28 T 4 W)
2015 67 )]

GIRELE  ISSN 1672-0334

Journal of Management Science

=y

HF NIER MCS 23687
VaR & 8 35 i 55 2T {dy

REM K
1A M KF Bl S8 i 2F B, i 200241
2EIMTNY YWV EESFOFER:, JE T 361005

BME:FHAVaRBEAG ERABLLR BTN THRENALG BEAINEATRABEE S H
Fl. g mil BB A RERETRAIINFSRR. RANBHREZSBRETALES
ey LRk AR EEFERETH(FEB LA LiELRSHBAP S E RN
) EBES AU FSHE2D2ANAVaRBRB L R AR F G o B A 8 H K S Ha g
o, ETHMHFVRBEEHF TR L HARBIEEVaRRFHEFREAE L, VB EMS
BEAGRAAARMERGBEE A AARAICELE T &, MALREW, R4
TR ARSI R TSI RS R A1%P5RERT, 5 h LB E MABRER,
CAVIaRAZ A e CAREAR R AW iR Z M At 5 H 0 CARCII B 2k A R L AL 8 ] LA 24565 4%

Vol. 28 No.4 108-119
July,2015

ASHTRR A AL AR R A TR RN SRR G VaRBEAL LA ELH

FEE: VaR#EA ;WA
hE 4= . F830.91 NERIRIRE A
VEEsmE. 1672 —0334(2015)04 — 0108 — 12

1 5|8

46 T°2007 4 19 1 by 4 B B ALY KT & AT X T
2l RIS T ) B Y oK 0, LA - oG B ) SR I
IRF T A T AN b BIL A BB A5 M R 0 ) P R
B . MUEE Hh{H (value-atrisk, VaR) fEA) 7851 A M
TR LISE, RILEW ., it T, Bk h e
Rl 7 AR B Ry R . RAR TR T
MBEMBBMRE, VaRB M S5 . F B8
MAES B3 KTk, 3 FKI7 16 WA TR B9 M) it X VaR i
Fraft, & BERIARILLF Ao 77 T2 B 03 RS, 77 R A
T — By VaR BT BT G b KUBS 2 7 LB KUK, 3
nREFETCEM ST K. Mk, R ER
VaR 50 T B A5 3%, T PR 45 VaR B0 42 A )
VEr= 4 o B9 R A A T 45 54, XF T 800 B AT
e i BL A A7 2 T B R B B A7 5 T Y 92

2 BRARER
AF 4% VaR 4800 B T30 453 20000 7 pEAL , 1 Ak R

WEBHE: 2015-01 -05 BEBHE 2015 -04-19

Srats ek B A LB B MCS A 38

doi: 10. 3969/j. issn. 1672 —0334.2015. 04. 010

Wi TIRAMAIGE ., — e rH 9 & M4 T CARCH
BRI 25 Bk VaR A5 B L AT 7% 15 B9 K 2 4 B D &%
T, MAFHEIA R TS B VaR BN B LR
FEZ S B0 255 8%, 0 B T B 8 5036 A9 2 5 4 VaR &
T ok & B CAVIaR B T ok £ B CARE &
T T TR e i BT L 89 T B B VaR T
SO ) B X B B S W R B, A6 TR A VaR B0 Y
4 S 0 W0 £ 25 BT, OG0 AT A A L AT G A 1) A 4
ST AR T B, =R A RTE A - BUHE 4
W, PRI RN EE RN A TN
B 5 7R Il A9 FF A BCH L 7R i) B9 VaR &5 B4l §] 3 L
KA ) 14 VaR A8 S50 BT A% B s . B R R B, B SR
HEETILONT A E B H BRI EE R A R AT AL A 2
i B M B LIRSS AN R E R
OfnZ i Eny b R 45 . H & T 2, MR AT 0T oY
Hing e TE A S G, 0F 58 & B & R JIR-F = i
i VaRk K5 B0 11 W 3T 4 A7 32 A )82 A9 VaR B Al i
RS R A 0 Vak T B,

th F & A WFYE 3% T VaR 6 T 70 M0 £ 45 77 145 44

EEWMB: HEOARREEL(71301053); HEF A LSBT %0 A (13YJC790211)

YEE®T: K £ M (1980-), B, IL7R

TN ETFER L ARRIA R

5802 el WS A - G f ] R 2

IF | TH B 4 6 b 5 A 8 e L m— %5 . L-mail; ypzhang@ sfs. econ. edu. en


User
在文本上注释
教育部人文社会科学研究青年基金项目，原文中缺少“青年基金”。教育部立项书中明确规定要这样写的，麻烦您予以修改，非常感谢！


%480

TR TS . 3L 1) SUIER MCS 5114 VaR R #5253 0T A5 109

W 3 9FIEHRE, SO R 7N VaR & RS
PSR AR VaR WM B, DL AR RM
I e b 48 b, Kupif_-e.“ZI ¥ el #& Lt ( likelihood ra-
lio, LR)& 40 | Christoffersen’ ™ 1Y LR £ 45 Fl Engle 2™ 1y
o)) A4 T ( dynamic quantile, DQ)E; 5, 48 H i 40 &
{4 VaR B0 TR Boow IR M5t . HLAE Berkowils
SR, I VaRBIUM E R R R EN T
B e L FEY T RS RN ES R,
Christ{)ﬁ}_‘.r‘-.(nm!ﬂﬁIﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂ”ﬁjﬁﬁ‘%%“ﬁﬂ?ﬁd
B e A — By T 2 R G ek A, BRI O kR T Mk
“ﬁl‘ifﬁﬁ?’]"ﬂf]ﬁm*ﬂﬁ‘iﬂfﬁg Engle 2" (1 DO K
B AR B e 307 RE RO R = D T A
KM W1 VaR $500 fH S AT 2R AL TR, RS K e M E &
BMERG w &, AR Z b2 UK 46 1 ¥y ik - 5

