)

Chen S X, Hall P. Smoothed empirical likelihood confidence intervals for quantiles. Ann Statist, 21: 1166—
1181 (1993)

Owen A B. Empirical Likelihood. London: Chapman and Hall, 2001

Kitamura Y, Stutzer M. An information-theoretic alternative to generalized method of moments estimation.
Econometrica, 65: 861-874 (1997)

Morgan J P. Riskmetrics-Technical Document, 4th ed. New York: Morgan Guaranty Trust Company, 1996
Nelson D. Filtering and forecasting with misspecified GARCH models: getting the right variance with the
wrong models. J Econometrics, 52: 61-90 (1992)



