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Abstract:

The purpose of this study is to find a more effective model to forecast Value-at-Risk
(VaR). Due to a portfolio usually holds numerous assets, it would be difficult to estimate
the very large covariance matrix that is required to caculate VaR. In this paper, we apply
the Dynamic Conditional Correlation (DCC) multivariate GARCH model, proposed by
Engle (2002), to estimate the future market risk. We also use two other
variance-covariance forecast models, such as SMA and EWMA to compare the results.
Through a portfolio composed of eight indices from the G7 (America, Canada, UK,
France, Germany, Italy, Japan) and Taiwan stock markets, the findings imply that the VaR
calculated from DCC multivariate GARCH model has better accuracy and efficiency.
Moreover, among DCC models which pass the Kupiec PF test in backtesting, we examine
RMSE for capital efficiency and find that t distribution performs better than normal
distribution. Thus this study recommends DCC- GARCH(1,1)-t model to be the best
option in computing VaR on equity portfolio. In addition, all the results indicate that the
correlation and covariance of returns move in the same direction. That is correlations

increase during times when the volatility of market is large.
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BB R BERREP TR (2) AU EEXHET v (windowsize) 2. ¥

F Q) EZERINMBEFEHKD FEPPE X ARRFEEEFT gy
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ABHEFREP > TE 5 (4) EHEERFHFMPVAR ERERDLTR LT 5 A&
FPI % o FJIGARCH-t A feic G EF M2 7 GRIFIAHFHRIR G, - b &
FRA T gt R

% Billio and Pelizzon (2000) h< & # > % w f&,K i &4 #7] (Switching
Regime Model » SRM ) /aJdZ F A SR ¥ 2L % f& e 35 T FEREFP enA fe 3-8 8 -
FAPHRFEE SR GE TP 3T &4 JII0FD P a9k & o iBl0FD P
* F e s k3 EVaR- 7 S5 R = ASRMH#-A] ¥ 2 Switching Regime Beta
Model (SRBM) # Fev EWMA %2 GARCH(1,1)#-4]:B & % {F4% o

Wong, Cheng and Wong (2002) 4]* GARCHH-A:% % 4217 0% H-h 'k > 41 *
BCBIS (Basle Committee of the Bank International Settlement ) #7TH& * & {5 P38 %
¥ d GARCHH-A] #7135 J1enh "k B8 (7 % B > 2 L GARCH A fARCH %] 5
Ao E A h g X 2AFIR T Bh G - BT e o

Burns (2002) 3% S&P 500k *% & > +* @ GARCHH- A fr— 4 * 3+ 5 2 50
2 AR o RIEFEFFR > GARCHE A RE v 3| #rrfe- k> 2 AR pra gy
BLRIE B E 4o i > RIFHCA] chfesg il g et 5 oo

@ Giot and Laurent (2003) 4-#NASDAQ ~ CAC40 ~ DAX ~ NIKKI* SMI’% %
ipdcz p TR E E R % E 0 3 skewed Student APARCH (Asymmetric Power
ARCH) 3] %0 B L i) dpdc f B2 ZEINEARRIIR b e B2tk - AR

K LA A iR 2 B S o
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Ly
)

& BN AR R
Eag (1997) @ * fa4e o2 ~ Fre TR ~ Fr T RiGRZE R B
iE 0 $HE R S&P500 K Ap il p F TR AT E IR 0 R FE F RRGRE gt
% Bo4F o

#HRge (1999) @& * fpdicte fEH § T 322 (EWMA) » 2 2§67 )58 %
£ GARCH#-3] » 3+ GARCH ~ EGARCH ~ TGARCH - #?BEKK*7# 1% % £
GARCHHA| * MAERl A ks Hh g Bexrfd - N iedAidhT il
Eoa @R ESAY P FR I R EGARCHE A R N ehF AL Eh 'R B
A H s R BRI TR g R o BARE G L B g R oo Tt SR

EGARCHE A #-E R B b fg Ech{ WEF L L a @ % b o f A5

|l

VLA A R b nE R o

FOAs (1999) mfEd7HEs% 0% ~ Fre FAlHELZE 2 56 REERZ UL RO
TEFBTIERFEE FIF RS fe btk 2 F > AT e & 4 ke VaR B M RE
FA TR B e o

w5 (1999) # 7% ™ Danielsson and de Vries (1997) #7#% 1 érfld @ 3]
(extreme value model ) > &4+ S AR L3 H 72 A £ B ERFT e s s F
BEEFPR I GIAFAP A FAN DR GE o UHEADF2Z ARGt Fa D o &
B e a4 ¥ iR RiskMetrics #-74] 2 B R Al AE 202 0 3 i d 0 0
MED H b M RFLRDFERE L T - L PTE R %] o T B iE

BA RGP RS TR ERE > FENMARL L LA Gl EF LB
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» 0.1%PF > e THRARAFRZ G IR TN E BB o B E 3R

L :",aL}i?,f‘:F_é‘- ﬁ”’iﬁﬁ’”i‘" J Fe27% o

BH T (2000) 444 A fe b 977 i i & 0 ' BB RELAE D - BT B
FI* ERREANUZR IR GERFHS - FEFALHE LEABEEY 2 2L &
B2 TMATED FABRTRT B LEARBEEY 2R RIS THE%RE S5
FERGER AWM EERE kY & LR &S0 B wiRRIEL 522399 ] P. Morgan

7 RiskMetrics $-3] 2 @& Soenfiin g ©l 5 25 &k add -

FASE (2001) AR ERREEIFI G ES BRSO R E R A
(AR(1)-GARCH(1,1)-EVT-VaR Model ) » ** #& RiskMetrics #%|® 2. % {4 & T 35
i~ dp e A B2 T 3972 2 Danielsson & de Vries (1997 ) 62 S dicimsh b & E 53]
12 Login (1999) siflsh b ' EH-3 > A8z BAHT A Z HeeiE @7
HP 5-RBi#EXVFORFTLEE > % -85 # A NYSE 2 NASDAQ # #-¢ £ &
FHEPRT IR F AL EFTHE O RKFEIRES S A REK D
AR(1)-GARCH(1,1)-EVT-VaR #3]2. 53 %% 235 (1) 4 pa=i#icz L paSip
M5(2) R iREEEEE S (3) ARAARTFR LA E = g ATz i3l
NEBFAT R LB S R
A3 (2002) HHHGARCHHC A {7 $H 44 # «HGJR ~ NGARCH ~
QGARCH - VGARCHHEA] % k6 5 & 5 0 &~ 374cd 27 S A% R L5 10 & chh
E e HAE P PRV RSN RR TR GE > PR

Brachifplfedizh e h @ociy c B F @B FF R (D FHARAFTRLES Fp
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e o R % 1 VGARCH » # 6 3] gl o g & < cnd B 44 R AT i

TFL AR FEL Y > R PR E 3 SR T RSP TR
{2 E AR F R F o A A1 2 HALRCE] k3 B VaR ek fo it {2 ehGARCH H#-
AP s k ¥ g % A iAo e B¢ U VGARCH 2 3= e > » R F1E %) 5 #
RNk e ERE B e B < o T HERML EPF] 0 BEIRIE R 0A ST fii
P RARHER T AR Y oS R . (2) e 3 &%~ pRERTh Bt e
HEEEFY NG PRET FEFOEE S TR F RS R SR kB R
dRnh ke Hokk LB S A4 o wd ¥ VGARCH# T/ & 1k ehh % B é 5 5
Ao B R FELZ R GE L F o (3) NI FHR AL LA S
3o ot g i F GARCHEER kB3 F A A £ 2 FRRZ Y 25 7 UK i
A7 B3 HHGARCHECE] » 72 B #& i@ % L HGARCHECE] & ¢t e F A 9
-8 e e

= (2002) @ 2 TER- FAELZ AKPREERE > LFH O BUF AR

preng Rl 2 2 BNens SR8 Flet A7 5 R E R R BORRIBCR R & B
BRI £ - A RTAEE > A ROEA ¢ R A B Y ey
Bt S T 02 (EWMA) ~ H 8% (univariate) GARCHH.F) ~ &2 5 % §

(multivariate) GARCH #c3] - @ #5581 > RE»F Mo ? S %8 Hfi i)

Ny
<y
\Tn*

SRR RS LA TR FE ST HAe Lo R %

A o
E 5 (2002) E 00 G * B 2 fRITHRA R KRR T SRRETAL G 6

FALHI-REFTA  FRIDERBENZ LTAT DL KB Bfoip M Glice
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o LR T RSP IR R RS 2 R el aigp s N BN T ALK
FEE2ZR'GE SREFAT ST » ¥R 8 L %2 EEL2 PR HVaRARPE
g <o 4TI P Morgan# i 3k 2 b 'L A H - B WL E T A& P GARCH-type
FAH R R B L R R gL B R A Rla 4 0 3 Bt A VaRenEm s
% i &7 F GARCH-type o] ¥ BIi4 FF BEs A Y FI EARIR TR F & #
2 B tha TN At d L ¥ b A e & P> IGARCH(1,1)-M#2
AR(1)-EGARCH(1,0) &4k F° ¢ % &3 H2 R %G 78 ¢ I chisacdhdd » ¥ d
GARCH(1,1)-M#:3) & 4 b ' pb-Renddic » 70 ¥ iR 5 5 4% & chdp v 5 3%
BARPIF A2 e B T E g B4R B gl S ¥ b AR(1)-EGARCH(1,0)
AR T TR SRR D B B F R HfEck o Bt A BRI A R B
& f sz EWMAGE &2 - 4t doec L EWMAGZ 2 GARCH(1, D) #-3] -

% e (2002) 1% Engle (2002) # 912 DCC-GARCHHC-AI 453 & ' & 7 /% 14
B B AR S A B ke L R R S;‘%*‘lé?%@ﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ$
BHORE D B ol i iE Eap R HRE R R F R BN Rk
EARDFRSLFAPENT LRGBS B erdp b £ H A H P

