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Abstract: The article proposes a two-step conditional range-based extreme value approach, which
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combines the range-based ACARR and extrem value theory. The conditional range-based extreme
value approach is applied to examine the hetrosdacasity and the extreme price behavior of futures.
Both Taiwan Stock Index Futures and MSCI-Taiwan Stock Index Futures are treated as comparison
samples and both the in-sample backtesting and out-of-sample expected loss forecasting indicate that
the conditional range-based extreme value approach performs better than McNeil & Frey’s (2000)
conditional extreme value approach. Furthermore, regarding the impact of price limit mechanism on
the price behaviour of futures and the two alternative extreme value approaches, the empirical results
show that 7% price limit mechanism trauncates the extreme price of Taiwan Stock Index Futures, and
they also support the superiority of the conditional range-based extreme value approach. These
findings demonstrate that the conditional range-based extreme value approach is more robust,

especially in descrebing the process of the future’s price.
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Ljung-Box

Q(6) 2.1700 0.5848 4.4558

Q(12) 5.5872 5.6334 7.7577

@T[‘LQ%[EF 1E7

T 0.9009 1.0063 0.0317
Flb Bl 0.6254 0.6909 0.0449
ﬁ*l’@ 10.2783 8.9380 5.7548
T ff 0.0000 0.0000 -7.7620
FRAVEA 0.9728 1.0929 1.0800
@ﬁh' [ Eﬁr 1.0798 1.0860 34.0694
R T 2.8467 2.4157 -0.6167
ETE R 17.8960 11.94504 9.0292
Jarque-Bera 30987.89%* 25556.55%* 496.06**
it &

ADF 0.00%* 0.00%* 0.00%*

PP 0.00%* 0.00%* 0.00%*
Ljung-Box

Q(6) 2.9370 2.3053 0.0824

Q(12) 4.6107 59118 4.1975

#i[V] * Jarque-Bera fir Ak F Bl B = [6]J+( j(B 3 IR TR £ 2 5T - 8 T 8 &R

BYVEIE G n SRR G e+ RS T RTR NS 1% BRI S R R
7 ADF ¥ PP U FUSIS ™ PRBIFRIIIOE LIt « R OSUfuBIE S - 4
1 B RS R R W R PRI F T L) -



I FF RV A D e S €1 R = TV iR 1

J‘?%%%“HJF&?* EQQ%“[[JE&“J [ R AR Elffif\lj'[gc » BN B 'l?&ﬁl%%l'ﬁ;gﬁw P [l - 4
= RIS E AT PO EEEE (volatility persistence) o £ 1> HEEHYE liyﬁljﬁjfgﬁf\r& id
ST (decay) PSS BEIG o R ERRAR S E T POl R - Fﬁ%‘”ﬁi?t SO E A
&b AP Jarque-Bera (JB) [URARHEIBIGAE - Ik 1 AU £el - FERBEE ™ R
[V B fifi5 3RS 30,987 % 22,556 » HIFHRGHERE + r{ S5 elpro [a;% F51 | {#~i Chou (2006) [

A J%L + TP %}F% Fﬁ%‘%‘imﬂ@j\ | ﬁ% fifrf geoifl (exponential distribution)

Enﬂ%i%ﬁ*ﬁ

4.1 & PRECVE I R giRE B2
411 % - FFE P ACARR 3 engdkcfp 3t

AP T ] ETE RN B T T Ry AR > 25 T A e Y ACARR (p.q) 515 ©
155"} ACARR(1,1) ~ ACARR(1,2)» ACARR(2,1) fSE il €Tf 117 ;}1& R P
fipt PR > 2 F4 ACARR f8LEJfY LLF (Log Likelihood Function) N e e RS
1 FRHTACARR(LT) BAEIAFERIE AL Hf < %875 1170 47 ACARR(L1) fLE[=Hra, WEYrf
Pl PP RS AR EO R I O R I o R 2 TEIERCH ¢ Rl e
AR W] 6T SR ACARR(L,1) FUEY o 24013 KD 0.043765 =2 0.047208 i | 47
FRAAF ACARR(1,1) HLEIfY o LTl 0.049257 % 0.051514 - BT+ HEFeffios ]~ gt (<
B PR -

