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B LU (econophysics) B R TE R W L 7 3 1) B 3 B 52 2% 19 22 73 (muwiltifractal) 574, DA 00 7
b0 8 FTTUI 115 37 96 2l % Rl XU 4 B LA R = R . RO A 23T I8 4 (multifractal volatility) ] B2 Kz HA5 7Y
PSR b L TELZRSE 10 4F (9w S0 D %) G 37 T R T 2 0 I8 8l R A A AR A gl 25 KU A {E Cout-of-sample
dynamic VaR) T . 3 1 B R B0 30 19 J5 35 4 BT (backtesting) 25 2 3 B, 5 8 b 32 RO M AN FE L M GARCH Jii b %1
AL o 76 i KU 7K 1, 36T 2 0 TR U s 3R 00 B 1Y VaR AR B 8 B T 8 () B A 41 2 285 XU TRIDRS .

KGR LI 5 P s A REAR S G A KB A 5 B s Backtesting

HhESES F224 MXERARIREG A

1 5]

A R T 373 N IS B A DR 9B 2 AR s XU AR
DUAEFF A AT TC vk A% 58 1) 4 il 27 208 %0 DA g
B LI MRS M R . i o — A 2
MAEL MRS . 20 L HFER)E . — Y e R
T tis R 2R Bk 5 6 A AR LA 23 A T B0k 4 il i
Gt s ipe sh B R AT T RABMR R . 7EIX KRR
R4 T B 24 Ceconophysics) I BIF 58 H 22 E AT &
R TCVE I T AR T 375340 S8 2% B A T S Y A%
W AR HLAT B 2 1 243 (multifractaD) FFAE

HY T 4% Gt 1Y) <6 il 00 TG VR %o LS 46 il T 3 1) 4%
Folr i O 2 0 R AT G B AR RE L P TR IR Z A
Mandelbrot™ 7§ — R 41 (f) T 2 & £ i b . 43 B T
500 58 ) & £ 43 I 43 AF (multifractal analysis)
A LA B 7 s AR R R AR 2 10 S e sl i SR
K BT AT DA A% G0 5 7 ¥ X B 7 i A L XU T
JE ARG BCE RS BRACR . BRI T 208
S 1 Of 220 181 52 2% %ok R AR 249 50 4% [ S P R AIE A AT
D1 I ARk, 8 5 W B2 O W 58 A4 Tk
TF i 24 12is H 22 03 1 308 ok 20 11 4x @l i i vh— & 5

il

Wi EE:2011—04—24; 11T HHI:2012—07—18

EETB:-EXABRBEREEFRIY WA (70771097, 71071131,
71090402); #H B W Al B B BN kK R i R
(PCSIRTO860) 5 1 g 5 45 H A< B} BF Al 55 2 % 7 ¢ 42
Y BhIT H (SWITU11ZT30,SWJTU11CX137)

EHE BN BT (1975—), B (BUE , U1 BB, P4 R 58 3l
KREGUHEMF MR, FA¥ L 202 L4
SO BIF S T 1« 4l XU B L A Tl A 2

M2 s AT Tty Uk, R 2 B A2
WEIE A B AN 8 2 R R T 3 58 o ' LA K
T R S 2 T A RS WY B 2 B AR,
AR AR X P T 3 B SR A 5 R AR 2 3 TR R
WESE T 20 B MM w4, PG, IE 40 Fa-
ruk SR AR L A Rl h 2 4 T8 B4
i AFAE R BT A B S BT T AR 2 St
MR WP IEA BRA ) iz AR, B, Fikx st
EA R TAER B JATT —2i8 H 2008 Bg ok
HEAT 4 Rl T 373 1) 18 2l 8000 32 R 4 il XU A8 BT 5 4
b7 1R S Y 3 N SR AR AR