1%

ApIFI RSP PR kN gEL Y o
Tk (2004) F* 5 % EGARCHE A fr 4 $ £CCCHA] > % B 7 b 2 3%

AR AFRTLUBEFTARMIZ ARG E - £ 1LE A LIS B{oR S
ZRFELEZU VP REBRGESE AR FHESSFR I FECCCHT

ol B NG A ez both 2 E A R o
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F-oS ERKT

ERREOER AT L 5 LREETEA o 5 P RO R

oo

P R YR S o SR EE gk BB A > R IR B
FIEFTw PR HpenT3a kBB 5 ﬁ*%u- 5 TR (stationary ) ehpF ¥ 5 7] 5 2 §_>
FEEFPFOEE BB@E2 R ANETIreR e 27 FRFAEL
F R A s Bl B2 G 222 i (nonstationary ) cpE F ficr]

41l SLene ET?A} 179 o W IREKFALIE IR G T o 95 Granger and Newbold
(1974) 675 T » % $He s 22 A 7] 0 i fF A f7eni % DRI P2 2 HR e
HM¥Fcht @ S TR B ( spurious regression ) - F|pt o AT F
watrZm o Fd HRBTRAFT R LIS AT RO/ - a ERK TP 2
3 d AR L - 87 EAR * HAugmented Dickey-Fuller( ADF ) {ePhillip-Perron
(PP) - fatekEyen 2 -
- \DF# %

Dickey and Fuller (1979, 1981) &4+ AR(1)2Z P A& 7| T4 4 1 = fate <2 72 ¢

HFS 1 SRRE s R #03) (random walk )

Ay, =7y tE (3.1.1)
st 20 @ 7 EEIE g b 03] (random walk with drift)

Ay, =0y +Yy, & (3.1.2)
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W43 @ 2B %8 2 ABH I ng %8 5 553 (random walk with drift and trend )
Ay, =a,+Yy, , +0,t+¢, (3.1.3)
He y iR A7 | St 2 @
0, » &5 3E (drift term)
o, & 2% 38 (trend term) %&ETTT % K

g, ~ N(0,6%)

Bkt Tehm & BK 5 Hyry=0 e85 FAHFIES HoPm & B >

1\(

AAEPRET Fho AT R FRABIBREER M AR TR A
2 A A o
d % DF # % 3 JRALD Soch t A iz B0 4 2 PF9t 7 hfeft 57 Likdp

Dickey-Fuller (1979 ) #13 %zt iEm 4 o

= ~ Augmented Dickey-Fuller (ADF) ¥ {24 22

N EARLAN §FRF DA AMRG - pAPHIR LR E T e
T_iv 4 o F]ptSaid and Dickey (1984) f 4 g7s £ 38 5 7|40 M 2_ {8 » 1L AR(p)3] 3¢
eFER L5 T B {SDFf %, (Augmented Dickey-Fuller (ADF) test) o

AT Ar3 o

P
Ay, =7y + D BAY, +E (3.1.4)

t=1

20



2T

Ho 20 ¢ 7B 2T

P
Ay, =0, +YY +ZBtAYt—1 +& (3.1.5)

t=1

3t 3@ g RR R ARE R 2 10T

p
Ay, =0, +7y, +0,t+ D B A, +E, (3.1.6)

t=1

Bk BRI FERGE EEH p WEREFLEe - 0 RF oA B

T2 mAEBERIZH y=0 > B ITREFy I EIHEFENE > ML FXEES

SJm

IEEES S TP

= ~ Phillips-Perron (PP) ¥ {344 %%

e

HBADFh 247 » e BAL L4 AT APt RiEd LT NG A

~=$

£ F 1% (heteroscedasticity ) 57 &2 » F] ¢ Phillips ( 1986 ) £2 Phillips and Perron ( 1988 )
TH/ DR Sl ehP L &7 32 (functional central limit theorem ) 2. #- % #c

(non-parametric ) j* ki3 & 2% £ 38 477 % ch B 7 Ap B &2 B O 0R 4L o H )2 K

T AT L
1y, = +yy,, te, (3.1.7)
a2y, =ieB(-T4)+ 7y + 5 (3.1.8)



Z(t) = (S, /Syt = (1/28,)(S% - SH[T22(y, - v,

Z(t;)=(S, /Sy)t; —(T*/4J3 D) S, )(S}, -S,) (3.1.9)

St
Ar

Lt sty B -t AR T Ak A Bk

2.Dy = det (y y) s AR ST AN E o

3.82 4 82— it > 82 =lim,, T ZE(u ) o

t=1

T
4.8 5 8 - R o 8 =limg,, T'E(S) » Sy =2 u, °

Hv L7 F ok €503 8 ¥ 4 Phillips and Perron (1988) © ¢t ¢t » ADF j*
4= PP /éj;fi';,;st AT - B RS o B A LB enp NAPRE R AT 0 AL G-
0 f AL Bkl ok R REPE R O AT A

1. Engle and Yoo (1987 ) 2& 3% 12 AIC 2 | 2| %7 » % % AICH /] F s i ER ORI I

2.SBIC: /AR > PR b ¥ ZBFF Y -

* < §1AIC (Akaike Information Criterion ) # P| a5 £ B~% £ Hp enfl 2 o
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§ - & - ARCH?» <% & Z_

FAPER e iE BB ET PR A o XY B TP s
2

< 22 oz R . g N ) 8 o 2
Axa - ~m .2 Sf_i (i=1,2,3,...,q) B 58> 7= > gf.ti’ g, & { w P g,

1B > BIfE2 5 ARCH» % -

J **GARCH} ) # ARCHH 3] e dic i 3+ 45 F Bikie i B = % # iy
LA R AMECL TR 0 LA UEE A FA LT 5§ ARCHA R -

PAERAR o AR

H - I i £ PR A S FALARMARCA KA L R E T e

PUEHRARLISEER (§)

T
D&
§? =l 32.1
= (32.1)

2P T HAr#k

HF- P E R AT 2 p Ak Gl
7 E ot 'PE

T ~ ~
Z(étz - 82)(5%24 - 62)
p(i) = =H— (3.2.2)
> @E -8
t=1
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%= © 17 Ljung-Box Q3+ £ » # %A% £77 1.3 £ ARCHR %

TG+DZDO)

Q= T ~y’(n) (3.2.3)

x

N

B ongpApMEE §E nk s B

Hy:e’®p N 4p b

H :e’F p A 4p b

- ~LM¥ %2

Engle (1982) # ¢ LM # % (Lagrange Multiplier test) % & T_p¥ i & 7] F A

X F £ ARCH »x % ﬂ},ﬁ{ir"‘f :

B D A1% Hid Ao} T2 (OLS) B3 deif & BB 710K 0 AR (n)

V=88, Y, Foeeeeennnn +a,y,, +¢& (3.24)
HFE S R R LS B LAY Iqr B - FHIE o

— 1% ETF ﬁ_{_’\ ’ E:’l”l‘ AJ‘—’: '\4 :



A2 ) AD
€ =a,+a t.eeunnnn. +a (3.2.5)

A fHTxR? E~y’(q) © R* % &z tadkeo

Hy:e’ & p 2 4p B
H1‘824 1 3% 4p Bl

o RN ERN RIRERY 200 RTY § 1

W
/’ g
5
=
F_k
E-)
>
=
O
s
v
H
o
3

BAEBKT > FTxR 5% - Rl4ESa T a
JOPER R TR ARCH2% % »

o bt B € 2 ARCH? % # €0 FER B2 (5 0 {7 1B fi)ie

F_&

m

ThGEGE  HEE SN HEAN AT - S e o

Bz a s A MEIEREE A

%

BB B Pt "R ERFT el PGP df £ Al ¥ Lehh '@

F_

-~

FEFET AL %R -+ %P ¥ (Variance-Covariance Approach ) ~ f € #-
#t/# (Historical Simulation ) ¥ % # + % ##%t;2 (Monte Carlo Simulation )~ & » * >
FREEETAET PRE BB T RT RO R ORBERFES > 4T
feig* > 4R SRR T R E DR RE -

CRBBERBEEY LR R BTN R E AR AL HER
# T 30% (SMA) -~ dpdiche fE# #2302 (EWMA) 142 - it p e fFig 2 B B

%8 #ic (GARCH) B2l B % » vt ™ -4 B 6 3 b $e bsfinli 2 402
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- ~ fj H # % T2z (Simple Moving Average » SMA )

m?
=
X
*

TR L RPFARMYR R ERAE S Y B B 2 AU
BEHIAFTER (TH) 07 REFMF RHPTHE R R L et Ti00 4k

ﬂ\%ﬂ&mv ENEAE
ol =—->Y (r,~1) (33.1)

B i FAIORMS > L 582 TEFTHDP T T IBEPSF -

Mo E AT 352 2 ka2 %8 et (Covariance matrix ) &3 8 5 5 ¢
1 T
Gy =—— > (r,—T)(r, - T,) (3.32)
T-1435

:E':"‘;IHR ﬁ.lmﬂ;ﬁiﬂ’? ’I'Jm ‘éjﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ’”3¢’i¢j°
PR B BT R L TR R E LT TS
REGET EMAD FRimanud 5 ¥ by @ik gy ik 83 R (clustering) £t #

MR @ o 8 g o

~ dpdicte g 45 0 T 322 (Exponential Weighted Moving Average * EWMA )
b ' <& (RiskMetrics ) 4% * p ficbe @A $ T35 SNk B B T AP I A H 12
BRFH AN FHDORUBFEE P L n - PRABPEIFEFHHEPF TS e £
=\o’

