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oy DA Aolstrpol] wet Anksl= ] (gen-
(generalized pareto distribution; GPD) g3l
Z& EZ3 ) (block maxima; BM)®Hel 2]

eralized extreme value; GEV) &322}l dulslul €8 E
B9 7 7H dEY 2271 Ytk GEVRE: ¢
3 A% v &5 £xo|n, GPD+
of Wt AT uwf oA Btk 9 25
1, GPDE Ag3k= EVTE 242 EVEYo|gly a7 & dith

A Z7HA] EVTE ©o]&38 VaRe] F40 &3 g2 =75 FoA Fa% 2 7R & A9 Hd o33 2
t}. HZ2AZA EVEHE o] 83 2 =7 2= Danielsson} de Vries (1997a, 1997b) 5] 12 274
A EVEHE 0] g3 =20 2= McNeil (1997), McNeil# Saladin (1997), Neftci (2000) So] glom
E3] McNeil#} Frey (2000)= 227 EVEFo] GARCHEES 283ste] 204 A o7 VaRE
CESi=

3k, Embrechts 5 (1997), Reiss®} Thomas (2001), Coles (2001) SolA AFH o] A& vie} 2
o] M2 EVEg o=z H3}A (point process; PP)E o] Q). o] 2] FHL 7|&9] GEVEHY
GPDEYZ Z35tHA o5 B F & 7HA EF & o]8ste ZHET o W HeHARE o] &3
22X EVEYY] 245 F T A5 FHT 4 vk Fojth. wetA 2 =ReX= AARETE S
|3oto] 7128 VaRESAWW el vls) & o A&stA VaRE FHsk= 2ol sl =2t} gt
=79 AL e 2ok 2 =79 Al 280X+ 7129 EVTol &gt F 7] By, & GEVEF
T GPDEH | dsf AFB 1 A 38X = AP R o35t VaRe] F4 ) thsl] =3ttt A 44
= A8 712A AR er FAAF £dES AMETt] A2 PPEF o3t
ARxe} 7129 F 7] EVE Y E) 98 VaR9} w245 235 AA St &2
Ae B =2 digt A5} 3 5 2 =23 S-S A7HA s =932 &
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2. St 2
2.1. GEved
iR oz EVTY AAE dojzl= FERYo|= GEVEYH GPDEFo] gty £ HojA tfe
W82 Yeo (2006) A on] =9 &kl ot H A} thA] 7HEFs) :LU}JJ]- shoh.
SHEUSE Xi, Xo,.., X, 0] S80lT FEAID)o)r] BG4 FE A0 o2 28l of 3
EHSTE S HAUFEEASE M, S M, = max(Xq,...,X,)o|2k2 3k} Fisher®} Tippett(1928)°i
5te o] A4E an € RT, by € Rl 93 £E3E ARGENS M, = (M, —b)/ane n — 00
uff o}zfe] E—i‘—%‘%}-i}—‘v‘i‘—}_%(s‘candard extreme value distributions)o|g}al £2+= A7[A] {32 B
5 5 shiz Sy
<
Fréchet: @, =4 B =050, (2.1)
exp{—z~%}, x>0,
() <0
Weibull: ¥, = 4 P2 <00 (2.2)
1, z >0,

Gumbell: A(x) =exp{—e™ "}, =z €R. (2.3)
5k, Jenkinson (1955)3} von Mises (1936)+ n — oo o M, $=38EIZZ 9o N7 439 &
ZIAUXNEZES £33 29 ¢ HFE]——QZ]—{:'?ﬂ(generahzed extreme value distribution; GEV)&l1l
Ret RTYLE AN 5

lim P (M < ;r) = lim P (M < ;t) = lim F"(anz + by) = He(x) (2.4)
n— 00 n— 00 QAn n— 00

7} Btk o714 He(z)= GEVEEZSG2A )3} o] Folzt),

eXP{—(lJr&w)’%}, 1+&x >0, ££0,

(2.5)
exp (—e™7), zE€R, £=0,

o714 ¢x GEVY eSS ZdARE 25EA Fe)R2(shape parameter) EE B A4 (taﬂ -
dex)2t F2xd, £ = o™t > 0,§ = —a™' >0, 0s ﬂm wl Hex 27 Fréchet £2%
Weibull £32 =, Gumbell £2ZF0) &34 "}l 53] 09 Ae= ¢ -0 we] Ho :L?l’—\‘?'_—f?_%
& Hom 2 4 9t}

9] A (24)°1H n — cod Wl M, Y X2 (location parameter)2} 2% R 4*(scale parameter)S

2
Z27b uo} o B M nol 8 2wl M, BExdges ZAEo 2 the T} o] oAt

§ =
3

P(M, < @) ~ He (*=7) = He o0 (@), (2.6)
oA GEVEZ to| VaRE Jehd HA of A8 Hepoo BH5ES(quantile function)
H' 2 7359 4 (2.5)9 (2.6) 02 RE T} 2ol OVJD}.

