TR IAE R RIE X E £
7 AR IRIEFA Copula R EE 2EHSIR ENE

WIEE PRSP
TR HEATOI IO EMOE R A

#HE: KXEA Copula FAMRALIZ R JE B RE) T 3 F ALAR% T T 09404 R, & A VaR (Value at
Risk) Fo—2 MR Z F4547 ES (Expected Shortfall) #F4 K& &F K. £ FIEF A Copula FEk#%
RAEG S TR 5 18 69 E AN BGE, BRASITASIE AT S AR A T, LI E,. &
PER A LRz defef b8 A IR HOCR AT ST AL, A ASRT M RIE, BETLERARARE FTRA
AT, AT H R T SRR Z R T T BN B RAH.

*4£13: Copula B3 ARG, % AMALSL A GPD 47 Vak; ES.

Ell

T}

EIARE R I BETR I, AT AR JE RSt — D71, P98 % A AR 1 35
BN AR 1T, @B ORI A S5 JriH, g FER L
RSB A 5 SET SRS 2, 44305 K T8 2 1A b e RUAS G e

WHAEE T, B0 A0 2 P () g 7 2 G BV Rk RS SR O i, AR AT AR
70 T (R BRAE o S XU 428 1l PR R0 5 2 S TR AR 1R, 23— N . xRl T A I AR i
FAFRERD W, HAFEE. SRS R K AR IR, 2SS EA T TR
FEAL A A B OB G B KB R . BRIk, S e A R AR T AN [ T 3 R R AU —
LR BT B AT OCTE I 1) o A B 5 AN [ 7 37 () PR AR g RS N, AT 2 13 2R A
PR AN 2 YE AT AR i 3ok 206 F 2 Je et ] R, BATT A BRIk etk G 2
TCIEA M ATR B M AR OC R BB ¥ AT, U A SRl i SR 5 R DX R 1 Rk L 48
R W (Embrechts, 2001) o 41 1E 25 73 A 5 A0 G Rl 210 1) R AR e Py oo 3, e s
bR ERb s, SR 2T RIRE. 2o, SRS
bR 3 A H H R AR RS, B AZ A K REGR ARG S AE AR YER) L S fabs, R By
AT PR P A2 — 0T 52 A AU 2 DL ) 7L

A N AR A B ) O BT AT (GPD) HE 4 il 5 471 1) 8 B b AT A, Xk
Tk KT il AR A AT E TR, SR P 45 SR B N BLSE S B . SEBR AT T 2
P 21K 2 J0 700 R B AN R R A B 0 AR E ke, DME AT BN 2 0B 2 0 IES
MZIC T 43 AT DEIUREER IS/ A T H & B bR oy A it i TP ZRIA 3 T 3 F- 305 Z)
[FIFESE, Nelsen(1999), Joe(1997)HEHi ) Copula 77 i o] AU EMFIT 2 S0 A 10— AN HAT I e
S IAZ L, Copula J7VETBFE T 0TI BR 7347 1R s BRI AT LSS IRDKe 45 M I A 65 4t —
(M%7 4. T Copula BT LUK SRl b gl & 2 JC o AitE e, IXAE 22 JO R RSN 3 e 4y
AR N RIS, & mINAE R — B B AN R A AR AR PE VR ) TR, A2 2 VAR G
AR, HARIAALYE . ¥ Copula s FINAGHEIRAHSE &, FEE AN T3 4] (1 A i v
JEH A W] BE . Copula BR KN H 31 <5 fib AU K BF 782 3 J LAE WU FF 46 1K), Embrechts (1999) fg 5



¥ Copula BB T 4RAEITST; Patton(2002)i it — 7 EEAL T — 444 Copula
PR, R ILN T VaR 5. Chen A1 Fan(2006)N H] Copula J7 7k T — AN 5 R B
X GARCH HEZHIR, Hu(2006)iz HVE A Copula RRECEST A -SHEYE, I HIN 2> Hekb ik
FEIGAR A ORISR ARk Copula BRI FTILARTE AR, 7K I8 EE(2002) 5 - 7E L 4F
SR H Copula PR BRSF4R(2006) H Copula J7 7 8EA TR, 56T [ o I SR Bk T
Bt 20 G P AR