LFs iR BARBEUREARSHEALL
ZIM -BrEsl R, T R AR AR TS

AL 38 L7 417 B o 1R 5, X S EUAR BRI B
T4 2 AR, T A BB T 6 A ) S R DX A VaR T
MR, @ LRRMBERITILHBESFESHLI
BV X RS & RN, B T I Ak i A
WA AR BE ARSI &, L2844
THERE AR S H, a2 5800 5 308 M
e T 40" A IR DB 2= 407 41, 8% B B
BN AT S BOM I Y RS 40 5 IR AT B2 Y K T &i
BRIV RE & Hi 48 B 90y VaR T BT, () Abad
SR ALY AR 2 PR 30 A Bao %7 SR AT Y Hansen '
#F M BE J1 (superior predictive ability, SPAYF 35 B F
VaR BT & 0T Tl ) £ AL 7 14, AT 18 T E AT 4 4 EL 4R
Hyd ks BOL AT 5 VaR BERL R 55 KT, 8
ﬂﬁ?‘?ﬁﬁ:ﬁﬁfhﬁﬂ SACTE S B2 T B R
Bao 45" J% JI] A SPA Ko B0 77 48 1 G o) 2 LR, 5
B N B A AR A R ARG Y BT A R B AR IR
TE o fL A A A7 A A T B 2 b T SPA KR 40 i ke Bt
FE48” vl BB K

9 & AR B P AR AIT 9 o VaR B8 330 OF 4 5 & Y
AR ATREITMTM AR R, OAT R RA
Hong %172 19 7 S0 K6 56 ”%?ﬁ'{’l VaR 158 85 1Y TF 8 ¢
M. X YT Berkowit: 51 # i 16 56 7714, Nong
TR R RS R R R R AT s )
b 3 1 o B T R T 2k T T A0 A )1 A R )
BIRATE B, T E W90 5 18 & B0 1T 400 x k T 4
Ll SMEm, B, SEAMK )AL BN,

T s B AT B KT S0 RO B SR, 4R
Jn!_f’ﬁ%léﬁk UL T )T S R 4 4 VaR 528 ok £
MR, @1 F A 1 % A VaR BT IE 1 B K
Kl Fl s Ty IEN TR (MN1%u5%),
FC Ik ROBE R 23 AL T R A RURS: 5 B, AL 3% B R
I nf BB 4F A0 2> B AR R &8 KUK 89 VaR #8258 3
T B . R o R K B /L DL R g R A
%, A5 0F 75 % )1 Hansen 24" (9 BB & 45 45 (model
confidence set, MCS) /il 0] § 56 77 85 . A48 MCS & 38 )i
H )7 VaR $E B f 0 20 00T AL L WF 5 AT A G R R

id 5 PR B, A4S BF 5T i) B # 1K Koenker 25" /9 3R X #5 28
K RO Lopes ™ (I E HKC B . 5 Han-
sen'"™ {) SPA K 46 Al Ik, MCS £ 0 7R 7 28 # G iR 5 —
A JEAERIE, 3 H MCSEE 4 45 HH 1 VaR B 0L 511k
A At A0 2 R Y T S REE
by e bl R B B T T B A I EA R DL R A
] 15 X Mt T T B MU AT AR AT R e, BT AT M
Ay Val B B A T AN iy 3, o HUAL % 2007 £ F 2010
TEESEGULE M FaEsds  FilsH £ E M
GEMNMMERHE. 2t E L BilMHu 455
LR EEGLMAESEOL VaR R ( iR U iE ) £ 4
LB BRI by R B GARCITEEBY  FR {8 SR HE R |
CAViaR JICARE fi#fl 22 M RIA FE R HEISFH U
ToU HILH B A S S k. ABFREBRFE RS
Bl FE LN T X o), TEZ B SR EYL N
2 Bl B TT B G B B AR L T A A L 58 34 (O B
BN RS B TR =l | | VT TR £ e 5 el | R
ARk H AR AP LR A N ) L B R A B AR L (A
A 3 ) 2R i A £ 925 1% 3k K i PR &1 43 B A 10% T %
i & AN 921 ik Bk Al ] B ) ont B T AU AL 9 5¥
W] ) 4 Bl S FLEA 0] nf B2 R B0 AY o N BA & .

3 VaRIRBERN VERBAMCSHEANRR
EESCHEMVREISF FRETEEmMS S |
Sy TER U ME, T 2 VaR BB GE A 60 M T xRS
%M A Y . R VaR B & ELT A £
T HEA R RBEA SN H ik, A VaR Fik iy b & O
A, AR Sh T 5T Ak 0t 45 A A — A VaR BT
RBESMM . N T PEAL 5 VaR R 4 2 50 T
M &R, ABEFHE T FE AT 47 5 RS FF 4N 5L
P A0 PASRE A S0 B, JiF BT DI st 1 T A
A BN S5, VaR B0 09 T BE A T AL F LR
A S Inf B — AL M GE F7 . B i A 4 Tong 17 g
)7 3% K R Hansen 2577 (1) MCS 1 30 £ 46
3.1 VaRETFERBEN LiEHE
P e Gt 92 2 D Ny Dk o G <8 (VAR I b B o
B o NIR ], JETT SR KA P B VaR, (o) nl KR N
Prob(Y, < VaR () | 0,_,) = « (1)
I, Prob(-) &K BT R RE, a MR 2,
H(e-1) 02 @915 8. W R ArTw 2 8o, it LA
VaR,(a,6,) 5 TT9E & A 50 7 B VaR, (o) W) &, TS
5 VaR 5 A 18 3 i 28 () )R B i Hy : Prob[ Y, < VaR, («,
0)1 02, | =M FRIE,: ElZ,(a,0,)] 02, ,]=0,
ET-1 X818, 7 (a,6,) 39 2 8L 5 T 6 F Y3
A i F 537, Z,(,0,) = 1LY, < VaR,(e,0,) | -
-1 NIEREE. L TFo, 2RMBH, 1IE B VaR
B, R IR AE & N6 Ao, A% . 7598
TR, -1 BB R0 ELZ,(,8,) | O, %0,
AT A K H, B 07, Hong B 4R R T & 4
VaREER iR B X ik afil
PR Bcn (5 B, JF LA I8 17 2 80 1 80w % ke