_ = — (=1 3 , 07
el @={" A F

p — olog(—logz), £=0.



474 oaE, 2aF
kA AF4E poll A VaR: VaR, = Hy, (1 —p)7+ Btk 5,

— 21— {=1og(1 —p)} ¢, 0,

R L e e o

w—olog{—1log(l —p)}, £E=0
o] #r}.
I AA HolHE o83t VaR, & TAFLE ALelr] faiAs 4 (2.8)0l WEH w9 B4
£ p, 0, £l thEk FHXE WA F3fof strt. o] & 95l YAV Ft BEE vlolEREEH IAE L
2 GEVEXE m2E Fd4] to|gE Fah= o] dasity. ojd 7|7hgt #aE T7H9 %& o]

HE X1, Xo,..., X2t 3p2L o] JARE diolEE 327 et mle] E5(block) 22 1}
Folx Z Bttt n(= T/m) 7§ 2] 5}9]3E& (subsample) Tlo]E|7} S0 E== gir). ojuf o193t

o] 7] n& Fisher-Tippettd2] 7t A8E 5 91L& whg F83] 27 ek oA jiA B2 Je
AN EE FRANE Zo HANBEZFES MY, & MY = max{X(;_1)ni1,-- - Xj_1ymin}olEHT 3}
W 2AH o2 GEVERE mas Itk volE Y ML ME™ o) e}k,

Yol A8}t o] FA] Hlo]El S Fal= WS BM(block maxima)®¥olgta B2t} o] B to]
BE 88402 0|8 5 Qe Ao g vl Al HolHE 2 7l BFoz s AU e w

e} 47 B9 AEA Ukt & 72 B20) 3718 SN 2450 Aol Pashs w
Wol BES| A4} AoAa FAYel Batel A B3, vz BBl g FANAR Bito
oA thale] We)7} A5 Ak

oAl GEVEZO) WY BSE 41, 0, £o] & ASEHAE ot BMEel &5 73 mop
5 2 A%

F

o] Z A Hjo|E M'r(zl) M(2) M(m) o pol 2He Z ZAHo 7 GEVEZE ul== ¢ o]
G B 4 Ak el BHE i, 0, ol DB SETAE T2 o] Folarh
Lin..6) = [ ne (M=) 29)
j=1
A71A he(x) e GEVEES] FBUE P42 0133} 2o}
hg(x):{Ha(m)(1+£:v)_(1+é), 1+&x>0, €40, (2.10)
Ho(z)e ™", r € R, £E=0.

weba] A (2.9)%) 4 (2.10) 2B HE] B4E ) o, £ O3 22T T4 TSI Zo] FojAt)
m (@) m (&) -t

—mlogcr—(1—4—9;log{l—ké(ﬂ/[’;'u)}—i_zl{l-i-f(Mna a } , £€#£0,
(4) (4)

—mlogo— Z(M M) Zexp{ <M M)}, §=0,

£ 0D w14 (MY —p)fo) >0, i = 1. ., molth wWEkA 4] (2.11)014 FolW 2L E
FERE R4S 4, 0, (ol o HLFAXNES 23 5 Ak

l(ﬂa g, 5) -

2.2. GPD2Y
k] Aol A =23t

BM
HE5)o) glar e %%01]% HRAQ FEAED JS B9
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Ale AA HolE e #HAME AT
2t BMUH Hls] £6 28

doll 7123 ol itk o] W2 YAA
T)oletal H2e Aoz A HolHE 7oz wdsiie ul

Bl

oo

O

% 28RS 2p(5, zr = sup{z € R : F(z) < 1} <
oo}t 3HAL o] Wl 49 & AAX well A YAX ZFHEEZE(excess distribution over

the threshold) & tj&-3} o] A2t}

Fuz)=P(X —u<z|X >u)
F(u+z)— F(u)