FEABE R, BT SRl A AN IE SR G i, VaR AN E— A —3
PRV BE i, BRI T PR, IR B2 & B0 70 BRI AR (1 H 1y, A S
FATH ES A8 VaR 184 AR B S F5h5, ES 7E R —Fh— 30k X B2 45bs (Anzter 1997), A
ST A VR e B ot 8, 1T LA VaR B BER YR AT RS AN B It — s B 1 M
% /b, ES W LLEARM SR8 AU R — AN, T 35 I T 5008 8 7 KBS 1 T B R
A, KBSV I /b, A XU R S RAT S B 1 R

R EER 2 HE: CEFH— P MARE o FRe 1) S 2465 45 (GPD) Fll Peak Over
Threshhold(POT)# %Y ; SC ¥ () 55 3 /0 45t Copula BRI B 3L A 5 SRS SC A 2 ] 2] f 93
Copula pR%: 2256 Copula BRI gumbel Copula PREL; 55 — #4324 VaR I ES 25 A1 ¢ XU
FE B FRFR 2 SCRIER 25 S5 DU 2> 9 Copula BRI AR AR PR 16 P XU B SEAE#R 29,
W AN U T (1 20 20 AT H Copula RECHIZERE, 45 HAEPIAN 0 AN FR Bl A7 44 4%
BB S 7 T PR R J82 A S ) 28 TR 23 A A S G518 800 o

1 A A i

R 7 g A SORE 2 T B G T IR AE B8 (1) J LA AH SRR AL, OC TR AB R 12 (1) A 4 F
FHORAE AAMETEIR, WA SR, A (B RIS 1K) 7E 40 N 25 1] 2 2% Embrechts, K1 Uppelberg, and
Mikosch (1991).

1.1Fisher-Tippets& #:

BN SE [ 43 AT BENLAS B A {X | P R4 M, A AE S e, > 0,b, e R Al
HAEE A H i
n_d yH (1)

WFR H 2 — A RRAE A e E fRIARIRAE AT H O R At 1 (1 —F

0 ,X<0
Frechet @, (x)= a>0
exp(—x"“), x>0
—(—¥x)¥% <
Weibull W, (x) = exp(=(=%)") x<0 a>0 )
1 ,X>0
Gumbel  A(X)= exp{— e‘*} xeR

FENBAE B, AR ZE50 Fréchet 70 A RIESHE, S5 T t 204 I RFE AT AR



RIS G oA, X TSt 2 2 AT FFAEAR ST . Gumbel 20 AR5 T AN HUE RS
WA o

Fisher-Tippet 5& BRI AL 70 A v U FEARR AR S,  d RO T Hodfs &
SORIE R, DS BO H HAE LLUE RIRX—25K, B DU B8 B 2 2 5t 1 Sy 1 (K R 7
A, WL B TR K oA, T POT AR AR

1.2 £ TMHEFE (GPD) A4l POT A

I IR A BRI T 5T Rl N f i T 2L 20 B AR (R BMM(Block Maxima
Model) FHIEAE [ B4 POT(Peak Over Threshold)# 7Y . BMM #5784 3= B4 — AN G fil 7> 51 [ A
ARSI a7y B, AR5 B — SR AR OB AL B — AN BT RO AEL P 91, St 3 B KA PP 51 SR T 5 11
W ST, e T e A1 0 B 2 AR AR R 73 D7 A i 2 AN E 1t . POT B 2 AR
SRR TR REAS e S R AR AR, R — AN TR, REBR ] BR PR AE 1 i B 4T 70 AT AT
A, R EARAEAE T BRI A e P 55 o AR SGERZE T RFC 0 A1) POT BEALRAHH
Z Tu i WIS AR XU 175 T