BB EA XS INZ B R RE ., &
AT 3O T Y 2 117 3 43 T 45 1 0 T 37 B3 14 R S A
Bo AHSE . WA A 2 0 8 23 B A i R s E ST
T R Sy SE RS B Y T 37 I Sl A 0 XU I 2
B AR EEA QT . Bk, BT AR T R T
203 T8 BRAR 1 H i sl 80 B2 Ty vk AR . 1t kAl
BTN R T T X R 2 0 TR s R
(multifractal volatility) i #£ 4 N (in-sample) VaR
MEEJ7 ¥, I8 5 5 Fh i W GARCH Ji& 5 4 (HJ
RiskMetrics, GARCH. IGARCH. GJR Hi
EGARCH) #4717 VaR ] BE 4G B (9 3 E 5 52 20 #r
(backtesting) . {11055 4 S 4 . 5 5 F 4 1L
) GARCH JEBEBIAR L 76 m KUK b R T 2
O3B W Sl AR BE Y VaR AR B B AR AS Py XU
JERSHE

EAF— 402, 74078 2003 4R35 DUUR & 9% 2
LG EZ 1 Granger ZUZXS I 1] 57 51 5000 7 v By
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2012 &

YEH 7S B B8k s Journal of Econometrics & [ 7E
2006 4EM55 135 B A 7 — Wz OF 58 U & Tl
TEZ Mg & HIETS 3, Granger 4% I 8 %
1 DT 2 — At A 35 0 R T AL 25 1 A
AT HAEREAS A X B8 4005 1 R IR T 2 R
FEA AN ) 100 R J1H . Ashely %, Lo 485,
Foster 2529 (B 9X %8 22 B, FE A< N (in-sample) 8 &
G EE B A6 3 1 A1 2% 52 ) K04 47 4 fi 1% (data mining
bias) {52 W , 1 4 4 ) Cout-of-sample) [ 7 5l T Il
PINRT DLOAR R O 2 R R T A R Y ] . B UG
Ashely 78 H AR SEREAS Y005 10 25 SRR 4
W A5 AL O 4 1 1 2 R AR A B 1 R S8 A e ik
RSP TR 56 1E A AS Y RS 36 445 08 18 1 22 K AR Y
(spurious) , Pt 76 F0 W it 5 A AL A A 45 B — 4>
AR A R A A 1k 500 S MR B A A S i F00 E )
FHL.

PG B2 4 AR AR Y VaR I B2y 9t
AR 200 B 07 B 1) 58 o ks . BT b
NG SCAE LV =05 kAT 7 A s P B0k
FArTaz M7 5 A I 1) B ) B s SR A 3 2 43 E VaR
RO AR A s o, HALFET ORI BE A A VaR
I EEAS ] A SCHEAT B S FEA SN 3 25 VaR Tl 3
Bro PRI, AR SCHR M 1 3 T 22 40 J1 I8 3 26 i AR A Ah
VaR AR A 2 A 5 47 19 52 B 2 AT RE s B
Y KT 5L 0BT LI GARCH %
BALYE . BAORPE, AR SCHEIN T =Fh 896 H A 4
BT 7k 3 K12 (Jong memory) $74iE ) GARCH
AR (FIGARCH ,FIAPARCH fl HYGARCH),
AR bR Y 4% B GARCH Y 35 T8 1 4 34
B ICAZ R AE . PRI B SR U A S e O
— B RE T BT MRS T IR A e O HAR T
ST 200 e i 8 2 S PR R A S VaR Bl
T3 ¥ AT LA Ry 4 il XU A R AL — OB R BE SR AL AR

WA LA R 55 1 00 & X SEIE 5T /Y
o R FE A EAT UL 5 5 2 AR X B IEZE R Y
2 53 I35 53 W LA K 22 93 JE 6 sl 3 00 2 07 v W o AN
AR5 3 A AT SO TR LA B Y LA £
PERIEE L GARCH B R ; 55 4 43 2 45 2 30
FRR ) VaR 3+ 5 07 ¥ K H 5 5 53 B (backtest-
ing) I FE 5 55 5 WA SR FRATHY JLUESS R 5 f 5 2 18 3
) 2 E A5 e Mgt — 2B I 5E 7 1)