= 7 < — u. 2.12
1= Fu) , 0<z<zFr-—u (2.12)

5, YAANZIEXZTF Fov FEUST X7 Foi3 AR uwE 233 o 2337]0 tisk =A%
x5 Yeldt). Balkema®?} de Haan (1974)3} Pickands (1975)0 &Jsld X o] Ex 34 F7}

GEVEx2] 8 9 Y (maximum domain of attraction; MDA)l| &3 AFE u — co¥
F.(z)= 993}la}le| E& 3 (generalized Pareto distribution; GPD)$H: Ge o, ()2 FH3CFT L

1

3
1—(1+€—x) L o220, 1+ 50, ¢+0,
Oy Oy

oy = o+&(u—p)olth wetA AR §E] Ff nol T8I F u JHIEUST M, 9 17} Fisher-
TippettF gl o3l ZAEoZ NSl =2 X B2 He u oS WEL o] 0] zpol SE

o QA uE dew YANZIEERS FE 2AHOE o HPE}J%HIEE‘&%@ﬂl A,
o]Al GPD &ol WxH BSE ¢, oy 0 e 4 o} 3
EE 7372 doh oW 7|7hE ot #EE pje] TEYoE xl,mz,...,mnol el e
Fo] 8% 23S epehdl 342k apdll R3] 77k AR w7t FolHE Wl nife] ZEUOJEE
= AR uE 2AsE ASAES 2, 2h, ..., 2, B 3 YAIX 23S (threshold excesses) S y; =
i —u, i = 1,..., k2 B7|5kA} olu YAX w7t xpoll FES| 717 7holH Balkema-de Haan-
Pickands A2l 23] dAXZHAHONE y1,y2,..., = ZAFEL2Z GPDEHES w2+ fojEzln
2 4 9tk WA B4E ¢ 0,00 B $EDFE THE3 2ol Folch,

L(& ou) = f[lgs (;7) ; (2.14)

1714

(1+ex) (78 g 20,
ge(x) =
e ", £E=0

olth The>0dm x>0 6<0dmW0<a<-1/69 wet B¢ o] R 2IALERSE
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K
7k10ggu7(1+%)210g<1+§gi), §#0,
l(€7 Uu) _ . i=1 “ (216)
7k:log0ufgiZyi, §=0.
Yoi=1

HE>08 mWy; >0, <0l 0<y; < —ou/§ i=1,...,ko]th mWebA A (3.17)0A FoiX 2
IEF2HE BFE ¢ 0,0 U HSFHAES 78 4= AT

o]A| GPD&} FAHH R4EL 0] &3] A4 E2] VaRE F3HE AL Balkema-de Haan-Pickands
HEZRE AR w7t zpoll 3] 7MW Fy = Geo, (y)7F Btk 0] 23S 4] (2.12)] S Y3t
r=u+yet FH z>ud ] AR AERZL wREL ZAE O Z oS3} o] FojFth

F(z) = (1 = F(u)) Ge,o, (y) + F(u), (2.17)

714 GPD&roll YEH ZHE € 0,0 el H2AAE ¢, 6.8 Yt F(u)o) 3342 28
AREFS F(u) = 1 - k/nE A3 4 (2.17)014 F}A F(a)t thg} Zo] F490t

oy 1 K (), Ea—w

Fla)=1-~ <1 + (2.18)
whebA A SE poll A AP0 8] VaRe £ EZFS F(2)9 (1 - p)dA 2958 dehiz
2 53 2ol F4d

VaR,, = 1(1 —p)

:u—i—&g{(Zp)é—l}. (2.19)

AolAe EVTE |83 VaRe 422 HAFA (point process) 7ol tfaf =2 &tct. o] JH
FHL g FoA =25 BMYHI POT%“S% BE 2Z3EA o]E W vlE| B 23
% o B2 tloE] FHE o]fFo2A Hrl 2 BEFAXE 78 4 ke Foloth FﬂriW
%iﬂrxé 71‘%5‘01] AUP VaRe| $72 gko] Hoj| A =2]3t 7|22] EVE ] 2% VaRFAH X H} $43

oft

tlo Lo rlr &

Ag 71l B A Qd o] 82 Cox2} Isham (1980)oA =2 4 glom EVT-O/] A A
2o &8k Ao 2= Leadbetter 5(1983), Embrechts 5 (1997)3} Coles (2001) 5°] 9031, =R o=
= Pickands (1971), Resnick (1986) 5°] o £3] AaA ] 542380 #3 =F 2 FE Smith
(1989), Smithe} Shively (1995) 5] St}

