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5 SR A X a] A Cholesky 43 =M BET, £ I0 % W k¥ J5 10 B 4 Ljung-Box Q4831 2 M p (H , A F0. 100 #y
iR ¥ 58 11, JBA Jarque-Bera 55 11 & A9 p{E , X T0. 100 BN RBE, FXATEIEL10 B A AH KRR ADF
HERNBEK, R AEELETESSMEMIELB(10) 4 Augmented Dickey-Fuller B8 {3 48 5 35 i p {H .

Rl EXUANBANDEEEENNBERFA L=ASTROBRESIT
Table 1 Descriptive Statistics for the Upper Triangle Elements
of the Log-space Matrix A, of the Realized Bipower Covariation Matrix
(11,%1) #fE P PRiEE I B R JB LB(10) ADF
(1,1) 0.188 0.185 0.750 0.208 3.503 0.003 0.000 0.001
1.2) 0.257 0.256 0.227 0.092 3.039 0.500 0.006 0.001
(1,3) 0.712 0.710 0.691 0.138 3.377 0.024 0.000 0.001
(1,4) 0.168 0.174 0.223 -0.174 3.329 0.020 0.168 0.001
(1,5) 0.373 0.371 0.236 0.163 3.590 0.002 0.000 0.001
(2,2) 1.044 1.083 0.651 -0.102 3.675 0.001 0.000 0.001

(2,3)  0.137  0.134  0.244  0.129  3.570  0.004  0.434  0.001
(2,4)  0.230  0.226  0.237  0.213  3.73  0.001 0.023  0.001
(2,5)  0.167  0.167  0.220  0.028  3.117  0.500  0.301  0.001
(3,3)  0.637  0.661  0.563  0.084  4.284  0.001  0.000  0.001
(3,4)  0.09  0.089  0.242 -0.078  3.842  0.001 0.573  0.001
(3,5)  0.147  0.142  0.234  0.243  3.267  0.008  0.008  0.001
(4,4)  0.113  0.118  0.233 -0.008  2.904  0.500  0.430  0.001
(4,5)  0.079  0.085  0.265  0.035  4.42  0.001  0.137  0.001
(5,5) 1.073  1.124  0.533 -0.772  5.870  0.001 0.000  0.001

R2 CEANTWADEEEEMN Cholesky X L=RAKET, ST ROBERER T
Table 2 Descriptive Statistics for the Elements of the Cholesky Factorization
Upper Triangle Matrix I', of the Realized Bipower Covariation Matrix

(17,%1)  #HfE RO dRiEE {(]; 3 U JB LB(10) ADF

(1,1) 1.308 1.216 0.516 1.956 10. 685 0.001 0. 000 0.001
(1,2) 0.510 0.468 0.412 0.677 4.087 0.001 0. 000 0.001
(1,3) 1.599 1.487 0.586 1.701 8.506 0. 001 0. 000 0.001
(1,4) 0.457 0.416 0.489 1.631 13.468 0.001 0. 000 0.001
(1,5) 0.622 0.567 0.474 1.093 8.142 0. 001 0. 000 0.001
(2,2) 1. 696 1.615 0.542 1.104 5.525 0.001 0. 000 0.001
(2,3) 0.292 0.276 0.367 0.572 4.647 0.001 0. 000 0.001
(2,4) 0.331 0.317 0.353 0.721 6. 547 0.001 0. 000 0.001
(2,53) 0.159 0.162 0.321 0.081 3.536 0. 008 0.392 0.001
(3,3) 1.375 1.333 0.404 1.671 10.934 0.001 0. 000 0.001
(3,4) 0.247 0.228 0.442 0.072 3.542 0. 008 0.174 0.001
(3,5) 0.264 0.240 0.420 0.504 4.315 0. 001 0.002 0.001
(4.,4) 0.126 0.125 0.427 0.127 3.555 0.004 0.168 0.001
(4,5) 0.083 0.101 0.451 -0.083 3.771 0.001 0.083 0.001
(5,5) 1.630 1.632 0.423 0.372 3.967 0.001 0.000 0.001
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AR NEENELEESSAMA MY, BEES
MHAR#H B OLS Ml it . H4b, FI1FME2H E =AM
ISATEMBEMFCEAERARESR, B IHMHAR &
BREERRSHcRS4ET B (THRE)BNE
H.

