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1. ME

87185l Wt AP AEE 7] fs L dd VaR(Value at Risk)& b
ZIUAME FHHE AP e FrHEThE WolA A2 F8§71FED ot W7 Fl
AME 28 853 gl FA o th

VaR& g, 7L & 5 7123 AZ7HE) e vl FELZE A53819, FF
E3 A AT 718 470 FE BG4 ALGEEE 0 A Foi3
A eE ol A AREARE ot VaRe & AR L 48 F§Adez 349 =
EZe AA 9 AdE FAEAdgolgtE st £AE YEHHEE 37 S5 A 9
e 27 E Feol Lot E 7P em 2 FUdE PHoE AHE FH% M2 0 E
BEAATE Abole] f1¥Y A7) W 47t vk Atk 2¥d VaRe $AHA W
o2 SAHER AR, 7HY, B0 wet T4 FE AT A E A2 T8 VaR
7} A2 g Al FA® 227 dok kA Ho A28 VaRE FA 5] fdiAe
AT FEAL TAES] FEEEE AL ks Al T2 FA I Ak

Atz oz VaRE £3387] A 62N &) FEEEE FIwERXY 7HHS
%ol ARt ole AFEXY B HoH 24T ¢E £29 EA4o 4439 sh¢
2 4 o8z FolA NFHL£FE YoM VaRE g4 78 4= A7) o)tk 284 o

1) (143-701) A&A) A7 JFE 19A, A5 ANt S 854S, 24
E-mail: scyeo@konkuk.ac.kr




&3 utel Zo] FFAALY FAEEEE T8 o] AEEd vE A FH
I Y7 o] AFEEZE /1A% VaRe &AL AA 9 VaRE #4713}

o] gt §3] ol FUgAo g DA o7 AYGAHQA FFAAE A7, SK

A9 grojol2 = ¥ =(Diamond Fund)AFA(1998\), = W] o] & (Barings) 152 }4it
AFA(19959), & t}olel(Daiwa)23 9] AN AA(19953), 1)< LTCM(Long Term
Capital Management) ZHAH 7] G-l A B o] A QA A Rt= STHE QA F3oA 9
del RES 2 spetarE Aol e FRITT T 4 Ak

Aol AF 8t ute} Zo] AFEE AT 7|E£9 VaR SHN Yol 7 & EAHE
& FES T FEAA A3 slollA AATE VaRE A5/ AsiA = F4AL Z1 Y=
B o] 29 2ehx] o] E(extreme value theory: EVT)oll 2] 3t WhHolt}, o] o2& g
Z-goly B Bof FollA =xAQl Ao sk Ao 2 ol oy HZ A
B Bolox o] FRE T . £ VaRe &4 A3 =F 22+ Danielsson and
deVries(1997a, 1997b), Longin(1996, 2000), McNeil and Frey(2000) 5-©] 1t}

EVTol o3 & VaRE 27817] Aal4] 94l 018 dlolelo] REE 232 2
Bed R REY HBS 9t A U0 REY K BE) S35 3 dolHES
thE 49 dolHER} £33t ol T F2H EEFHE AT FANEE 9
L3 Zoltk o] AL WY FHL e HE FEE FAst=d 4AFY A57 v
e 4TS Ed T o T8 A s EY BXo gt ol A glo] VaRE &
AgozN EPETE 7HEE A AAEEZAY Aol BB 228 EL F+ A
o 283 A4 SAEREEZY s AN FEHE R PHE I 20 oplE ASE
xo B E RegA wEoA] FA DA AL 295 2 GA A3 LY 7ME
A< WY EF st ETt

a™8d A Z7tA] EVTE o83 VaRe £33 At TEEZ 7l 2R & e 3§
Ao 2 A o] Jri= 71 BhollA i FE EVT) A% A7 7 gjREEolqit). 19
U FeAE REZEE F N o)y Ao FAEE A7 gutHolng s
X 93k VaRe] S 2 d4dF o2 rEAHA X8k AR ot} wetA g8 e A4t
o2 I4" TEZF L9 VaRE SA37] M= ME 844N SAEES HEER
S} A olF 74 YEATFRE FYee 2ol /%) o) F MM REZYLE Y
Aete B8A FAEES] ZRFERTE F3+= Aol vpEgIaE & Ak 2
g A AFEEE ALslas ZRFERZTERE A SEHSTE Y 9 &4
EE3e AL M ol AAoth 23 FEUSE 71 &4 A=A
3]
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and Straumann, 1999). @WetA FEAL A E X9 FHE 2 TR SAHX 98
5 9] o EATRE WG] AR HAF EVTE A 85k o] d23Th

B =RdAE OF EVTE A 8359 At +AEEY ZRFELES) o€ 79
E o) &7z tE stohe &ol8HA st WHoE 29 ZE e (copula)FTE ©
&3t gk &, LEHFSFE o188t A4 £ ESS] FH STAEETF ol

AL



FEHY FEX ) EE | 8T AP A=Y F3 L YHEH 483

72 E Bosld HEgozA FX goleE2EE A4 £ dEES W
oltA AT 4 vt 2 ojd ZEHTFTE AHES =1l
ABE olo] }E chF REe) WEE th2 A e gehA ¥
el TEYT-2REH 7Y i F EL2HE VaRFES 78 39
2o o8 Ao AARFRA 7 BEEIHE A B A ) H 2 A PR}
ol REHVTE o1 §8 A77H B o] FoiA 1 9E FAUv) FAFHC2 Cherubin
et al.(2004), Bradley and Taqqu(2002), Bouye et al.(2000) 5-©] 3 53] $| @&l st
ALL t}E =8 2= Embrechts et al.(2001) 7} Embrechts et al(2002) 5-©] ATt

39, 2 ol APSAXNZA VaRe] Ao s Be] AAFH ok WA VaR+
gz AEETY B eu 2AEEE VaRE 233t ¢4 &, 2893 S FAs=
Aot} 3 Artzner et al.(1999) ) 2] 31 VaR+= dubE 0 2 819 71 4 (subadditivity) &
HEsA] £ 22 PB4 (coherency) S 7HR 9 A = (risk measure) 7} H A Rt A
olth. o] 8t VaRe FAAELS HAFE 9P M= 2 A ES(expected shortfall) 7} £3
AHES) T QT EST £40] VaRE 230ThE 2 A5 H 249 Z AR NRE o)
O %, ES® VaRE 27ehs €49 4727} Aoht 5 AE et Yeo(2006)2
002 1T VaRsl BSE TR AYAES 4R A0 Bel w2 shelth