2 HUIEEEARREA
A SCHE 5 W) B4 FE AR R I Ik 2% #8 (SSEC) M

1999 4F 1 F 19 HF| 2009 4E 4 A 14 HWE 5 454k
I AREE (F N=2465 325 H) ikl g »t=1,
2,0 Nod=1,2, 48, Hp I, RRE ¢ KUK
EAR T 7 S Rl | A N i L ES R S /R A ST
(CCER) 5211 3 o W4 127 B IR 95 28 &) i
B H 9:30 3 8L B 11:30 40 Rk mT . 48
J& 13:00 FF4E, 5] 15:00 2 RUE: . B KIEAT 4 4~/
I CEI 240 3 ) 3% 2256 Hr 58 5y I 8], AL S 2R 4 5
A3 0 SR — B 9 5 1 B K] DL AE 48 A A
JBOANIC 57 AR SR 1 e ARURCHE £ 118,320 A4

SCHER ¢ R 1) H IR &S # (daily return) R, ] ]
FHABP S22 55 H Ui H B F -

R, = 100(InI, ;s — InI, i) [@D)

3 EAWIESWURSHHESRONE
MEE

5 % A0 S B 8 R (realized volatility) il B
AT ) S - 2243 T2 9 8 R B (multifractal volatili-
ty s MEV) [ i I F 25 T e 400 05 4 580 i 2 2 1
A BE T A S, BIESeidE e — RS h iy
A P SO R AR 2 R 0 T 3 0 3N 2 43 B 3% (mul-
tifractal spectrum,icH f(a)) , BN L HEIE f(a)
ik MEV, R PR, Rk R SRS 0L #M
FUT R
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MFV,

20

0 «J“WMJML MMULU.M sl

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500

B 1 EUEZER AR A R 5F I & MFV gl it

BTRARIERL T ST AR B N 1999
1 H 19 HE) 2009 42 4 A 14 H (Jt N=2465 4~
5y FO M EAEZE 48 H Ol 6 751 R, AR R P T
JFA R LA KX I 22 53 T8 I 8l 50 B2 7 81 MFV,
AR I8 . 2 T &S ik 3 AN o i s s vESe it
4R



FHETZ R HIE S VaR H i 5 i 5 © 9.

%5 M B
x1 HEFIWNERMESRIT

R, R? MFV,
Mean 0. 032 3.008 3.008
Standard deviation 1.734 7.362 4. 151
Skewness 0. 024 6. 165" 3. 456 %%~
Kurtosis 4.000"**  49.928***  16.320**"
J-B 1643 271644 %" 32261
Q (5) 17.783"**  198.168*** 1479.159***
Q (10 26.589 %% 349,847 2248, 878 ***
Q (20) 56.092%%% 534, 785*** 3654, 769"
ADF —10. 811" —8.440*** —5.405"*"
pP-pP —49.372""" —47.333*** —41,337*"

TE: 7 RRAE 1K B3 i 35 R 8 Kurtosis Jy 8 4
WA . J-B 2l Jarque-Bera &3t i, Q(n) N JE B4 » (1 Ljung-Box
Q Gt itk . ADF Fl P-P 43 51 2 P/ ATC HE N i 5 o 0 4 30 5 )5 By
G153 nY Augmented Dickey-Fuller B A8 £ 56 L & Phillips-Per-
ron FA7 AR 55 25 R .

MR 1 A DUE B 045 2 78 8 RS DL &
XfRE ) MFEV, J3 50 &6 % 0 8 EF A
(skewed) F1“420&” (leptokurtic) JE & . HAEW )5 5.
10 1 20 K B[] 98 [ 22 P9, #F 2 B i 1A A R
FRAE . BRG] LA A% SEF 58 v ORI AE H sl %
WRE 5k z —/ R DL RFRATTHR 1 2 53 T8 e gl %2
W EE C(MFEV,) Jy 4 o #8778 4 JE 5 3% K d e
(long memory) ¥EfiE"* 55 4k, F R 5 e /N AIC
Y D) o e M0 A 30 i IS B 20 Augmented Dickey-
Fuller PA{ AR #5536 LA M Phillips-Perron B R K i
SERRW] 25 7 5\ B 0 25 HE 4 T A7 TE S0 AR JEL AR
W KW, FATIN N & A7 51 #S 2 F F2 (stationary)
BF ) 510 328 10 A) DL B4 AE T — 2 B 0 B RO A
B