9% K B 5 B KE T, £2011 42 A 1 H F2014
4210 A 31 H #9850 1~ 38 5 H +, BLT 5k Bk 4 56 3L 46 1)
504 A Ak B Bk, 7 B FE AR 959, 294% . [ it B B
BB ETERET S AEBATLE, M
REEMEFHEAEMBURFHESFEAWPET
ZWRE B ALEE B ABKBEEX %
T30 £ 5 0

AT HERKBREFY, 5 EK201142H1H
F20134E8 22 H AY566 1~38 5 H ( B G e 2 B B &
2 A0 (8] ) AR A X 8], il 7 Hawkes BE B 4 5
B}EBINEAASEMEITE p=0.548, «=0.108, 8
= 0.794, ¥ 2 B X A Hawkes {5 8 | B 7] £ 2 & 8 A
P B BBk Bk 58, B 8] B o
4.2 MHAR SR ERyBREANFEEAALS

MEIPA F=ZABEER2T L=/ T
NEBENAENEX B—-MISx1MFHE. NX
i B MEMHAR B8 LA Je 5] ABRBEA 3™ R LAY, 3 12
98 2R FH B 56 PR AR #80% 5X, 43 ) i 45 O LOG-MHAR 26
RIS & CF-MHAR BRI R . RIGHSEAE 2 A

MESHMITE R SRR, Hp AT 154
BB ASEAUPHMAITTE. B T&MTE
MHAR #  5 1 3% o MHAR B2 8 2 5] ¥ 77 1€ ik 25 5%
RLOHEMES f g B (LR & 36 4 1 &
bR B,

FIFBHELY, BB MM H SRR, ik
£ LOG-MHAR 25 # 8 38 B CF-MHAR s R 3 |5 —
H.—A.—HAmELifitEx minEa 8EmIE
M0, HAEMRB/DFO0.100, FFAETEMNR
BWAE0.300 £ 4, RF P M B FEETRED T
EHREELR. BBy Mg Bt g5RE0, Hs)|
A BBk 48/~ AF B ad X W A B2 A IE m e, (B2
HEmE A, FBAEMN 0,030 4 47 5 500 5] ALK Bk
MRER AN A R ENEREZW, BsB K, RE
{8 3% 3 0. 625 ( LOG-MHAR-CI # %l ) = % 0. 816 ( CF-
MHAR-CI 8 8 ) ; ifi [6] B 5] A HK Bk 45 75 25 & F1HK Bk 3R
B HCBRIE R AR X T A R A B2, BBk
BMEMTERMNMAEENE, BRKEME R,
X FH i Hawkes BERU SRR M K BL IR E P ZH &
FHTETMELFETHRELR.

HEER EHEMHEEHREETN, E400 B
MHAR £ 8948 XF F H 2% 1 MHAR #2 B 80 3K 15 T # A&
PIELA O BE ik o BLIR [ , CF-MHAR 2 BE U 1) 1)
A0 B B F M N A LOG-MHAR 28 # Y . 1j LOG-
MHAR R # 4~ & J§ #1l & {8 B 9 i i B 0 & F CF-
MHARB B H TR REHRBHLEE. Bib R
LOG-MHAR 2 £ %I 34 & CF-MHAR 26 € %Y | 5| A ¢ Bk 38
JE P R LA S B K R R Y LA I B 4R (0. 186% X
F0.135% ), &4 RE B M LR ks 36 48 1T B & 74
1% 7K - 2 & , 3= 9 BE6E 78 35 37 51 A B 2 800 n 18
105, 5l ABER (R B AP 46 B0 {1 8K L A R 04 35 o
BAEBEEROFEANL AR,

R3I MHAR SERRyBREENERFSHGETER
Table 3 Parameter Estimation Results of the MHAR Model and Its Extensions ( Total Period )

i g o y n AR MUEE/% LRIGR
LOG-MHAR 0.090°"" 0.359""" 0.204°"" 0. 484
LOG-MHAR-C] 0.089°*" 0.359°"" 0.294°"° 0.030""" 0.485 0.145 17.957***
LOG-MHAR-CI 0.088°"" 0.358""" 0.295""" 0.625""" 0.485 0.186 24.182"""
LOG-MHAR-CJI 0.088°"" 0.358°"" 0.296""" -0.005 0.707"" 0. 485 0.186 24.291***
CF-MHAR 0.060""" 0.262°"" 0.322°" 0. 668
CF-MHAR-CJ 0.059°*" 0.261°°" 0.323°"° 0.036""" 0. 668 0.075 21.213***
CF-MHAR-CI 0.058""" 0.259""" 0.325"" 0.816""" 0. 669 0.135 32.774**"
CF-MHAR-CJI 0.058""" 0.258""" 0.326""" -0.019 1.128°"° 0. 669 0.135 34.006***