Ao g BErl AREEE 2ot neH 8L 2o AA3HA g& + At
I Sl dF3R5) dAY B2 A vd A H oA FEL P E Kol
22 BIYPL AR Azt 4L o1 £ ok gk B =R AE X v
AANT B RE FHESL F g ¢+ = EVI-ZEY WH & AMS-81o] VaRe} 3
A ESE 3381 ol RS i AFAF S AAS = A

B =R AL 23} 2o o]FoAnt WA 173 A& oo 2F = A H
E 24 VaRe} ESell tisl] 7+e3] =9 gtch 33| A FaX] o) 2ol 3l =9] 3l 470l
ANe TEHISTY M3 23 Ao da =93ttt 5oL 387 439 =9&
Higto 2 TEZ Q9] VaRe}t ESoll Wit 237 AL A Fo] Wbl &) =93t} 1¢
T 6NN ASEAL 96 v AA 4FNY FER 5E57Y FELE o] R0
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2. IgHM =M VaRe} ES

£ FqA R W82 Yeo(2006) Al o]u] =28t et dejd Al 2bes) AF
1A} 3o} oW ZIZHE < = E9] et whE FE A MRS DS X et o]
X7H AT $ 9 BE /b @ 2449 JFL LoAT T dl p: L — RAFIHY
g2 I H T Wit} Artzner et al.(1999)2 AP H =9 nfF A AA2ZAN o5
o 7hA RAEE AAFL HPAHE prl o] RAES ZF UE5T 0 434 A= A¥
#| & (coherent risk measure)2}1 £ 3t}
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(i) @24 (monotonicity): X,Y € L, X <Y o|H p(X) < p(Y),

(ii) 3¢} 71H A (subadditivity): X, Y, X +Y € L o] p(X +Y) < p(X) + p(Y),

(i) %% A A (positive homogeneity): X € L,h > 0,hX € L o] p(hX) = hp(X)
(iv) A o]E ¥ A (translation invariance): X € L,a € R °|® p(X +a) = p(X) + a.

A AFHEY o] 2A VaRS} ESE FAAH A 422 B/ Z 3t} 4T 7125
¢ LA FEAL AN X BEFSLE Fet 3 100(1 - )% A= FE oA VaR
S ESe 77t o33t 2o gt

VaRy(X) = F~}(1- @), (2.1)
Sa(X) = (X]X > VaR(X)) (2.2)

A71M F~Y1 - a) = inf{z|F(z) > 1 - a}o|th &, VaRo(X)e €A A X9 BZ o)A
(1- )" 295 (quantile)E 7Helth o & So], &4 X9 BE7} Hgo] poli £4F
o] ¢29) AFREQ 7ol VaRe} ES+= 717 t}23} Zro] Fo}ZAr}

VaRL(X)=pu+0cd (1 - a), (2.3)

ESo(X)=p+ aw (2.4)

71H ¢ EEAFEETS, ¢ (1) 09 (1- o)A BEHF, o= EEHAFETY
SEAET4E 242 Jebith 283 VaRe} ESE thg9) #7477 AP 8th

ESo(X) = VaRa(X) + E(X — VaRa(X)| X > VaRa(X). (2.5)

3. St 0|12

A o]B 3F AL it FEH AL 1FsE o8tk B H9 EVT
o &3 W82 Yeo(2006)0l A o]v] =23t ong Aq7|A = EVT thaf 7Hes] A|
starAl gheh. gubd o2 EVTE ZAE dojX+ FEREY B 93 IS4
B ¥ (generalized extreme value distribution: GEV)R2 33} Uvls} o} E & ¥ (generalized
Pareto distribution: GPD)2 3 2] 5 7}%] El¢glo] At} WA GEVEH| T3 4HE7=2
gt}

FEHTE X1, Xy, -+, X0l FHol2 F5AHID)olw E234 FE 7M1tk 3t}
a8 o] FERNSTE F qtﬂg‘g‘ﬂ‘r\-g— , & M, = maz(X1,- -, Xn)ol8}3L 33k
Fisher-Tippett(1928) A 2] o] 2] 3}d o H £ a, € R, b, € R -/IEH 3" s
¥4 M, = ——n—:—bﬂ 2 n— o0 o H]QE}- & (non-degenerate distribution) & =& gt}
W ol#le] E&IF |8 £ E(standard extreme value distributions) ] 8}3l B2 A] 7}A)
8 £XE F IR sHH
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0 z<0
Fréchet : ®,(z) = ’ - 3.1
eehe () { exp{—(-z)*}, z>0,a>0 31
—(—p)e <
Weibull : U (z) = { exp{—(-z)*}, z<0,a>0 (3.2)
1, x>0
Gumbell : A(z) = exp(—e™*),z € R. (3.3)

39, Jenkinson(1955) 3} von Mises(1936)= n — oo @ Wl M, 9] $HE 22 99 A 7}
A FPe EFEIFHAEEEZ Y= T4 Dulks}Z g2 £ Z(generalized extreme value
distribution: GEV)2}1 2+ 22345 AA Y &

lim P Mn = b < z) = lim F™(apz + by) = He(x) (3.4)

n—oo an n—o0
7t Ft} A71A He(z)e GEVEEZZFTEA th53% Zo] Folrh

exp{—(l-l—ﬁx)_%, 1+€x>0, £€#0

exp (—e™ %), r€R, £E=0 (3:5)

He(z) = {
oJ71A ¢ GEVY & ZAAE= E4EA el E 4 (shape parameter) =+ T2l A
F(tail index)e}t2 B2Ed,{=a 1 >0, {=-a1>0, (=0 T H+= T
7} Fréchet FEZF, Weibull EEXZF, Gumbell EEFol| &3 Hr}. £3] £ =02 F$+=
£ — o00d W M, § X E5(location parameter) 2} 2 =R 4~(scale parameter) S 2+Z} uo}
oo B nol 283 2w Mo EEFSE 2AHLE e 2o] FolUeh,

‘r —_—
P(M, < z) ~ H ( - N) = He 0 (2) (3.6)
S22 GPDREE ) Bl ARV =2 ity SEH4 X9 ExE4E Fel 311 Fo
M= op(F or =sup{z € R: F(z) < 1} < oo}t 3tak o] wf o] 9f &2 ¢
il Al A A R 23 E 4 (excess distribution over the threshold) & t&3} 2

F,(z) P(X —u<z|X >u)
= F(u1+_x;{uf(u), 0<z<zp-—u 3.7
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F7} GEVE 2] MDA £38t= A(Z, F € MDA(H:),£ € R)7} H9 u — 00
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o gl A Aok o 7] A