#E— 2 i, Andersen & [ WF 55 45 i FH
I A 181 % 2 2 CARMAD ¥ G 25 Y 1 Hb
R E A K it 12 Pk (long memory) 19 B 1] 7 51 45
fiE o PRI At AT 8RS 3 [l A 4y B 7% 3l P 1
(ARFIMA) #7817 >f Z i) 3k 28 HA K 1012 M i v
SR RN = = o 1 i 1 W 3| I N T Sl T
ARFIMA (p o d ) BRI 8] 5 51 89 Ay 11 45 SR e &
PR AR I T SEUERF 5T b FRATT R A A
HME ) ARFIMA (1,d, D BRI SE Ry MEV, J§ 5] &
B, LLF fiid 8 ARFIMA-MFV, X B, ARFIMA
(pod s O BRI —JIE X H -

(L)1 — L)' (Y, — ) = O(L)e, (2

Horr,Y, J& 1 g8y i) [|] 77 51 (L 4 MEV,
FAD, d(L) =1—¢L—¢ L —-—¢, L2, OCL)
=1+0,L+0, L%+ +0,L* 535k B BIEH S p B
HTULBG VG g AT, L i EHE T,

A= L) ABENEF w2 Y. M, W B &
E e ~ NID(,6") .

4 ZMMIEL M GARCH kiR E

GARCH JG#RLZ B i 4 mlt & oo iz H
N T Z W Bl A 22— R R A 4 il
(1 CH O W A8 2205 /2 LLUF 1 8 HoE 0

R, = p+e =putoz (3

Hrp e e WA W3 B 45 14 3 {8 (conditional
mean) , o 4 2} 77 2 (conditional variance) , [fij {
% ¥ /E i (innovation) =, i &L : =, ~ NID(0,1) (R
T, AT E B She TR B A i 2z I IE S
O3 B OO 2 ORI FT LLAHE T 3 M H I A B AT JiE
FEARAE 12 A ¢ Ar A B T iR 2240 il GED 4§11
TEOL) o RIS U A 23 A0 S P (E — FRAR /N R it
FEFRATT Y SEUEWF 58 24 rh B o F T

GARCH G RUME 8 H U a8 52 3 19 2614 I 22
of S ] DL E I 2 iY Cobservable) , HH e UL Y
GARCH (1, DB BRI RE 24 J5 2235 /2 LA F B X

o, = wtaei T i €5)

BEJG 1 %% 4 Eh T 3 R LB AR £ B R S
(stylized facts) 4§ A GARCH 75 % f) i HE 42 (1
U Bl Al X BR AT AT RO ) Y — g g R R
TFZHERMYIEL Y™ GARCH BEAL, T
JE AR ST P B8 i B LR E G Al B 5 R DL
MeE L GARCH JEEEAL >

GJR(1,D).

o =wtlat vl >0) e, —F‘[?affl (5)

Hop, 1) B —48 /8 BB # (Indicator func-
tion) , B 24 C O w1 S5 PR 0 I FEIBCME Sy 1, 75 U

fEHh 0.
EGARCH((1,1):
log(o!) = w+az, +7( 2y [—E | 2z D)+
Blog(s?1) (6)
APARCH((1,1):
o =wtall e |— )+ &L (7
FIGARCH((1.,d.1):
o =wtmBi 1 —A—pL) TA—¢L)(—
L) Je; (8)
FIAPARCH(1,d,1):
o =aw(l— "+ [1—(1—pL)  (1—¢L)(1—
D) e |—9,)?° 9
HYGARCH(1,d,1):

o =wt{1—[1—pL]T"$L{1+,[(QA—L)—
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1]} bel 10
PR R A w.a 87 0.8 LA d BRI R FIS

