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Estimating Value-at-Risk of Natural Gas Price

Sudent: Po-Han Hsu Advisor: Huimin Chung

| nstitute of Finance

National Chiao Tung University

Abstract

This paper use historical ssmulation approach, GARCH model, EGARCH
model, GJIR-GARCH model and CARR model;-under different error term distribution
hypothesis to estimate the Value at Risk.of NYMEX Natural Gas price.

We use different number of days and significant level to test our model and
observe their performance. To value our model, we use back test, calculate failure
frequency, failure ratio, and use Christoffersen’s Likelihood Ratio Test to test
unconditional and conditional test statistic. According to our analysis, error term
should be suppose to normal distribution, that can fit the NYMEX Natural Gas
property. The model have good performance in failure ratio, as the significant level
goes down, the model will be more stable, CARR and EGARCH model have better

performance in LR Test.

Keywords: CARR, EGARCH, GARCH, GJR-GARCH, LR test, Value at Risk
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W Hh 8 2T 2 B R % 3t Bk o Jorion (2000)4% 2w
(back test) » v - BCPERF P > HCATR P2 R "G EE B F RS2 T S S dk
VETEVFETAEFRE- R

AT G B woEp plzE o I & Christoffersen (1998)# 41 3 B LR #& T %%

R S R LI



\&).'.
Sl
bt
gt}

3.1 RgEY

Jorion (2000)#% #1#73) b *& & 5 T AFF 2 ap k8 100(1-a)%™ @ 8 &
- FRERALP > TP BRSBTS ART NS L A4 4%y

PIHCE NEP B R AT

¥ IBIK AR PRACE A~ e

R —pAt 0 1
“odAL ND(0, 1) (1)

1-o = fo(W)dw = F]f(R)dR = j D (2)dz (2)
Valueat Risk =W, * (uAt+ Z. *o *+/At) (3)
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SM=5,+4S
S =5,+4s,

S0)=$, +AS

él(250) =S +ASx

BTSRRI FRE QL B IR H T A ik kTR
EWL AR FT L2 R % o & N=200> a=0.01 T o A T HE
et 284z VaR & > e fikid THrR e VaR € 5 s SE TR -
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o L EIREFR Y REAPRENFTREE AT RO E AR R
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3.2.2 GARCH(PQ)

WA DAY R HY G B AMe M A g R A T A0 Bk AR
WARARAFFEREIR G S - LR ARPER GV A SRR B
ST AR S F A A P B g B R TR
Bollerslev (1986) % /& — 4 it p #taw fFik i £ & il - £ 5 ARCH - &
;' » GARCH #_#- AR (autoregressive){= MA (moving average) s7 i 4

. »
5 '/\:' B3
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Y, =C+eg,

z. ~N(0))

i Q
Gtz :k+ZGiGt2—i +ZA8t2,i )

i=1 i=1

G, : GARCH effect

A, : ARCH effect

P Q

G+ A <1 (©6)

i=1

k>0

Gi 20,| :1,2...,P
Aj Zo,j:l,Z...,Q

KQ%’]J;\ GI ZO,AJ ZOEE{/ETGS :}iﬁ o

GARCH(PQ)#CA| ezt i i2 ¥ R #co ® 4 7 40T

T e Q (7)
1—ZGi—ZA]

f'}“fi%ﬂgiﬁtzg’f‘l—f-—ﬂp—}’ﬁ@v]@;éil%\ﬁ&r—r
~2 2 2
Ciq = k+G16t + Aigt (8)

‘flj’% T N ﬁ};?ﬁifg“}?{, ¥ SBcis o RN v SRR T - ﬁplf‘:’ﬂiﬁ R
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3.2.3 GJR(PQ)
Glosten, Jagannathan f= Runkle (1993)%+ GARCH #-3|3#% 1112 & » H 3 8L 3
PHYLEET > FRED R o dR P IE SR R 2 7 Hfx

% AT
2 s 2 Q 2 2 - 2
cl= k+ZGic5t_i +2Ajst_]. -l-ZLjS_].gt_j (9)
i=1 j=1 j=1

Where

) 1 ¢,<0
St—j =

0 otherwise
G, : GARCH effect
A, : ARCH effect
L | - asymmetry effect

P SESIEAE L

P Q 1 Q

2GH AL <1 (10)
=1 j=1 j=1

k>0

G =0 i=12.P

A, >0 i=1,2..Q

A +L; 20 j=12..Q
F L0 4703 7 FHE -

GIR-GARCH(PQ)H-%] chzb i i % B #c 7 4o

11



(11)

i ,i%é_,ﬁ_i@;gt e — Hp IR R B thz\'r'li\-"—r:

~2 2 2 2c-
6,y =K+Go +Ace+Le S

3.2.4 EGARCH(PQ)

Nelson (1991)# &t 7 7 s %k 2

(12)