~ 1—(1+aj)_%, 2201+ >0, £#0,
GE?Uu(z)—{lexp(—m—), x>0, £=0, (3

o, = o+ fuolTh
deps A4 289 A9 ol & 0S8 ¥4 M, o] ¥} Fisher-Tippett
Bol g8l 2AHeE YANIVHREDS M, & BET o) 0 op0] FHI e
52 A% 02 9o QANZARERS At 2AH02 AnstAERE RS §
2an.
GPD&o

a2

5 49 24 % ou(> 0= A uol de} Wele HER5olw
B2 A GEVERA (9 Zo] GPDY el E Z2A 3+ FHE
4*(shape parameter) =+ A 28] A 4> (tail index)2tX F-Ect 2 € > 00| Ge o, v T
E BURE HT, =001 Geo, o ASEE HH £ <02 A90)E £ A L FoE
BYEZ7L ot 53] £ > 09 4l GPDES Gepo, & FHE HER2 %S 7MAEE F5A
AQ dolEs Bao) Hye BEAT ¥ 5 Avk

Aoz GEVEERSE A AY B4 €, 4, 0F YT us GPDRSE
AS) B4 €, 0,8 AADZ QRHOE CPDUSE o §& VaRe] 230 £ 5870
g0 E 5 ok E3 U REe FEAALE delel= GEVE o Ao 97 4
A3k F 7)o ulel @A) der)t WA B =RoAE FuX BExn g T 71X g
4 FolA GPDE o th3l| A% VaRe} ESS] FA ol T3] =937 &2 $ith

@ 7|75 BEH A EE O 21,22, , 2,0 EEIF FE 021 Fo] 2
£% BAE opthal 32 282 apol 23 ke 9AN wt RS d nole) B
Huole F YAXN uE 2R3 BEAEE 2,55, 2h(nu =Dy Lz 50y) B 3L &
A X) 2 7} 3+ (threshold excesses) & y; =z —u, i = 1,--- ,n, B2 E7| 82 ojuf AR
w7} zpoll 83 7}71-¢ kol d Balkema-de Haan-Pickands 7 2]l 28] oA 2] %3 ) o]
B oy,ye, -, unE AR 2 Z GPDEF S w2 dolgetal £ & Utk

dutd oz GEVEHolu GPDEF Y YiH EFES FASE PH22& 5
A, BE 71534 ¥ (method of probability weighted moments) 18] H|B2+3 FHY
5 o] 9t} Hoskings} Wallis(1987)0ll &) &} me)x|4=7} £ > —0.501 9 &=l 93

B ETEY FAFL AEHoE A EEE e gk £V FHR B
S M Aol R4St A3 APer 3 FAA S| E Yo 2T FA
AR ZEH L B 5 ot webA B =FoA= GPDE xd B89 &
2L A HFH4 P S AHSS = S

GPDR40] WEH B4 €9} 0,0 D3 $ERFE th2 7 2o] FojATh

L€ 0) =[] o i) , (3.9)



ZEY} FUA|EL SR NYHEY 24 L AHFEA 487

A7) 4 (1)
- +%
gE(:I:)={ (1_: £x) , £€#0 (3.10)
e, £€=0
R E> 00 W o >0,6 <02 W 0< s < —Lolth MEkA B4 0,00 BB 29
R LS

o]

I-l'l

o= e (i) cso
_nulogau—__zl L Yis £=0

W65 08 Wy >0, £<0L T 0<y <~ i= 1, koITh BEHA 4 (31204
L RILEYLLIE B4 6 ol HUALPAAEE 72 5 5

T, A B1D)AA Ee AAE 2 0,0 T H-3FAEL GAA v oA
S upel tho} 54 B8] PUGAT G 4 T 5 QALE 05 s e

D] dlo] e 9] 7t GotA A F A X Bah& FolA Ak £x 9] HIA o] BoiAA H
7t AXA A g AXNE UF A4 Fod 2 wig] d4o] yehd 4 Ut

Qutd oz AARE A WAl ol# 7R S o] 9.0} B =2 o] A& Yeo(2006)
o A =23 ute} Zo)] MEE 3 (mean excess plot) A3} HillZ & A& AL 23712 3
t}. B3 MEZ 3 W42 HZ=25}3 4 (mean excess function) 8] L] =& o] &3 Yy 9|
th B zAge e B F 2ol Fodd.

(3.11)

ex(v) = E(X—ulX>u)
= /Ozp—u 2dF,(z), u < zp (3.12)
220 Fu(e)7 GPDRS Geo, (2)018 BR2FAFSE € < 19 0 &7} 2o] Foj AT}
ex(w) = 7
- "lti“ o+ €u> 0. (3.13)

A9l 4 (313)0 2HE FFAARS IHTE wo) B HPYYS T 4 Aok 0
2 MEZ 2 3402 {(1,6x (W) © 10 U < Tpn} 22 0|01 S04 us] e W3}
Aol gzt e} 714718 M A e dQol AREE e AL Fu o
NA ex(u)e BRFE2ATS) BREFFAZA ohgF} Zeo] FojAh

= E; ; i (3.14)

0o g HillEX B2 {(k Hen) k=2, ,n}°i o] F ol R SXolM k9 el
wet AFA AL W Hin 7t ABH 7] AFSe e AR w2 A=R8T. 9714 Hy, 2
Hill(1975)°l 23 AA1d FeA R £oll & FHANZA b33} Zo] Fo)Xnt.

é

, _
1
Hin =~ > InXipn - In Xen, (3.15)
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A7 Xind n7l 8 BRAEE 27 °ﬂ met P Acor WIS of iAol A&
HRAE A8 F, X1 > Xon > -+ 2 Xy ©lth

oJAl GPD&} 39 E4ES 01%6}04 A3 E2 VaRet ESE 3] 2 2} Balkema-
de Haan-Pickands A 2| 2 R el 4A R url zpol 283 747194 F, = Ge,, ()7} A} o]
AFE 4 BN YLz =u+y2} FAz >ud W AAFJEEEY] B FE2
SAH 0 2 O3} Zo] oA

F(z) ~ (1 - F(u)) Ggo. (y) + F(u) (3.16)

4714 GPD# o) Y28 B 0,0 U H$735 £6,8 AL F(u)9) 3743
- g HEaE 4 (3.16)014 FJA F(z)E the3 go

A 495 F adld A58 VaRE £ 8 FERS F2)9 oA 295 U
Binz e 2o 239k

- u+%{<%(l—a))—é—1}. (3.18)