Stefano Demarta(2002) Embrechts, Kl uppelberg, and Mikosch 1991 fg H 1 2 4% 4> fi
F(X) (—) AT @ (X) B KIS, RTiE 260 A 4b T Fréchet yAfi i B 5135
i TSR HOORIL. S BRI, TR EA S (GPD) I
iz

ax -l
G, (%)= 1—(l+?)%1, a#0 3
I—exp(—X/kx), a=0

a ARAIIBIRSEL kW RIES . AENAIE PR HEAT R A, 3 W L GPD
APOTHI G £, AE— AT FRERE T TR, RO SRt ) 8 b A T A8, e vy Ml o XU
132 Jutk AR i

PR U AE B AT W 2 AR B e vk PR i, AT AT BLgy 22 oo iR AE 3 A 1 5E .
Xt =12 BAMIE 7 A e £ FARSL R 23 A AL o AT 2 SO R 4L AR K B
M, =(M ..My )" BITM AN A0 AU RE A b SR AR R AR R AR «

M. =max{X1,j,...Xn’j}, j=1...d.

J.n

H—Jut IR, 2 ICMAE A FIFE AT — oot T T I 5 KW 5 A IR AL d 4 7317 R 5

Hy o SR A2 TR A
M., —b Mgy, —b
(— Ly e )
al’n ad,n

A DU — TO A BV SR AT SR AP 22 ST AR AL B o AT 5T, SRR AT E 200 T
— U B TIRNEIIERS, 4l TR NI SeB . (52 10 LY i 21 2 T T TR I
AT EARE 7o RN BATHT LN AR 18 2 AR (8] (AN R AR PESC IR, 34 T K 2]
BEAN AR BRI AT BT, XA I 2 MR P B JR IR PTAE o DL R B BR A A 5 R A
BN I A A AN ] AR P 371 18] (R AR A 1 G IBE , Copula bR 5T HY A 22 TR AE B8 T T4 fit



T ASETIAR TH  JATAT LA S —ANREN T 2 Te AR 20 A1 i Copula bt £, K kB sy Al
iy, R Z ORI GETHRR P, R FON 3 SR (0 e R T 3 UG B

2 Copulapg

Copula pf H7E 4 fb UK N H D2k iz, HAETI AR B, AT ahe i, & HX
o B AU A AT A LN o Copula bR ¥k B f 7 FIARMR PESRAIL T — - i PR 1 2 97 732,
B IR T ARG IE S AT SN EAR OGP EAR ¥, A5 45 AN [R] 4 Rl B 8] P 51 70322 B 73 AT S BRIAR K
PERRHIRA T 50 RS 2 AR RE, 1K LA TR T Copula b £ £ Fl 4t T 5 R % 2K Copula
BRELAE—— PRk, NG EEE 7T LS % Nelsen.R(1999)F1Joe. h(1997), FATEX HLALL H
Sklar ;& BEFIA SCH 2 H 21 W5 2H Copula bl 11 & o

2.1 Sklar ¥

R — A2 Y AT R B HE L bR 2 AR F o (x ), ..., F, (x) JUFFE—> Copula

pR £5 C il
H(X;,...X,)=C(F, (x,),... F, (X)) %)

WERFE (x,), ..., F, (x) aEZH), W Copula BREUZEME—THER, RZIFKR. FAl
TEE 2 Copula BRI F | (x ), ... . F, (x) #SR[0,1] LRI 700, TR <l
J7 44 BRI IR A A B 3 A e e B 5] i AT B4 o HXAN i BRERAT T n] DAHERRAS tH S Je 18 T
2™ G b ST 8] e 41 (9 320 B 73 Al R 5 — NG 1Y) Copula BREUS , vl LA 5 (1) 1450 HH X 6 4
RN 8] P A PRI 5 23 A, 3X I 72 Copula BRESCCE 56 b N HIBIFFE AR 3T 7 o 22 4 3 A 1R ORI
1 H ARG AR A R AT B S e, 1T 75 1 1 B 43 A R EA & 1) Copula
PR TR A R E T 4ER L, BRAICEAVF2 O T BT BLE S, 1 Copula
B 0 P 326 38 U 75 B AT ol ik S IE 45 SRR 43 B R — LS PR 45 S E R o o AR ERAT
# Copula bR EL[RINAE FEIRAHZE &, T SO SR FE 50 A10 <8 Rl I (8] P 91 1) R 5 i B EAT 405
SRJE N H] Copula pRECK SLIERAE kS, BB 2G40 iR 7 T 1 IR XURS: o
2.2 Gumbel Copula