B3 5 Exponentid GARCH

(EGARCH) St ;:_;f—; - GARCH %“"«HIJ Va3 é,i P ,r?% _% Eﬁ:_%'g‘_;

L 3P T faidf U & R ARAIRE R T {47 M (leverage effect) -
D. ik AR Y B R el

3. MEEHBHNFHEGINP o QPN T HoECL R T iR 2 R dehde

HEF A & 7 40T

=1

logs 2 k+ZG logs 2, +ZA [‘

L NN
B YL (13)
Oy [GFJJ] 12—1: J{Gt-J

Where
‘8 ‘ TEE Gaussian
t
EQZ”)E(G } v -2
vl M Student'st
T
v >2
Tt 8 BEARFE S
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iQ<1
i=1

EGARCH(PQ)#:4 e112L % 1+ % B #ick 7 4o
o2 = exp(—s—) (14)

iR ﬁﬁ:G e — IEPES, lz\ﬂ‘iir"r :

Gl =0 exp[(1-G,)Klexp[g(e)] (15)
g9(e) =L L( i \/7 )

3.2.5 CARR(PQ)

GARCH 3] chif gl e 3vee I 0 R R BE R » % 0> 54 > @ Parkinson
(1980) Bz 5 % t5 Rt #+ 4 0 22 & Chou (2002)% # GARCH -4 chif
% & g (range) (g 4% 1) CARR H04] o 4 $ GARCH #.3] £ 4 v L
gk # i CARREZIRI I * Ri5 5 f8 RWEHLFIPN > FTAR b

BHRABRMB L AT REFRRFRTE - X TP APHRY 5§ X 53
WEE M LS P %R 0 CARR #3] ek 2 ) ¥ & p, o 33K 242 GARCH #1730 4p
fooood g defhenip st Pl gt H B F R T AT

R =Ag, g, ~exp(1)

P Q
Ao=K+> Gh,+> AR (16)
i=1 j=1

Rt — |Og PtHigh B |Og PtLOW

}\’t ~ 1!4— l«—%ﬂﬁi’ 13 7\« >0 St .w :LE] #EP\?'A\ﬁ‘”muliﬁﬁ’liﬁIE ] #53&’2_ ’
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B I ER £ PRAECT $olicfr e B di b — iy b e o
S HUHI 5 5

P

Q
Y G+ AL (17)
i1 i1
G >0,i=12..P
A>0,]=12..Q

CARR(PQ)#:4] ch2t i 2 5 £ ficfe GARCH(PQ) A Ap b » 4 7 4o

k
Ay = 5 5 (18)
1- zGi - Z AJ
i1 =1

iR g, 0T - HARplE 7»t+1 72 70 e

hn = K+ (G, + A, (19)

3.3 h'&EH A T

¥R AR EDRIE €5 TA R T AR sk
AR T N4k
3.3. 1 w =p jpl:#(Back Test)

FE PR ERFERNEFRALGE - B2 A PEFEES - BT R
EEARPRTEE LA ARER & BB B N=250 % > AP grE -

g 95%hh B FHE D FAFATER G s 13K 24 0 B P

\.

R ERE B FAREXER MR R BN 130 0 RISV EAriR g R kiE
a1 "RFEERLA - RO vHK/ DN HRTHrE HI - & PR

FEACG 250 L p FAHRORPIE FIRPAREL & Bt e BB FLEa=0.01
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3.3.2 % prt F(Uncovered Loss Ratio, ULR)

L2l

S APT FAREITRE F R E o 0 AR B AR

w3
AX 7
3. 3.

F 250 A Rl A Y o P AACE VAR A e 4 P U 0 FEGBRETR

b A E@mE 2503 9p R %ﬂ—ij’k’%\\'}k

T 5 3.41 3.8 8% ZERR

S AN BRE R BRRRFLF AR

,1~ BIS MT#:E-

5t g o

» VaR 73

23 E;:;L &Y ‘_‘\ EEag ,+w4:r,};,;' Fé ‘-rﬁzf_.il mk;,kgtu/f ll”/‘.ﬁ,\ﬁPF'&]l\ b ' B en

Sy

3 it &% (Likelihood Ratio Test, LR Test)

A% I 3 o B -3

Kupiec (1995)#& 2! Proportion of Failure Test(PF-Test) ¥t #7 iz 3+ et % i (7 &

TR P hhte TARPUACIE R G BT R A FER G EHE] TR Da R
Poom&BERHld=0 WEEFER

LR 2109{ pRa-p } @) (20

™ (1-n)™

Hy, o =a

H,:a #a

Pohb ' EHCA) 2 B ¥k

TR R FARET TR G E T F

Ny i 8 AR A 7 BT 5 3 b e B ehs ik

PSR- IR T WRES

Christoffersen (1998) 41 #* % R #g Bl erpr & #- Kupiec 2. LR ¥tz £ 2 W 5 3
i® LR e =
1. ¥ %5 A % "4 e & 2 & 7% & (correct unconditional coverage) @ #& = %t 5 .
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2. &