B OUAHEI%E K RE, T AESRE KT R
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4.3 MHAR SRGHRy BERNFERIIFEN

AR ER R EERED W
MERYEESR, B AHRE01348H23HE
2014410 A1 HW24 25 H Al Fih 2B
A Sh T RE LA, BLAKRY, LAS66 A 5 B R A
THE L SR A — 2 m AT R 3h B 5 ¥, B 5B LA2011 4R
281 HZE20134E8 22 H #9566 13 5 H k8,
TM201348 23 HMHh 7 2, B E L2011 42 F 2
H 22013458 A23 HB9566 32 5 B Rkt e, Bl
20134E8 A26 A Ir 25, LK., RIHHEF
MHAR /I Jx K" e g 8 /) £ 45 & ) J7 iR 22 (MSE)
I 35 46 Xf 1R 2= (MAE) R 807E 1 X (R B9 B 218,
gy T B R B M o O o B AR Y 6 Ok R B
W/ B (AMSE fl AMAE) , B ARSI N A —4] 4 4
MHAR 28 8 Y (] f5 /N MSE (E B MAE {8 .

Fe4 £, L it & LOG-MHAR 25 # B if ;& CF-
MHAR 25 KL R, 5] A XK Bk {5 8 A8 7T LA e 70000 461 2% o
BOE Y w0, BDRE AR A B BE O MR . e
MSES 1 38 & DA MAE$E 5 07 &t , [5] B 51 A BK Bk 98 R 22
B AT Bk R B (9 MHAR-CI1ER 2 % 7 [F] 48 0 4 B 750
o R A B/ Ok BR BUE , BD B R B R A S A
B

#— iz B DMAG 30 F T 5 ABKBEfE By
Jo 5 AU Xof B o A5 YR A Sh TN RE ) B Y B E

B3 DM K B0 9 20 IR 5 2k B R R R R R 4 T
W gE S AR, SRR R T R R Y T RE 1R
TREMER R T RE O 8 45 2 R A 4 5 % B2 MSE fl
MAEW B4R, RS H &M RIMpE, /T0.100
MERNER XA FEETRIT, PHEY BE
HEREERWBMERE.

HiZ% 5 45 L 0] 40, 6 it & LOG-MHAR 2 #% %Y 3F 2
CF-MHAR 25 82 &Y, 8 %k 5] A BX Bk 58 & ( MHAR-CI #&
B DL B Rl 5] A B Bk 45 7 AF B0 B Bk 98 BE ( MHAR-
CITELEY) , #R AT A i 3% oi 35 B 0f MHAR #5 B iy MSE F0
MAEW R EBE, RAD F EZREAIBME L. ™
0 R s 51 A B Bk 98 7R ZE 8 (MHAR-CI # 8 ) |, IR
TEMSESS ¥ T8 B2 1) T 1 Aot , FEMAEFS 47 T
MRS EEER LR EEN. XHREH
Hawkes i RUR IR H B BRBR SR E A S BF F E E W
ZTWAE HFER.

H—-BW, ATHESBREEXTRMED Y ZH
) A TR f) 6  , oF 4= 5 8 1> MHAR 26 468 B F 17 MCS £
05, KU 45 R W6, 4 Bl LA MSE #1 MAE {E g 46 % &
B, HpEICRAERHMAS . MCSH 5 A&
g A FAK AR B 8Os 9 DCC-GARCH (1, 1) 8L, 4E
R EEWE. KTF0.100 Mp(E LT &£ bR, X i

B R R B T 10% B2 # Ak - F BRI B (5 48 My, 5 2B
P B I b MSE 5 MAE 1 % B 80 F B B kp (.