B T B AR AR SR T 3 o LR AT A R AR Y
R . BT e 3 e 2 B0 AR 2 T 2 ] LA
Z: W, Hansen 5577 ZBE1AE ORI & A0 6 4 i &t
HARBITIE . J3Ah 76 4 AR & #9055 R &
# K RiskMetrics #5 B %F 4% 44 J5 22 o 47 g4, 3L
E XK ol =0.06e2,+0. 9467, . ZF b LA RILE
FZE 8 PR WL L A AE & GARCH JE A ()
RiskMetrics, GARCH ,GJR.EGARCH,APARCH,
FIGARCH,FIAPARCH fl HYGARCH), 3 /i &
IR 5 AT A 18 42 1) ARFIMA-MFEV 5 A4 3 17
XF HLA 5

5 ARBHA VaR BTN AFERHE
Backtesting %3 34 15 BH

501 REMEEMNERMEHE VaR HEFE

X WP i FH T 3 i E] 8 (rolling time win-
dows) FIREA A Cout-of-sample) T ¥ , F H k&
Tofr 62 2y 22 450 A S T D0 WA 4 2% Y R A Ab 2% 1 U Bl R
(o) s T A3 B FAEA SN B A VaR i, AR5
BRUNE -

(DBFEAR AR (=12, -, N=2465) %] 4K
“fiitHEAS” (sample for estimation) 1 ¥ il &£ 4x 7
(sample for predicting) G HF 4. oo, A 30 3% B
M AEA X [E] 2y 2006 4F 9 H 1 H~2009 4 4 7 14
H, B S RREAR MBS 635 N385 B AU ., miflhit
FEAS [ A LB T 1830 52 5 H K

(F— it =1,2,-++,1830 BEHEAE N
G TR 43 B R bR & T i S B i AT 2
oAb, AR Z b RIS FEAR SN R R 1 R
A W B Al it o, MR RE 1 RS
VaR B, b2 ud, 55 1 SFEA SR VaR Fi il (e
JETE AT 1830 My py JE Al b XEES 1831 Rl
AN o i

(3) 23 = 2 AR KR AG T E AR A By i [A) K O AR
(1830 K) B AL THFEA X ] 0] J5 AT #8 3 1 K, BP
52 WAL Z 1 =2,3,++, 1831 BEIEAE R
B AR REAS AR 5 EE R4 T A5 R B R A 2
B I BB A TR BRI R OE 1 R VaR il
W0 BUES 1832 K i1 3 KU A 115

() [A) L, AN W i 52 20 R (3D AT AT LAAS 3 LSS
1833, 1834, -« F 8| Wil X [ e J5 1 RAY3hE VaR
oA

{61 & Z s X HT T 9 Bk gl S8 CRp
RiskMetrics . GARCH.GJR.EGARCH ,APARCH,
FIGARCH,FIAPARCH,HYGARCH Pl & ARFI-
MA-MFV) 753 — 43 (i BOKF- b FATHR & 5 47
T3 635X 9=5715 YA [ A LA T o DT 44> 465
HUERIRAG T 635 ARk 1 RAGHEA S VaR il .

AT — 20 0 % PR T SRR 4 T 3 1 U
Bl — M AR A AR X PR B R i 2 Sk kot
(long position) fil 25 3k 3k 5f (short position) ¥ <= i
I 2 25 A [ 1 AU IR 2 . A 5 F e, Sohe X £
KT B VaR Sy (BRI 50K 55 434 1) 42 e XU
RBL

VaR, = p, + 2,0, (1D

) B 2 233k 3k P By 3 45 VaR Sy CHIE 22
fi 3 A0 1A R KUK IR B0

VaR, = p + 21 40, a2

AP X S e RSB B o, UL S
AKX T 2, oz, 20508 3 — 20 A i E T
AR FAT R p 43 0 B0 CBR T i, 3R AT L 2%
JE YIRS AT R B0, 2 SR A8 m] DUAE ) B ik E H ik
MWHERERIFIE R Ak ¢ s E T LR E DA
GED 281916 00 o[RSy 17 39 98 AF 58 4598 19 7] 5
P E I 1T 1) Backtesting K0 th . 37140 9 % 4¢ T
5%.2.5% 1% .0. 5% 0. 25% X 5 A IA p 401
B VaR ARG
5.2 Backtesting ]| —Kupiec LR #&I%