G

b (=212 (3.33)

t+1t

B Pl E B @RS R B PR Rl o Bt R ERA A
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DB R E S AR ST S g i B B T 101 (0 BK E(r) =0 )
t+l\t = }‘)Z AT 2 = (1 - x)(rtz + }\’rt{l + 7‘21‘3—2 + )

=(1=2)r7 + A1 =), +Arl, + A1 ++0)

=102, + (1= L)1 (3.3.4)

tlt—
N A5 R T3 (decay factor) s @ T O<A<1> (T% A ® % ) SRS E B
pE AR RN B4l "E L LP Morgan (1996) #7357 %2 b "G AELERGE
BN BT AL A T 20 TAUEP A=0.94 0 300 FTALEE A=0.97 « 114y
TSR Tl REESHTIHBETE R AP EREERTH
PRI Y o

Al ES D T 0 2 AL R R REL O N s (2 R RR

E(r)=E(r;)=0):

T
Gizj =(1- }\')meilritrjt (3.3.5)
m=1

—

Rk FAISEPE s TAJRP S i
A kA £ B R

=062y + (1= A)r,r (3.3.6)

1] t+1]t 1t Jt

Vi e
cyizj,wl\t = (1 - x)zkmri,t_mrj,t_m

m=0

=(1-A)(r,r, +Ar

it jt 1tl_|ll+>\'r112_|12+...)
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( X)ltjt—i_}\‘(l x)(1t11t1+7\’r1t21t2+7\’ 1t3Jt3+ )

+(1=M)rr (33.7)

ithjt

=\o?

ij,tt—1

=~ pARfFiEED B % 2 &3] (ARCH Model )

Bt RSN S R ARSI > BRI R R LA o &
PAEER AR YIIF I FF TR FAYEL  F I ARTAOERR
FIFHRE I B - B O REET AT H o LEEFPFT A e T
FrfEe iRl B2 EFLR OB BT

Engle (1982) # 4 p 2 1w ﬁfi?‘f' * B 5% £ # (Autoregression Conditional

Heteroskedasticity » ARCH) #-3] » 3 if 2 B ficg X PP F LA T > if

<

==

LGRS R R0 B RO E B T
T EILER o F RS R T ARCHECR 2 AR D & P A 7| 78 gt

M@ TR RS TR %R ol A e R B AR

=g

Engle (1982) 2. ARCH #-4] n3Fif 2 S R X E3 qF e FRA LB PR

T iE LB BT A F PR B A 20 o ARCH(Q)Z S8ci {3] 7 4 7 4o

Yt :XtB+8t

& | Qt—l ~ N(O’ht)

h, =0+ oe;, (3.3.8)

e > Q&7 atl1#47F 7 1% chF & & (information set) - N(0,h, )£
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Tofks 00 RE% h PV BRI R IH X 37T R 2xegRiRE
L0 S A >0 o, >0 0i=1,2,3 -, q L] iE 2
d P ARARCHHECR] 7 40 i 2 R e Tl qiP SR 2 8 255 #7003 ) e o
KB 2 d o >0 TR AEL SFRFERF FH A2 A
e e AL IERDFEEF > FHEALIFRY e ¥ o ARCH
BAl AR d > o R ¢ TR B EER ) PR Ap P 0 Fl ARCHHECR T
KAEIR A k% B o 2 22 Mandelbrot (1963) t 4 @7 ¥+ “TRE I s fih
FRIFL %R HH RO e 4p 8 -+ e LARCHICA ids & £ AL T A o e fd )

REIEEEE S 2.2 C R UL R DI sl S St

v « ¥ %% GARCHEA

i Engle (1982) 4 B J1 ARCH 215 - 3% 5 £ ¥ & v 2 il 7
d 3 (1) ARCH #o3t ¥ enif 8 7 f 1ok 2 (2) & 5 - B S dco, ¥ 527 4
#a o Fpt o Bollerslev (1986) 4 J 7% & 40 cif & % B dc » -2 % » ARCH #-7] §

PR G - kit p e fFiE 2 R %R i (GARCH) #03) » A1 2 P

Bollerslev( 1986 )1345 ARMA #i-3¢ éh# 5 - #5(moving average )3 > i + ARCH
HoA) P 0 R Been A TR ) i 2 B e » IR G - AT e ARCH
Ao @R D - ALt p A 51,% iz B &% P2 # (Generalized Autoregression Conditional

Heterskedasticity ' GARCH ) #-3] ' 325 i R B 37 WX D m @ L 08 T 2 #1580

4 g %fl]?;‘,:ﬁﬂ fl; fi%ﬂ gtt“-r-gﬁ,fg'} °
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J > GARCHHCA] 7 e a0 % JFARCHHCA] e |2 > 2 4% & 5 B Hoehis (5

Rl

2

(lag structure ) 2% T_+F { s8> F]p A > £ * GARCHR A 5 7475 & 02 > 0T

HGARCHHE ] 4e 11 5Lp0 o

GARCH(p,q) i3] 4 fde ™

y, =X.B+eg,

& | Qt—l ~ N(O,ht)
h, :a0+zai8t2—i+Ztht—j (3.3.9)

2 20> ;20" i=12,..,q; BjZO v j=1,2,...,p
y, ! # & GARCH #A| 2 B 5 5] T
Q. C P t-18 5 ko5 © 4% 2 T
h, ty g %2 4
q @ ARCH »%fis sF% B
p : GARCH »& iy 1% #ic

ey * i GARCH(L,1) >

h =0, +O‘1812—1 +Bh, (3.3.10)
B S8 "5 0,20~ 0,20 ~B,20% o, +B, <1~

d %% GARCH #7317 2 it % 48 ARCH #-3] shih > & B i & 8 B dieenif (2 B
(lag structure) 3% T+ { B384 ¥ o> L # & 28 G R P > B 14 ARCH 3]

¥ d ¥ GARCH #3] & % 7% o
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-
1

+ % %% GARCH#-7

LREFALIRE S FAPRREY R FIET AT AR

FHo BT EEEE - % EGARCHE A &

7447 o d H % GARCHH-| 4
> % L GARCHH-Z]) Jf iosv 0 F 5 L 5542 " % Hee, 0iF

5B g
GEE R EC T RER

AfeE SR P15 T A 0 T

SR BRI B L0 5 R EGARCHEA 04 7 Fl S ficit % 27 F o

mF ot
A s T SR
(=) vech ;3%
Bollerslev, et.al (1988) # 417 % % ¥ GARCH #-7) -
h, = vech(H,) = C, + iAivech(at_is;_i) + Zp:Givech(Ht_i) (3.3.11)
i=l =)

PHes FE R gRE L vechg ih A M-k 2 L R R e 2 ¥ w2 og 5 kxl

B Cosn’xlengdks £ > A~ Gisn’ xn’ chgicEd o

B TR E L RRELN E - BARI QI FEA T S AL

R

)

PRE BLITpY F R L RBELP G A R

;%afgﬁol!—lﬂ;ﬁ 2

En=2,p=q=1FF> B (33.11) 82+ = & 5L

GARCH(1,1)-vech#-7] & &

“J

=

=

1t Co a A A 8lz,t—l g1 812 83 by
h, = hl2,t =1 Cop [Ty Ay Ay €€ [T 8a 82 8 h12,t—1
hy,, Cos a3 33 Ay SZ’H gy 8n &u] |hy,,
(3.3.12)
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d 4 5 % ¥ vech-GARCH $54] i 354 1% 5 "] 2 4fe { &
A - XRGFELFRELL D R A g
A53% o Bollerslev (1990) -~ Engle and Kroner (1995) %47 3 377 ;2 %

#c iz 3+ » 4oCCC-GARCH ~ BEKK-GARCH% = 2 -

(z ) B zif i+ 4p 8 $22] (Constant Conditional Correlation Model » CCC )

Bollerslev>t1990# % 1 Bl 2_if A B A > WA T H I FT A 2 ¥R Y IR

JEGARCHiEAZ > T ¥ & BRIECERE I WX AL ER L2 L THEL(T
Ai~Giz 414‘1-’5"%@‘) 0¥ ?}‘Fj‘ fer iEEARRE TRl S ] T ik o ?Phij,t zpm/huthut
Hop &7 SEPER A 1 o 2 R EGARCH S b » B RUE 2 Ap B HEA 4 e

h t—i h =
{“‘ C+ZA{1] Jﬁ} (3.3.13)
i=l 22,t—i

hzzr 82t i

bkl _
= hl2,t =Pz hllth22t

IEFE I A E SR PSS PRI = LEEE R LY

F_*

AR A B B EenER T A i 2 — & (consistent) 2 - X > Tsuiand Yu (1999 )

FRAEFEFTARF €48 4P M %#ics ¥ T2 B3 > Beraand Kim(1996 ) 2 Tse(2000 )

T B AR s R R 2 e

(=) BEKK#A;;¢

Baba, Engle, Kraft and Kroner4* %+ i+ = R %84 1) ¥ — ¥ i3] > Engle and Kroner
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(1995) #-H # % BEKK % 77 ;2 - BEKK#-A| 41 #* = =t )54 & HiEEx R s )

AR ERH AT RN REER R SRR e B A R AT
*' * K q * ' Al * K p * ' *
H =C,Cy+ > > ALe & AL+ D G H, Gy (3.3.14)
k=1 i=l k=1 i=l

* v

He » C, %+ = &35 (upper triangular) 4E*

A, WG inxnehgdiciErd

Keig P~ i i 42 ch— 451 (generality ) 24

BEKK #2411 480 & £ i 3 pEpeniE, » A WE3 q;EP_'L};‘g__JE_l—% v 2 - &R

Mok iFE LR R LB A A T2 RGO B Sl
Bood RAA FREE S A R sl 2 {8 A BBEKKEA SR 4T

FRPELCERFELI LMY EF] K 2 %00 Byt Sl 4 o

(w ) #8515 2 4p & #7] (Dynamic Conditional Correlation Model » DCC )