'] ACARR AR eligise 4: 30T ETRRFY R b e > 25 (13 Al SR SRR IR > 27
AR R TR Q-Q I ! 1RLY (I ETRBFY e R TR TS Q-Q [ o 4 ¥ IE%F%“%\TEKT
[~y R Rt R e [*JIFIEFFIJ SRR R Q-Q Q%&'i%fﬁa‘%ﬁbﬁ | 45 T A80 R -
H Q-Q [/ fi [IREE: (RRESAT ] 45 R Ablo R AR YR ey ACARR ARV Sy~ ;’}pél BEIS
SR R R f’%r@ [N PO L - ACARR(1,1) AELEBETRE | 2P JF I €T F gﬁ%@
MPSFOPLEPEPE > SR A1 A R R O R = (T o PRI (R 2 i A 5 e e B R

T]Ef#@ FV e VRl PR e [T % ﬂ RV o

S PR GARCH ﬁmp VR E o [FIRE E9E GARCH(L,1) » GARCH(1,2) =2
GARCH(2,1) p’v LLF ffiV iz » ¥R ] GARCH(1,1) ﬁﬂfrﬂffﬂmﬁ iy ﬁ([ﬁfﬁf'ﬁf Bollerslev et al.
(1992) FUAEfN— 5o H 5 fUEMcNeil and Frey (2000) [tk - 25 {F[FIEA# GARCH(1,1) [

N F\uf/\mi FE #‘ “7“L['
5 @ﬂwa7ﬁmw P I Q-Q IR | LI+ LRI - R



£2 K[ EURE I R R

_Hé;%%mﬁ(UPR) o EEF@[TJE(DNR) WP (Y)
ACARR(1,1) ACARR(1,1) GARCH (1,1)
T
LLR 1266.039 1228.490 3536.126
w 0.000085 (0.0262) 0.000053 (0.0283) 0.089953 (0.0033)
a, 0.043765 (0.0009 ) 0.049257 (0.0001) 0.096356 (0.0000)
By 0.925666 (0.0000) 0.930766 (0.0000) 0.883846 (0.0000)
L A
LLR 1187.948 1130.448 3391.288
w 0.000088 (0.0114) 0.000092 (0.0515) 0.190515 (0.0005)
a, 0.047208 (0.0003 ) 0.051514 (0.0033) 0.108833 (0.0000)
,31 0.919592 (0.0000 ) 0.912182 (0.0000) 0.857927 (0.0000)

U]+ AR 5T IS R ey ,%&ﬁéeﬂ 1 ETf - aadf] ~ ™ R - PSRRI

ACARR EAES GARCH )Fiﬂﬂmiféﬁﬁﬁ F”

ﬁ%??sﬁ%%ﬂu

Jujjfl 4&[['—‘%

BESEF | 45 A FEL LJ%T

w» ?Q»
H“ m&

7[R fifi ke lﬁﬁrrﬂﬁu p fifi -

I - 2SSATIRE Y Q-Q IR 1
TFIf Q-Q [ R TSR] 45 AL > SR ! FJE‘ Q-Q [ Il
i JF NI B ﬁ;}p”j« PRIl GARCH LRV 5& 2% 5 il 752!

& BB P

PR

i

s B - lﬁ[[a L S FHRE ﬁjﬁ* fifl 55 Fel IR €T P R ] PR e R
412 - FBE EBENL FEG

&mr%@w’¢wmﬁW@§ﬁwlm1%fﬂ’ﬁW%%Fﬁ%%<WRY$*%@W
(DNR) [iliily ACARR(L,1) R 2155 il T B! o g M o o B i o i AR I8 3
GARCH FUE el 3R] R 53 e = 0 E:'ﬁlxjﬁ[ﬁrg YR B4 Flﬂ%—f”gm‘
[*—14*3—3&1 73 [l B e Rl ST Jfr?iiifr [ £y Vr*‘ﬁtr }Hﬁﬁﬁ EE AR m [