A Aol 7heka] WA Al B7HA A FEjE A= AASE o207 BEFHHo|at T &
Ak &, FEWH X, = (Xi1, .., Xiq), 0 =1,...,n7} A= AR EZFS SEf 3k S Qoje] B
BAY Aol Sk SAEWE X9 ASE FAE N(4) = card{i : X, € A}E‘rl 7%} o )
A(A) = E[N(A)|E JH N(A)9 Z= 2= (intensity measure) 2l 3}, A(A) = [--- [, AM(x)dzZ
99w Ax)E AAH S 7= T4 (intensity function) eyl HEc}.
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WA ZEAA AAEYD 4 = (POISson)FPﬂ% asEAE defe] AZE A = (s,
Al sk ARIES T E @J%Xé N(A)g & u N(A)Ql FEEZ7} 3F A(A) = E[N(A)] =
JA@)de xog2r e gen, A B = (u,0]E A% 9AA e Q98 Aoz @
A N(A)sh N(B)} AEA0E W 59U o Ao N(A)E 2= ADE 71 vlsde) %
21317 (non-homogeneous Poisson process)< wW2tiyl &l 5| AT AMz) = AZA A

s

lo
e dm
&
i)

4 ul= A4 N(A)= 2 =& (intensity rate) A& 70 59
process)= WU T3t}

(homogeneous Poisson

Qoo AR WA BE AASS] AR Koot W A9 BERS AN e 2ol 4o
4 9ok
.1

A(t) = lim o P(N(t, + h] > 0[H) (3.1)
A ZES A B9IAE A 0] S-S o ujgi)
AR BETZE [0, TIoA BT AAES FZAEL b,..., 1,01 2BE, o]F AREe] BE 08 =
& A UE AG0)E 7 WSBS LHEAE GETT AASE 0|8 BEAAEL w1
%00 e SERSE TheF) 2o Fofrh

L) = f[ A(ti: 0) exp (- /O Y 0)dt> . (3.2)

B, QoA AFe et 2ol A7 A2 £ (X —b)/anii = L.} TN ol
VAL ug 2ASE BEAEY A5E Noolgha 3 N, & o FRE B(n,p)E Mt BEWS
S Rtk 03714 p = P((Xi = ba)fan > 1) = 1 — Flapu+by)olth. 227 4] (2.4)014 Foi2
A3 B thew 2ol £AF 4 Yk

lim n{l — F(anz + byn)} = —log He(z). (3.3)

webA] 919 A (3.3)o2HH o|IFEHFE N, 2 n — 0o W HFo] E(N) = —log He(z) Q1 Zo}

% (Poisson)E-EWH4 Nog By zxog £#H3c}

J-d Y =9olA FEHSE Nyole Zske 98 vAY A54E an,

< FES XY B2 FO PO met @itk mEkA ol A
o

HERLo| FFAPoRA o)F e ookt WARES 9T

bn o] W= =
e SuRE 9%
[e)

9t

)
o

5!
4

/\
T
2~
T

o m[n

Hol =S A A olA oAl Es 13 stk AElE S = [0, 1] x R(R: A3
A AR S olF= FEH X, = (i/n, (Xi —by)/an), i = 1,...,n°] FIHTL A} 2]l of
A AAGE ut FI [t t2] (0< 1 <t2 < 1)°ﬂ sl At A = [t t2] X [u, co)HAL kAL TH A&
B)F7F Soll &3k n7le] EEXE (random points) FollA A3 Ao &= FES] N4E Ui+
HAAA Np(A) =card{i : X; € A}+= 0]3]' X B(n,p)E Wam n —» o Wl N,(A) > N(AHZ &
zAHo=T F£H3ITE 7|4 N(A)E 453 = (intensity measure) 7} A(A) = :12 [N, z)dtdz7} =)
= 295377 (Poisson process)= WEFATE 7|4 A(t,z)v ZFEFT2A thaat o] FoiXith
A(t,x):§{1+w} HE), 1+@>0. (3.4)

webA ZEAE A(A)E Thedt o] 289



478 0iMal, Ra%

BEE u, 0, £ ASFAAE F357) el A (3.2)2FE A
2 Uil Bk AT [0, T]A #5549 AA B5FE %01]*1
] 4“’]"‘4— g}k—o “!Z!— th xz( 7_..77},“)3]-‘6]-111 {(tuxz) 1=