C(u,v)=exp( —[(-=Inu)? + (-=Inv)?]"%) (6)

Hrru, v N [0,1] BRI oA AR B, @ iR PIAN AR B AR I X R 1 241X 2K Copula
PR BB 2 1 Gumbel(1960b)$2 H 1 —2% Copula B%7. Gumbel Copula +2& T3 Copula E%{E
S N A 2 A, B S BEE TR K4S (Archimedean Copula) %L, XJ&
THAE (Extreme Copula) ZRp&%L, AT ™2 Copula pEEUMIALTS FIGE v ReE, X TSEPRIN 42
B A A ) 2 FE . A SOt 2 N H Gumbel Copula BEECKAE by 22 T0ARAE 5> A 1% TE 1)
B, SRS T BOK B 5 A [R] T S AL P50 R AR i AU o
2.3.Empirical Copula

B X, Vi foy A0 ANKE N n 09 JEEESE S A FE 41 FE A, Empirical Copula %1 C, 1 F
EAE



Cn(l’i) ={(FEARHH A XS X, Ny< Y; HIREAKT (x,y) AR /n
n’n

X Copulabfi Zi - Nelsen (1999) b e X, Hig s ah ) U5E fr o2& i Deheuvels(1984)
SEZG T, I IX R Copula bR BU8E FRAE 2 30 AHAK PR 21 . Empirical Copulan] DA LG EE A Bl FAT
TE—Tu A S P AR A, EoE R T — RIS HO @A, nl DU T4 Rl (8] 7 41 (1)
FLSL A A B S INAERf o FATTAEASC R 15 56 N - Empirical Copulak E &2 PN A[RIGPD 43
AP R R, SRS TERAS U P A AR MEFi b5 - Gumbel Copulabf 340, 41 G809
76 % o i B R R o AT K 45 W P Rl XURS B & FiE bR VaR(Value_at_Risk) Fl
ES(Expected_Shortfall), 15 ALK fif 572 P b XURS: B2 F 456 1) 5 SO £

3 M BRI

70 ARG BRATR, B AT 1 X FE AR bRt i2 VaR,  BIERATT T 2N I ARG AE A . e o
TR R TP ARG H Al B AR R A F BT T I (9B A XU AT 2K, X2 VaR [#Rdt
ARG S A EMEEACT CEMFRD N, e Sl sOE IR 414 78 AR AT — W7 IR ) P 11
BABUR B, ik

VaR = P,Z o /At (7)

Horb PO KEB AL A I, 2o S O XTI R, O Wl akiezs, VA i
AN ER

HI VaR 124 KU B b LA V2 0 s e ] LUK AR R Sl o 7= AN [R) A il T LR 45
Foft 52 2 110 4 AL A5 1 IRUBS I BT [ — g bl S ke, 81557 B DU LA s e B 2 11 XU 155
SO PR AN ) — A BRI AL TR AR, T w2 A B AR TH R IR SRR,
T B R . B VaR 2R, (AR E RS EHSEO % 2R
s K IR B A AR B ER FC A A B, 3K Ml ok b 22 14 4 b SEIE A 9 AE 52 5
SfmzEid K VaR AE—A i, A—m HAESE, EAES AT B G KR
B, VaR B{HASKAEMRKNES), FEOMERZERIRK. &5 VaR QG H TAEGB %
B T XU S RN L, T 45 H 0 7 1 AAM R e RS SRt o X B R T AT 1 4E
—EMRACE T, RSTEEA R 2D, FEA Bt XS EC A AR R, XU (17T
RESVIEEAR, AT XU A AR — FUEE X AR K, FIRBIZIZE KT VaR fH. 7fEARZ T, 5
B IS VaR ANk —Fh— 2o WG B B vk, B SR T AL 4 U 40 1) o0 A AN T
HIESFIMEER iR, B4 VaR B AT EA KA, @ 00 st & 78 i r 414 8
JER LRI, FH VaR B2 i H R ALA B0 RS A8 25 K TR Gl 08 7= 5o AN XU TR F
X R S A A B IR AT 1 6