AR B i R E?frf‘lﬂ“ﬁémﬁ“?"ﬁaigr il HI%L3 AL ﬂﬁﬁ‘/%ﬂ'\'z{*

f‘ﬁﬁ' LR S o et - BRI A Wﬁﬁﬁgmﬁz[ﬁﬁwgw JH?J (m/n) & 2%
i HE?H“IF' Rl Jﬂfuﬁf (SHAEPROEP TR o AR T S
AR BRRLT PR R A < i R P et ARSI BR (IR ™ FIT R g
HRL i o R -

= ﬂEEjﬁf‘\iﬁ[E' Kolmogrow-Smirnov (K-S) iﬁ}ﬁ T g Tk T{éﬁ%ﬁ?@:’f [855 el ol F’ﬁ@ (goodness of
fit) 5 (7 AR AR A EORLRL Y T RIS RET I K-S Gl 1 A ES
YR PR ORI EE N o o AR EURR IR R 3 - SRR K-S iR - T 95%RH
FVE o H K-S ST [N 9 Frechet 53 [ | ct B 7 (AR s 43 -
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Q0 Plot of Sample Data versus Standard Mormal
n
: +
3r . s #—-FH— B

Standard Normal Quantiles
o

l . . . . . . .
015 0.1 -0.05 1} 0.05 0.1 015 0z 0.25
Quantiles of Input Sample

FUFEfEl ACARR (1,1) Tifl i s

Q0 Plot of Sample Data versus Standard Mormal

Standard Normal Quantiles
o

4 L L L L L I
015 0.1 -0.05 1} 0.05 0.1 015 0z 0.25
Quantiles of Input Sample

PRIl ACARR (1,1) Fifl i~

Q0 Plot of Sample Data versus Standard Normal

Standard Normal Quantiles

4 L I L I L
-8 -6 -4 -2 ] 2

Quantiles of Input Sample
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3 IRIH T R E = e

B B
{VERE €
f?é‘w,‘%f@[ﬂﬁ/f = m, 39 89
m./n 0.0314 0.13735
o 5.2548% 2.3747*
g(1/a") 0.1903 0.4211
) Fl,/} V! m. 12 8
m/n 0.0097 0.0138
a. 9.1767* 5.8668*
&(1/a.) 0.1090 0.1705
A A €
= mﬁ/ﬁ,&' m, 101 119
m./n 0.0814 0.1929
o 5.9798* 2.3127*
E(1/a") 0.1672 0.4324
N AR F /5= m. 35 16
m./n 0.0282 0.0268
a. 7.4296* 3.4148*
E(1/0.) 0.1346 0.2928

I T I €T USRI ACARR 172 GRACH 1T 53 rlfio

—v—v\

EJ » B2 =) » LF'FJ’F}%?‘E 160 m o m/n e BRI A AU o ¢ A

S R ASTHIFI
T 9SO IET [19 K-S LA

FEAZE T [l }if a?;rﬁ”3@6 R4S Fffﬁ Danielsson and de Vries (1997) %} %
H‘ﬂHJE HIRES Ve o 1 ’?@ﬂﬂﬂ flp@:’f‘}&gﬁ“i#ﬁqugp P E:'#' HEREEER - ﬂj]g[
USSR » [1'f2S TIOR3 - iR aa &Eﬁ"f""éﬁ@(ﬂf{*& BT R
TR R T IR A S - h,rf/gljjflpﬁc"#%@(gii}"% TR
\]&n;}fl?’:@j‘ﬁ/‘@ o fifi 53 il [ 1A Frechet 53 il « ;‘H[[af{?%\'%ﬁ? 'EV='1Y Frechet ﬁyflﬁ}[;ﬁjyjflrjﬁl_
W ETIRP S e Igﬁﬁ.atn ﬂJE[?JﬁJ A JTF@F{ 1% (robustness) ° [ E\ﬂ]??@ (AL J@:’f"*ﬁfﬁra @*?’W\%‘f‘
2 > 1448 Ghose and Kroner (1995) Fyfpt » A ] Fl,j? Pl (RS E R R SUEE R B T
B < gl HI 2R YT A ERRF B ETRRE LV STAT [l F 4 Y $RP] ACARR