110 B FIE-% ( Journal of Management Science)

2015 7))

RHIERIRW. HI, Ak VaR B E 1 51 % E
K ML, ) LSRR s A4 Sk, EE
Lok R mn I TN

D5 (D) =1 [16:0,(0,0)12dW(2) -,y ()|
M) ==
\/Dm(h)
(2)

Yo BT, b= h(P) 3 Jy i N7 B PO REAS Sh B
T AE EC-) A REFR G # PR, 38 5 W] 5% H Bartlett 1
PRAEL k(z) = (1-1z1 )I(z<<1) FlParzen ¥ PREL £(2) = (1
—6Z 461z (12l 0.5)+2(1=1z1)*1(0.500=<]z|
< 1), AMTEETHGZ A EATEFH R W HE L
Tk VAR RLA ;0,,(0,0) HE
KhJr £, 0,4,(0,0) = cov[iZ,(a,8,) ,exp(inY,_;) ],
0;(0,0) Koy, (0,0) WA N, 1 8 M2 B0 1,
exp NIRERBR ;v HETELE win) MIEM LR
WH A S A e B, bR I ) R AR R
4415 A Cy (R) RUD,, (B) 4+ BIE R H

Ca(h) = a(1=0) [1 Gy (v,m0) 1 dW(0) T R(T)

(3)
Da(h) = 26 (1- ) Y, dk (T
”1 (},.,_J_T(ﬁ,ﬂ') AW (e)dw (") (4)

Hoafr, (}ll‘j(ysﬁ‘) = &11\;(”;1’,) - ‘;’n‘j(1-‘.0)‘;’}-}-__;(0.1"’) f

T
1 e ' ,
1_; _I _p'lg, HZ] ]E.Xpl 1(?,-‘YJ +v Y:—!;} )-|31-'| _3‘]1'].—.
=i+«

ETHGTHKFLLP-2] P 1 58, Tong TR
JIEE S B0 (7 L T H B S A B SE hoh = h(P) =
max(In,hy ) , 3 Fhy = ci/P q %9 A1 461 + % PR
k() IR, X ) Bartlett 4 A 4L, ¢ =1, X ) Parzen
BB, g =2. BB FRBEEEC) , FAE(g) = Tim

1= A0S
L

am | Z‘I(kq)l
s Lo
Lkz(z)dz

é’n‘;{ﬁ‘ﬂ') =

€ (0,), MWe, T F5H

i (P-1j1 )EE(J;L) uH?[l T, (0,0) 17dW(v)
= h

j=1-r
-1

3

] qu+|

(@-1jnk (L)h,,cnfumr:» - 2)dW ()

i ¥

(5)
Z (2f_

(=Rl +l

Modn B Bl G 5T s Ry () = (P-1j1)
@) (Z, —a) , T HEASIE A, R A P SE
AR ZHZ(0,8,) BB AL T3k L Tlong 7517 FEBA
(EXE Y 0 TF M & 1 K, fu S VaR BT M 35 5 TF @,

M(h)5N(0,1) ,N(0,1) Ky br 4k T 2570 F o6 515 I 1

VaR BT % 5 4 i, M(h) oo o iS¢ R BL TR, 78 TF
FORHMEIES A RN ERIERE, NP EE
PR T H5% , I FLAE H1.645,
3.2 MCS BlRR

Hansen 25 ™' {4 MCS 1 ) K 5 45 #0714 2% PR AL RY
MR ER . A BT 5E 4 BN % B8 Koenker 257 7 1 Xt
P 2k #1451 55 PR B (Lloss ) Rl Lopez'™" 1 Wi BE 45 % MR %
(QLoss) . Koenker <" g R X #7 £8 145 0 2 e 20 Ry

L[ VaR,, (@,6)] = {a—I[ Y., < VaR.,(a,6)]1} -

LY, - VaR,,,(a,0,) ] (6)

Holr () R BUR R, A VaR,,, (a.8,) 9 REL, IR
FREEMES N e B B BRAE “ cheek” e 8, 2 IFET
Qe 21 A i O F MR R

Lopez' ™' [1) i Vi 8 5% PR 48

Ll VaR, (@,8,)] = IY,, < VaR,,(«.,8,)] + {1+

(Y., - VaR,, (a,6,) 1"t (7)

X 41 T Koenker 2207 B 96 4ot B 2% 45 30 2 o 350, 08 1 51
RERBLAIE TR LA WICE, 51 T i le
MEENE, BEmizflimBEENSG R0 L.
Topez- f ML EL B 35 B 08 )5 4 /K o BB 98 &6 (5
PR B e 3% A (1) VaR JEA