Artzner P.(1997)42Hi[¥) ES J7ik & —Fh—3E ik, nl LA R e ik VaR (1 LL 1
ANFE o S RE B 5 AR AN ] ) R A B SOk T 28 AN F A FR, B4 VaR(CVaR).
T 3451 % (Expected Tail Loss)Fl G T 4 A P AE4E, (EDR L2 Al R At [a] — A3

AT A, WRIRAIOB IR T VaR, BUIA 205 S
ES =E[L|L >VaR] )



i VaR BATRT LA T 9 AR OL AT R AL ST 8 R i AN 2 2D
ﬁ%K&TUmﬁ&M%Kﬂ%%E%kET,&MWT%%ﬁ%h%E%¢O&M%E
S5 AN R T 414549 VaR R ES 8, KA BT LR IZ IR DG R

4 SEUFHRSR

FESKUE A SOR H] 21 B USSR EON B HE1E £ 754 2003 4 7 H 21 2007 4 7 AL 3t
930 AE A E AR, 2 IO Kol as OB TIN5 o B e GPD Al
A POT J7 iR IR A HEAT 2L, ARS8 IE Copula b 06S P2 Edls AR AR LS R AT
AN, AR ) 5 SR 45 R TARAE BB T Copula bR 0 2 5 AR M 5G 3R 1A i 117 3
T T IAL G VaR FTES {H.

4.1 [IRRARIIEE

%?Wﬁ@ e R P A R R AR, AT S B 22 RIS B S e A 1)
AN ECETTRR, R o WﬁENMQQEﬁ%B%%@%%Eﬁﬂﬂﬁo

Normal Distribution Normal Distribution

K1 BUEZRIR AR IE AR IR A Q-Q W&o WAL [ FR e s 20 A MTIE S0 A 1) LS T LA
t,  FUEAMEARE JC IR e LRI N RIS TR L FREAEE, BIXES TR,

i Q-Q KM ILARIUS B FeAiTmr A€ LubdR &) BRI 1.5, FRITIRN
-1.85. F5ME EIRAE TTRRIN ik, AT BLORIEREAN AR AT 12% B RIZIAT 110 A
{EHRAT R & . ﬂﬁﬁm%%%ﬁﬁi%i@ﬂ@ﬁ12‘F%H@ﬁJQO%%W4
R & BB E, FeAistn] LLidid GPD 43 A on) £cdfs 1) e b AT A0 Th i
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2. LDURSRIRRIFR B E AW S RIEARIE . 22 Lo BUE R, A Lk Bk bR A1

rrrrrrrrr

NEATN R, AN AEA R

4.2 WHE Frik TR EEAT GPD frfitivt

*® 1: GPD fhith MRS HIIE

nnnnnnnnn

[TPR IR P FEAR = K a
B k= 1.5 0.8838 108 0.2083 0.8095
T -1.85 0.8881 104 0.0825 0.8368
s k 1.2 0.9161 78 0.0166 0.6544
T -1.2 0.8957 97 0.0159 0.5706
e B p R REBARFEAR T NT LI TRACR T FHBRFEATT 40 .
Upper Tail Upper Tail
R /M@ s "”f
u L(;wexr‘ ':I'ail L;wer:Tail