34, 4 (22)9 4 (3.12) 2R BSE 023 2ol Yyehd 4 ok

ES,(X) = VaR,(X) + ex (VaR,(X)). (3.19)
a3 AANZFREGS Fu(n)7h SAHCE GPDHS Geo,(2)0)8 A (313)3 4)
(3.18)2HE ESt th37 Zo] AT ‘

B, = @a+6+§(Va1{a—u)
1-¢
_ I7a?%a F—&u
1-€  1-¢
_ G 1 1 n 1 —€ ) 39
= u+I—;_é +Z (—1’—1,;( ——a)) — . (0)
4. Y

2EAD olf HEUSE Aold BUY GRATEE A AR BLOTA
Sklar(1959)0) 93l A A ATk £3) FEASE e 24 S Yeh7] ga) AaAS
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At ot AYAERES} BUYY REY W@ Hshch T1AH Embrechts
5(1999)14 AFE vhsh Zo] AT A B2 Fei7} il Wi Ao WA Te)
BEo RHE BES AN 8 IUANISE A $HL YHle Ao 28 A
O GeAA vk G2 AT LS 22 REE OEE VaRe| Z FAAS 9
o A E2YT2E VYR BT 2B E S T Y2ATZE Setsle Ao) B
sttha & 4 Qiok

oft i

FEHD ¢FREE 2L FEHSEY ZFEZYSTE Y|} &, BEUSE
U, -, Upol FZH[0, 1]N F5EEE 230 TEHTS C+= v 2o] Fos
= thEgREgsoY

Cluy, - yun) = P(U1 Sup,- ,Un < Up). (4.1)

Sklar7d 2](1959)° &8t FEHTES FEEZ Yo FHEXZTTE dAN7E
FEHFT7 2L =3 T EHTTE ZREETT) FHEETF 9459

z,)°l 2} 8t

s Yebd 4 gtk &, EWLE Xy, X8 ZREEHSE Floy,- -,
i, FREEGFE 47 F(n), -, Fa(za)ole 310 tho) #AS
4 07 2R @,

F(x1, - ,zp) = C(Fi{z1), -, Fa(zn)). (4.2)

53, F,o ol A5 Afelle ZEYPS CE K LA 2Aah =3 2 F35

cx= 1:}-3—4)( Zro] FolRr},
Clus, - yun) = F(Fr w)y - Frl(wn)), (4.3)

A7 u; €[0,1]01L F7 ' (i=1,--- ,n) F;9

o:]
Sklar % r‘ﬂi‘:‘ £ i—:‘%‘?ﬂ -4 é J—Er:‘t?: ﬁ‘—% FHExdso ZEHTE B
)

T Aot oA i?-_r J /\}%3}01
TEE 28 gFE A2 S
3N 43 delaA iR FERE
FRAsL e FAGEREEY o
oA & t‘d*éé A 2 44
T, 4 (4.2)9 A (4.3)0 A %@ 1, xn°ﬂ &3 do|Esld FEN,EL Y
FEAETT flzr, - ,20)9 ZEH ‘?:l.‘ii*ﬁ“— c(ur, - un) e A7 BF3 2ol Foid

oh

fl@, s 2a) = c(Fr(31), -+, Ful@n)) Hfi(wi), (4.4)
-1 UL), -, -1 Uy,
g, uy) = T @)y B () 45)

[T fiFr (wi)
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5]
i}i%v’—%?}-’?‘é Hd A —T“%-’F— S%l%% s

HeEE X1, X0l B9 Y 75‘-r°ﬂ éi}%‘%%li@—?—‘& e BEd=EdrEY Fol H
2 ig?—i%li 7 AAG 10l 2E € 5 Ao o] A3 4 4)EFEE 44 &
g = ok

4.2. FEQ R

Qa2 3FAS Fhole A Y 28 lliptical copulas), 271952 2

£ & (Archimedian copulas) Z18]3 2 X I & 2](extreme value copulas) 5-°] At} 7]
Ae B =B ASENT A-ES i 28] A& EolH7|E &} (1) B2 &2 (normal
copula)

AFEZEHE HEHA P ZEEA AYEERETM AT ERE HEE ZEY
olth. AtH oz nHF A4 TE L ot} 2ol Aodnt

C(ula"' ’un) = (I)A((I)_l(ul)a"' ’(I)_l(un))v (46)

4714 &l A HEAFEERS AB5olH Sak FAAY AL AN A B
FAFEERF2A 2T o] B9 Ak

Pa(z, ,xn)=/ n/ a(yts -+, Yn)dy1 - - dyn, (4.7)
AN Ga(er, o) e ndF REAFUEDS2A 023} 2o] oAk
1 1, ¢

) = e (—3a'A e ) o = (o0, o 48

oa(z1, - ,Zn) @n)? IAPexp( 5% m) x = (21 Zn) (4.8)

A UO)NA wy = By(z1), -+ un = B(,) 24T T TS ABE Aok
C(@l(l‘l), e ;q)n(wn)) = QA(x17 e ,$n)

et C(®1(z1), -+, Bn(zn);p)E nAF BEAFEZZSFITH 28T 4] (45)2 1
nidF AFREY AETFE S H Zo] Fo{Ah

AN y = (3 Hw), -, 8 L(uy)) oItk B3, o] AF AFITEH V4L ST 2o =
o) AT},

Clu,v) = @5(27'(u), 27" (v))
) 1(v)
/ / (z,y)dzdy, (4.10)

I
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7NN ps(z,y)e ABAF E VIR ) F ZEEFAFLETTEA b3 2o AT
1 1
¢5(z,y) om(l = 62)% exp{—m(m2 +12 - 26my)} (4.11)

oy AFIE Tl § - 00 Clu,v) = w7}t Hol F HFEUF U VE A
2 Ego] 51§ — —10]4H C(u,v) = maz(u+v—1,0), § — 1°]4H C(u,v) = min(u,v)7}+
Hol F BEHMS U, Ve &A% &4 o] &A%t 181 o|¥igd AF ZEHLETS
= 4 (4.9 28 &3 Zo] dojzth

z2+y? 2?2+ y? —20zy

1
c(u,v) = mexp{ R (e ) }, (4.12)
A7 2 =27 (u), y = 27 (v)olth
(2) S2A &
FA T oY 24S BEIe ZEEH o0
Clut, - ,ul) =Cuy, - ,un),t >0 (4.13)

E 4104 F 7
69 g3l FLEh &, AY ZEHTTE
U Ve AR EHol H1L, 6 —o00lR C
A3t o) &4 o] EA ST}