MCSTR R 46 TR M. HE -1~ &T
m, i VaR BB 9 85 5 M, , 48 47 101 25 PR B0 2B 45, A0
mAL I Z K E L L, T EIme My,ne
My, 52 SCRIRS AU &5 30 T A s By = Loy s — Lo R
E M, R BT A R T AT S T E 7 K 5e, )
Hy:E(d,,,) =0 me My,,ne M, (8)
mRAEGRENEZERKT o TREREN L, BA
e U S A BB M, i S AR A L
AEWAE EAR TR OREERHEFERIZAN

IR Pk mE RS TR B e,

4 VaR FiuEs
ot W B A RITA Y. R
MTMESIER Y, = + o, p Y, HREHM,
o, J Y, BTT 75 G B, £, AL A Sr TR A 1 R R 22
T, e AL O Ly 25 29 11 b o 4 180 30 87 FE AR 3R
(=50, A WEERBFHBHNE. BT (HAK

ff 2, BT -0 VaR T AT o8 A
ﬁj’;‘nn % i;'f+]|f+ {}!+]|fQ (3) (9)

JOr f o, 2 TF o0 2045 B 0, Inf A — 2 T A
Ty HET W 2GE LW, mm— A pi{E, Q,(e)
YIS Y IR DA O - R A s W A m'.}élj‘;ﬁ
2 B R VaR B T 17 E RO Y 2 4 B
(BPEBAEAKT) o, FA E S By, . FA 7 LBl o,
MIERFE RS, AR ETRFERBRIT I A
FE A s 4 O AU L U o 2 BB 1% 5%, R 4R
B BV = i a5 5 0 W R B, Engle S
VaR{Li TN A28 AF BB A E B M3 XK Tk,


User
在文本上注释
上下两个字母间缺横杠。

User
在文本上注释
上下两个字母间缺横杠。

User
在文本上注释
上下两个公式间缺横杠。

User
在文本上注释
上下两个公式间缺横杠。


%480

K T WSS IE 1) SR MCS A1) VaR R Sl 080T 111

TR X 3 K VaRA i FES MEFTHE .
4.1 GARCH E& &

GARCH #5080 j 2 Rt B AU ¥ 09 VaR B0 S 516
iFFE. ArzmWEREN (Y T H<
L BMu=pYo, p BN MBS, AHRFEHE
B UM AL, X TR B T, R R R
1T 91 AT FH (AL AL 3T, B O 3 A % 4% 1R 2 (36
Yoo BT . b %) w45 R P 3 B % 4 B 28 Rl R DA
KB ARE RS FR AL, A BF 7 R MW GARCH (L, 1) B |
Closten $[21] M CIR-CARCH (1, 1) 8% 260 Sentana? i)
O-GARCH(1,1)BE T . Chen 25 1 Sener 2 5t %
B, X FRGARCH HE A A LE , 3L 17 [ %) # GARCH #£ #
BN VaRfEHEEAEUNEASNTRSEN. %
BRI A AR S0 A5 A4, R 5T A B 3
MUERFEEREL, DR EASHF SR M) X
JEX]FR 14> A, Abad %77 f1 Polanski 5™ BT 58 & B,
G ARG, B R SR PE LAY 2 A bh BT
WEE MY Vak £ 31 B A A 09 T 45 2, Cheng
4 FI Polanski 264 g 0 77 fF — 2L & B, 20 im0 355 R
T 41 049 4 A 1 B F VaR 09 HE 08 A 3T | R,
H & # | 25 8F 55 % [E GARCII-N, GARCIL-T., GIRGARCII-
N.GJRGARCH-T ,QGARCH-N ,QGARCH-T il GARCH-GAT
B X H GARCH GJRCARCH FTQGARCH /) 81 4 7% i
15 F AT B 1 J7 25 R FOM AR (1) -GARCIT(1,1 )45
Ji AR(1)-GJR-GARCH (1, 1)$% 8 fit AR (1)-Q-GARCH
(1, DBUR, NUTHTCAT £ 7R 45 800 (19 157 22 45 ) 51 AR
MERHE L FS 0 A ot A3 AT AT SCAR X AR ¢ 40 A (I 2
A\ PRRACRT 2 T i %% 28 )T 40 1 AR &S PR R

MR, JP FE L 8 3 12 1 09 RiskMetries £
SRR LS 1] B GARCTT(1, 1) 2 A, 3L 1n) /i — 2L A9
VaR B ] 26 78y VaRs,, = &,0, @7 (00) ,B( ) W bR
WIFAEMIEEE. L, = 0.94057 +0.060Y, ,
4.2 HEELE

B BTG (HS) B % = 4 & Ml e REUIE 9 BEA
AR VR B AR, MR
B, AEF AT VIS G AT T 4% Kb it DLl 3T on G b A
ThVaR i, JL o 2 B e A 5 09 2 B U P B BT LIk
(FT18) . Angelidis AL Kuester T A Marimoutou 7t
WA LI, 5 H A vak ff 31 F & M H, JE+ FHS 15 5]
(1 VaR £ 31 (i B4 BT 09 RE AR 0 1000 455 4L .