LR, =-2log -2 {1-P)
n"(1-m)

H, o =a

H,:a #a

TR B FATE TR I e Bt K

Ne ! B AR F AT ETH IR ' Bk

nlz-?lé_s‘ﬁﬁmggcgf'

Rl W R e

T_ib > t+(independence) » & 5 F A

(1_7f)(noo+rao)7f(nm+ml)

LR, =—-2log

(1- 7601) (L 7611) - 7€11nu

Ho: 2 Pz 5 b

H, & piffe? 5 b=

R R R ALE

Ny F AR R T
nl:?lﬁslér';ﬁw‘i 7z

nOO:T P/ 792 i

B B st S

Ttk M E K

WA R % BTk

» AP P4 FiE
EoAhgFLTETE

s KPR B A T EE R
¥

R TR TR
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~ Noy + Ny,

T
nOO + n01 + nlo + nll

~ nm
To = —

Ngo +Ngy
~ nll
Ty =

Ny +Nyy

3. ¥ =X "4 ek 2 i+ Fx A (correct conditional coverage) © # A3 £ ;o

LR, = -2log a-pp" e (23)

(1_ TEOl) oo TE fou (1_ 7611) Mo ﬁllnn
Pih ' E B3] 2 B %K
TR R ALE TR P e ot
No ! F "3RS A 7B 7dg 22 b "G B #ic

n R REEMF T TR R YR B

~ n01
Moy =

Ny +Noy
~ nll
Ty =

Ny +Nypy

H ¢ Christoffersen (1998) LR # T %+ £ 49 % »* Kupiec (1995) LR #
TR E P LRy TR 2R e Th ' EHCA A P 2 2 SR E AR AT S
Bl R T7EOF 2 AT s 8 LR TR ENLRFFY R4
POBAT SR A peid S > VAL LR, = LR, + LR,

3. 3.4 Root Mean Square Error (RM SE)
FRYGERT e TESHIPE LR K M AT A A e g8

ST AT g e 32 £ (root mean square error, RMSE) i — # +v fi B F 3R
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ﬁ’” _‘_'? B s B pRITAR R o

31 -VaR)?
RMSE = |2 (24)

SEREEL Ll

VaR : % i ##rE32 b i@

RMSE 4] 4 71 5 % 37 U 5 22 H0A] 9 o - 2 B M ARG AT 0 359700 e 10
i LR %0 B3+ ¥ RMSE 385~ RMSE & | 4 & s ##03] -

R ARCAIR R F > LR F R RETE L4 el A R F o
¥ 3% i Christoffersen (1998)# ) 2 th %7 j# & (7 s o %> & Ml B 4 R 1

T2 Al - 3t E 2 RMSE g B iz 2 507 -
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A1 FH kR foe

FH BRI P p datastream FHRE » £ He 9 £ 2 3 #7(NYMEX) =
RFNGRE G FHRAGPFFR FLHEFL 2004#47 69 3 2007
A4 D P o RFFIAY P BINRP A PG R R PTG F

BEBR S T8I L P RIFE B RAIE % AF § AT W 2 A

MNYMEX Matural Gas daily price
-15 T T T T T T T

14

12

10

value

4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
2004/4  2004/9 2005/ 2005/ 2005810 2006/3 20068/8 200612 2007/%5
time

B 2NYMEX = # # i 4 % ®]

Aot B NYMEX % 2 F e B R 5 4005 250 R kde
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R
R = Iog(aj (25)

X RF P AP AR 2 Y

MNYMEX Matural Gas daily return
U.EE 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

0.2

0.15

0.1

0.05

value

-0.05 .

-0.1

_0_15 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
200444 2004/9 200511  2005/6 200510 2006/3 2006/8 200612 2007/5
time

B3 2R A5RF

4.2 ArXFEEApM e T

AR R R R ACTRBEFATHLIEREALA LA EN
Az 47 o Fpt A< f* Augmented Dickey-Fuller(ADF) ¥t v & & (7 5 194
T RFIANAT AT R0 R e
(1)* 7 #pE7E & AR S

AY, = VY4 +8,
(2) 7 #FETE

AY, =8, +71Y 1 + &,
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(3) 7 #4577 2 4B 00

=8, +7Y,, +bt+e,

ADF ¥ 134 %_ T statistic Critical value (1%) | Critical value (5%)
I ntercept -28.1327*** -3.438497 -2.865026