R4 MHAR REL R REESFIHNANNRKER
Table 4 Out-of-sample Forecasting Losses of the MHAR Model and Its Extensions

#1 1:LOG-HERY 4 2. CF-fim
MHAR MHAR-C] MHAR-CI  MHAR-CJI MHAR MHAR-C]  MHAR-CI  MHAR-CJI
MSE 1.5917  1.5886 1. 5879 1.5878 1.5346  1.5321 1.5316 1.5314
AMSE 0. 0031 0. 0038 0. 0039 0. 0025 0. 0030 0. 0032
MAE 0.6653  0.6648 0. 6646 0. 6645 0.6764  0.6759 0. 6756 0. 6755
AMAE 0. 0005 0.0007 0. 0008 0. 0005 0.0008 0.0009

RS MHAR RERRRERNTAMENDMEEy H
Table 5 DM Test p-values for the Forecasting Performance of the MHAR Model and Its Extensions

F{Beist - MHAR #5755 MHAR-R R4 [F] (19 00 8 77
AR MHAR-BIRY A U B8 7 L T MAHR %)

4] 1:LOG-HER 4 2. CF-HRY
e MHAR MHAR
Y EMA  MHAR-CJ]  MHAR-CI  MHAR-CJI MHAR-C]  MHAR-CI  MHAR-CJI
MSE 0. 042 0. 023 0.031 0. 052 0.038 0. 061
MAE 0.229 0.097 0.081 0.225 0.085 0.053
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B OESE5IABKBR T E Ry 22T T &0 HAR HA 35

®6 MAERBUTMMEAMCSKEE p H
Table 6 MCS Test p-values for the Forecasting
Performance of the Covariance Models

MSE MAE
LOG-MHAR 0.103 0.731
LOG-MHAR-C] ~ 0.103  0.731
LOG-MHAR-CI 0.103 0.731
LOG-MHAR-CJI 0.103 1. 000
CF-MHAR 0.485 0. 040
CF-MHAR-C]J 0.879 0.047
CF-MHAR-CI 0.879 0.049
CF-MHAR-CJI 1.000 0.049
DCC-GARCH 0. 000 0. 000

MR pETT A, ZEMSESRE 5 T, &84

MHAR 25 185 ) %5 J& T My, , 3 & CF-MHAR-CJI1 # % FL
B pH(1.000); FEMAEFE#5 F , {1 4 > LOG-MHAR

F MR R F My, , H 4 LOG-MHAR-CJI# I B 5 & K p
{8 (1.000) ; T i FI B #5048 #9 DCC-GARCH (1,1 )4 % 75

MSE FIMAE 1§ 4% F R J& T My, , H p 83 X0. 000,
B M, BLA $HE 75 MSE 48 45 T (L AE 78 B3 2 F & 9 3
405 i) MHAR 2% #5 % #f %F F {IK # DCC-GARCH BL &I HL
B, WA R LLXT 8 4~ MHAR 25 82 &Y {5 4 A & 48
X 43, #R W CF-MHAR-CJI R 5% 3y — 4> #E 3% A 1 4%
LA BUUE 7E MAE 45 5 T A~ (X fE 22 B 1 F & 43 5UiE
MHAR 25 8% 8 45 %} F {I 55 DCC-CARCH £ B B F | %
T3, 7 2 B 8 4 B % 40728 5 9 LOG-MHAR 26 45 &Y
A2 3t T 185 A Cholesky 43+ % A9 CF-MHAR 2R #& BY |, H
LOG-MHAR-CJI A % % — N 2 B9 8 4%

5350, 2 A U O 2= B A SR T R A T GMIVP 5
W, HFHAT R E XSO, AR RBTRAE
HEXT—BHREAERE. RTEHEDFEELE
T X BB AEFEBEDEUHAE T EE

MK BB S B HITMCS KR MpE. KT
0.100 Fyp{E LA T R bR 7R , X L F B AU J& T 10% 1 &

PEKFEFRMAEEE My, . BEKKENR 44
A~MHAR 2 8 50 41 & 75 2 0 #49 { b i 8 /(DL 2% 8
A MHAR 2 # 5 MCS % 50 7 18 p {8 &b 9 B K {8 .