A F HS, (1 + 1) HE %1 VaR () B 5 Vake,,,, =
Qu( YYo=, Yerun ), Qe (-) Jy eINy 2 2 i (1w A REAR
WL B2 50 asr P EL, AR TS Bw 5 B A
500 A1 000 (¥ P1 A HS K5 A1, B fE A HSS00 R A1
HS1000, A FFUS, & 12 B F 7 AR(1)-CARCII(1,
1) B B R Dt 2y B 4 3 A D ke, WD

Y =pY_, +o8

(J’? =B +£|(T?_‘ + ye;?_1 (10)

1=1,2,--

LA, (BB ,y) HGARCIT(1, 1 )R A By S 8 In] =,

SEFBOE R -2 VaR BT R R VaR?,,
= ,(;Y, + (}H]IJQ“(érsée—l e ";—'e_..-n ) s ,(; j"] pl’lij_%’ﬁﬂﬁi‘i‘
{8, lel Wtmdefbsk 2%, SNSEMARR, A< 0T 5%
% 18 w43 i BUE 2500 A 1 000 (1Y 5 #f FHS £, K
BT FTIS500 AT FHS1000
4.3 REERLRD

Pl A £ E X E R RREEN DA, R
PrSiba N =l i o A S h L e SO A B o 1 =
18, IR O30 o B 18 T i ) VaR BE 1545 3+ 7T LLALL AL Mo
$5 8 11 e w2 A0 7R B R B T LB T R A . 4 B
TR Hods &0k A O RE A &) 17T B AR s W
ZZ{H A9 POT £ B AL || VaR, H & & & 4 4] & # Bao
S BE T

1A 30 1 7 Il 53 00 {8 B A+ B 8 )™
e 25 HEHR A7 A9, Diebold 25290 43 & 58 R T
O 7% i Bl 6 B e A e 0 AT 00, SR U A 1 R i
BmAL i A fb sk B R M or . Wi, Inl jii — 5
By ViR BUI 8 B3R o Vake s, = e+ 62100 (2)
Q. (e) WMEHEEBAAMNRLEFY ! B ol fi
B A5 REAL I % R R SR R 22T 4 R R T i
E B, BRI IT R B BY AR 75 P R A [ Ak A i
FEAULEFFI A ER WS R4
9 ot BR AL, A AT 9 48 T 4 22 TAR M 43 T il T 3
[l R 8% t 4341 () AR (1) -GARCH (1, 1) 5 A1 I B £ 8011
NWEh B, Marimuulnuﬁrm-ﬂfﬁ‘ﬁ?j‘_ﬂ,%ﬂ:-ﬂﬁmmﬁ
B AR 3 B B9 VaR A B B A 4 R T £ 4.
Bk B, A BF 5% % GARCH-T-EVT F1 GARCH-CAT-
EVIW P ERWMMAIMERA, HR A& T AR(L)-
GARCIT(1,1 )38 3 H 3% 7 24k 3 e A ¢ 4 A4 (T) R T
SRR 13 AR (CAT) R (A s B,
4.4 CAViaR EH

FEngle T4 20 0 % L] 14 458 B K048 0 1 F R @
VaR, #2 1 5% - 23 4 2 B l2l H VaR, Wl CAViaR 2R,
JE L AR R A 00 7T 0 (8] B el X M 25 R 0 AR BT F AT
5 g E A A B AT 9, 5 CARCH 28 i 78T Jy
b=k (A R (D R = N 0 BTl o YA @ RN M I N
M. B, FEN 49 BE,

(1) A BR 48 A4 (R B8 ( CAViaRSymAbs )

Q.(a) =8, +6,0, ((a)+8,1Y, | (1)

(2) JE AT FR A (CAViaRAsymSlope)

0,(a) =6, +6,0,_, (a)+&,max[ ¥,_, 0]+

aymax[ - Y,_,,0] (12)
(3) A GARCH(1,1) 5 #1 ( CAViaRIndGARCH)
Q(a)=1-2I(a<0.500) | |8, +8,0,_,(a)” +
8,Y, |7 (13)

(4) [l 3£ AR(1)-CARCH(1,1)%I % ( CAViaRIndAR-
GARCH)

Q(a)=a¥_, +[1-20(a<0.500)] -

18, +5|[Qr-|(ﬁt)+alﬁ_3]3+ (14)

Eo ¢
8,(Y,_, —a¥,_,)"}2
{5;}?=[,>0



112

LI % ( Journal of Management Science )

2015 7))

ﬁ-‘:‘l[l L (60 551 152 953 9a)%j*jdl_z}ﬁm av
Fa Al i CAViaR &2 &1 Y o Jal 2 80, 7T % M Koenk-
er %I (K 43 L AN B b i, BD
"Tgi”z ta—I[Y, < Q(a)]i[Y, <0 (a)]

]

4.5 CARE &R

B ) BVaR i (AN CAViaR) B — A4 &
LR A B 0 5 0 R 1K) R/ R BURR, B ) B
U o AR T I i A IS e s i i A | R B
SEANTZ T /BN E BB A EE K 282 56t
FEHLF M. Newey %1502 X M1 expectile fiE % 1L 11 Mt fit
gk — (0] B2, 5 /5 7 ¥ AH B, expectile B 88 T A7 Mo f2
WeARIW 4G FRE TR RBHLER . 2T expeaile
Wi, Taylor™ 1 Kuan %52 3 11t T 4% 2 25 f0) 49 CARE.

'j CAViaR ML B I XS ), 5 IR U T 4 > CARE B8

(1) R # 46 % {8 45 7 ( CARESymAbs)

v,(7) =¢, +eu,_ (1) +@, 1Y, |

(2) JE A B A 50 ( CAREAsymSlope )

v,(1) =@, v+, (T)+¢ max[ V,_,,0] +

¢, max| - Y, ,0)
(3) A GARCH( 1,1 ) # ( CAREIndGARCH)
v(7)=T1=-21(r<0.500)] -

(15)

(16)

(17)

RPN COLES Nk (18)
(4) A EAR(1)-GARCH( 1, 1) # # ( CAREIndAR-
GARCH)
v,(7) =bY,_,+[1 =21(7<0.500) [ {g, +
gc]Z'.';I_](f) +.f)Y!_2:|2 +
i (19)
‘pE(Yr l_bYI—j)z}?
{@] >0
;HQ'['s(fAn(D],¢g'¢3,b)ﬁﬂ3jﬂl§§ﬁrﬂﬁn
ﬂ?ﬁi‘f&\ﬂﬁﬁi‘ii"l‘miiﬂ EH ATFREHA
Newey %7142 HH 1) J[: %) B b /s — 6 3%, BD
min | Z la—I[Y, <o ()] [Y, -2 (r)]*}
B 1