Trend and intercept -28.11738*** -3.969845 -3.41558

None -28.14834*** -2.567926 -1.941229

A FIEELEZ 1%

FILFR S LEA B EE D HRE PRI AR B AL 2

Z 2:NYMEX = A gk & st B

Dps

U‘

| REL | Wi e <@ | &) E |LBQR0) |JB

ih 7.5164 2.0956 | 1.7456" | 5.5678+ | 5.378 4.012 12601*** | 608.91***

FRFY S | 0.000348 | 0.03594 | 0.9233 [.7:9149.__1.0.2495 | -0.1083 | 27.8981** | 891.34***

EE PR I 2P, -5 4 & e 48 I
2. L M FIEG KB iE 5%
3.LBQ # Ljung-Box Q-statistic
4.JB # Jarque-Bera ¥ i {45 %

d 22 FFIRNYMEX 2 SR 5 2 paRp/simfs RBcR»e 2 > 2% i Hlics
30 R 5 k& (heavy tail )44 - 4 ¥ i& {7 Jarque-Berate = £.F T4 L % & 4
e Hig TEARACT

Ho 3@ 5 6 A pe

H, 472 5 4 LA e

Wi

e nt® i JB :2[& (K - 3)} (26)
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S=
03
T
iZ:(Xi —X)
K — T i=1
04

Be T RRtka XaHEATH8 o FkAFEL -
518 Jarque-Bera ¥ fi A fiete TS F I NYMEX = 2§ B R p s 24
TR ERFIEG REE 1% &7 9T NYMEX < 225 § & p 4FpY
H s AW kA FiERK o
A7 ENYMEX ® 2§ p SRpsReiiz o #a(P=1,0=D#A1:E 7> &
PR Slcn 2 A T NYMEX X A % B3R Pk oA e g o7 A 24 e £ 8
FEL23 ARCH % - ##-3 E 4 ARCHIR % fe o * & se2h 8 #0738 (7 4 47

HE*#ad i Flipffam L2 %87 - %o pthkahf g 7 2

3 x> F]t A 7 2 ARCH-LM #% =% NYMEX % 2 § p R 5 27 ARCH
L% ’Fﬁ T ’}fﬁ u 'E'_ l

B 39403 HAgFapg R B FIP AP B
;}.

2 A

FRERA A AT R 2 B AR FRE S ARCH H 1 o

"“‘5&

\:

4.3 R ER

1. Hceis

FI* BEART L > U NILFRFOFET-Pahh e L LTH
FhkEaT  BEDNILIFRRLZ 22 Azl ot 2P FRTTI
BTz B EIRRE AR A B3 N=250-N=500 2 a=0.01" a=0.05

BT st @2 hig o Fgr B W A T g

2. GARCH *# 4] % #c2. %3+
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ARG Al Matlab #8802 S < i B2 ik R AR 7 28k &
%,{1‘—?—1‘ P:"-i—ﬁ o

# 3 GARCH ~ EGARCH ~ GJR-GARCH ~ CARR #-7] %% % 3+ (N=500)

GARCH EGARCH GJR-GARCH CARR
C  0.00090066 0.0011405 0.00094859
(0.0013765) (0.001331) (0.0013836)

K  1.0289e-005** -0.0704** 1.3152€005** 0.00193**

(7.19986-006) (0.04526) (6.767e-006) (0.00107)

G,  0.92491%** 0.9844* ** 0.92685*** 0.56262* **

(0.014508) (0.00657) (0.01518) (0.10622)

A 0.067926*** 0.13950* ** 0.075991%** 0.39494* **

(0.011544)* ** (0.024109) (0.01271) (0.07946)
L, 0.027365* -0.23722***
(0.018507) (0.022417)

A F BT E ARG KB 1% 4 B F 08 kndE YR AR e K 10%

P17 o s > B RAREGE B - L e At L
B EATEHCUIE 7 530 5 AR KRR B2 7 R -

W4 5% a e N=500 B REG0.05 /%> & B RFR R EHT S

3F ﬁjul i%i B -

Plot of P&L and HS VaR {al=0 05)

= B =
) A' s g;’;}\ W ‘ fho
Wil m i i M i Ith
M oem zoues zooem zctri?ia;m 206z 20z 200m4 Udieem  zo0eE 20087 zct)iL:is:n 200672 20072 20074
B¢ fs: VaR GARCH #-7] VaR
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Plot of P&L and EGARCH VaR (al=0.05) Plot of PEL and GJR VaR (al=0 05)
T T T 0.25 T T

== |
J‘M‘W\WW M W,“”‘WWP‘W M”””‘”‘WW‘M’f W‘“WM

015 -0. : - ; :
2006/3 2006(5 ZOUG:'? 200&10 2006« 12 2007.?2 20074 ! ET’EISCIEB 2006/5 2006/7 200610 200612 200772 200774
time time

EGARCH #-3] VaR GJR-GARCH #-3] VaR

Plot of P&L and CARR VaR (al=0.05)
025 T v T

PEL
02k CARR WaR

015+

01

Sl

01

c

&

=
T =k
Cla
N L L u F
'5308(3 2003:'5 20D6ﬁ" 2006{10 200612 20072 20074
time

CARR#1] VAR =\ Nmrmm &

B 4 N=500 » =005 > %sm 2212 VaR

LA T WAk T A

. Plot ufl\nulatlorls of HS VaF!(aI?U 01) . , . Plot ufvmllatiuns of GAIIRCHU ) Valmal=a 05) .