M 37 A, 68 2 % F LOG-MHAR 2 # % ifs 2
CF-MHAR 25 BE 0 , 5] A B Bk 38 A (o] 059 B 6 77 LA %K
U /NGMIVP 41 & 7 2 , T [0 B 5| A 56 Bk 35 7 725 fif i BBE
Bk 58 BE 19 LOG-MHAR-CJI # U F1 CF-MHAR-CJI ¥ £ 1
SRRA LRGP EER/NE A T EHEMBR,
HE— 2B, 8 B B g MCS 4 B p fB B 4, (L 4 4
LOG-MHAR 2 # I J& F M., , H * LOG-MHAR-CJI & %
BARBKp#(1.000), Fl, BARFEAELE I E
6 b5 [ T 4 B 728 6 19 LOG-MHAR 2 4
%, 3 LOG-MHAR-CJI R 4 g — /M 75 9 % 3%

5 %ig

EMRMEAETERBEENE GOEZHHT
% C LI, T A BT 5T AT 90 B, B AR AE T AR
B of X B 5 BB B A o LB TIESO 98 B 4 Bt iR
Bkl BB R R ATl #9 S5 2B EE S 43 8 4 48 b 5C
HE SO , 8 it BLT 07 1™ R 51 & 88 7= M 4R BE Bk, & B
B K ot B AR 1959 294% , PR b BE Bk 7E ob [ i 2
W H AR B R B 5, W 2 7E R 48 1 A RN B
HHEERAH PR TEYRE, AR EFEA L
PR, LAZITR A EH (MHAR)#E B O S 6, 4
9 B [ 51 A BR{E0/1 f BE Bk 45 7R 28 i A Hawkes #
B T A B Bk 3R B, 97 8t MHAR-CJ #% B . MHAR-
CIHE R FOMHAR-CJIRE R . 4 T 8 07 BT 1 07 22 40 B
B IE E 1, St bh oy 25 B St BN R AT 5 P X 3
A7 % 5% % Cholesky 70 18", N 25 # & (9 ¢ 71 iy 2kt
(PR 1Y) MHAR & U 17 B0 /5 , B 30 #4 W h o 2
1B , -4 AR Y 4 5 iy 4 9 LOG-MHAR 2% #8771
CF-MHAR & # 5l

HERELEASEMETERTURA, Bit
B LOG-MHAR 2K £ 5 % j& CF-MHAR 26 B85 %0 | B Bk 38 7
M RER IR A B KT H B E N IE, 51 AR BEE EE M
VREM Y ERRAREREREENUSHER
Ft, F W3 5 Hawkes B4R RO BEBRSR A X B E
FEHD T ETMARFRE . X—FEMIIARE
3 TH BT B RE A Py 0L A P B L B, 7E B AR AR T

X7 DAEEABFGMVPHRIENMASSE
Table 7 GMVP Strategy's Portfolio Variance of the Covariance Models

£H 1:LOG-fHY 2H 2. CF-fiR
MHAR  MHAR-C] MHAR-CI MHAR-CJI MHAR  MHAR-C] MHAR-CI MHAR-CJI
HETEME 0.7821  0.7822  0.7819  0.7818 0.8774  0.8767  0.8758  0.8756
8 MELE MCS R 3 0.8971  0.8971  0.8971  1.0000 0.0000  0.0000  0.0000  0.0000
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) 14 RE 77 T , i A W MSEF MAE 5 2% o8 8 1 bL 82 LA
J AE MSE FI MAE 45 §5 T B DM £ %6 7] %01 , & if & LOG-
MHAR 28 B % £ CP-MHAR 28 B0 5, 5] A B Bk 3w fE )5
F B AR F R ME B R A e L B
o000 4 BE 5 T AE 48 U R OCJZ T, A o K & MHAR 2
U {9 R A A0 T 57 B F CMVPHE 05 AT L) R 91, 5 ABK
BURETEREEMERAe T E, Bk, 45
BIR g 45 RS AR N — 5, R 8 R T 8K B8 B
HEWMMITETMALEE L. W, 7 MSE MAE 7
AT Z2 IR bR T HE 47 MCS f6: 56 1 45 5 R B, 7 MSE 45
5 T CF-MHAR 28 #2 #U 41 %f i + LOG-MHAR 25 #6 #1U | {H
¥ N B3 W MAE M4 & F 2 98 ¥ T LOG-
MHAR 25 # 2 #5 3 M 3 CF-MHAR 25 &Y, H
LOG-MHAR-CJ1 5 2 ] /& 5] A Bt Bk f5 By B AL X o