+ F 32’( ‘?i—’r— Uﬁ} V’\M«l JEAEE B
24— 1918 Clu,v) = w7} Hol F FEWF
(u,v) = min(u,v)7t F o] F FEHFALO)A &

Gumber(1960)
C(u,v) —exp[ {(-Inu)’+ (- ln’v)s}s} , 0 €[1,00)
Galambos(1975)

C(u,v) = uvexp [{(——lnu)_5 + (- 1nv)—%}—g] , 6 €0, 00)
Hisler and Reiss(1989)
C(u,v) =exp [-4® {3 + 3In (%) - 9@ (3 + 6In(2))}], & € [0, ),
A7lM & =—-lnu, ¥ =—Inv
2. Joe(1997), p.142.
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HLFAWoZ B4 E FAEPHLE A 7HA Wg o] ik A AR H-2 EML(exact
maximum likelihood)¥ o]gt T dt=d] TEH T B4E FHEEEXLS 249 &
7A 2A %ot F A% 9H-2 [FM(inference functions for margins) @ ol 2t 3h&d 34
FEEXY 249 FEHTFY B4 E BEdtd F DA AXHA FAsk= ol
A WA 9hH-2 CML(canonical maximum likelihood)® ol2tx dt=t) o] ¥Hg-& IFMY
A3} 22 5 gA FAYeY IFMEPE ) 8 A2 E FHIEEEETS g8 =24
qEIXITSTE MAA G AEE BEFLE FHI Fo ZEHY EaAEHE FF
st whebA] o] M2 /i SHGSEEEY FelE S AR &3 Wy B + Y
oy

gutd o g Ao & RLES A7t BoldLF S A B2 ATl &
L= EMLYHO vlsiA IFME Y oly CMLYH Y 28 F dA FA3 Yol & ¢ 744
3 9 olgtn & 4 Itk £3] Joedt Xu(1996)0l 23 IFMHY o] Th2 ¥y S0l n) 3]
A AR ZEFHQ yolzgty A% Wt B =E9 AFEAAA = IFME o 9
# ZEHTFY B4 FHTA Stk IFMPH S AL E =981 23 2t

2 (44)NA TEHTETY Z-HEE 9, E SHEEREY E5HEE ¢, 183
AAEZFHEE w= (Y1, ,¥n, ) 3 AA B FEE X = {zy}nxrh W
2aLsgee g 2ol Fo30.

T T n
Uw) =) ne(Fa(mu ), -, Faloni¥n)i0) + D 3 In filwiti ). (4.14)

IFM3E L 4 (414)904 B vhs} Zo] 29§49 ANRSN S Ad 298
gE2o n4Ee) REHYSY BHAHE 2Y 5 Uvke Fol 2A% e 2
o) £ VAR o] 2R

oA 1 AR FHEEEEY BaEE ¢, AR AN FHTH

T

?;i = argmax li(¢i) = Zln filz; ) (4.15)

t=1

A 2: DA 1A FA T P 3lol N ZEe o R4dE 6

i
B
o
Ao
o
rE
o
Hu
o
oX
o
Ak

D>
I

argmax [°(0)
T ~ ~
= argmax »_Inc(Fi(@1;91), - Fn(@nt; Pn); 0). (4.16)

t=1

5. DESE 0|88t TEEZ|R VaR2} ESQ FH % Al

Ol

5.1. 7= E 0|23t TEZEP|Q VaRel ESe| =H

= M9 2R 4, BE Y SEEZFLE AR dt) o) FEEZF R X
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tlo

FTEZ} FEA)E

o] 4% 9]

17N E Po, A2 22 7S PolEtal shd tEe] #A 7 A H -
Pl = Po(wlex + ’UJQ@Y), (51)

A7V wr,wpls FEAAE A, BY 72 £AHFE YT X, Y F§A4 4, B F27]
29 7 498 e debd $AI e EEFH 28l £UEE e
2ol Zol A,

R,=In (ﬁ) = In(w;e® + woe"). (5.2)
Py
A (21)8] AN FIE AR FE 100(1 - a)%o A VaRE ZEEZZR F
AEREFSS 492 BUHE 027} 2o Fol WL,

VaRa = Po *Tay (53)

A7 a=P(R, < —714), T o = —ngl(a)ol =

4] (5 3)°ﬂ/ﬂ FolR VaR, & 737 AaiM = ZEEEL AdEY REFFAA o
A BH5E A 2o Easith. 18y o] A2 FFAA A, BY 7 £ E X, Y9 4
FREUT D5 (o) & TEAUSE o185 R A (L o1 $39) T2 2ol
Uhehd 4 glo.

- / / f(z,y)dedy

{(zy):wieX¥ +wre¥)<—ra)}

= /_T“_“wl dx/n( =) c(Fx(z),FY(y))fX(é)fY(y)dy

— 0 —00

“ra _wy Fit(uy)

Fx(—ro—Inwy) Fy(ln(eT o
/ du/ c(u,v)dv
0 0

Fx(—roa—Inw;) P
= /0 du %C’(u,v)

A71M u = Fx(z), v = Fr(y)°1 2 Fx(c), Fr(n)€ $9§ X,YS LTG5 2
2 vepuiey,

9, 4 (22)9) SHEZFSA 48 ESE TEZYLY FAFRIUTE ALE

_ -1
v=Fy (In(<52 — ghex )
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ok
£
e
Lo
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=
»
i
ne
rir
X
o
i3)
i
rlo
ol
i
lo
b
X,
r
S
a:)
A
o
X
my
o)
X
2
2
5

ES, = E(—R,| —R,>VaR,)

1 —ra—inw;
= a/_oo fx(z)dz
]"(E:v;a —5e™) X Y
x/ In{wy e +woe” )e(Fx (), Fy (y)) fy (y)dy (5.5)

5.2. ZEZ2|Q VaRe} ESO| AISAS

B =Fox TEEF L VaR9 ALF A% Berkowitz} O'Brien(2002)01 4 Al A 3 3
HE A7 E gt o] e 2IIE, 23R, IFEXAFE 5& T AT v
gt 6714 23NED FS 710 S AA FEAEY S o] VaR FAYE 2A3E
|48 Tk 23 2AFEE AF7IE A SAT AA SA N VaR FH 3 24
ZolE B3 FFEAFEE 2FFEE Z2INER Y= Fe YUt F, fesE
adl A 2T, 23R 223 FF2IAFEE 42 the 2] Agdn

Z2HNE . Vfrea= ZI{Xt+1 > ma,t}y (5.6)
2R V;ize = Z(XH_l - @a,t)I{XH—l > ma,t}a (57)
_ Vsize

BREFFR: VI = S (5.8)