002 05

004t 1
2 006 s 15

008 2

01 4 251
.0'380&'3 2006/5 200‘5:'? 200610 20Dé.f12 200‘?}2 2007/4 Z-EBICIEB EUE;GF& ZDEiGJ? ZUOii’IEI ZUUISI‘IZ 20[;?:'2 200774
time time

B ¢ WA 5 5 W GARCH #£3] % 5
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walue

value

valug

Plot of violations of EGARCH(1,1) VaR (al=0.05)

Plot of viclations of GJR{1,1) VaR(al=0.05)

Al % 151
25t ?
S0ss  zo0se z00en zg&mifs 200610 20072 200745 dloes  20eE 20087 20060 2008742 200772 2007
EGARCH #£7] 7 i% B GJIR-GARCH #£7| 7 i B
5 Plot af:violatinns Of(I:ﬂRR Vﬂﬂlﬂﬁ]
15}
-%EOGFJ Zﬂﬂlﬁrﬁ 20(;6!7 2';0'6”0 mo&iﬂz 206‘”2 200714 7
CARR 3] 5 & Bl TR
B 5 N=500> a=0.05> #3]% & B
02 I Plot of PAL and HS VaR (al=0.05) e I Plot DfIP&.L and GAIRCH VaR (EEOM)
018} kg
DAt o1r '
| 0.05 _
o.ns] | s J““ﬂﬂ W;\‘.I}.U u M 'M F\U; i
| MJ"&N "W | Wf lf\\ J T Bt s NN LU
-a.ns-wlI W h ‘w JA )‘WM J u\«t lihj’/q | t:j_”’ - vj o _w-'f"'mq S
24 e ')ﬂ\“"‘\w.-‘_}’\\ \‘l‘/( . I\Ir ““““““ ] -0. 5 |
05 ‘L\( -012'
'%’ns:a 20065 20067 200670 200612 200772 2007/4 -u.%&m 206&"5 206&'? 20D(|i'10 20D¢|5."|2 2067!2 200774

time:

B2 VaR
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time

GARCH #-7] VaR



Plot of P&L and EGARCH VaR (al=005)

0.25

Plot of P&L and GJR VaR (al=0.05)

— PaL
0.2 | — EGARCH VaR

iﬁEMﬂMMW‘ﬂ@W Mfﬂ@”ﬁﬁfﬁ |

05

01f

01F

P&L
o2t GJR VaR

{+;M["*\Ww”“

il

%&)6-‘3 2006/5 20067 200610 200612 20072 200714

025

time:

EGARCH #i-3] VaR

Plot of P&L and CARR VaR (al=0.05)

0151
01

@
= 005

——paL
02| | —— CARRVaR

Ty

U’ | u
‘v | f“\“_,wf,.]'\

time

GJR #-3] VaR

'0'53061'3 2006/5 20067 200610 200612 20072 20074

01f
-03&06!3 206&"5 ZDCI‘BJ'? 200;3:’10 20D||3112 206?:2 20074
time Fol-1 -
g i =L e
CARR #7] VaR -
il
B 6 N=250 - a=0.05  #7) %2 VaR
Plot of viclations of HS VaR (al=0 05) o Plat of violations of GARCH VaR{al=0.05)
a r T T T T T T
D01t
05l
-0.02
-0.031 -1F
= o 15
= 005 :
-0.06 25
007
25l
-0.08

_0'%061"3 2006/5 2006/7 2006/10

fime:

F ¢ g2 7B

2006/12 2007/2

200714 300873
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Plot of wolations of EGARCH VaR(al=0 05) Plot of violations of GJR VaR(al=0.05)

(] ‘ : ’ 0 - -
05t g 05}
al i Al
e . Asf

] o

=2 =2

o "

= =
2l . 2|
25 25
3 3

. | | | | | . L | | | |
328061’3 2006/5 2006/7 2006/10 2006/12 2007/2 20074 %gnm 2006/5 20067 200610 200612 20072 20074
time: time:

EGARCH #-23] 7 3% R GJR 3] 7 & R
. Plot of violations of CARR VaR(al=005)
05
Al
% 15
|
25l