AHAMEIESEREAHRNWETFE L, BEf
b 28 5% 7= 4 b Y TR B AR A R et RE RS R B S AT 3
)5 AR B 5 B0, 2k i MHAR B2 i 2115 &t o (XA
FREFEHFERPMESZERDFEZNEFEL, TF
e S EIPSURER-NE A REE S ko2 P
ABBGERE  WHMEY T EERDPRMTEE
MEBMBICSEMBETRE S, 5IARBEHERY
06 Je T 68 O i B3 B0 LA Bk B O 2= T R A
B GMVP 5% 7= i B R0 5 A & MR A FEAS, #IERT T
XEZWEBXZHE=H T 2T A 8 B FE KT
Mk, B E T B O 25 TR B AR 5] TR Bk B0 I = A
. AMAWE LN TLREATNREZRGT S
MAEEELETEESRAERESFENL,

AHRMNRES (S2)FE™HHEC LIM i
OO0 4 Y b | A B Bk ) B R R, LA O Bl —
SHEATMEE: ONE R >=hrZ 60 RS
WERTTIE LB ™Y 2, LLE
B 3t 85 J S5 45 W SR, L ob g U 4 AR I A Ab B AT L
& 35 HAUTSCH et al."™ i 43 B 1F Wl 4L blocking and reg-
ularization, BnR) 77 % , 3f & T B #L 4B % # i& ( random
matrix theory, RMT) X} #8 ) 48 46 fF 4 # £ 2™, @4
TR A& A 2 LB TR DL W B
ZHR B ABBE R A H O A AR, B
RUEME AR AHRG BN E, HEF
o7 PR 4 5 O R A B = OB A
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The Role of Cojumps in Forecasting Covariance
Matrices in Chinese Stock Markets :
A Study Based on the Multivariate HAR Model

QU Hui,JI Ping
School of Management and Engineering, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, China

Abstract : The time-varying covariance matrix of the financial assets is the key for financial applications such as portfolio alloca-
tion and risk management. Previous studies on covariance matrix forecasting use daily or even lower frequency data, causing the
problems of parameter estimation difficulty and curse of dimensionality.

With intraday high-frequency data, non-parametric estimators of the covariance matrix can be constructed. This turns the co-
variance matrix from hidden to an observable variable that can be directly modeled, thus reducing the complexity of covariance
model estimation and increasing the applicability of covariance models in high-dimension applications. Furthermore, with high-
frequency data, cojumps can be identified, which refers to jumps of multiple asset prices in the same intraday sampling interval.
Cojumps are often triggered by macroeconomic news announcements and policy releases, and such macro-information will eventu-
ally be absorbed and reflected in the covariance matrix. Thus, we argue that cojumps may contain information beneficial for co-
variance forecasting and propose to identify cojumps and use them in the covariance forecasting models.

The multivariate heterogeneous autoregressive( MHAR) model is used as the benchmark model for the nonparametric covari-
ance matrix estimator. The cojump indicators and the cojump intensities estimated by the Hawkes model are included as addition-
al predictors, first separately and then simultaneously. Based on the mean squared error and the mean absolute error criteria, the
three extended MHAR models are each compared with the benchmark using the Diebold Mariano test in terms of their out-of-sam-
ple forecast performance. The model confidence set test is then used to identify the best models. Besides, the out-of-sample fore-
casts are used in the global minimum variance portfolio strategy to justify the economic value of the extended models.

We consider five high liquidity stocks from different sectors of the SSE 50 index and employ their five-minute prices. Empir-
ical results show that; (Dcompared with the cojump indicators, the cojump intensities have more significant contribution to covari-
ance matrix forecasting; (Dincorporating the cojump intensities can significantly improve the fit and forecast performance of the
MHAR model; @the extended MHAR model that uses matrix log transformation to ensure positive definiteness and incorporates
both the cojump intensities and the cojump indicators is superior, hoth statistically and economically.

The ahove results confirm the role of cojumps in forecasting covariance matrices in Chinese stock markets, as well as reveal
the contribution of macro-information to covariance forecasting. This study provides practical guidance for financial managers and
investors in their financial risk management and asset allocation practices.

Keywords : covariance forecasting; cojump ; multivariate heterogeneous autoregressive model ; Hawkes model ; model confidence set
(MCS) test;global minimum variance portfolio
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