5 SCIESY 4R
5.1 HEEAR

At 5 16 M BT £5 48 (SHCD) | 7 3 11 4 45 4L
(HSLFI 5975 00 A48 # (TWID) i H e & e 28 $dfl #
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FTUFWEALE. ThE ARS@GILN SEX
RERE B R E T EENR S, XTATGRN
FEAS PRRREAS S0 IX ) 77 #m otk , | UEZ5 4 &l H R
P ECAT 6 1 0 RO BAs T () 4F B A 2006 4111
H22 11 .200641:12 A 11 [1 #12006 4212 A 26 [T, £ ik ¥
e 101 45 F2007 4Ly L pr & Bh B ML ig A & /L. id
Zr 4y L 422007 47 FE 2010 4F | P 4 Bl A& BT 48 0] A B Mg
il 5HRE AT BRSO g K AR, T 7
CEREFRWRFRRE LGN EBEE. ZK,
R A 36 R 7 75 90 A7 00 A ] 1 B R £ A
BE R R 75 1 B 2% i PR o 4 3 R 10% Rl T % | i 7
WA Bk BR AR B . TH i, A T 5 04 A A X R
R15r A A F 43 Br [ B 4 il £ DL o) A~ B ik 2 2= 4R
JEE F o ] 25 M T T g RIS AR A B 22 Bt Y e, B A
SRUEALEIN A T KR & R T, AN EAT
bl 317 = D R Y e TP i L = L 7 A
T VAR AR FE A AN AR 4
AR KR IE G R AT D EF LR BN AE

®1 RBEFIINERER T
Table 1 The Descriptive Statistics of the Return Serics

fewmZe  MR4AT B LMA BER RIE ME IBHZIHT LB(S)  LB(1S)  LB(S) LB'(15)
FeAspy 1895 0.032 -7.920 1.986 0.566 8.088 2 146.000°™" 10.310" 29,320 116,000 """ 220, 500"
SHCIH%Ai% 1000 0.031 -9.256 4.755-0.375 4.818 161.100"™" 7.594  26.340™" 36.270""" 88.730"""
FEARPA 1963 0.033 —9.285 1.859-0.267 6.272  899.100°*° 12.570*° 20.030  68.390" 290.800°"
" FEZs5k 1000 0.020-13.581 4,641 0.101 8.783 13950007 6.113  25.470" 491.400°** 937.000 "
FE4)y 2019 0.011 -6.912 2.503-0.039 4.850 288.400°"" 17.850""" 35.010""" 262.000 """ 535.300 "
o FEASL 1000 0.015 —6.735 2.439-0.356 5.204 223.500°°° 8.913  31.460°" 137.100°"" 332.000 "

i JB % it £ A Jarque-Bera 0E & #4423 s LB(my ) LB (my) H B R AP fo 3B 5 B P # A my 5149 Ljune-Box 44 3 & it
T CAMEBREETFENGHEEFERFTER, " ABLEEAF TASHNEFRARAFTRES, " AHEEEL T

FEIHEEBARATTEE,
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Table 2 The Predictive Performance Evaluation of Each Stock Index at 1% Level by VaR Model

SHCI HSI TWI

o
IR DQ HWZ QLoss TLess LR DQ HWZ QLoss TLess LR  DQ HWZ QLoss TLoss

GARCIT Bi#EY

RiskMetrics 0.061 0.000 0.000 0.105 0.084* 0.385 0.002 0.000 0.043 0.060 0.004 0.000 0.000 0.056 0.018
GARCIT-N 0.002 0.000 0.000 0.119 0.085° 0.385 0.002 0.000 0.043 0,060 0.006 0.000 0.000 0051 0.021
GARCH-T 0.524  0.335 0.215 0.0347 0.078° 0.886  0.264 0.986 0.014" 0.058  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.104 0.027
GIRGARCH-N ~ 0.003 0.000 0.000 0.1l6 0.083° 0.385 0.001 0.000 0.034 0.056% 0.015 0.000 0000 0.047 0.0217
CIRGARCH-T  (LBR6 1000 0.971  0.035° 0.078° 0.886 (.256  0.967 0.012° 0.055° 0.94 (.266 0.612 0,013 0.027°
QGARCH-N 0.002 0.000 0.000 0.123 0.085° 0.385 0.002 0.000 0.040 0.057 0.020 0.000 0.000 0.049 0.021
QGARCII-T 0.524 0326 0.215 0.0397 0.078" 0.786 0.094 0.997 0.012° 0.056° 0.786 0.779 0.993 0.011° 0.026"

CARCH-GAT 0.000  0.000 0.000 0.235 0.116  0.500  0.003 0.04 0.0019° 0.053° 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.325 0.025

IR WS 7S

118500 0.205 0.000 0.000 0.091 0.082° 0.001 0.000 0.000 0.164 0.091 0.446 0.000 0.000 0.033 0.037
HS1000 0.008  0.000 0.000 0.143 0.003° 0.000 0.000 0.000 0218 0.097 0.085 0.000 0000 0.044 0.043
FHS500 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.206 0.105° 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.082 0.068 0.052 0.000 0.000 0.041 0.026
FIIST000 0.000  0.000  0.000 0190 01027 0.562 0.059  0.004  0.026  0.057  0.457 0.037  0.000 0.029 o0.022°
WA RN