+

oA 4 (3.4)9] BEGel HER
AR Yo e SEFSE FAAL
AG uB ZAFE BEREY B2
1,... na = A A, = [0, T] x (u,
GOR BAE £ 00 T SEFSE @ (3. z)zTa thest o) Foldlch

L€, 1.0) = exp{~A(4)} [[ At )

s {2 (1 ST LL L

upebA 4] (3.5)9 ‘?—ETQ"F"H Elﬁ FH ZIASEFTE ST 2N B5E £, p, ool S 5

FAE 22, okt ol FA#l e xE At ZAMIE e M B (Fisher informa-

tion matrix)el] 7]Z3)| A ?—Q 4 9t}

HelA =0t AAAHR YL B4Eo] A7t &4 e T3 =

Tk RO ATt A2 AR, S =6, p=pu, 0 =0 D BF

2oEHAARY o] Hrth &, BETF At z)E thed Zo] dHT
NP L=V 9

ot ot gt

L
IR
td
94,
)
)
Kl
ok
4
30,
T

WA HE A = [, 1] X [u,00)00 TN ZEAT A(A)E THET} o] Fo L),

/ / A(t, z)dtdz

. B
(t27t1){1+§( #t)} " R Gl 1) B
Ot Ot
28 AEFHE {(ti, zi);i=1,...,nu} S ORORE BEE &, 00l S SETFE o33 2]
Fo] At}

L(6e, s, 00) = exp{~A(A)} [ [ Mt )

e

_‘-:_%5]% A& 00165(2001) o A} ol EOV]E 3}"/} "]7L:rL7J [0, T]°ﬂ/\1 T&ég Xﬁﬂ J)f"%}
2 X1,..., Xp 012} 32 o]§ AZHE FoAA ANIAZFE M, = max{X;;i = 1,...,n}el2} 3

A A = [0,1] x (z,00)2} 37 9] =o)2HE FIH No(Ar) = card{i : X; € A}
n = 0o Wl N(A,)E BExHoE FFuh oA FAA Nu(A.)E FEAE} AA,) =
(1+ & —p))o) V2 FANE ZokenA otk 28d] A {(My, — bn)/an < 2} No(As) =
0912 JuFE n — 0o W T-29] Ar} Aok

p <M < x) = P (Na(Az) =0)

Qn
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08 4.1, YUY RIXLLAEC| Y151 (2006H 42~2009H 28): SUo=2 TAIEAX 42 F2H0] FAEFH0|2, SHe=2
HAIE F2H0] o524

webd AetE Ho#dEgke v 23 oz GEVE
o2 HIH Nu(A:) 25 H GPDE27F dojAl= A
o] 3l 3t

A([tl,tg} X (:L’, OO)) = Al(tl,tQD X AQ((II?,OO))7 (39)

A7 Ai([tr, ta]) = t2 — 11 (0 < 11 < ho < 1), Aa(w,00)) = (L+&(w — p) /o)~ eleh. 2eiwd A
BSHE TN Xi >ud Wl Xi —u> 272 2ARFES n — cod Wl T3t o] FolXnt

A([0,T] x (x +u,00))  Aa((x+ u,00))

A([07 T] X (u7oo)) AQ((U7OO))
_ (H&(Hu—u)/a)%
1+&(u—p)/o
—(1+%$ - (3.10)
A7IM 6 = o +&( Jolth wetA AN 2H=F3ke] 2AFREEV A8 GPDREEE +3
e &4 ek

4.1. J|=SAHE

2007 vl=te] Muzerq] =712 AlEfolA Sibd 22 89717 243d 2008 99 159
HB T2 Filolf oF 10097 P & (down side risk) o] Harol o]28 B SAAEY 74
Z|AEAAE0] & £4S Bokth ot FA Ao AR Ed A A4S VaR7F AA
e HaFHE 7ol i—%E‘r ol£ slAst7] fla =E 7ol FEARES A AP FE AH=s)
+t EVE¥o® GEVEFH GPDEY Fo] vk A%k GEVEF A9 IS4 Aol F714o

do ya

ok
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g
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4.1, U IO ppU=0| I xS Y
. A7k F37N7k of| =77k
NzEA e 17] FA7 15 7)
2006/4/2 ~2009/2/10 2006/4/2 ~ 2008/9/12 2008/9/15 ~ 2009/2/10
B —0.002% —0.0001% —0.015%
EEAA 0.018 0.014 0.035
Jg= —0.521 0.502 —0.258
A 9.563 5.426 4.425
Jarque-Berra 1295.291 (0.000)* 173.906 (0.000) 9.483 (0.000)