Bollerslev (1990) % 7 fi f* % % ¥ GARCH #%]2 3% » Bk i 4p M Atk 5

TR LGRS B 0 F A BF TR eT L 4 o Tt > Engle (2002) # 1 7
TR E AR I SRR a2 > 2 it f %€ GARCH #7342k

Gy g RRELDR .
DCCH-A B3k k B F A i B ap s 5 KA B2 E500 £ $ B fme

SH, A& T40T
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I |q)t—1 ~ N(OaHt)

H,=DRD, (3.3.15)
h, 0 0 0
0 Jh, 0 - 0
D -| e Ut (3.3.16)
0 0 0 - 4h,
He O Z3t18 50 > 3 VEFE2ZFTAEE > Di=diag{\/h, } > ZE%E

(univariate) GARCH 3+ & ! chi% (24538 £ Bt & 509725 & kxk ¥t & St
(Diagonal matrix ) > h,, i=12,..,k %%d ¥ % GARCH*tm3* 112 ¥ 2% R, 5
b ik 2 4p M iR o

DCCH* S fR2 G332 1 B L35 fgcaba? :
1.5 5 £ GARCHE 7| i 2+

¥ %% GARCH #3]7T » H L v B = ¢

P,

hit (’01 Z 1p 1t p Zqu it—q i=1,2,"',k (3317)

oo o, A B s H %2 GARCHE G| ¢ & fp4F o 5 T = ehihdieds o ) ik 2

B Hcenfidic o 1o b, 8% 5 2L f #ofo i £ GARCHICAI4E Zenif o

2.4 5 % B GARCH:# i £ % B ¥k

HFAVE kK BFALE LAY REEHEQ, ¢
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=(1-> 0, = Y BIQ+D (€ mErm) + D BuQu

2o QEd ¥ - #FE A iR A L R 2R

B L o, B, 5 DCCodk A~

= ek w Jp ik

o g gt

N

(asymptotic normality ) e+ o @ & fi

DCC) 4% %

x—1 x—1
R, = Qt QtQt

L 0 0 0
Vi
a1 0 L 0 0
#2Q = 922 )
0 0 0 !
| Qi

Q HQ, &M b chig BATELTA; X eyt & Ml F
#iEE S PIH =DRD, > * HAEL L Z o
DCCHA| bl 4 BB VLB A2

- 4k (generality)) » #&CCCH-A & & {

35

(3.3.18)

SR 2 S NN

V"J ::, % %:E_GARCH%E—‘I“J v El' ﬁﬂ ’]‘w—__% it 5:,( %__J.
fic o & ¥ 5 - &% (consistency ) feibriT ¥ ik

#p B¢ 1+ (dynamic conditional correlation >

(3.3.19)

(3.3.20)

=1
=
i
&
5\ IS
(ﬂ}

\\\?{r

it £ GARCHH- A 2.

EoRmER 7 EEPE S 2

7oz £ R R foE o 3 DCCHAE



32 ¥ EcpE iy (log-likelihood ) & #c i -

1 T [
L= > (klog2m) + log(H,) + i H,',)
t=1
1 T Yoo _ _
- _EZ(klog(ZTc) +log(D.R,D ) +rD'R;'D'r,)
t=1

1 o
= _EZ(klog@n) +21og(D,)) + log(R ) + £R;"e,) (3221)
t=1

o e, ~N(O,R,) SHITERE X 2 LR L A F o

(w ) B2 Ap M %k 2 (Testing for Constant Correlation )
HEAR R THATPH RL? 2 R FA > F- HRIAFTAFALT 5 &
BAPM GERI LB 5 A K § BRI F2 B oTse(2000)% Bera and Kim(1996)
FRENIPM GEk: A w2 En @Bk s AP Glic $2 Bk 2 & i
PR Rl T 2 B2 Y YL B AR 2 TR 0 Engle (2002) #
- AR ez 2 > R RER TS TR M R 0 M B G B AP
B d#icvech(R,) » B % 7 40T ¢

H,:R,=R  VteT

H, : vech(R,) = vech(R) +B,vech(R,_,) +B,vech(R, ) +...+ B,vech(R,,)
A4 R BT
. ARFBuFA2ZEFEGARCHS B RS EEH Bz L -
2. BitHRM AL AR Gl FEE FIXARM BBR 2B AR 0 B RE

RN XL SLE LS TR BT Y |
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1 1
3. £ Y, =vech"[(R *D,'r,)(R *D/'r,)-I,] (3.2.22)

He R2D'r @ % A EEE T kxle B2 28 A L5

vech" | 23 rtsz2vech: H niEH A4 2 =3

A RE e g p At (Vector Autoregression » VAR) 64758 & 7 5
Y =a+B,Y , +...+B. Y +n, (3.2.23)
4. SHTAPM Tl e LIRS
DCC,, _ X §6 ~y2(5+1) (3.2.24)
4]

2§ iR Est Sk

St AT {sHpHEp o

Fr &R g EARER G SRR

- SRR EATER S

Bl B 2 gonanFE 2 5 0 A2 % Kupiec (1995) ¢ Proportion of
Failure Test (PF test) » %35 S enph ' B iFwmipi » B4 2 f1* &2 - LR

N ?\é‘l_@@ g*‘ﬁﬁlﬂjg_ 2 B "r‘r’}’w‘q' g | ﬁjpﬁé_“ﬁ@ VaR 4 b i é_#?”ﬁ M= 5 % £

2

IR 0 EF BRI AR E RN 0 B AR L DAEAER F R BEPA

FATERIBEEP 0 R4 5 D AR
Kupiec (1995) 7 PF test P e ffe T b " EH- 3] 973K € F AFPACER & B0
W R EEFEL Ak B R ABRKR TS H ot a=q,  BETAPE



LR =2[In (& (1-6)"™) —In (a5 (1-0y) )]~ x* () (3.4.1)

B oo m i EnLt FOoTLRPIE R x5 FEHRPIRLERL G X b &

Bl A=— 7 FERPIRELGELF > P HAI TR P D R 5 - ot

X
T

SAfe o m AT AR B FREZ VaRA BT F T o I F VRN ¢ e

ES

B2V N4 ;13:%1}?] v do [ 43-4-1)

[ 43-4-1)] Kupiec (1995) # %% 2 f2f &

ARSI R B Bk
B | VaRE -k
T=255% T=510% T=1000=
0.01 99% N<7 1<N<11 4<N<17
0.025 97.50% 2<N<12 6<N<21 15<N<36
0.05 95% 6<N<21 16<N<36 37<N<65
0.075 92.50% 11<N<28 27<N<51 59<N<92
0.1 90% 16<N<36 38<N<65 81<N<120

“Tﬁi: ILN& 2 2 pe=i dic
AL %k - Kupiec (1995) -~ Jorion (2000) -

b e BRI BT RPREZ e Tl 0 B H BRI E R RIE RN A E D
R AR T AR LT REFRA G ER G R e 50 BH A K
BREG  RTRHELIRFT - LD T AR BEAFL R > L F &L

VIR G EE R e BT EE  FHEBRARNTELF LB L

k)

ok T AT E S > BEHAF LB E A UT A LR R & BT RIS e
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A
35 3% 4 (Root Mean Squared Error - RMSE ) # p]

RMSE % 77 53R EHE F Enfedp T > e BT 2 &> @

Blic 4 38 o RMSE 20 2 38 4e T

n

Z(rt - VaRt )2
(3.4.2)

RMSE = |2
n

o

E:

R or R R EEPE 0 VAR B E Sk

% Alexander and Leigh (1997 ) g @ > % » 357 32X RMSE# & 78
FE DL FE T B (S inde iy o
B E P L EAR X RMSE®E ™ ¢ 4% % > #07)
FRIEL LR ELPEAX  RMSEE ™ 48] o £ T g b '& EHCA TR0 kihig &
Wi A P 2k 20 HAIZRMSEEAR > Pl& 7 Gib2 b "G EARRITE F4F 4 >

PRERLEA L LRI E 2 T AR S AR
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b'?-??ﬁ,g,\-ﬁ-

5]
s
wuf)
[
v\t

¥- & FTHIMRERS
TR kR
AETUAR (GTZEWM-FR P AR ZR e x s B qluz
TSI AR FE N RE PR T E R o PR p RS
BRSPS 1995 F 17 59 % 2004 127 30 p » 3t Adich 2148 £ FR

A B F AL~ *t Yahoo 2 Finance FALE 2 & % X 2 5 #R FAEZ p FAHL -

AR AR S G o AR MR A RenE p oL gl o o P A
AR TN
R, =(InP,, —InP, ,)x100 (4.1.1)
P oR ! 5 I RKGApE S theop FRF
Pt ZARH t R dpdic cE o
Pior ! 5 1B H -1 eni i dp ez e
InPig g InPipy 0 5 e B~ p R4k

A2 FEH2Z KT B LIRS 4R T B4 (equally-weighted ) 2355 = 3¢ >

R, =D R, (4.12)
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v » Ry * ;%?‘g‘é*“%ﬁ t#enp SR F o

Fo8 ARRGHEALARIEL
- \},gzgcg]
B AL RN R A B TR O A S TR S ARER 0 e [B]4-2-1]

AP oo A E A Bl F RN RR B B A 2 R AN T R AT P B -

S
- I

2800

T T T T T T T T T T
1995/12/11 1998/10/9 2001/7/19 2004/4/30

T T T T T T T T T T
1995/12/11 1998/10/9 20017119 2004/4/30

p A H

T T T T T T T T T T
1995/12/11 1998/10/9 2001/7/19 2004/4/30

#h
. F W 1°°°° A ,
m, N m - / “m ol
/ e Sl RS
M Al (il

o . AN
2000 [ o M/W \ ‘
- el

T T T T T T T T T T 4000 T T T T T T T T T T
1995/12/11 1998/10/9 2001/7/19 2004/4/30 1995/12/11 1998/109 2001/7/119 2004/4/30