AAN I(3E ABTS, X2 t+1A188] A4 £44, 28T VaR, = tAFA
231+ 1079 §94F aollA VaR 242HE Yt 9 VaRe] 33 3t0] 28344t
o) AR £AAY T z%émum 2N ZEAN g 2R TAY o1, B
FAHFEE 204 32 ¢S Ao Ayt

34, B =20 ESY AHEHZ S Embrechts 5(2005)0 A4 AAH HE-e A-43}7]
2 @tk o] WHLS F44F ool ESS] 242 ES,o e AFASS 98 e 2
o A g o] gurh
at); (5.9)

teK
AN Ko e #94F adlA A €49 X,y 0] VaRe] 373t VaR,, B Th & 7399 3
P ABES) AL A0eta, n(Ka.)E A Kool S35 AHEY A5 E Yt

M

6. 43524

Ol
Ha

e
e
(2]
o
%)

ZR4E 9 A8 EEZeer AA 437Y £33 55719 5
202 o|2ojW AFEES S0tk o] §f BR71 %S AP FAFASS 43714
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I
V)

x%%ﬂﬁQEﬂAma%WEW%KmPUV‘ ! KOSDAQA| & B2 AHE 3t 3}
AL, TEEZFHL FAFAEL 479 ExFE 50%, 7] TEEZEL IAH FHL
100922 7M.

ofm F§7Fo| 4719 é%f’: "/]S’-— B33 Q& of IMF £1891719 2 =
@A oA FEAEE £z F FIY] A E ous REEE L VaR &
ESS] ¥y o] AR & ':”il?]' Aol Ha3lth ol & 3l 1996 d 7€ 19 F¥ 1997d
6€ 309 71X12] 2770l tha] ALY LA o 9 (one-step ahead forecast method) 2
2N FHERTST L ZEYHETY BFE ST, olFA FHT B ugLR
IMF 2] 89 7] ¢} 22 Z8H 710 o3 43 7] A2Hs 19979 79 145 19983 24
28Y71A 9] XEEE L VaR9} ESE AHE3t1 A} dhr}. dl& 7| 7H8 o] 9} Zo) B 22 3
F 717k REZE R FAEY WEAH Bol FEH7 4F ol EVI-ZEF HY
84S wa) 7)o Agsitta dds 7] wEolth

29 612 KOSPI 7}x14 9 KOSDAQ #7H49] 984982 e Arh. o
2PN BSel F FAASY QB AEL 19074 79 195 H WA e] A3 AA
T Yee &5 Uk e A4 WAY A9 F AYNMOE 2} EESHOE 7
HUBE N FA UL FEABE 2 <AL UL A5 Aol T 59, AR AP
ATe) RYQ BA-FEY YL QJH?@E” }437H 7Hs 4ol o

KO$:Pl KOS nA@
F g | . O e e oot
, i w4 : \ 1
qﬂ_‘_. q. o § g ., ) A ;;
e i PR NE L 0 1ol b |
X 4 Lottt A [ TR,
.m%‘ ] ‘1 H 3 ‘« _.m l}’ ! ‘f
N b & ¥ 1: g
3 ai,, 11 RE fl 1 { i . | .
104 4 | Wi _ '
31 -y N
L B3R
"ngt“‘*gnn?“’!”w“”:ﬁo“”ﬁﬁ :nn "3k mr“asn T so 1o 150 w250 3 3% mu ¢su

19 6.1: AZEAge 9¥4ds

 6.1:2 KOSPIS KOSDAQ F7HA 48] 484859 2542
P2} EEUAS A8 W 4B97) $EF AL VIS AEY B7S 43
ZHAE 3192 ¢ 4 Ak ok ABAY) 5% A7 FASLABL FAsT BRI
° H% 3ANUS S guidtch BeoE Eg YRS AWRY AAIIne) A9 5
k2 H

o i k2

o E

A 3i
4z
dr
L
4
i)
o
i3
e
4B
i
rir
fo
il
I
o]
u
N,
=
i)
i
N
(N,
=
=2
o
%,
Ar
Hd
]
I
Rl
%0
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& 4 Tt ol& FAAE ] FHUAH ALA =E5E FEo] Folx T YL ondict
E6.1: AZAF /2EA

22177 AA 717+ F2ANZ oA &7|7k

- = 1996/7/1 —1998/2/28 | 1996/7/1 — 1997/6/30 | 1997/7/1 — 1998/2/28

KOSPI | KOSDAQ | KOSPI | KOSDAQ | KOSPI | KOSDAQ

FAAE5AE|FANETAE| 2 A5 2R | 2 AN 2 AR |2 A2 B |2 AN E

do
¢
)
2
4
o
]

3 0.082% 0.0006% 0.098% -0.038% -0.149% -0.131%
EEHUA 0.021 0.007 0.005 0.013 0.028 0.009
A= 0.023 -0.459 0.131 0.292 0.041 -0.344
A= 5.558 4.712 3.867 3.656 3.453 3.583
132.026 76.104 9.951 9.372 1.701 6.546

Jarque-Berra,

(0.000)* | (0.000)* | (0.006)* | (0.009)* | (0.427) (0.037)
* 25 o) A pake e,

29 6.1 2 61904 U5 E w9} o] KOSPIA S0} KOSDAQR /9] 2459)
2 AFETE MEA 91 Ak o)k 1Y 629 T AP A5 Fol BEQQ
%%% EAAE HAY 4 Aok webA o Aol FTLEE AR B S8 BahFRY
4ol 2 EEFele VaREAL A4 TEEA L AUE HAHAL Ao A,

(a) KOSPI (b) KOSDAQ
19 6.2 AZAme QQ TH

2. FHR IS IEL 24FH AY

B e AZEANE 28N R4E 2437 A% FMIEE A2 @
o Q74 HE FUEEETE GPDESE 713312 TE 2 T4 E = Normal, Gumbel,
Galambos ZEH & A L3

3384 GPDE B4E 337 M s AA ARS AR oF sk dAGRS
AR3e 71E L8 3] AHSSHE WL gollA dF 3 vk} Zo] MEZ 2943} Hill &

e
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F34] So] gd £ =EodAE ME
ig=2 :
ME Z 24418 KOSPIg KOSDAQO) tisl 19963 79 197 E 19979 6 304 7HA
9] 2A7\ 7t REe ARV 19 6.37 29 6.49) 242 e}k itk KOSPIS) B¢ 13
6.391 A1 B u}e} Zo] 9% 7 2] (down tail) F-E 7} 2 EZ 72| (upper tail) F-ENA &2
71€717) A FAE & Aol Z+zh —0.0207, 0.021510| 22 o] 5L E L EZ me L&
9 JAges 747 Ak KOSDAQS Ao+ LE2&% 9% 1l FFA4 MES
FA oz Ak AA ol thah BRIt HillF RS ¥4 188 2147 29 6.59