Hﬂrlﬁﬁ }I@7JEEI , 11‘[ j)?(u ”EF ",]Eﬁﬁﬁtr

EPE{’ SR R > $75 ] MceNeil-Frey 3 @@T‘igﬁ‘ﬂ‘? ETHEIRE ﬁgw?l,[}iﬂgﬁ’/%—aj
AR ORI m R RO RIPEE S R (TR RV ES i A - o
LG 1 T R MR IR o 2 €T PR A AR P A e S i I A
RipAAdgrs o (NI MeNeil-Frey DAgm@i] €5 P = B3 » SRV ITIRE"RCE m [Pl FRIZ2E0 - TJAf)
* RSV BSBRARD + R R - (R B
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ﬁgﬂ ,l[uﬁrugﬂ(ﬁgj I/g;rF“ﬁFJ g“ﬂfﬂ%—fﬂgﬂr m @?‘ﬂ ﬂilHF 7|E¢&ﬁt u;@ e[~
5 RV £ 0 T 5 BRI o By -

4.2 i ES R & Tl

U RYPE R P AR T AT R 5 AR E’Iﬂ]fﬁ} l"ﬁ!fl?i EARGE ST SR e
McNeil and Frey (2000) fiuf H"fﬂ]# fif 3k AP 1FJTTF§’F&?§@ 77 WIRLAR 7 I S
(in-sample backtesting) = A It L {F TEHL (condmonal expected shortfalls) °
421 $k &P w R R

[FFRRIER R P e s T CPR HERIE RS RS B R HE R F]? fﬁﬁﬁﬁ'ﬁ’%‘mﬂwﬁk
o 3 TR LSRRI - SRR 90 » G098 LR P £ T i o
AP FIOEOT ) 4 # R GO B SR T
+7 'E}Hrrﬁﬁﬂfﬁ” TS R RS EJF%E ViERASE o [hA 4 ST EEE O X LB
6T RS VR > S )T e - R () R (5 ) b
B PP 0k o & B AR ST TP a st - g I IR
1 [BFT McNeil-Frey 3% o

EL RSN RIE BT ?[:’T"‘ 4% Billio and Pelizzon (2000) = Guermat and Harris (2002)
FVBREE 07 = PEARER A S AT R BRI B RTERELE (Accuracy) AFE -~ RATE
(Conservativeness) i 52355514 (Efficiency) it o Aok EE= g & il o JIStp g™

(1) ¥EpEthe
Kupiec (1995) FLW = ZF155 fielfd el Al E=Ag - (log-likelihood ratio test) 7#gHEN LR Ag
B p L (A HETRAE py - EISEIS H, 1 p = py - AR LR B LR AR

PR A 1 poh 55 el > & 2 =5 gn10)Ar
LR =2In[(1- p,)"* p, ]+ 2In{[1- (%)]"'*(%)X} (10)

F n BV x EVEERASA VY T SR YET Jﬁ; 55 FEIfREE b il 3.8415 - (H:]]FE
oA EAURH NI A 5 A I AERI- MeNeil-Frey 3| ﬁﬁ]ﬁ[ 5 Y ﬁ%@mﬁ@,ru
ISR A
@) WL
Hendricks (1996) 57T HAFISES ﬂ%} (Root Mean Square Relative Bias; RMSRB) fiirk!
IO A 005830 IR AP PIR) » R e
FJ UTEH‘J U TR R s R (R SR H S DA