GARCH-T-EVT 0.002 0.000 0.000 0.135 0.006° 0.928 0.226 0.351 0.054 0.064 0.278 0.000 0.000 0.035 0.04
GARCH-GAT-

i 0.076  0.000 0.000 0.088 0.082° 0928 0.223 0.351 0.070 0.067 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.527 0.023

CAViaR #15
CAViaRSmAbs ~ 0.205 0.000 0.000 0.089 0.086° 0.446 0.002 0.000 0.02%9 0.057 0.670 0.768 0.001 0.023 0.029°

CAViaRA-
N 0.500 0.000 0.000 0.068 0.086° 0.562 0.377 0.003 0.025 0.053" 0.457 0.206 0.000 0.033 0.028"
symSlope
CAViaR-
: 0.118  0.000  0.000  0.09 0.083° 0.500 0.002 0.000 0.028 0.057 0.562 0500 0.000 0.024 0.0317
IndCARCH
CAViaRTndAR-
CARGH 0.205 0.000 0.000 0.099 0.084° 0.540 0.000 0.015 0.027 0.056~ 0.562 0.280 0.000 0.023 0.028"
CARE fi#l
CARESymAbs 0,260  0.000 0.000 0.072 0.083° 0.944 1.000 0.957 0.014° 0.055" 0.562 0224 0.000 0.025 0.030"
CAR-
: 0.385 0.000 0.000 0.063 0.081° 0.457 0731 0.000 0.025 0.051° 0.152 0.007 0.000 0.037 0.029"
FAsymSlope
CARE- )
0.118 0.000 0.000 0.09% 0.084° 0.46 0319 0000 0.035 0059 0.035 0005 0.000 0.040 0.0287
IndGARCH
CAREIndAR-
CARCII 0.205  0.000 0.000 0.098 0.084° 0.148 0.000 0.000 0.039 0.058 0.361  0.200  0.0001  0.028 0.0307
SPA 0.002  0.520 0.026  0.009 0.000  0.081

i TR % Christoffersen VTR & B 2 2B BB p A DY H Fngle T H A BB R T BDO(m,) B pli, m, =
205 HWZ 35 Hong 2777 5 Al Barlen 42 S St ) R Gt M, (W) M BB p A h B E TR ATE =20 R EEDHE ; Thos 4
Koenker 5" 85 3k sf ARt 45 M 3 % R 3K, Qloss ) Lopez ™' 92 B4 & R ¥, A TR A EZ FHE VAR BB TR E ;" H10%
EEBRKTFHEARAE -%z%gaq T BT €L 4 8 VaR 4% A1, 5 A 10 000 4~ Bootstrap #F A& 3t § MCS ¥ 12 4 , Block Bootstrap 69 K 3k & 34
2:SPA 3 Hansen[ 6] 49 SPA 45 36 89 2 5% pAA, SPA 5 3 69 R LA 3 RiskMetrics B2 81 | Stational Bootstrap #9 8 &40 50.500, FHE.
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AR 1L 28 8 p 8 45 3, B CARCH-T, GJRGARCH-T,
OGARCII-T CAREAsymSlope #1 CAREIndGARCIT 4 % 4] |
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43 A1i B9 GARCIT B BY i | BT 43 B9 CAViaR £5% B il CARE £
Bl IRfG 4t R4 7 69 VaR UM MBS | % 85 Bk
DO 8 R LR b 4 il 7 H AT 8 2 & 4ix. E
B VaR ETR Bt Rr R G5 £, B 17 il Rk
LE385% B AG K T Y Var {8, Z010 W 45 ZE 1T 41 14 8 5))
LRBR X MR R | ETN,
WA R IV % BB 3R K e R IR R I R 00 T B B
CAREAsymSlope 1 CAREIndGARCH 4 T 41 ] I 7K 4T Hg
Zl A 5% E S KR VeR1H ., Hid Ak B8 H
TLoss A , 7F 10% Y B & 4 7K £ T MCS &2 1% Fr 44 VaR {&
AR 16 4~ BEAL, 53X 16 > B AL 1 & 75 HWZ K 40 ) 77
10%M 8 FHKTTFTRABENETS L. 5
HWZ {6 465 55 5 Al Lk, 3E- )" TLoss [/ MCS fi ill] 46 % 5K A&
EEEVaRER M SN EZANHMAGE. i
ZHEQloss B, £10% 1M B F KT FMCS HEG & T 2
AR, HOX 2 4 B0 G845 A 3R K PR B R Tloss B
FIMCS & ; 55 Qloss JIT 4T B2 49 MCS o2 1y 2 4~ 2 8 2
NWZ K 3 A2 10% 89 w35 1 K F M A IR 48 5 A8
A 1 15 GARCTI-T 1 GTRGARCIT-T B B, H Ji SPA §5 T
2R A10% K W E KT, 7 B TLoss I , SPA ki
35 1% 7 90 40 RiskMetries B2 B LA & 0 #1004 3 49
3% (3 p {8 #40.903), B % BB AL & 71 MCS & {5
L[y Y % 1B QLoss By , SPA K 45 fH 28 | RiskMetrics {4
SR AT Lyt £ 300 260 S 1 DR R B (2 e p A R0..000)
HHEZEHE W BEAUEAEMCSEF, SPAKTR R
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R TR o