5 g
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T T T T T T T T T T T T
1995/12/11 1998/109 2001/7/19 2004/4/30 1995/12/11 1998/10/9 2001/7/19 2004/4/30

ER 1
[®4-2-1 & R 4 dept 75 71 1)

RN Tt

hede s ROL s BRI SF 2 AR AP E AN [ 42-1] 2 [ £
4-2-2 - [ % 4-2-2] B5F ~ Bk dp e p T323R 0 5 9 o) 4 0.059% > H T iodR i
FPrFp o EREF (5 0048%) p A2 TIEERF B ((5-0.0249%)
BB p AR E AR WD AL o LRE N FIL dp e p FPF
2 AR A o A F1.832% 5 BB 0 AR 1.738% 2 0 e £ 5 i 1.079%B 1K o
T AR g e p WS TR Tl f T R AR R AT
BERNR L AR PAFMFEL GBI AT A AR S Gk 3 B
B R A, 4 ,Tﬁ.{b’ﬁﬁ e T & E (fattail) R % o

¥ > f5d Jarque-Bera 2. ¥ fi A ety T ALt E 0 PN WL PR F IB &
TEE 1% FLRETEANAI RS 22 F KT E O HIIES AR PR F
A A FehBEK o ki d Ljung-Box ¢hQ (20) %3 kA 47 & R4 F A 7|5
METE @i b SR FRARLGHEy TR ApMHBSGR > @

\Nﬁ%ﬁ&iﬁﬂwﬁ%aiﬂ’E%JW13$M$?iméﬂw%m@°
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[ £ 4-2-1] ~®*% x% ;}‘F, B AR
Tiofe | BB X (B E| Bk E | BHALGE | E A GRE | Q(20) JB
iR 8647.453| 2069.782(3850.92| 11722.98| -0.779%**| 2.435%**| 42067***| 245.766***
R 4892.843| 1023.177| 2954.2| 6930.2 0.126%*|  1.786%**| 41935%**| 137.500%**
p A 14855.27|3957.821|7607.88 22667 -0.007| 1.796%**| 41877***| 129.749%**
HH 4293.206| 1507.299 1911 8064.97| 0.378***| 2287***| 42076%** 06.548%**
e 3688.773| 1316.309| 1721.1| 6856.76| 0.492%**| 2. 477+**| 42399***| ]1].189%**
Yo k= 7031.226| 1521.411| 4049.4| 11388.8| 0.154%*** 2.806%| 41801%***|  11.872%**
&~ [19707.41| 6787.76| 8757 34819 0.066] 2.181%**| 42182***| 6].547***
T 6428.211| 1487.179(3446.26| 10202.2| 0.476***| 2.379%**| 40130%**| 115.507**%*
MRl LR oRR SRR R A T B 10% > 5%F  1%eEE F R E o
2.Q (20) %7 R A7 T4 2 Ljung-Box 97 Q 53 £ -
3.JB # 57 Jarque - Bera 2. ¥ fi#& Tt B o
[ % 42-2) ~ BSR4 iR o Ak & - 2
Tiafe | HBEL | B E B | A Gl | E R GE | Q (20) JB

iR 0.0480 1.209 -7.455 | 7.456 -0.097*|  7.028***| 34.561%%|1455.058***
R 0.0216 1.212 -5.832 | 6.377 -0.068| 5.938%**| 40.712%**| 773.685%**
p A~ -0.0249 1.566 -7.234 | 7.826 0.127%*|  4.784%** 21.252| 290.591%**
HH 0.0337 1.738 -9.576 | 9.266 -0.041| 5.766%**| 39.707***| 684.840%**
e 0.0333 1.571 -8.775 | 8.850 0.047| 6.182%***| 59.555%**| 9(06.472%**
de 4 0.0373 1.079 -8.466 | 8.589 | -0.326%**| 10.603***| 44.23%**%| 52(09.695%**
R 0.0386 1.442 | -12.737 | 9.331 -0.121%*]  8.683***| 46.206***|2894.203***
o -0.0068 1.832 | -12.778 | 8.520 | -0.211%**| 6.115%%*| 32.902***| 884.270%**

PEERICE

ko kkk N g & T B

2.Q(20) %7 PERE A 7

10% ~ 5% 1%¢8 % K 3E

PRz Ljung—Box Qg o
3.JB £ 7= Jarque - Bera 2 ¥ f th T 3131
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R ENNE Y-S LS B SN TV LR ST R R 2 FERS

i PP R S pE 0 M6 & 2 e fF (Spurious regression) g EE o FUt 0 AIE(T
ARLFHELT 5T - A2 57 - RMBFEY P SRR

i2_i#% * &1 Augmented Dickey—Fuller (ADF) % Phillips—Perron (PP) H {34 22 i&
P e #F ek 8 REFITRIES 358 RG> 2 7 0 B TR LR D

[(0)#7] > £ FER2IEHFE1 B4 7 0 7| TR THE S L #R 48| F

P L i PeYerE NG RIIGE- LA LE o LS
I(1)PF 7] - & SR 32 E > A2 1l AIC # g lpk;l."gﬁs,z £ Hp e i o

[#43-1] 5 ~"BRFpEhePFR A TREFEIRR NS - 2k
¢ ¥ BT B ARROT A e ¥ BT 0~ LT 4p i & ADF 6 T L PP 8 T 30
et EPRM G AL B

g AN Rt B R e B E RS H AR Ol 0 - i TR R
FEA R (SHPILEFE ) e rERB L P2 E [ £ 4-32])
dipit A0 BT N FDR B A BePE R S AL - L A k1S > & ADF & PP A
BEAUG T 27T 0 A 1% FRETREFIES oy B BRE 0 BT i)

FHREIOFRA] .  EEL AP 2 R @i s
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[4 4-3-11 ~ B 4 el 5 7] T2 W 4946 2 (K 2837

Panel A : ADF ¥ {34 %4

§ ¥ BT~ PR AR 5 ¥ B
AW LR SCEas A T g
E8y 17 -1.9994 17 -2.0923
R 5 -1.6510 5 -1.8714
p & 1 -2.2491 1 -1.4187
R 0 -1.3965 0 -1.6534
R 5 -1.0117 5 -1.4473
S 15 -1.9461 15 -1.6439
#+ 1 5 -1.3039 5 -1.4588
£ 4 4 -1.9636 4 -1.8506

Panel B : PP H {34& %%

7oA BT PERARRT W5 ¥ B
S A RS EAY T g
EN 17 -2.0569 17 -2.0857
#F 5 -1.7303 5 -1.9314
P 1 -2.2848 1 -1.4579
L 0 -1.3966 0 -1.6534
= F 5 -1.1236 5 -1.4857
bo £ & 15 -1.8828 15 -1.5742
&+ 5 -1.2980 5 -1.4534
i 4 -2.0032 4 -1.9301

MPEL D L RE L RREL LR B 0% ~ 5% 1% A F K o
2. ADF & PP & =2 T&R & %+ Dickey-Fuller (1981) -

45




[# 4-32] NPk fdqdcp PSR AT 2 BB (£45)

Panel A : ADF ¥ {34 %4

5 ¥ BT~ PR ARRT W5 Hof

KA Tt g AW W R

R 16 -11.9166%** 16 -11.7790%**
®H 4 -23.4136% %+ 4 -23.3466%**
HIES 0 -47.4894% %% 0 -47.4995% %
(N2 0 -45.9098**+ 0 -45.8833 %%
% W 4 -23.454] %%+ 4 -23.4029% %
SE A 0 -42.7125% %+ 0 -42.7136%*x
RN 7 -15.5356%** 7 -15.5213 %%+
4 3 -23.7999%** 3 -23.8054% %

Panel B : PP ¥ {34 %%
7% Bt - pFRARE T CHEI S 81

EAY R KLY R

iR 16 -46.8243*%* 16 -46.7503%**
®H 4 -45.5112%%x 4 -45 4789% %
HES 0 -47.4894% %% 0 -47.4995%
A 0 -45.9098*** 0 -45.8833 %%
i 7 4 -44,7054% %% 4 -44.6836%**
he g2 0 42,7125 0 -42.7136% %
RS 7 -44.2697% %+ 7 -44.265] %%
1 & 3 -44.8062%** 3 44 .8161%%*

P ETEE

#RE G F 7 5 10%

5%3 1%enEE F K IE o

2. ADF & PP & =2 T&R & % Dickey-Fuller (1981) -
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$w & ARCH»%%# %

5 #een 47 7 4o Bollerslev (11986 )~ Colm and Patton(2000 ) 2 Wang and Wang
(2001) &% % % 45 81 GARCH(1,D)B-A| 7 $HpE 7 B 7] F4LF Ap % L4 eofesf o
FIP AT BN BT AR S N B k2 fe % 2 GARCH(1,1)iE A2 % A2 - & iz
3 GARCH(I,D#cA] 2 Sodem » & B T HAIfRE A2 PR A9 » L3 55
ARCH IR % » ¥ 7% = ARCH 3§ » RI& - & * - 41 ARCH #3127 % @A 45 -
A2 A Ljung-Box shQ & Tl Sk P AFPTA L PR AT LT LT
BoApM e & o d [£ 44117 5w Bp FER2 A LT TS5 MG
¥ A7 3 & * LM (Lagrange multiplier ) # %k #&2% %7 |7 £ 38 £ F % & ARCH »c

ooy [%\ 4-4-1] Z_ LM’l‘ﬁi? IV ’fg’frr,\@qg §Fﬁjﬂ15§iiﬁ l«éb —]—?_ ,&_ARCH B o

[ 4-4-1] ~ %7 45 ARCH 7% 4 %

gl 2 Q*(30) LM t %

E Ny 516.1082*** 187.8408***
e 1853.9132%% 390.4465%**
N 265.3167%%* 127.0424%%%
R 2045.3208%** 387.13 174
% W 1322.8194%%* 301.7024%**
S 321.8095%** 121.3336%+*
&~ 576.0818%** 243.3342%%*
Rty 217.3565%** 112.4644%**