16 A

R4 AP S

FHIRSRA S & B 4 McNeil-Frey i#
TR e
P 0.1% w;aénm? = 0.06% 0.01%
A 0.12% 0.01%
Ty 0.09% 0.01%
0.3% Fq’k@ﬂf i 0.18% 0.02%
- BRI - 0.30% 0.06%
T3y 0.24% 0.04%
0.5% i mﬁ = 0.60% 0.72%
AR 0.48% 0.73%
R 0.54% 0.73%
1% w;a@mm = 1.02% 1.27%
N @ﬂ@/}i ! 0.77% 1.23%
Ty 0.90% 1.25%
3% U 2.72% 2.12%
N AR 1.15% 3.41%
Tty 1.94% 2.77%
5% R 4.81% 4.82%
N @ﬂf/gz ! 4.39% 5.88%
ER e 4.60% 5.35%
AN T 6
0.1% R 0.12% 0.17%
N @n@/gz ! 0.09% 0.13%
E 0.11% 0.15%
0.3% w;@mm = 0.29% 0.34%
™ 0.32% 0.22%
T iy 0.31% 0.28%
0.5% w;%@mﬁ T Fa:' 0.48% 0.59%
- “%E@HJE /o e 0.48% 0.45%
G 0.48% 0.52%
1% w;a@mm = 0.91% 1.07%
N @ﬂ@/}i ! 0.93% 0.68%
Ty 0.92% 0.88%
3% Fik@ﬂjﬁ F 2.69% 2.79%
W:;a@m [ 2.72% 1.68%
Ty 2.71% 2.24%
5% '—%E@[ﬂﬁ? = 4.37% 5.18%
4@@[@? e 4.64% 3.74%
= 4.51% 4.46%

P ANV R 5T IR R AR I TR AR - ALY R R G = T
R Bl I Bt
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ES’ )y (11)

RMSRB, = \/ Z(

EIfI> ES, EL5Y ¢ SO > Eg, - ii Es,, > RMSRB; {4557 i (LRI S9AEfp

T ERARREE HEOBLEI I N ERRA (hFHU TR - RMSRB LT[R - el py RMSRB
E‘?ﬂ!ﬁ B1H o F AR ARy o ST EIAh IR A 5 - SRR TR
J@iEHIWRMﬂB@’WW1#@ﬂﬁjﬁiEﬁ%ﬁﬁW%ﬁ°
(3) B
Engel = Gizycki (1999) fili~ ff 2! € = putsiE] » H ’:’I"Tfﬁ‘,ﬁﬁﬁ}fjf};3*%?%’5’[5;7}?&%3EJ
AP AR » 2 2 e Wﬁﬁ#@mjﬁﬂiﬁaﬁof@¢$@%@w3@wﬁm
S I R P REEOIIE 7 (AR - [ R
fﬁﬁi[“r (Mean Relative Scaled Bias; MRSB) » [EEL R S B S lef“?fﬂ' > MRSB i’ " [F* ikl
AASTIFVESAS [ SR A [ REIVIE SR (R - MRSB JRARAVSE R ERE) -
I SR L] AR (scaling factor) X, » XLl ) AT -

if AS,
0, if AS

i+l

L+ ZX ESz t+1 (12)

< X, ES,

it+1

:za—a>47{

1 XRLEY i (LRIt > FRLET i (SR ps B VR AS, ZES, LT ¢ Ui
I TR B (R U (R -

I3 I BRI | A ?#E‘TF, (EVBLEPHASL [ POAEISso BRI > SIS fog
% (MRSB) -

Y, -Y
MRSB, = l( Ly (13)
rI 7y
N
2t
Hi y= 1N » Y =XES,, > MRSBRUFSY i [WEEIFST HATEPPE o T RLEE i i

B ) N PR VAR X, ERAEAR S A -

MRSB RL™ [ - BLEIRY MRSB Wiy | M 3 788 1 iy ]
ot SR R RS T EARI O R DES SE I « SEEREEOR R S - Afl
T ERE (R PRV A (2 R (S MRSB il - PRIPTR Ry i 0 2 ARSI s »