A F AU /R, M B IWAK BRI, LR L
Z I p {H 4% T, W GARCIL-T, GJIRGARCII-T 1 QGARCII-T
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il A5 A s FE10% 1 & Z YLK -, DQ K % I % A7 fhi 48
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QCARCH-N 5 /8 B8 CAViaRIndARGARCH L &b JiF 4 1L
1 CAViaR #2J8 | CARESymAbs %5 /8 f1 CAREIndGARCH
B IR S T SA-VaR MBI, Fik%
HVaR TETR Beos K S0 25 L R H, O 7 Tl & ok 4H 4
FE5% B 15 K F 0 VaR &, 20 0 5 5 7 9] 19 9% 3h
RSN AR FREAIE R 2,
W HL 4 o BK TLoss I, 77 10% 19 5 2 1 /K £ F MCS
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Table 3 The Predictive Performance Evaluation of Each Stock Index at 5% Level by VaR Model

SHCI HSI TWI

B
LR DQ HWZ QLoss TLoss LR DQ HWZ QLoss TLoss LR DQ HWZ QLoss TLoss

GARCII #1Y
RiskMetrics 0.689 0.486 0.031 0.298 0.264* 0.441 0.049 0.020 0.18 0.211 0.263 0.278 0.010 0.161 0.181°

GARCIT-N 0.538 0.247  0.003 0.314 0.268° 0.358 0,125 0.005 0.189 0.211" 0.463 0.111  0.038 0.155 0.181°
CARCH-T 0.979  0.624  0.348 0.2077 0.266° 0.488 0.173  0.927 0.127° 0.213  0.000  0.000 0.000 0.419 0.264

GIRGARCI-N 0,538  0.120  0.001  0.306 0.266° 0.266 0029 0010 0.176 0.205° 0.441 0.167 0.001 0.14% 0,179"
CJRCARCH-T  0.973  0.672  0.479 0.198" 0.265° 0.722  0.420 0.778 0.1197 0.2057 0.668 0.579 0.640 0.090" 0.180°
QGARCH-N 0.538 0.252 0.003 0.317 0.268° 0.358 0.103 0.045 0.18 0.207° 0.266 0.311 0.001 0.161 0.1797
QCARCI-T 0.979 0.594 0.393 0.211 0.266° 0.766 0.699 0.633 0.130° 0,207 0.732 0.528 0.683 0.09 0.178"

CARCH-CAT 0.000 0.000 0.000  0.581 0.321 0.220 0.001 0.042 0.156 0.207° 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.683 0.836

i st AR

HS500 0182 0.000 0.000 0.360 0.285  0.009 0.000 0.000 0.425 0.272  0.640 0.000 0.000 0.203 0.207
H51000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.535 0.308 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.630 0.291 0.023 0.000 0.000 0277 0.221
FIIS500 0.000 0.000 0.000 0,785 0.333 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.352 0230 0.033 0.000 0,000 0.22 0,187
FHS1000 0.000  0.000 0.000 0.648 0.308 0.014 0.000 0.00 0.223 0.23° 0.05 0.009 0.000 0.203 0.184"
g (=EL iyt i
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Evaluating Predictive Performance of Value-at-Risk Models
Based on Generalized Spectrum and MCS Tests

Zhang Yupeng' , Hong Yongmiao®
1 School of Finance and Statisties, Fast China Normal University, Shanghai 200241, China

2 The Wang Ya'nan Institute lor Studies in Economics, Xiamen Universily, Xiamen 361005, China

Abstract ; Conditional VaR models’ correct specification test is equivalent to testing the de-meaned hit sequence following a mar-
tingale difference sequence (m. d. s), however the commonly used backtesting techniques only test some propertics of the se-
quenee. Using generalized speetral test which dircetly tests the m. d. s property of the de-meaned hit scquenee, we cvaluate the
out-of-sample predictive performance of various parametric, nonparamciric and scmi-parametric VaRl models with a total of 22
models calculated by using rolling predictive method for China's stock markets including Shanghai Composite Index, Hang Seng
Index and Taiwan Weighled Index. Because condilional VaR models’ correcl specificalion lesl can nol rellect the lail risk inlor-
malion exceeding one specilic VaR level, in order 1o avoid the occurrence of extreme losses as well as Lo increase the robusiness
of the rt:su]lﬁ_, we m](}pl. MCS (m(:{]ﬂT conflidence sel) lest Hilrlll]l}lrlﬂl){l.‘i]}' hy st‘.]e:fl.ing the asymmelric loss funetions prc)pusel] l)y
Koenker and Bassell and the magnitude loss function proposed by Lopez. Comparing with SPA ( Superior Predictive Ability) test,
the main advantage of MCS 1est is that it does not require a benchmark model 10 be specified as is the case for SPA 1esis. It char-
acterizes the entire set of models that are not significantly outperformed by other models, while a test for SPA only provides evi-
denee about the relative performance of a single model ( the benchmark) .

The cmpirical results imply the following three conclusions: (Dit would cause wrong results using the commonly applicd backtest-
ing techniques such as Kupice likelihood ratio test, Christoffersen likelihood ratio test and Engle and Manganclli dynamic quantile
test. However adopting generalized spectral test and MCS test with Lopez loss function simultaneously would give us more accu-
rale and robusl resulls. (2)Comparing with historical simulalion models, exlreme value theory models, CAViaR and CARE mod-
els, the oul-ol-sample predictive performance of the GARCH family with student-L distribution is the best al 1% and 5% signili-
canl level during the linancial erisis for these three stock indexes. This implies that the risk characteristios o mainland stock mar-
ket is gelting closer and closer 1o the mature stock markets of Hong Kong and Taiwan aller more than 20 years development. (3)
AL 1% significant level, the optimal VaR prediclive models of Hang Seng Index include one of the CARE models which can be
used to measure extreme loss situation with small probability, This implics that price limit system implemented by TTong Kong yet
not by mainland and Taiwan will make ITong Kong's stock market face more risk during the financial erisis.

Keywords: VaRR modecl ; predictive performance ; price limit system ; gencralized speetral test; MCS test
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