SRR B 10%

47
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FI& FEApM ik T

A4 * DCC-GARCH(1,1)HA] % > & F Lt 2ot Al feif “r A 4 B A £ 2
tORE Gl £35S FEARM Gl FIESEEBR (H B2 M GH%R ) 47
PBCA) LB AL ARRE (lic > BT 8- H 4R * DCC-GARCH #4279 A 49 o

d [ 45117 o Rns S dfhf oA L2 AR et R > 37 %
AR RS 1 ZE AR AERS R FRE AL A T

0.13556~0.75978 & -

[# 4-5-1] ~ B P a8 & £ 2 Haphl et R

EN =R po& R el bo £ Rl 4
Ey 1 0.45106 | 0.15473 | 0.46317 | 0.46287 | 0.64064 | 0.41499 | 0.14105
#R 0.45106 1 0.28068 | 0.65831 | 0.75200 | 0.48706 | 0.64389 | 0.15599
Pk 0.15473 | 0.28068 1 0.26743 | 0.28512 | 0.22380 | 0.24259 | 0.27213
R 0.46317 | 0.65831 | 0.26743 1 0.74658 | 0.49085 | 0.66524 | 0.15908
e 0.46287 | 0.75200 | 0.28512 | 0.74658 1 0.51541 | 0.75978 | 0.18738
‘e £+ | 0.64064 | 0.48706 | 0.22380 | 0.49085 | 0.51541 1 0.45847 | 0.13556
#XA] | 041499 | 0.64389 | 0.24259 | 0.66524 | 0.75978 | 0.45847 1 0.16895
i 0.14105 | 0.15599 | 0.27213 | 0.15908 | 0.18738 | 0.13556 | 0.16895 1

PR E AR GHCPE BTt E L [ 4-52) d ER Rt R HcE T odE

FEAAPM Th m mBRR 0 pr AR B AR M T lic2 7 % € GARCH 3] -
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[# 4-52) ~ R $Fpo 4R ie 2% £ 2 B 2 4p b T2 ok <

s (lag #c) v’ value p-value

NI 1 22.302%** 0.000014358

FLLLE SRR SRR L B A T B 10% ~ 5%Z% 1%k F R E o

A8 h'GEZ G

kv i &1z 84 (SMA - EWMA % DCC-GARCH) &-#f~ B ff 4, #ic*+
A5 2 T 2 & (3% equally-weighted ) &7 8o+t > T 1% Z= FRAIGIHHT
EEEE TR FE R A L RR L BEF R BT R s R
P2 b R ETHE IR FTE LR % E 0 H ¢ 4 DCC-GARCH #7345 * 3+
F 580 WinRats 17 B PEi bt ok B3 s m Hig k2@ % BFGSe @ % 1 1t

FE BRI R Rl ek o AT Y BB R 5E (backtesting ) 0 X~ BB AR E

(moving window ) %4 » 2 {8 thE - =X FRRIRE Ar x> - IR F L f—i Een
- AT EATHE NS RE F R E AT - P FASR R B2 HIH

AKDT X2 10 b EEFIRR P REL ERSH

3

hr
EG)
=y
e

|
\_;?\
=

E O R NETEF 2N TR LR e BRI GE o FUET

# % 2. Kupiec B|zE s > BIW  RMSE 2.+ ] » 78 W £ & * 25 {735 o

FHEOE - AT = #07 Kupiec (1995) #74% 11 2. PF test e T4

RS L GRS = E P SR S = R S Y
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1 RMSE 2 % % ik %HE 8 2 103 o - ARG LR AR

™A A A4 R 2. VaR B2 MESEEVIL B R w m PR 2. 2 R TR Iﬂlﬁ'” f=)

Z A (RMSE)e % f (44417 "R p 5 LT A2 0 & 031 2 VaR ehge [l g 3
Sl § R EAR S A ZEAITH R VaR 4% 7 B @ RMSE P 5 45 £ S0 #ic (loss

function ) %A > A% ] e RMSE & 4 7 T5ip| B £ B A fEAR ] o — J@}ii&‘}")'ﬁ*

Mo i g o v mRE L RER M

[%4-6-1] 2 [% 4-6-2) P &3 455 % gg¥n = (long position) % 3 &

2%z (short position )~ # # ¥ v (window size ) B~ 500 ~ ;& # (rolling ) =% #P~ > »

BB R T HR] 5 1646 X ~99% ~95%2% 90% G dE R BT AER- R h e E2Z FTHE K2

5§ E 4 #h RMSE 2+ i«

L HCAISERI - % 2 VaR B2 2 [§] 4-6-1] (SMA #-3] ) ~ [ B 4-6-2] (EWMA

#3) 2 [# 4-6-3] (DCC-GARCH #-3])» @ Bl ¥ v SMA #-3] B3+ 2 b & 4

T8 EWMA 03] 32 b "% B ##es > @ DCC-GARCH #-3| R A 3t ¢ R o

¥or [% 4-6-3] 2 [# 4-6-4)] 3P A RAWRFRTHRER IR GEZTF
B F R G HTE dpt RMSE 200§ 0 328 PR =0 il 5 1637 =t ©

¥ ORISR % 2 VaR B17) L [§] 4-6-4] (SMA #-3] )~[#] 4-6-5] (EWMA

#31) 2 [# 4-6-5] (DCC-GARCH #-3]) > 4p I 1777} > SMA 3] B3+ 2 B *& E 40

T8 EWMA A 532 b "% ¥ # 8~ > @ DCC-GARCH #-3| R A 3t ¢ R o
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[# 4-6-1) sepinizipzt 1 X2 h % EF HH3,%2 RMSE i
Panel A. 7 % =< #&

[ R -2 SMA EWMA DCC-GARCH(1,1) DCC-GARCH(1,1)-t
99% 34(=x) 30 29 32
95% 92 99 99 100
90% 164 169 160 162
Panel B. 7 i &%
(B 3 SMA EWMA DCC-GARCH(1,1) DCC-GARCH(1,1)-t
99% 0.02066*** 0.01823*** 0.01762%** 0.01944***
95% 0.05589 0.06015* 0.06015* 0.06075*
90% 0.09964 0.10267 0.09721 0.09842
Panel C. ¥ »xffv% #?] # RMSE
[ 2 SMA EWMA DCC-GARCH(1,1) DCC-GARCH(1,1)-t
99% 2.77495 2.81413 2.74141 2.70078
95% 2.11436 2.14167 2.09340 2.06682
90% 1.78872 1.80943 1.77441 1.75539

TR A LN LN

2AF £ R G500 >

R F o £ 10% ~ 5%3 1% kg F Rk o

21

X2 h'giE» &

316467 o

[# 4-6-2) ZEpifizim3t 1 * 2 h % EFFHHFA,%2 RMSE i
Panel A. 7 % =< #&

7 uf ok SMA EWMA DCC-GARCH(1,1) DCC-GARCH(1,1)-t
99% 30(=%) 20 22 23
95% 83 76 70 73
90% 145 149 131 135
Panel B. % it
8 K 2 SMA EWMA  DCC-GARCH(1,1) DCC-GARCH(1,1)-t
99% 0.01823*** 0.01215 0.01337 0.01397
95% 0.05043 0.04617 0.04253 0.04435
90% 0.08809 0.09052 0.07959*** 0.08202**
Panel C. % »zfi7# 45 1% RMSE
i uf ok SMA EWMA DCC-GARCH(1,1) DCC-GARCH(1,1)-t
99% 2.75579 2.78355 2.71436 2.67341
95% 2.09657 2.11323 2.06833 2.04150
90% 1.77233 1.78319 1.75135 1.73214

TR A LN N

Bk n) oon 2 10% ~ 5% % 1%en8g ¥k i o
2AEE A S5004 ) B IR RRE ¥
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[ B 4-6-1] SMA #-3) 2.

T T ‘ T T
2000/11/8

b both B D 99%1 4 ok 5 % 5

T T ‘ T T T T \ T T T T ‘ T T
2002/1/9  2003/3/18  2004/4/30

b e (SRRl- %) BT

5% 12 i K 5 b B 5 90% 1 8 K 3 o

|

*\W\MMM»WM
IW“* MIW‘ A lnl b WW

l W Ihhll"““ﬂl b'*inl-' I

1998/7/22 1999/9/9

[ B 4-6-2] EWMA #-73] 2
L g LS 99%1 ok

2000/11/8

LA R R

T T ‘ T T T T ‘ T T T T ‘ T T
2002/1/9  2003/3/18  2004/4/30

k& (FER- %) #)

P 5 95%GHE R EE o B B S 90% 7 dF ok o

52




, ‘ T , — ‘ ‘
2002/1/9  2003/3/18  2004/4/30

1999/9/9  2000/11/8

1998/7/22

(Fgapl- =) #3)