2947} Hl 22342 FR3e 8372

e} Aok 29 65914 el A%} LEFRF] JAG2E ~0.0075, 0.00758 Z7

g o myAF7t Ag A g& BA Foh

AolA e ALS o IFME 98 GPDH42] 2553} 7 &7

o] B4 8 2R3% 237} & 6.29 & 6.39) 27 1o} QU
S = 24 - = ———
80 -
_
24 . g
] ' i
fal B
i .
i R T
avare:
(a) 9% me (b) £2% 137
19 6.3: ME 54 (KOSPI)
“ 'I"» x( %‘_ ¥
LS R
- 1 .
§z : ! fz
§ H ‘ \ % 8 ®
e i ) ]
B R T T S
1;3@&:5:3:' ferdren
(a) 9% 137 (b) 2 2% 12

19 6.4: ME Z32494)/(KOSDAQ)

it
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Mmu

s
T fllﬂ).‘;dm M% U'“lz"“ ‘Lﬂ.&ﬂ}ﬁ t&(ﬂlw l){lm y

BIT IATTAN DR ORTE DGR B WIOUTD TR

AU M0 D S B L 0 0% Sy S0 WL T R ey O T9 A0 TR G G YE Tl OB W 98 0 TR L 4D )

Furlrsiniasa Oregr st
(a) 9% 27 (b) £2% 13

29 6.5 Hill 2% 4)(KOSDAQ)

£ 6.39) A= Kendalls} Spearman®] $]4#AsE st AAE 4 YeEly Q)
£l o]& F31A KOSPI #7149 KOSDAQ F71A59) 484 E7to) B
At A melEA 0] EATE HAET)

#6.2: WEF E‘*;—Eri(GPD)?}—r«l 25 FR3%
% 1g LEE mE
FARS KOSPI | KOSDAQ | KOSPI | KOSDAQ
x]/\/xo]% Z]/\Ao]% Z]/\Ao]g_ Z]"""O]g-

A AZE -0.0207 -0.0075 0.0215 0.0075

el =E)| -0.0279 | 01151 | -0.1308 | 0.0593
i—']EE’_—’F-(&) 0.0159 0.0150 0.0164 0.0137
£ 63 ZFHTTY B FHG
A= me LEEZ 1Y
=R Hiisl Hiisl
TRET Normal Gumbel Galambos Gsler/ Normal Gumbel Galambos fsler/
Reiss Reiss
Copul
OPUA 10625 1764 1.033 1417 |0625 1.701 0959 1.311
ZAR2(5)
Kendall
0.452 0.453 0.453 0.453 | 0.452 0.453 0.453 0.453
= 33AF(F)
Spearman
.| 0619 0.619 0619 0.619 |0.619 0619 0619 0.619
£A4BA2()
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6.3. TEEZZ|Q VaRe| FH U AlEH

E 64 7129 BA-ZEA U EVI-Z &8 S o] &3t ZEEZE L VaRY
34 g3} Berkowitz2} O'Brien(2002)2] ¥ el &3t £ EZ 2@ VaRe 43E njnEA T
ANE H9F1 ot

E 64004 H5o] B AWgo] 1%Yg A BA-ZEA Y I3 7 2EE
2 VaRgS A= el 4% 24672 EVI-ZE2 Whgol 3 d7 TEZE L VaR#td
4557 ~ 4.945K T} Yov 1 A} HAA FEZE L 4HF o] REF L VaRE 275}
= e g7 2AAEE 268872 EVI-Z & ¥H9] 0.258 ~ 0.474 Rt} F 78u) w2
=t

E3 9% nE)Y A BARFEA S o8 A S 9.326%E EVT-ZE7 U

9] 1.036% ~ 1.554% Kt =31, LEZ 129 ALE AW &o] 6.735%Z 0% ~ 0.518%2]
EVI-Z&8 wh o &}

ojg} Zro] E4h-FEAL Y o) Al

£

Ol

Hoz Aujgo] & olf+ AAE is’% Bl o} A
I me RE9 FEHE, 283 BT 457 &L FAsA B EVI-ZED
AR AR TEZE LY 98 WA BE e 57 wWiEolth oy d dAFS
LEZ meo HPAME v/ Y =3 FRAFHEo] 5% W= vhAstAZ vE
.

%% g eex mE
- HqEzE| 237 37 JFEE B3
FEFULVRER oo | we |zuwe| Ans | 2ae | wx |zape| ade

VaR |(VIreq)|(ymean) VaR [(VIreq)|(ymean)

%EA W%IO.OI, wy = 05, Wo = 0.5
FE A8 Y 2.467 18 | 26.887 | 9.326% | 2.467 13 | 40.510 | 6.735%
GPD-Normal Copula 4.945 2 0.258 | 1.036% | 5.403 U] 0 0%
GPD-Gumbel Copula 4.648 3 0.364 | 1.554% | 5.035 1 0.037 | 0.518%
GPD-Galambos Copula 4.656 2 0.424 | 1.036% | 5.013 0 0 0
GPD-Hiisler/Reiss Copula| 4.557 3 0.474 | 1.554% | 4.959 0 0 0
EFANE=005 w; =0.5 w; =0.5
Bz uby 1.758 35 | 11.018 |18.134%| 1.758 | 20 | 20.802 [10.362%
GPD-Normal Copula 3.017 13 0.885 | 6.735% | 3.147 13 0.659 | 6.735%
GPD-Gumbel Copula 2.929 15 0.872 | 7.777% | 3.011 14 0.790 | 7.253%
GPD-Galambos Copula, 2.930 13 1.037 | 6.735% | 3.037 14 0.732 | 7.253%
GPD-Hiisler/Reiss Copula| 2.897 17 | 0.792 | 8.809% | 2.947 14 0.839 | 7.253%
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6.4. ZEZ2|Q ESQ FH U A=HE

FANE AFE uie} Zo], YubA 0 2 VaRE SFY7PHAE HEA 7R £3luz o
FH o)A ot 1Y T2 APe FaBrlshs Aol Ak o2 VaRY RS B
43 FE 9P AL 2 A ESE 3381 =3 ESS 47S Embrechts(2005)0) 2] 3 &
T3 AEs| 2 gt