TR b A % S U gl AR AR B Y RE A A1 B 3
VaR T A B2 Kupiec ™ & 1 T —Fh VaR 2 %
(failure rate) F{EIER b (LR) 46 56 v . 28 9] 2k 434, 40
RRATI AT BN 71 520 43 M FOK - iy 1000 4
A VaR FOME 82 FATTHE 1509 « 73X B ] 24
rh e PRl AOE A TR VaR By BN %R 2
J& 1000 X 5% =50 A AT . W0 52 B il 25 568 i
VaR W UEOE K T 808 2/ T 50 YRS 35 U #R 15t
B T H500% VaR (93 8l R A2 R HER Y

PLZ 3k VaR Ry i,y 1 # 47 H Kupiee LR £
B, B oA B LR R 4 )P 417 (hit sequence)
Hit, .

1, if R, <—VuR,
Hit, = (13
0, if R, >=—VaR,

BRI R WA ¢ B 200 S5 Bl g5 2R S T
i1t ¢ BEZIE VaR 935 I8 41 5 51 t B 21 19 B
fHN 1, B o,

WARATIHE p 4G BOKF VaR By o) 58 1



%5 BT HETZRIIEEhAE VaR Hj R 5 < 11 -

S R ME AR TS L DIl AR A N i I A RE 2 R
P WIS A (Bernoulli) 43 A3, BRI AT PLE LN H /Y %
B
H, :Hit, ~ Bernoulli(p) (14)
MRAEEZ e P AT LAS H— A Bernoulli
() o3 A LR B L (p)

T
Lip) = [[Q—=p)rmupin = (1—p)Tph
t=1

(15

Horp T i 4y 1) B A B T 22 17 41 24 v i
fHA 1R R A BOEM . Ty Z S R IUE Y 0 /Y
RAEA B

Kupiec™™ F W], 45 (14) 20 7R 19 Z AR 2 1F
B AR 0 R LR B LR A ALK eR B0 EE (LR il 2

LR =—2In{(1 — p)Toph /LA —T,/T)T
(T, /Y1 T} ~ 5 (16)

XU T A BOK - p b 2R AR
i LR 3 H R TiZKk-F LA bR 18 oA
FI8 ek S 1 3 ) B AT 07 32 4 48 Al i Hos L Z s
DR 242 32 B AR 5L« BIVIA S T 2R ) 90 B 3 A 7Y
SRS UERR Y .

ROk Pk, O T E RS (W] S A R
VaR [ FUE B2 FATHE 5 RS AH 2038 2 452 AR X
Ho B 2R A 52 B 40 W7 s v 02 36 LU AR W Kupiec
LR K46 69 P (P-value. X BR FIRS LKA P-
value F7R, EEIEN T 5 BOKF p K HD
LA SR B 1 2R e — e R RS 2 9 Kupiee LR
K50 4 P E B U] 35 B AT A i A 4 T AR i
H, o BI BZ I 8 R RL 1 VaR FlI s 28
5.3 Backtesting  — Dynamic quantile regression
ol

B, Engle S50 (i 0F 8 3 — 20 48 1 12 4 50
VaR # T BE L BR T 225 %8 VaR #Y 2% 5 (S
R Kupiee LR &5 50 PLAM 38 W 1% B A % 58 &
Az VaR & MRy WL = ) 2 75 B A SG M. fn2R
VaR S WOUL A 2 18] B A B 00 FH 5GP 8 4 % 46
FBLA R DT AR A T RE 2 Kk A Sl id VaR 14
B ohily X AR ERNMTAEEFR . WL, &
T ) Bl FAE B BT TS A VaR ke WOU i 2 8] 38
PLZABA W R E. S T R gEFT VaR k&
TUC A, 30 R AN EL A A G TR A 6 Y B A R B
(joint test) , Engle ZES I T —Fh &4 N 8h 48 20 fF
%¢19] 9 (dynamic quantile regression) f 4 56 77 % ,