5 [rFREIRR Al L U

i @*ﬂ JF‘.J];EJ McNeil-Frey
RS/ ' DR PESRR L PR

BT () 1% 5% 1% 5% 1% 5% 1% 5%
’Fi?ﬁﬂfl €7

LR 0.0748 0.0944 0.1866 0.1284 3.8776* 4.210%* 3332  4.103%

RMSRB 02248 0.3011 0.1259 02287 03581  0.4063 03266 0.4242

MRSB 02189 03223 0.1642 02412 03674 04275 03175 0.4130
A R

LR 0.0332  0.1466  0.0705 0.1665 2970  4.332* 2918  3.103

RMSRB 0.2267 03155 0.1780 02680 0.4554 0.4566 0.3527 0.3540

MRSB 02031 02674 0.2245 02468 0.4087 04069 0.3706 0.3220

UL xR T SUpORTH AN S By p = p, ¢

422 $RAHIFHFL F et R

g A P 6 Eﬁi@;ﬁ%’]f i 7 40 g“g [ OSERR E EE & T P
ST RN BT AR AR RS« I R e A R R R g R I B
PUREK AR » PR & B JI%JL’E £|FrR{Z D - Bates and Craine (1999) 7 5 #7 1987 & BT A A
1SR OB (5 n" PR S oRAY R T RN W
£ EHEY &‘ffi [k IJTEJ%K%E@ NI Artzner et al. (1997, 1999) 4l 7153 6 i Lty
[FIIHIESEE 2 I Ry il o ARl P d st - el e paa o e e > B RL IF'Ehﬁjﬁ
RS E (PR R yfﬁiﬁ"IFf[nﬁFﬂ\E‘ IJ*‘ij ) %#E&J Artzner et al. (1997, 1999) -
[Fill5} Artzner et al. $3% " {1 FFVHENL | (conditional expected shortfall; ES) HIfEfv AR E
AUFAOHFHEET 5 McNeil and Frey (2000) 27 Neftei (2000) % [F/IVE 3 -

[P ¥ 324 McNeil and Frey (2000) = Neftci (2000) fivfiti* - IFLHET 11 Euf‘f g e

TRYGEEEE ™ o HEE DBV o EERLIE IR (ES) ¢

o+tas,_,

ES=E(8—£1_p| E>¢&.,)= (14)

-«

il [I v &p }E\:‘ETF*T\FJ?%{E‘J[%\—Q & i_]ﬁ%ﬁ;l fl [J’:z'?haeg\r, o—i_kqf*,pjj rl&"#,}ﬁf[
ok #-40.GeD P = £+ 25 I3 TR (bR 91 B s
Fputa L (Root Mean Square Error; RMSE) > 7% McNeil and Frey (2000) fiYfiE Hf@‘?‘ A
R AR PR T AP ST A 15 (RMSE) ORI
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RMSE = \/Z(ES 48,) (15)

n -

Ll ES = AS Sy IR GRS A o o0 2 BUE W8 4 ST IRER] TV
SEFPEE ~ Ty ZE T AN ERAR S - STRIE - T RMSE » il Erfi ] 1R iy i
j;tﬂ—z\[y:;[ﬁ,yga RMSE > I'] ijfﬁ[:ﬂ FHSAUSEIEN S 1) © RMSE fOeffigie s 6 - skl i

(A A 9 SRHEL o 7T RMSE 747 0.7720%3 0.4877% » AL » MNeil
and Frey DEAA: 9 FFIPHERR A (7HIY RMSE 54 3.3067%2 1.7142% < RS » ] il ET L
FvEE > et lREE AL ARG » FR M IR R I RS SRR SRS RMSE £11
4= McNeil-Frey 1%y RMSE -