. L . \ . |
23068 2006/5 2006/7 2006110 200612 20072 2007/4
time

CARR #-3] 7 3% [
B 7 N=250 "“a=0. 05 #7] 7 & B

AR PR F SR AT R RS AT S S AR PP H R %

4 AT HAN=500>2gF k¥ a=0.05" % 3+ 282 =

w3 & e TiaVaR | 788k | 8% | 85T | LRuc LRind LRcc
HS -0.0744 |8 0.0285 | -0.0814 | 3.9252 | 0.4707* | 4.3959*
GARCH | Normal | -0.0650 | 16 0.0567 | -0.0745 | 0.2588* | 1.9326* | 2.1914*
t -0.0680 | 13 0.0460 | -0.0781 | 0.0926* | 1.2617* | 1.3543*
EGARCH | Normal | -0.0628 | 15 0.0532 | -0.0756 | 0.0593* | 1.6926* | 1.7519*
t -0.0673 | 11 0.0390 | -0.0813 | 0.7736* | 0.8962* | 1.6698*
GJR Normal | -0.0634 | 16 0.0567 | -0.0745 | 0.2588* | 1.9326* | 2.1914*
t -0.0676 | 13 0.0460 | -0.0781 | 0.0926* | 1.2617* | 1.3543*
CARR Normal | -0.0571 |15 0.0532 | -0.0763 | 0.0593* | 1.6926* | 1.7519*
t -0.0590 | 15 0.0532 | -0.0763 | 0.0593* | 1.6926* | 1.7519*
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EA L TR A
2. TiaVaR 4 #°3] B3t VaR 2. T 5@
3. 7 S HA N ERPT B VaR stk
L7355 FEH G A
5. 7 H LA FEHEMTE VaR 2 T3
6. LRuc % (21)3¢ > LRind % (22)3¢ » LRecc 4 (23)3¢
T.HS % fr ¢ Hohti2

# D AT A N=250 ¥ k¥ a=0.05" & F3+282 %

3 A e TiaVak | 788 | F8F | 75T | LRuc LRind LRcc
HS -0.0874 |5 0.0177 | -0.0762 8.0716 0.1819* | 8.2535*
GARCH Normal | -0.0655 | 16 0.0567 | -0.0733 0.2588* | 2.9663* | 3.2251*
t -0.0672 | 12 0.0426 | -0.0820 0.3460* | 1.0706* | 1.4166*
EGARCH | Normal -0.0613 | 15 0.0532 | -0.0753 0.0593* | 1.6512* | 1.7105*
t -0.0688 | 10 0.0355 " [ -0.0757 1.3906* | 0.7382* | 2.1288*
GJR Normal -0.0639 | 16 0:0567.-].-0.0748 0.2588* | 2.9663* | 3.2251*
t -0.0680 | 10 0.0355 .+ -0.0832 1.3906* | 0.7382* | 2.1288*
CARR Normal -0.0597 | 17 0.0603 | -0.0695 0.5901* | 0.8417* | 1.4318*
t -0.0614 | 13 0.0461-} -0.0735 0.0926* | 1.2617* | 1.3543*

* iR S T

LT3 VeR £ #A  VaR 2. T ¥
7ABcA T R T i VaR Sk

FES L TEBEE R R A
FHTHLFHEEMT S VaR 2 T8E

LRuc % (21)5* » LRind # (22)#* » LRcc % (23)5*
HS 5 fr ¢ ez

NS e oo

204 SAE RS N=500 B K a=0057 » LA REI2L R G
% e Bt HEAT K F) LS LRl % B S e KB L e @
T2 BFE o o A fernik T A H03] % i 1§ Christoffersen (1998) 1%
DO R BT 0 A A ST 2 b G R AR T 35 % T OROE ehii

X P HEMTETHE e iea Pty RMSE B8 %% 404 8 #1777 »CARR
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HRMSE B » R A BB G RRTFEEMF od AP FFEY gt A fBR™

EHCA AR B R R d Nt A RGE RSN RE LN TEFP
BTN RO A e DBk 0 AT S5t AR R BT LS
Miph'giE > ! AT RMSE B ¥ EAfE R 0 27 H TRk
R G B B S o ha=0.0l P FRERZI IR FLERTES

oo B MRl etAary A0 7 CARRIC LA F REMPEFLE S 7 3

\
tol
4k
\;-QH\

g
E-2)