A
=

[ B 4-6-3] DCC-GARCH #-3] 2. b &
L BRI S 99% G R K o S S 95% R R K o Bop B R 90% 13 d4F ok i o
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[# 4-6-3) 5epiniz=m3t 10 X 2_ b *%& 85 5 3,% RMSE ' # 4
Panel A. 7 & = §£
[ R -2 SMA EWMA DCC-GARCH(1,1) DCC-GARCH(1,1)-t
99% 46(=x) 64 49 51
95% 131 153 137 143
90% 211 227 221 224
Panel B. % it %
R ok SMA EWMA  DCC-GARCH(1,1) DCC-GARCH(1,1)-t
99% 0.0281%%%  0,0391%** 0.02993%** 0.03115%**
95% 0.08002%%*  (.09346%** 0.08369%+* 0.08735%++
90% 0.12890*** 0.13867*** 0.135%** 0.13684***
Panel C. ¥ »cff=8 1p % RMSE
7 uf ok & SMA EWMA DCC-GARCH(1,1) DCC-GARCH(1,1)-t
99% 8.96343 9.17760 8.91630 8.81259
95% 6.90793 7.07313 6.89286 6.82470
90% 5.90255 6.03804 5.90248 5.85341
BEE D LF SRR RN w4 T B 0%~ 5%% 1% 08 F oK o
2T E R 55005 BRI LB i H B3R 16373 o
[%\464] ARt 10 X 2. h % @5 # F35% RMSE ' fie
Panel A. 7 1% =t ¥k
i J\} SMA EWMA  DCC-GARCH(1,1) DCC-GARCH(1,1)-t
99% 33(=x) 13 13 13
95% 101 108 87 88
90% 200 214 202 201
Panel B. 7% %t %
= Hp ok SMA EWMA  DCC-GARCH(1,1) DCC-GARCH(1,1)-t
99% 0.02016*** 0.00794 0.00794 0.00794
95% 0.0617** 0.06597*** 0.05315 0.05376
90% 0.12217%** 0.13073*** 0.12340%** 0.12276%**
Panel C. ¥ »cff=% :Fﬁ 1 RMSE
R ok SMA EWMA  DCC-GARCH(1,1) DCC-GARCH(I,1)-t
99% 8.78973 8.80896 8.62300 8.52470
95% 6.74826 6.73357 6.62377 6.56106
90% 5.75685 5.72759 5.65733 5.61362

Kﬂ'fpj—_l*‘**‘

#E G A 7 B 10% ~ 5%3 1% hBE % K E o

2ALT E R A500% 5 Bl 2Bk iE
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[ ®] 4-6-4] SMA #3]2 b *& & (gl = ) #3

i

T T T \ T T T T ‘ T T T T ‘ T T T T ‘ T T T T ‘ T T T T ‘ T T
1998/7/22 1999/9/9  2000/11/8 2002/1/9 2003/3/18  2004/4/30

[ ® 4-6-5] EWMA #3]2 b *& & (Fgp-+- = ) #-74)

Borh IS 99%1% 9 KO o =k 5 95% 47K B 5 90%1 97 K OF ¢
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20

15 |

-20 |

-25

1998722 1999/9%9 200018  2002/1/9 2003318 2004430
[ % 4-6-6] DCC-GARCH #-3] 2 b *& & (FFRI- % ) #-3]

L BB 99%F KA 0 = & 95%f H-KIE 0 Ao B 5 90% 1 4 ok O

d [# 4-6-1) 2 [ £ 4-6-2) 37 LA F SR F 550 "6 Bt lic &ip
PREERETLRTT 55 AT FEEINEPE90% G ORET o 2 H G 2

P B 99%2 5% df KT A ORI L R & Bk 0 7 i i Kupiec
FHEFZRTLEVRFTERY RFEA > L EZFEERT BN
DCC-GARCH(1,1)-t % & it -

[#4-63)] 2 [#4-6-4) 57 & % sp3ni=3pipl - % b "% @ % 0 299% ~ 95%
2 90% 3 -k BT 2 H0A) ¥ &2 #BKupiecz 7 ik R A HCA L F S Sk
SMAH#-A| 8% > @ "EWMA#A & 5 o &7 EFI0appl - % b % E5F% 0 2£99% -
95%% 90% 15 #f K T » DCCH-F] B -0 410 i F 510 F Rl » 2 DCC-GARCH(I,1)-t

Z

57 77 4 B K2 RMSE & » #&12 DCC-GARCH(1,1)-t ¥4 % b i o + B4 5 -
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HEKE E X N § SR e B -2 S S A N %

o
F —q—?v—'ﬂ-r-'

P A H$HFG L X2 St HpgEFE Z AR -

¥ 2 R 4 ERMSER 3 0 3 % § S5 8 % 5125 & » DOC-GARCH(1,1)-t
8.4 %% » DCC-GARCH(1,1)= 2. » SMAL % 2+ VEWMA& & %% o SREA = -
DCC-GARCH(1,1)-t #74] % 38 % » DCC-GARCH(1,1) 7] 4 =% 2 » 3 4 B|EWMA

B 2 SMABCA R & R A o
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Rkt E S R EHE] VaR a0 LRI E G p e ik R B ECEE > 5
it et 8 (o,=|WDw) TF RELF L2k A (portfolio
volatility ) » o F¥ Big s eriAr e o NPT BN B YA R TR R A > Hit
2% [R 471 d B PERZ2IRFTELEABARL L 2 5 EWMA ~

DCC-GARCH ~ SMA -

2.5

29 EWMA -3

DCC-GARCH

SMA #3]

15 7

1.0 7

0.2 T T A} A} I T T T T I T T T T I T T T T l A} T T T I T T T T I T T
1998/7/24 1999/9/13 2000/11/10 2002/1/11 2003/3/20 2004/5/7

%3L ¢ window_size=500 - rolling =% #c 7 1646 =% -
[ B 4-7-1] = -3 (SMA - EWMA %2 DCC-GARCH) z 4% 4‘.3_E_'.€ MR

P EJETE = 74 (SMA - EWMA %2 DCC-GARCH) 2z 52 é& (7 ~R) it

®RAe[# 471 d 27 w2 3| RFRFT AR FEL - 2 Bt H
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= EWMA #-3]2. 03676 > & - J
SR T b R A RS T
@ DCC-GARCH #-A] ] >+ H ¢ o

[ % 4-7-1] = #4] (SMA -

SMA #-3] 0.1929 » # X & EWMA #-3| #1i% 3+

» SMA #-3

|#r et 2 HF

EWMA 2 DCC-GARCH) 2z 3%

R AP RA KRG T

RS A R

Tiod | REL | B E | B E | R GE | E GG B
SMA 1.0726 | 0.1929 | 0.5789 | 1.3603 -0.86%#%|  3.4094*** 214.422%**
EWMA 1.0426 | 0.3676 | 0.4225 | 2.4107 1.0863#%*|  3.0478*** 385.353#%*
DCC-GARCH | 1.0404 | 0.2594 | 0.5609 | 2.1505 L.O175%%*|  4.5749%%%|  454.120%%*

BEEE D LR SRR L RERL n R 8 10% ~ 5%E 1% kg KR o
2.JB % 5 Jarque - Bera 2. ¥ itk T %3t (@

3.window_size=500 > rolling =% #c 5 1646 =t °

d [g\ 4_2_2] T AeA FLE gpﬁmi AP R 2 T L 1.4561% (;;#w T a4,

#2) md [£ 47-1] 7ot A2 K F o8 d R T A& 1.0726%11 T » p@p
P

S RFEEAFRRBURTADR LK S F R LTS R TS,

i -

Bt oo

SO NFPRT SR S 2 AR BE TR licA 4

GIEE BT o BTG AD § 2 e BEHCEL S dod ] Forid o F

F R Rl G2 R > APV L R AL S A B Gl
Ed 1646 = 2 B BB N RILT

|- _Qr,l}b"lﬁié./\mﬂf"ﬂ ﬁ;]ﬁm <R #Efﬁg l“gt

PG B2 ApH BBV AR - Ape o[£ 4-72) [ 4-73) [ % 4-7-4) » 5] %
A RPAT 3RS SMA - EWMA ~ DCC-GARCH #5232 4p b T 32 2 £ 1 &

o ¥ 2 HTAY Ak Bk B 2 Bz A 5B LB 4-7-2)5 [ B 4-7-3)-[ B 4-7-4)-
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[ B 4-7-5) [ B 4-7-6) » %] % ~ WL D 4FFv % SMA ~ EWMA ~ DCC-GARCH #:
A2 x2S AP B TR IR e

(% 4-7-2] ~ B3 Fp0 S SMA 03] 2 4p B (i cn T 30 B B4R £

3R &R RS R % K S #~ 11 38

e 1.0 0| 0.058114 | 0.059449 | 0.115811 | 0.091710 | 0.085653 | 0.123450 | 0.080022

= H 0.470088 | 1.0 0| 0.038896 | 0.053740 | 0.08886 | 0.042493 | 0.112396 | 0.051616

P& 0.159384 | 0.293560 | 1.0 0| 0.036436 | 0.033630 | 0.039029 | 0.034779 | 0.115444

0.495648 | 0.698126 | 0.256261 | 1.0 0] 0.067338 | 0.079497 | 0.090206 | 0.049512

0.486269 | 0.785935 | 0.291494 | 0.779334 | 1.0 0| 0.068367 | 0.104264 | 0.066913

ft£ | 0.672344 | 0.502442 | 0.227043 | 0.533097 | 0.547780 | 1.0 0| 0.103920 | 0.087045

#5410 | 0.440889 | 0.699726 | 0.256494 | 0.714808 | 0.804213 | 0.488015 | 1.0 0 | 0.072081

1% 0.130866 | 0.153830 | 0.253220 | 0.143144 | 0.169951 | 0.132105 | 0.165703 | 1.0 0

i3t l.window_size=500 - rolling =t #ic 5 1646 =< -
22T A ANRRH AFPF AN L T0E 0 ¢ Lk 5 ARRT AFR SR AP M 2 R

140
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80

60
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20

20 — T T T — T
1995/12/11 1998/10/9 2001/7/19 2004/4/30

[®4-7-2] 2R &< UL fapicd FEpF 2 A8 0 (M Gk s ¥ )
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1995/12/11 1998/10/9 2001/7/19 2004/4/30

[(#4-7-3] £ 8% %2 RPL G PP S 2 A5 B (49 B Thded 1 )