* 25 oko] 7he Jarque-Berra A A EA 2] p7hdd.

ol whet “PJJ} ZeiA 1, GPDEF Y] A9 dAX ARyl wet At gepinh. olgd 71E
o] EVEYo] zt= AR S S5 flo =99 23c] PPRFP eIty JejA & A7+ 228 &
F9719F 2 594 Aot PPRE Y] Normal 2%, GEVEY, G DEFHT} ¢ UW =
FAAGS ol AHEuAL T olE % FA IS 2006'd 49 2L FE
46342 AT E}%‘%E - (time windows) S d Z} VaREHE 245 373 UPD‘r oﬂéﬂﬂﬁ
2008 9¢ 15¥32E 20099 29 109 71X 2 Z 2E@E 1Y VaR+ YA A4l = (one-step ahead
forecast) J"?JEE A3t}
£3], & 4.10]14 KOSPIF49] WEAL 4 7
0014°1tﬂ giete] &7k ¢ —0.015%, 0.0352 spd o] IA F7let
7]
[e])]

f
&
E
1)
"o
L oX,

St FAA P AES AA 7T B9 ol 23 9 oS
£ AT 98 e & 4 Utk Z, BAIT) £S5
Jarque®} Berra (1987)°) 23t AAF AT 1% FolFolx 51
A5 BAFEEE 7H S A5 A VaREF2 AA 1S #4371 5 Aok

4.2. VaRQ| @4FA Ay}

GPDE o) &3t VaRe] B0 thst 95X = GA XA uwoll me} gho] @it &, YA uE
o @A ol met £ /\h,]— Hel Y AAAZE vebd = Atk dAXE WF 9A e

o|E1Y] 7} WolA A F X9 F4hE FolA Ak Fx9] H , w
ol AXE UF =4 Fod 12 vife] dAdo] vehg 4= Qlrk. dwird oz YJAXE e e
2 MEZ % (mean excess plot) 343} HillE% Wl o] th. MEZR WA {(u,éx(uw)) : 21.n < u <
Tnin} 22 O] F01F FRA uo e HMIAHel wel &9 7L7E 7 AAFENY dGo] AlF
HE JAE Aoz Ao} 3714 éx(u)E B3 (mean excess function) ex (u) = B(X —
ulX > )9 ZEFAR|oltt. o]of| Wste] HillER WA {(k, Hyp) : k=2,...,n} 22 o]Fo7
ZoAl k9 Fholl Wt WA AZ W Hy ,, 7F AA3E 7] Al &8k 3he AR uZE LE—“.??}"/P 0471/‘1
Hy.,n 2 Hill (1975)00 23] AAE Fejns ol that 2HXE Hyp = 1/kXF —InXj, 0

1 g
i, Xin e n/le] BFAEES 2700 wet WAz wdetgdS o ivinol 9 lI} FLAE ofv]
gtk B Aol MEZ3 (mean excess plot) 417} HillE% H41& Waste] FAHRS theh &

FoA7} 7V FLe AAXE AR F HeF Yo GPDEYC] £3H B4ES £ o
5710 T #4849 Besl] ddze 21 4.2(a) 9 2T

GEVEY] 93t VaRE FA4317] 98 AABEXNE dATTLE o] 24 TN Hage =
3

[o

lo
;

g A3l T He2AN o3 GEVREYo| 23d RLES 2
L Z7H(block) S AR AN 71Eez 5Y(FH), 109(258), 15U (351), 204 (L& o] &

N
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H 4.2. VaRe| 38 2 AlZ Y

ol

23

3] ¥ (down side risk)

VaRE ¥

AE VAR ESSF (V) EAEE (V) AN o)
p=0.95
Normal & 3 0.0283 19 0.5210 0.19% (0.000)*
GPDEY 0.0313 17 0.4714 0.17% (0.000)
GEVE Y 0.0603 7 0.1811 0.07% (0.386)
PPE 3 0.1157 2 0.0363 0.02% (0.119)
p=0.99
Normal & 3 0.0401 12 0.3611 0.12% (0.000)
GPDER Y 0.0571 9 0.2234 0.09% (0.000)
GEVE Y 0.0317 16 0.4582 0.16% (0.000)
PPR 3 0.1624 1 0.0105 0.01% (1.000)

* B35 ke 72 Kupiec AR SAFY p3t Y.