£ 649 E 659014 VaR$} ES9] £ gS A9 d A% 129 3¢ g0l
1% of EA-FEA UPH9) 3% VaRZEE 246790 d] ESZ-2 2.7842 oF 1.138) A=) 2}
o] Bolx, EVT-Z&# W9 %% VaRgtZ 4.557 ~ 4.945¢1 vl] ESZH-2 5.633 ~ 6.088%2
% 1.15 ~ 1.338) A= Aol E HolI gk | A ™ VaRgko] ESZhol HlslAM W gL
SN E0 5% o)  28F ;9 Fol=E vpAIA 2 YEhdTh

65 TEZYL ESY 4 4 AEAS
A% 1y LEZ ny
EE%E‘_?_ VaRE?‘%] %"ﬂ' VES :\g'a_ VES
ES ES
‘E‘,E}éﬁﬁ"%zo.OI,wl =0.5, wy =0.5
B4R 3 2784 | 0926 | 2.784 | -1.783
GPD-Normal Copula 6.088 0 6.941 0
GPD-Gumbel Copula 5.633 0.884 | 6.284 | -0.970
GPD-Galambos Copula 5.734 0.727 6.246 0

GPD-Hiisler /Reiss Copula 5.655 0.254 | 6.241 | -0.545
EEANE=0.05 w, = 0.5, wo = 0.5

A EA 2130 | -0.638 | 2.130 | 0.816
GPD-Normal Copula 4.260 0.357 4.630 -0.765
GPD-Gumbel Copula 4.102 0.253 4.281 -0.427
GPD-Galambos Copula 4.002 0.164 | 4.281 -0.492

GPD-Hiisler /Reiss Copula 3.948 0.195 | 4.195 0.399

289 VaR7t 4A) TEEZQ —?—] VS ESET} AR 7E 93, B EVI-ZEH
U o] BAR-ZEAN ol vlE 43X & ES«] A2 HS ARE Tl AHEIZ S}

E 65904 VESE AT Sﬂz mele] A ZEXxAHAAE] 1%Y Wl EVT-ZEY ¥
Wl VESo] Azt 0 ~ 0.8842 EA-FE ‘:’* H&%‘«l Aozt 0.926 2t} W} ol AA
#2X7} VaRgES 278 W) BES@ A4 <4 FY3Y Hole) Bl AiEoz 3
o VaR7} ES) )3 el 8L F4 Y7 /b5 ol 9eg oujsnt £ 2 2% el
9 Aol E EVI-28e Py VS Aoz 0~ 097002 $A-F R Y9 Fr)
gk 178350} . o) 2@ AP BEAA &0 5% ALol= vhAsHA 2 Uehdth

A9} o8 g R e 22 FHE 32T & Uk WA VaRL ESo) u)s) mel
AYE FaFristes Ho) gonz UgSES Wold Iud ¢4 JAAE Tt
ESE 7] LA A TEEFC 982 Bshe Aol v Fsictn Bk oz 2E
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222 ESE A A% EVE-ZEE o] AT A Tl viE £48 Aoz @
sy
7. 22

A

=

38 2L 2897 ABIN L2 w0 P43} me) B2
£ EVE-2Ee Pdo] o3 &% £=8929 VaRe} ES
FEA 9 o)) o5 AFE 3l VaRe} ESHETH AA TEZ e

NEAEL 59 ARtk B =2 228 A7FH

41 ez
i
3
2

S n oft o

B2 o
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rﬂ: (‘lf‘
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39,

i £ e
fo i ol
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e rz.
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tio
2
mlm

te do 2y fo
S
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AC)
:LSL'HE

L R

1 WA, KOSPI 3 KOSDAQF /1A% Q2488 AFREE Bas) gon LE7}
ola me] BEo] FER FHEA W2 ¢ mYEHE B 71E ¥4
AL AA REZE L AYE F4B T 227 Aok wekA o2 F 2 Al
HEAT F e VAo EVT-ZEH Yo 878
#, Berkowitz2} O’Brien(2002)2] # o] 23] VaR] AFE n &A% A3}
A o] EVT-ZE8 ol vis] Asfgo] Ao r gof AA £EZL 9
71 7hs Aol A AT Wt B2} vl Y Aol me] HRe] FEL 3
2w meojEAol EAY B EVI-ZEY Yo EA-ZEA WY vis 2EE
Zle flddeo Hot A Aoz ddH

Al AR, VaRe AR AERA S 7PEAE S BFHA71A Retez @A o)x] R
=3 R PE FaBoMee Tl Atk o]H T VaRY DS BAS F+ ESS) 47
€ Embrechts 5(2005)] &g H-& 3 AHE YTy 2 23 EVT-Z &2 Wyof o
VESe] dAujghe] 4T &4 e Auigtich Fop AR ez mAEe AP HE
7tedol deg ¢ 5 Utk

olAe =9 AFHE 2ostd TEZYLYFL B A% AP HEZ A VaRe}
ESE 37 13t Zio] upgA sy 3 VaRe} ES«] £ A EVT-ZEH Y
S Ag3he 2ol 7189 WAl BA-ZRA IHEG 298 Ao g dyHrt

B 2T dEste 5 A7 e 2ok AR, B e 1Ele 2REE

mlodr &
o rx &
& OH _& e

r-[m

I
rL
3

2 e

0.

%nﬁr,é

23 712 XEZT L VaRe} ESE A& 3T 131‘% Hopoul e 2EEL A9
HEE AEsr] HsiMe FUEEe] B #2222 l—aﬁt‘é ZFRstar, k2 #E
< BAFEREVMEE T ZEHE B89 VaR B ESE A 87t Aok A, £
AFE oHPF ZEH YT E 8] TEZTL AFFE L % stgey g S84
AARAE A FAA B FE71FAA B o] e AAEE AlFshr] A o
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Estimation and Performance Analysis of Risk Measures

using Copula and Extreme Value Theory
Sung Chil Yeol)

ABSTRACT

VaR, a tail-related risk measure is now widely used as a tool for a measurement and
a management of financial risks. For more accurate measurement of VaR, recently we
are particularly concerned about the approach based on extreme value theory rather
than the traditional method based on the assumption of normal distribution. How-
ever, many studies about the approaches using extreme value theory was done only
for the univariate case. In this paper, we discuss portfolio risk measurements with
modelling multivariate extreme value distributions by combining copulas and extreme
value theory. We also discuss the estimation of ES together with VaR as portfolio risk
measures. Finally, we investigate the relative superiority of EVT-copula approach than
variance-covariance method through the back-testing of an empirical data.

Keywords: Risk Measure, Value at Risk, Expected Shortfall, Extreme Value Theory,
Copulas, Back-testing
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