1.0

0.8

0.4

-0.2 ! T T I L I T
1998/7/22 1999/9/9  2000/11/8 2002/1/9 2003/3/18 2004/4/30

[F4-7-4] ~ B F S SMA Hi03] 2 &~ 2 & Ap B (R BBl
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[# 4-7-3] ~ WK? FF 5 EWMA 53] 2 4p B e L ch T 30 R 8 1

) &R P& R =R S &~ A1 E Ry

3R 1.0 0] 0.160707 | 0.186179 | 0.183767 | 0.181372 | 0.151413 | 0.191353 | 0.189881

&R 0.471016 | 1.0 0| 0.145621 | 0.125919 | 0.125209 | 0.151593 | 0.153107 | 0.188316

P& 0.175777 | 0.291445 | 1.0 0] 0.160153 | 0.165370 | 0.169202 | 0.164804 | 0.206539

0.511662 | 0.704089 | 0.261223 | 1.0 0| 0.108595 | 0.161120 | 0.120244 | 0.203873

0.491520 | 0.796657 | 0.300636 | 0.802192 | 1.0 0] 0.145628 | 0.100190 | 0.194457

ftg 10657572 | 0518360 | 0.238856 | 0.539552 | 0.555627 | 1.0 0| 0.152306 | 0.193744

#5141 | 0460557 | 0.721969 | 0.260965 | 0.746527 | 0.831620 | 0.508836 | 1.0 0] 0.202583

1% 0.143748 | 0.173594 | 0.325633 | 0.173022 | 0.203317 | 0.160191 | 0.180350 | 1.0 0

%Lt 1. window size=500 > rolling =% #c % 1646 =% -
22T A G AR AFPIF R APY Tl Ti5E o b &L ARRT RPF R AR M lcz R
B

1.00

0.75

0.50

=3
—
—_—
——
[ ="

025 | ‘

000 | W'V 1

-0.25

vy

LI B |

1998/7/22 1999/9/9  2000/11/8 2002/1/9  2003/3/18  2004/4/30

[® 4-7-5] ~ R F sy EWMA 53] 2 5% 2 5] 4p B (2 8@
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[ % 4-7-4] ~ R sf Y 5 DCC-GARCH #-73]2- Ap B Tr el enT 35(g 22 R % 4

iR &R RS (N % K S ! 38

2R |10 0| 0.063301 | 0.065824 | 0.119612 | 0.097787 | 0.086959 | 0.127898 | 0.084895

R 0.472170 | 1.0 0 | 0.052833 | 0.057916 | 0.091252 | 0.050563 | 0.115680 | 0.063071

2 0.165825 | 0.294143 | 1.0 0 | 0.054372 | 0.049691 | 0.051957 | 0.050382 | 0.120076

0.499790 | 0.697495 | 0.254710 | 1.0 0 | 0.066604 | 0.080963 | 0.084065 | 0.065448

0.491394 | 0.793234 | 0.293502 | 0.779113 | 1.0 0 0.070276 | 0.103738 | 0.075591

e £ 510.675906 | 0.504184 | 0.229317 | 0.537671 | 0.552892 | 1.0>~0 | 0.104789 | 0.090974

& ~41 |0.447276 | 0.711148 | 0.259164 | 0.718628 | 0.812752 | 0.497010 | 1.0°~.0 | 0.081300

5 0.136252 | 0.157844 | 0.266842 | 0.139949 | 0.173403 | 0.141006 | 0.167318 | 1.0 0

“i3x ¢ 1. window_size=500 > rolling X #ic 5 1646 =X -
22T A ARRT AR AR Rl T39E > L & AR SE S F AP i
By

1.0

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

MMWM«MW

0.0

0.2 T [ T T T T T T T [ T T T T
1998/7/22 1999/9/9  2000/11/8 2002/1/9  2003/3/18  2004/4/30

[® 4-7-6] ~ ®*%# F Y5 DCC-GARCH #3425+ 2 -] 4p B T2 #cR]
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[# 4-72) [ % 4-7-3) [ # 4-7-4] %7 )54 SMA - EWMA % DCC-GARCH
SRR PR A i S F R S RE AR S AR M ko] F Y
AEBE IR AFP S 24P M iR £ & SMA 2 DCC-GARCH #3] ¢ .3 % ¥
R FEREESP AMFTLEREP Ao (Bh EWMA #8317 08§ 5 L8P
Ao B E R R RE &S ] o == H03] (SMA - EWMA 2 DCC-GARCH) 2
WFEE AR AR 2 AP M Glcd * 2 B0) Fdo [ £ 4-7-5] bz W& & < 1)

PERA 2 Ap B RdcY o = 032 EWMA Al Ap B i ficz. T350E 5 B+

DCC-GARCH #i-3]=t 2 ~ SMA # A8/ > 20 4p B BB FE L3040 > BIF 2 5 &
S LRI M B8 o Z #AY 0 EWMA #AARR Gdkc. T5E G

# ~ ~ DCC-GARCH #:4)=% 2. ~ SMA #7350 » I 30 4p B (i 8 2 304 > )y

EWMA #-3]8 + » 5 0.189881 > 3 >+ H &5 = #73|H

PN
»
>y
3
R
i

EFGFAAEZ
B HAphE e EWMA #3 kG pF s BIZ AR B HRBEL Vit > 7l #
ok o TRABARKT 2L > EMET 2R o

= #4] (SMA - EWMA % DCC-GARCH) 2 ~ BF*® RV 4F o & ¥ 4p BE % #ic T
2 B fade [£ 4-7-6)0 @ A7 o RUOLT SRS ARM Gl T ioE
E2)

Foro b o mWAph Gicgd o BREL gL
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[#475) FFes? "RBRDIRPFFE L2 B M

23S

A oS B il
TS ¥ SETNEFS BRES AT (BEL)
SMA 0.804213 0.104264
EWMA 0.831620 0.100190
DCC-GARCH 0.812752 0.103738
ot B AP BE Trdic
FHEER (THE) FHEER (REL)
SMA 0.130866 0.08002
EWMA 0.143748 0.189881
DCC-GARCH 0.136252 0.084895

L

[ 4-7-6] ~ R*%5 4%

window_size=500 > rolling = #ic & 1646 =% o

ﬁm‘& F’&#BF&? agt_ljﬂ

SR £ 2 B TR

Y=0.087731-0.056077X ,
SMA R"=10.205867
(7.353) (-2.969)

Y=0.247207-0.213604X

EWMA =0.807809
(22.021) (-12.170)

DCC-GARCH Y=0.100047 -0.069144 X R = 0.306894
(8.855) (-3.880)

L

A B A T A

BB B2 B e [ 4-7-7)

b

N

FREEIRDT >

Tl £ R B MG

2R 2 MR R F I

7 g EALT R 2 R d 1R
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ILX A& R Fphl Al T3 Y A4 RN BFAphl Al 8B X o
20 MEFST RN LT

o

N FBRT SR R AR B

l—.ﬂ,E‘

H

P AR B 1 ¢ AE

3] (SMA ~ EWMA %2 DCC-GARCH) 2z~ B R 35 ¥ 5 4p B (hdce? £



s&ﬁﬁff,’fﬁ&? 5B ¥ oyt ¥ Longin and Solnik (1995) LR~ B E ~ 48 ~ i ~ & »

WAEPARRE D FR ORI g s % o

[4 47-7] ~ Rk 4770 Ap b e dicd & 5 8 ez B 14

-0. +0.
SMA Y=0.064601+0.354775X R2=0.829725

(L771) (11.256)

= +
EWMA Y=0.076637+0.346293X R = 0.831445

(2.099) (11.325)

= +
DCC-GARCH Y=0.062667+0.375896X R? = 0.834028

(1.721) (11.430)
MR L X R AA LD B R THE Y A4S B%D FApM ik T35 o
25% fFN T A AEELN 2T ﬂ%\»%ﬂfiﬁfﬁsﬁxitfio

R

-

BRI

e
v
3

M 2 TR L AR RRBRETABR L K MR - KT EERBY

PR

=4
il

L3 ‘Qib\p)}t‘ﬁ

N

PRl RERE LI < 3 25k 5 EWMA » DCC-GARCH ~ SMA -

(98]

. AFF 3 4 % Engle (2002) 2 FEApM B 2 2 FHELFFRARKRD
i 548 B 2 iE % 4p B (Constant Conditional Correlation ) 2- j & 3K > &
R R RBE T 2L H %o

4 EWAITHET O SCRRD FP I GRS F 52 REE ] P Gk

i

MESEBEEIR M VRIFTAFEEARFTEE MM G2 57 -
S.NBRT ARG F AP TR SR X FRE e B T Ap B R
FoRERELGN

6. ~ BT AR AP M il F L300 0 £ 2 WA VEWMARC A B 4 o
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EWMAHCA] 50189881 » 8 4 - 534 5 » 2w BEFT L L 2 ipH Bk

FUEWMARCZ % ot RIGILR A kb - FRFBMRT ot -

EAE Ry W
CEECI A 0 N BES EPERARM Gk S R BRI RIS M o T L
BULT WL FER AR ML AL S R A BT R L 2

ERB R AP Gl R ] > A F HPLE 2 R % 2 Longin and Solnik (1995)

BBEAEE K2 F L P FRED SN ER A 2

% o
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%y
E 23

e
-‘%{\?

*HFA Y A& * Engle (2002) #% 412 % i 1% % 4p B ( Dynamic Conditional

Correlation > DCC) % % £ GARCH#- 3|47 3 ~ B%+ (GTZ FW~&F® -~ P & ~ 4L

m}‘

Bl B~ h s s Rz £08) g Fad Gt iphiie > Yea REH
Bt R BELG PR FTEEFFIXILI0R 2R E o
BRTEERGELE A L GRBE PN Gl B > A P
1. #4%m 7 > DCC-GARCH(1,1)-t ##3] % .8 F > DCC-GARCH(1,1)#-3] % =
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