K 3: T GPD _EURLRARAME A FR R H RO Bl as 19 73 A fli vt Acid 51505500 Bk

0 2

4

GPD Quantiles, for xi = 0.0824980744117621

NRMAEE; AL s et B RS

0 1 2

3 4

GPD Quantiles, for xi = 0.0159007954819709



Lower tail Fit Upper tail Fit

<]
oy s O
[0} ()
i i
8 8
& &
ey 2 =
4 1 g
3
g | T
a
(o ale) [¢ ale)
Lower tail Fit Upper tail Fit

1-RX) (onlog se)
1-RX) (onlogscale)

a

x (on log scale) x (on log scale)

K 4. REHMUESIEZIE . Al —5050 000 Eik BN RIUG KL AL —3 0 ml oA R
RMEHE.
M 3 R 4 AT U Y, AR I 5E (0T T PR 2 1 0 20 A 10,5 P PR 2300 8 3 R AT 26
PERAR, ML EDERE B R B A K 7 R AR AR I PP I e B, Ui 1 a0 A BOR AR
HRIAR,

4.3 GPD 44 i) Monte Carlo &4l

N 13— IRAE GPD AU A RUR, FATE GPD Al vl Hisk (i 28Ok R 5 sk
FEARTRIRE L BENLREAS, 2 BIREANIBENUREAR Q-Q K. e Q-Q KW LIF t GPD 73 Aii
LG RCR, &S A T IIREA i R DB LA BT e S 2 b, AT LUHER GPD
SIS PN I R B AU S B AR BAR . IR oKk, S TR B et R B Al e i 3R
e BhfE, T~ PEAITZOEL Copula B&ECKE PS8 R HBIK 73 ANEHGIE R, R Hr
e 1 AL & 5 XU



Kl 5. FiFgeie (F8) MFE#EA () GPD FEHLFEA Q-Q Bl
4.ACopulapf Z At TF AERUS FRRARAK M LL R

PRI bR oy At sE 5, BATTEE AT LT 5 (1 34 Br 53 A KeAiti T+ Copula i £, {H 2 #E4T Copula
BRI V1, AT T EAR BN REUR L bR o AT AL 21550 50 A b, RI2A Copula bR £ 5K
LB 3 AT D AE[0,1] IR 45] o BT TPRE P AR E0 &3 e 41 T BR AR R a6 7 4138 1 GPD 43 A i
R0, 11103423 73 A5, 56 Empirical Copula & OR AL VPN 7 21 18] (AR PESC &R
SR ARYEAG T R AR AR A5 5 Gumbel Copula & M Al vk X BA MM S R, LUE TR
MG AT A B RS R T o MR AT B & W Al 1o A2 A B 8 1 1 B 7 A
KAt v Gumbel Copulab& BIZ 4, A1 T L5 F Empirical Copula & 2R A% v AN ¥ 21 1) 41
WK, &K Empirical COpulaTEiJrzEéﬁ?*ﬁFJF%%ﬁ?zJEE"JﬁiJr BRI LI e AN
BRI H R 20 23 A (R 22 A5 L, G X e Ak v tH R IF Gumbel Copula bR £ 1) 2545 5 0 551
AIEE, BEAE BRI . IS, FATIH 1S Gumbel Copulapi #1240 =1.116, [
I P AT14h PRI Copulabf Bk THIFIFEEE K BN, KA PRI R 45 2200 o

0.8
0.6

04

0.2

0.0 1

T T
0.0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0

K 6: LAFEAIEER Gumbel Copula Fl empirical Copula %8 )55 B EL ¢
P PHE 9% ER ) Gumbel Copula RRELIFEJER, 3T % EE h Empirical Copula B
BRCR, WEIEAR LR AT



K 7. $aE0REFEFIESE (A M Gumbel Copula 8548l () H & BT H
FATI LR LT DU, P 1 B AR A i 1 23 A JF AN 58 A R], AELZ s R O 20 A R
Uity L R A A R SE A AR R, BA A HE HAHAS, Gumbel Copula RJ DUR 7 frAR R H 2052 (1 i %
WG AT oL, AT 20 E RS 70 A N IS BT ARS . BT RIATR 45 AT
ANTRASUE 1 PR 2 5 0 1 LR JEE