2 6 LR %> B 4 L2 EGARCH 4] $4f o A ¥ K 4%
Mo R AR e R O RABRAE R ARG > R L TR b TR B 4% ] 0 H
RMSE i+ p¥f4& % o % 5 2 4% # & N=250 p% » 2] B3t enig % - d 4 4 &
E5THER A FAT E RO L LR R Y i
FlREE IR e e 2 6fr T F K Fa~0.01 7 B % > f k2
iy g2 Ew T EE P A OARR A A 265 N5 5% FALELR T

et

4TI i e s

7 6 AT A N=500 2 F k& a=0.01> = H3+ 282 =
A b e TiaVaR | 788 | T7EF | 75 T35 | LRuc LRind LRcc
HS -0.1281 | O 0 0 X X X
GARCH Normal | -0.0924 | 4 0.0142 | -0.0959 0.4414* | 0.1155* | 0.5569*
t -0.0959 |3 0.0106 | -0.1005 0.0113* | 0.0648* | 0.0761*
EGARCH | Normal | -0.0894 | 4 0.0142 | -0.0959 0.4414* | 0.1155* | 0.5569*
t -0.0949 | 2 0.0071 | -0.1004 0.2681* | 0.0286* | 0.2967*
GJR Normal | -0.0900 | 4 0.0142 | -0.0959 0.4414* | 0.1155* | 0.5856*
t -0.0952 | 3 0.0106 | -0.1005 0.0113* | 0.0648* | 0.5569*
CARR Normal | -0.0813 |7 0.0248 | -0.0832 4.4313 0.3577* | 4.7890*
t -0.0831 | 7 0.0248 | -0.0832 4.4313 0.3577* | 4.7890*

= B TR LR
2. T VaR # 4] 3t VaR 2. T 1@
3.5 H A P BT F VaR S ik

29




SRRt U T R

b
5. 5B T4 FEHFMT 5 VaR 2 T 151

6. LRuc % (21)3* » LRind % (22)5* » LRcc % (23)5¢
T.HS & ¢ foses

T AT > N=200 ¥ k# a=0.01 & %3+ 282 =%

A e TiaVaR | 788 | 785 | 5T | LRuc LRind LRcc
HS -0.1539 |0 0 0 X X X
GARCH | Normal | -0.0923 | 3 0.0106 | -0.1005 0.0114* | 0.0649* | 0.0763*
t -0.0941 | 3 0.0106 | -0.1005 0.0114* | 0.0649* | 0.0763*
EGARCH | Normal -0.0862 | 3 0.0106 | -0.1005 0.0114* | 0.0649* | 0.0763*
t -0.0964 |1 0.0035 | -0.1078 1.5784* | 0.0041* | 1.5825*
GJR Normal -0.0899 | 3 0.0106 | -0.1005 0.0114* | 0.0649* | 0.0763*
t -0.0953 | 3 0.0106 | -0.1005 0.0114* | 0.0649* | 0.0763*
CARR Normal -0.0842 | 4 0.0142 [ -0.0953 0.4415* | 0.1155* | 0.5570*
t -0.0858 | 4 0/0142 +{.-0.0953 0.4415* | 0.1155* | 0.5570*
EAN R ST
2. 3B VaR £ #3453+ VaR 25T 3518
3.7 S WA FEHFMT E VaR ik
45355 5 BHF G AE
5. 5 B T4 FEHP T 5 Vak 2 T i
6. LRuc % (21)3¢ > LRind % (22)3¢ » LRcc % (23)5¢
(EERY e ==3r
% 8 ¥ & ~ N=500 2= RMSE &
BE-LEq 0.05 0.01
4 fe Normal t Normal t
HS 0.0848 0.0848 0.1319 0.1319
GARCH 0.0787 0.0810 0.1040 0.1068
EGARCH 0.0761 0.0798 0.1002 0.1052
GJR-GARCH 0.0770 0.0807 0.1013 0.1063
CARR 0.0717 0.0732 0.0933 0.0950

# HS & Bk
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% 9 AR ¥ # & N=250 2 RMSE &

B¥kEa 0.05 0.01

& e Normal t Normal t

HS 0.0979 0.0979 0.1649 0.1649
GARCH 0.0788 0.0795 0.1033 0.1038
EGARCH 0.0746 0.0807 0.0969 0.1059
GJR-GARCH 0.0768 0.0719 0.1001 0.1062
CARR 0.0690 0.0745 0.0904 0.0965

i HS 5 B ¢ ke

%844 95 A kAT HRUSE @00 s A AT E BT SIRMSE &>
ANPFRAELAAE R > HRAFORMSE B & AP AL fehBER T o
Fipre xfRA ki f1* A KRR TR Gl ¥ higg 0 A CARR #73) 5 8
tha 3t T 48 o] SHRMSE B F A B £ % $] e RMSE & > B