ﬁ{¢ IHEEFFFRHEIR O [ FHRE N RERIT R 6 e 6 RIEHT © i ([P R
TR (R PRV A 1 22 P RTED PR S IR ?ﬁ”'ﬂﬁiﬂ‘?”ﬂ?”ElfJfETﬁ?i%ﬁii@ﬁjﬂ > fH!
FL Fipﬂw‘ffi&} ﬁ‘?[EEEJJ*? » McNeil-Frey 15 F'ﬂ?‘, A R e ¢ F' F"@F,“I‘j %Eﬁ«’c%ﬁﬁ;}ﬁgﬁg{ﬁi
fill o FIEAR R ETER T - 7] H A RO K 7% > MeNeil-Frey il It 7.73%-10.93%[15 1]
SEVRES o PP K AR s A 7 T BRR ] iﬁl?&iﬂ S ”IE]'F"@‘I L e
7 TR B VL RMSE) I KOS et o
ARSI | o S e R E BRI - PR A f B T R A Ve TR
¥ McNeil-Frey 1% o

5. M FREXIBIRAEIL I S ERIT R E

£ ﬁr—gﬂ‘ﬁﬂ ji%%%ﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁjﬂ%ﬁﬂ £ I'EJ‘F‘W FLARYEE » 4 ¥ %% Broussard (2001) Eﬁ’r 157~
TR (3 93) U Rl R o AT PR A E ] U’Flﬂ’lfkﬂ;gtr:fﬂﬁi¢ =X
R pVRLAE S j"}HFJ F U Fl 1] 7ﬁﬁ’%ﬁ$uﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ”ﬁ¢£' FIRIEE » R PB4 R [P LA
[V o ZRIG T I T (R BRI S S ﬁ%HHEF‘FIL, =R F'J[?‘;iﬁdﬂfj/“’?fﬁ HlI
l*?%‘iid’r’?ﬂ?%'ﬁ“ HiE A= IR V= ‘}H’JEF[ I A I R W‘Lﬁ‘[]
Tk E ] %FIIIEFLF[L, (=R ELE[}H’JEF[  PIRIPR g e B BRI LY B
I&F’?@F”Vﬁﬂ“;?t }fﬁf@%ﬁ'#Aﬁ BEA o PN AR P pue R R i’EF BN
FT B Huﬁfﬂi_‘ Fir LT,E?F([J@TJ;"E*I 1o FHMTR T R e I Ry -
PR ERCR R 2 R SUEE 2,630 ATTIRRR] - [N A 12 7??7]?‘@‘5*1 6T T%E=E
ﬂﬁugmﬂ 50 57 F,gﬁ B 1.98% » [RIF B{ﬁw;r‘ 2,578 ATEWE| < ML R TR
7 HHRE “%fﬁﬁi¢ HE €| 2,774 el o AV IV TR E W#[ﬁ%ﬂl[%]‘#‘k 15% ESEN

¢ RS G R T )
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5 II{EETF’J = ] TR
’ - @ﬁﬁﬁgﬁ@f@ﬁ
oy T E—
03% e 220% RS T
1= SE -1.08% -1.859 < WEE
IR ° 6 A1 in e
B I s 7.58% —
0.5% R It/ == -2.14% 7% 7.2 0 2
#FE'%&%/ISE -1.06% -1.69% 27% -4-80%
r/ El /> 0 -
1% RMJFV;F;' 2.11% 7% -7 9600 2
= SE -1.05% -1.590 96% .82%
- 3fﬂ§\mE/J_ . o 59% 3 -3.87%
P = 0.433 -0.62% ossn '
39 RJJ@V; oo o 3% 5.48% 2
S " VJ‘ Fe! E 3.18 -2.93%
P Fre 0 0.609 -6. 229 °
5% Ei:;@mﬁ/ﬁ Fe! -2.04% AT26% " -4 SS% ‘
P;?MSE -1.02% -1.40° 93% 172%
oy L s
H—@@mﬁ/ IF;; ) 02(y0'5046% .58% -6.34% 1%
5 BN . 4 .
i RMSE T02% -1.33% 26% 1-17%
0. ( -1.3
e - ossoron PP B
g | ’ -4.019 0
- f@i%\ VT = % 72%
0.3% RI\EF[‘/: Fl -2.09% 3'2489(y-0.67%
P?aa@ﬁs]i -245% -2.15% '
ﬁﬁr@.Jﬁ/j = 1 0.3237° -2.34% -6.93%
0.5% RMFV# ! -1.95% %o -5.5400 -5
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