A

HE AT LA B N3 B 5 Cartificial regres-
sion): Hit, = XA +e , HH X &— T XK 5,
HE 1R —DAILR R 1 E, AT g
o R BUE N Hit, s Hit, 55+ Hit, 151 7]
i IR 1 Kog- 1 0 2 BN ) fige 28 1t CEOL 456 e i )
) VaR ¥ 31 4 &) . Engle 2 JE 0] T, 2 17 6l
75 Hir, [A] I A9 A 5% 038 UE 1 F0AS B AT AR DG
B L A R0 3 I B 0 K B
(dynamic quantile test statistic) [ % i# JE:
A'XTXD/p(A—p) ~ yic  BZK ISR A
JEh KB * 43 Ao A )5 TSR0 58 v, AT
P q=5 F1 K="T7.1FH 3l 4 430 5 0] 3 45 56 2 03k
PERARUE BN ¢ 8T 5 DS H A DN D )
I TF) Sk 1 Sy A 5C 14 A6 36 Y A B

6 SIELER

6.1 EEIfHiTHER

F2RESFEARRXM (1999 4 1 H 19 HE
2009 4F 4 J 14 H) Y2 26 Uk 3h 3 8 B Al 11 45
i F RiskMetrics £ %I (1) 2 52 25 /i & 2 19, R I
FP AR . R TR 2 B 4 X A A
5% 2 17 51 B M 5 12 B K 356 (diagnostic test) 255 .

M 2 BRI A bR E 22 T AR B LT
FRA W SR SRR G . RIS R
B 25 R R & SRR B 1 1005 RE ) O O W
255 A JRE AR A g b 2 T S Dk Bh Y S O 22
PECQ*(20) LM ARCH (20) Lk 4R 45 JC 5% )7 24k
(9 AR B0 5% 22 1 ) R ATS SR AE A A Ok ik 3 1Y)
HAHSCHE(Q (20) Fu 80 i 2 FE 48 0 B AH G ME iy JR i
B o I B EE R 1Y 2 T AR SCR B 2 & 2K
5L AU B FE A SR SR B8 7 BR Otk L JR R A A AR AR A
THa5 R H R Ak — 2L BRI U5 O 25 1 R s A By
G AT 45 18 IR AR SO G n) I AE
6.2 FROWMER

TS MR UL &3 J R T H: rp R i gl e A
RURYHT 200 TR gl ) [8] 28 0 #E A4S Ah VaR 1 25
(Z3k VaR, 5 (i FOK B 500 . B AT 40 2
GARCHL, DERL (& i 924 32 7)) il ARFIMA-
MFV #5#Y CJ&] o Y R 46 36 78 o T U 2 38 1Y) 4 (L D)
FHAR RCR I R RIS .

e 3 MR 4 43 R A AR VaR 1INk FE Y
Kupiec LR 45 35 F1 2 25 73 850 8] 946 50 45 5



- 12 - b B R 2012 4
R2 BLREPERERHHIUTER
ARFIMA
GARCH GJR EGARCH APARCH FIGARCH FIAPARCH  HYGARCH MEV
® 0. 041 0. 041 1.477 0. 026 0. 086 0. 036 0. 074 b 0.228
(0.016) (0.015) (0. 295) (0.007) (0.029) €0.017) (0.038) (0. 184)
a 0.111 0.078 0. 339 0.115 01 —0. 336
(0.022) (0.017) (0. 480) (0.012) (0. 200)
8 0. 883 0. 885 0.978 0. 899 0.615 0. 892 0.585 d 0. 355
(0. 022) (0.020) (0.008) (0.011) 0. 110) (0. 045) (0.123) (0.036)
Y 0. 064 0.173 0.194 0. 206 ol 12. 496
(0.024) (0.059) (0.048) (0.051)
5 0. 849 0. 645
(0. 156) (0. 144)
$ 0.129 —0.045 0.128
(0. 054) (0.063) (0. 060)
d 0. 580 1. 015 0. 543
(0. 101 (0. 104) (0.116)
In L —4544.69  —4536.11  —4519.68  —4519.56 —4542. 38 —4521. 11 —4542. 25 —6610. 93
AIC 3. 690 3. 364 3.671 3.671 3. 689 3. 673 3. 689 5.367
Q20) 50. 177 53.273 52. 776 51. 951 50. 881 52.376 50. 965 31.983
£0.000] £0.000] £0.000] £0.000] £0.000] £0.000] £0.000] [0.043]
Q*(20) 10. 498 8.275 8. 433 8.709 9. 837 9. 008 10. 202 9. 676
[0.914] [0.974] [0.971] [0.966] [0.937] [0.960] [0.925] [0.924]
ARCH(20) 0. 541 0. 425 0. 431 0. 436 0. 498 0. 459 0.515 0. 489
£0.950] [0.988] [0.987] [0.986] £0.969] £0.980] £0.961] [0.970]
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£ 3 VaR KM EK) Kupiec LR #3525 R