4.5 ZTF Gumbel Copula 1+ 5H K VaR #1 ES

Copula B ECTT 47 U B B2 iz )02 IR @ 48, 713K 2 45 T 55 T Gumbel Copula
PR, B A 10000 Wi Es), 9 HARBEEH A 99% /K FH VaR Fl ES fH, A& 2
AL AR N ES E#E I KT VaR MS{E, X VaR JEE—SugE kb, —
LRSI A, AR SR 1483 2R AT g dze K5 VaR BIfGTE, MmN B XRS5 1 S A2 ik,
DKLIE ES ST 86 XU JLRE P 5 8 2 A U A R X J— 71, nTLARIEAS R BCGE R AU H
(2 APt B K/, 78 EUESRIR A HS1E AR FR A0 e SOE FRCE AL &, DARIEAL & R
e W 2 PRl BURIL, 52T FIFRECBAR M BGEG R T AR & KR, HIFE EUERIAL
FENEREE, BFUNTE(L, 9 RIALE T IR A LIS LA AR /N, IR 720t T 416
BRI e A A BRI SRS, MARX A TR RENU AR R 2, nT el
2 BEAURSRAF AR I 45 0, WA E A SO G 82 AR I, X BANES tH— IR B4
fhTE s, BRI SE B

220 AIFRCE F BT IS BE% 1 VaR FIES (99% )

(1,9 2,8) 3,7 (4,6) (5,5) (6,4) (7,3) (8,2) (CAY)

VaR 2.0512 | 1.8692 | 1.8869 | 1.8458 | 1.867 | 2.0059 | 2.1309 | 2.2739 | 2.6169

ES 24324 | 2.3644 | 2.3314 | 2.1974 | 2.2616 | 2.301 | 2.4816 | 2.6472 | 3.1005

5 Zigia

SRR R A, RSB R ERIIRUR, AT ELARAE SR R AR
T BOR B S F AT A A I AR o ARAEFEAR A D — Fh Gt 8RR ] AR AT X3 P 1) (14 R A
S AR O, e T R RIS R REIE o AT 4R 31 1 3 S A s R KU ) v



(B R T BU R 22 e ( BE R 1RSI B S AR A0 B b A AR PR 17 i A RE (AR, Copula
PR B R A TR RN, i) A 22 T < R RS PR N Y, A 2 e SE AR
TRWNERERE . AT Copula BB IR &, RO LA HE T i o 4l &

BBt R KB I L. P S5 A BILAAE T, R TR ) GPD 7041 m] LUR LT AU & <t

FeRUIJE oA, RENS SN B0 S S Bk R AR R A5 8 RISA SOy il GPD 23 A U5 LAIE

CRARMAIEARAR N R AL bR 047, R TR Eoli 2t iR 365 8 s Copula B& AT LR PAS

BB AT AT BOERRAE i, S BRI A TR BUR IR & 204, 18 3d Monte Carlo £

PR T- B, KRR A 173 (8] 4L 5 ot A RS ATy 7 — B XU 2 Expected

Shortfall {24 5 KGR R, WId 9 AIAFATEA G TG &, o] USRS 72 A1

AT A S HBEIS, S G BRI S 2% (A AN ] SE A BORPRALE

27 3R -
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The Measurement of the Extreme Risk between Different
Markets:
The Extreme Value Theory and Copula Method
Abstract: We have done a measurement on the extreme risk between different markets and taken a
coherent measure of risk Expected shortfall and Value at Risk as the tools of measurement. In
empirical research, we replaced multivariate normal distribution assumption by the copula functions
which used to describe the joint distribution between the markets. This assumption will bring us
many good by which we can model the multivariate extreme distribution without any other limits. A
portfolio which made between the Shanghai Composite Index and Hong Kong's Hang Seng Index is

used to do empirical research and measure the extreme risk between the two markets.