AT R R L G RIS BT £ R e F A fAiRE o

# 104 % & N=250 - &% k# a=0.05 > £ 3+ 532 =

3 A e TyaVaR | 788 | 78 F | 73T | LRuc LRind LRcc
HS -0.0680 | 27 0.0501 | -0.0591 0.0079* | 3.8615 3.8694*
GARCH | Normal | -0.0588 | 26 0.0489 | -0.0715 0.0143* | 0.3973* | 0.4116*
t -0.0613 | 20 0.0376 | -0.0780 1.8787 | 0.0797* | 1.9584*
EGARCH | Normal | -0.0560 | 23 0.0432 | -0.0729 0.5364* | 2.0834* | 2.6198*
t -0.0684 | 17 0.0319 | -0.0757 4.1595 1.1247* | 5.2842*
GJR Normal | -0.0574 | 28 0.0526 | -0.0705 0.0763* | 0.1883* | 0.2646*
t -0.0612 | 19 0.0357 | -0.0777 2.5278* | 0.1429* | 2.6707*
CARR Normal | -0.0563 | 31 0.0583 | -0.0695 0.7291* | 0.4790* | 1.2081*
t -0.0581 | 26 0.0488 | -0.0735 0.0143* | 0.0669* | 0.0812*

= B A TR LR
2. T35 VaR % $3] %3+ VaR 2 T 1518
3.7 A4 T EEMT E VaR s ¥k
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RE LI ET SR T N e
5, 75 T4 F giﬁﬁ“’?z VaR z_. L 278
6. LRuc % (21)7% » LRind # (22)37% » LRcc % (23) 3¢
T.HS 5 fr ¢ Bkt
Z 11 ARF & N=250 > B ¥ k% a=0.01 > = 53532 =

A e TimaVaR | 58 | 75 F | 55735 | LRuc LRind LRcc
HS -0.1214 | 6 0.0113 | -0.0757 0.0869* | 3.8257* | 3.9126*
GARCH Normal | -0.0833 | 6 0.0112 | -0.0938 0.0843* | 0.1371* | 0.2214*
t -0.0861 | 6 0.0113 | -0.0938 0.0843* | 0.1371* | 0.2214*
EGARCH | Normal | -0.0792 | 6 0.0112 | -0.0938 0.0843* | 0.1371* | 0.2214*
t -0.0961 |3 0.0056 | -0.0899 1.2130* | 0.0341* | 1.2471*
GJR Normal | -0.0812 |6 0.0112 | -0.0938 0.0843* | 0.1371* | 0.2214*
t -0.0859 |6 0.0113 | -0.0938 0.0843* | 0.1371* | 0.2214*
CARR Normal | -0.0798 |9 0.0169 | -0.0886 2.1293* | 0.3104* | 2.4397*
t -0.0816 |9 0,0169 _| -0.0916 2.1293* | 0.3086* | 2.4379*

EE B TR R A
2. TmVaR 2 3 3 VaR 2 T 10 g
3.% SdcA P EARMY 8 VAR I
FES L TERF R A
5.5 5 T4 F ppy 5 VaR2 57
6. LRuc # (21)5% » LRind % (22)7¢ » LRcc %1(23) ¢
T.HS & B ¢ ikt

L

BEF e N=250 > Apa < dikd k55323 0 d £ 10 7 8RR L iR

F T S R L BITR E KB F kA dd 500 "% 5 250 i R} BoEE 2t
FEf e B NSRRI R TR AT IR F DR A d 0T
F3 e 4 iR o B s &2 3 Christoffersen (1998) 1 = 446 %>
He A e ¥ AARBRT EELRKB TP & 12 & #3] RMSE &1

2 1 EGARCH #23] £& R 47 -
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% 12 A% $ ~ N=250 2 RMSE &

B¥kEa 0.05 0.01

& e Normal t Normal t

HS 0.0815 0.0815 0.1380 0.1380
GARCH 0.0711 0.0715 0.0936 0.0952
EGARCH 0.0682 0.0693 0.0892 0.0908
GJR-GARCH 0.0694 0.0719 0.0911 0.0960
CARR 0.0690 0.0701 0.0904 0.0919

w0 HS 3¢ ok

(2005 & % B3 AF B VEEh BREF RS FHE SRR
S AR E R b B 44 2005 £ 60 5] 2006 6 0 K- EHE

2

TR GG R R Ry bk B LE PR e
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ez P&L ek *& &4 % Bl (t distribution) (N=250)
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e P&L o bk 'k 4% Bl (Normal distribution) (N=250)
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= N=500 - t A fie %k

=

L2l

GARCH EGARCH GJR-GARCH
C -0.0008249 -0.0008114 -0.0008304
(0.00125) (0.00153) (0.00119)
K 1.8511e-005* -0.083812 1.8558e-005*
(1.4557e-005) (0.08103) (1.5104e-005)
G, 0.93615*** 0.98738*** 0.93581***
(0.02782) (0.01192) (0.02989)
A 0.055969* ** 0.12108*** 0.0546%**
(0.023708) (0.045691) (0.024243)
L, 0.12154 0.004486
(0.02882) (0.040263)
DoF 3.9418%** 4.1128*** 3.9374%+*
(0.9203) (1.0142) (0.9206)
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