%23 VaR 253k VaR

b 5% 2.5% 1% 0.5% 0.25% 5% 2.5% 1% 0.5% 0.25%
RiskMetrics 0.106 0.003 0.020 0.002 0. 000 0. 486 0.313 0.093 0.157 0. 030
GARCH 0.023 0. 000 0. 000 0. 001 0. 000 0. 964 0. 822 0.093 0. 157 0.318
GJR 0. 051 0. 000 0. 000 0.002 0. 000 0. 890 0. 822 0. 045 0. 157 0.318
EGARCH 0.051 0. 000 0.003 0.002 0.002 0.821 0.777 0.008 0.023 0.031
APARCH 0.075 0. 000 0. 008 0.001 0. 000 0.821 0. 597 0.093 0. 064 0. 007
FIGARCH 0.023 0.001 0.001 0.023 0.002 0. 964 0.777 0.179 0.023 0.108
FIAPARCH 0.051 0. 000 0. 000 0.001 0. 000 0. 351 0.777 0.008 0. 007 0. 007
HYGARCH 0.035 0. 000 0. 000 0.002 0. 000 0.821 0.777 0.179 0. 064 0.108
ARFIMA-MFV 0. 269 0. 054 0.093 0. 344 0.108 0.095 0. 057 0. 888 0.921 0.616
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% 4 VaR B315 4 £ [E V3 (Dynamic quantile regression) # 38 45 8

2 PORLIR I T R 2B T 2R OR B

%3k VaR 253k VaR

b 5% 2.5% 1% 0.5% 0.25% 5% 2.5% 1% 0.5% 0.25%
RiskMetrics 0.194 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 083 0.216 0.003 0.676 0.221
GARCH 0.004 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0.410 0.753 0.615 0. 784 0.967
GJR 0.010 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0.136 0. 495 0.011 0.001 0.938
EGARCH 0. 147 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0.177 0. 840 0.003 0.227 0.299
APARCH 0.207 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 600 0.010 0.594 0. 058
FIGARCH 0.001 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 586 0.596 0.811 0. 269 0. 622
FIAPARCH 0.235 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0.001 0. 648 0. 002 0.016 0. 057
HYGARCH 0. 002 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0.538 0.627 0. 825 0. 489 0. 640
ARFIMA-MFV 0. 392 0. 544 0. 000 0. 794 0.533 0. 462 0.213 0. 002 0. 801 0. 999
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Forecasting Model for Dynamic Value-at-Risk Based on Multifractal Theories

WEI Yu

(School of Economics & Management, Southwest Jiaotong University, Chengdu 610031, China)

Abstract: Much literature in Econophysics reveals that the volatility in financial markets presents multi-

fractal features. Thus, measuring and forecasting the market volatility accurately is very important for fi-

nancial risk management. Based on the earlier research of multifractal volatility and its model, an out-of-

sample dynamic VaR forecasting method is proposed in this paper. The empirical results on two backtest-

ing techniques show that, on high-risk levels, VaR model based on multifractal volatility produces much

better out-of-sample VaR forecasts than eight popular linear and nonlinear GARCH models.

Key words: multifractal; volatility; out-of-sample dynamic VaR; forecasting; backtesting