Ao #HEA 4 ]
Aol Aoz FAR ot ZEAVE 7P A2 dAAE MRS, o]F HiEeR PPRY)
Eese ANl o AU 57170 B FA4E R adze 19 4.2(c)2k 2o

PPRE o o3& 4+=3F VaRo| A #E Berkowitz2} O’'Brien (2002)2] ¥4 2 Kupiec (1995)2] ¥y ojl
gl 454 EVEYS GPDEY, GEVE Y 9 HA22E 79 VaREFH O Ao} vw +4% 4
= F 4.29F Zo

Berkowitz2} O’Brien (2002)2] Wiiof o]3hH PPE e Z338]4(number of violations), Z3}73
%= (mean violation)& AZ 4= 95% A= 29, 0.03630]12, AlF] 4= 99%9|A+= 19 0.0105Z Nor-
mal2%, GPDEY, GEVEFHT} AtfAow 2934 @ A7} 422 & 4+ Ak

Kupiec (1995)%H0o 2]31H PPRHL AlF 4= 95% A4 A& me|fRe] 39 PPEIe A4 Ay
2 2%E, GEVE Y} Zro] o) Ho|A] ¢rol B3 A&Ql 5% 2HL == 5 5 Jon, &
3| A eE 99%0 A PPRETEo] AA| Aalgo] 1%E 2 Z o)A kol Bx A& 1%l ZAE

[e}Ne) 2~
ee &4 ek

oA Y 71€9] EVEHY AHE S5 913 ke 27)E PPRY ] AFA EVEZRTE ¢4
3} o] 9= ZPA RN A et IR AR TE A A G A EAS %

2E2 VaRe ABEHoN B o) AFEEE 7} 2 o
23| Frksket] AR flo] 22 FE7|9 22 S Aol A5 EVEYY AR S
S5E + = PPREYP] ARAER A4FT Zlor Addr)

5. A2

FE71BENA AR BEA Sof B A0 A4HT e AR olAle ABue Axd
& 2530 YEte] ol RuThe ofd WES ogsle] Aokt FHeA AL ST Belskel
AR B9 240l $A7T Atk @ FA0l %o} ¥ w) F71BE] VaReHe A 7]
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HE AT A9 252 VaRe SHYY FolA 7 &<t VaRE AlFs & 5 I+ Wi 73}
= L gAdsita & 4
E =FdAME 7189 EVEYe] 2= BARES B & v S VaRE SHI/HS =82
Z PPEYPLS A3t PPEYEL FEFH] dFNA GEVEYY GPDEES 2H3l= ZPo
2A 7129 EVEEE dukslAl7]E 98-S sivka B 4= Qo
AZSEA A =93t ule}l Zo] PPRFH ] 7]&9 EVEHA GEVEE I GPDEH| Hl3l] VaRe] o
Zo] Aoz $4E8S HojFa 9t I3y B =R AZ Ao EaEo] A7t o &35
7 ke 589 PPEY Y tisf B4kl &5 B4Eo] A7t &3k v5 3 PPEE i3
A EAE B Zlo] ou) g Zloz JAAY. I B4l ARASEREEZE 18I WXt B
F& PPRY FHA tfFo] B AE FF Tre ATHAZR AZHt. Zog2 B =FdA
T2 PPREES chake] Ao 38l 4= e &F o|E thizke] A9z Eshs 5ol ulsl
=23 B o] Zastelet AEn)
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Abstract

VaR is used extensively as a tool for risk management by financial institutions. For convenience, the normal
distribution is usually assumed for the measurement of VaR, but recently the method using extreme value
theory is attracted for more accurate VaR estimation. So far, GEV and GPD models are used for probability
models of EVT for the VaR estimation. In this paper, the PP model is suggested for improved VaR estimation
as compared to the traditonal EV models such as GEV and GPD models. In view of the stochastic process,
the PP model is regarded as a generalized model which include GEV and GPD models. In the empirical
analysis, the PP model is shown to be superior to GEV and GPD models for the performance of VaR
estimation.

Keywords: Value at risk, extreme value theory, GEV model, GPD model, PP model, back-testing.
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