FP IR 300 A% 45 HA 45 B9 XU BE 4 4E
———2k FCopula i #y A8 AR XU
TR F IR
L VI R2E Giub 2B 2. BV AT Ao, DUJI R#l 610074

B : ASCWUEIT T I IR300 I s FlBE ¥ 07 FLAS 20 2 e At RS FIAHAR G &R o
DCC-GARCHEZ R 38 T e F5 M B FIIL TR 2 ] Bl as A AH R 2R 8k, FF DA 43 A1
KR a3 A DU F ICopul abk 2034 T T 05, KM Frank CopulalfJ A 2R
mlif, HkNClayton Copula. FEMEIEANZ b, XPANEZ G I VaRFICvaREBEAT I
B, RIBEFAA LS KBS 2 M 2B “U” RUERE, Xy E R ER AL T —
P s s .

KB : A 741, Copulaphi$l, VaR, CvaR, EHLRIE

hESES: F224 SCHRFRIRAD A

—. 55

SRl AH OGRS IE T IR I — Pl RS LR« e A XU o) AL R At 1 4
(U , A2 A5 5 FAH DCIBE 4 = ot (A B S 0, AN (1) R 2R e T I
(PR DA 2 1l RGeS [ ()R DR S LT 5 | R Bk 55 8 v » BRI, iy
J5£ S 4B R S 7 (P AH S P oK b 23 Pl R

TR A G AE b B AAF I IR e B A&, AT I B O i 41 2
DLEE, B IA DT AN T DIAE A U B T, 30 R RS AV 1 4 il XU
1 Hak v DLAs Y B OREL I HR e, B8 3 i A A o (H I Fi BB RN 3 B 2 [R)AR;
AR DRI I R AT AFATATAE BE— 203880, 31X N RSk @l 37y 0w () XU SRt » PRI
LEC R AR HE 27, BE B I B B SAH DGR R, M HL RS R Ak FF 24T
BRI T0 A B AT — 08 [P 2RO LA S5 Br s S

ARG P55 A I FH 45 R TR o B pe e AT RS B 5 e, SR & 8l %
ULEE R B, VaRSERIR LS R KT I R o JRUBR A R P RSk R R a2 6 IR
()8 F A M A OEAS, BRI 5 o Bl e Rt T 3 FH e A oy R . B An &R
ARSI, S b At TR R R, il i 3y ARG I 5 R A AR 45 Bk 25
B B Al RS ANO™ 520 T R AV AN G LA [ 1 I E AR A,
HE R — [ ) 2 ARG il J 28 5 (R RSE R R Ay 1™ 3 J By o AR, o [ E AR
ATHVEI . HAKFEAT I BRI 0158, A AT SZ 20 er A BN 8 558 BT
ARG A . H AT, Sl 3 RS I & (1) 3= B RUE . sl
Jivk. VaR. JE 7R3 (stress testing) FIM[HFE (extreme value theory) ,
fRIFREVT) o Hirr, VaRJE H i 4l i3 KUl & il 051k s

H AR il gt 7= s e A R RS RIS AR 22 Al v B 45 g sS4
i SEOTERAES T P S BHE R R P A IR 2256 70 A KA AL B8
A, ZJTIEBRARTE A, AEARERT I 2o MRS AP 3E AT AN, FEis b 2 2B
s ZEOTEBOE B I RN IE— R e R, TR A, 15 H XS
{H 22 52 X0 4 ot = WA 2 R0 S AR XU PR B o T ARAR L 1 2% 18 AR g XU o bl T4
Rl T 3 b IR 3 B A A S I R (RF IR, Bl A R0 R A AR 2D, R HIRE
Ky NATE A I ) DRSS 3l A X oA o AU o BRABL A AR — R AE S 807, A
IRV E R, e L s a8, AT — MR 20 A, & S Re e 20T Y
ARz s DA 5 T A e DRI ] PRI AF DG A — B IR 2R PEAR O, i T 4l 25 5 HAT 1 “



ENEENE” (RFAE , A6 13— R 2R PEAR S TE I UER IR S = Rl SR e R T,
Copulaffh—FhEis sy U RS Rttty B ARG AROC, I e BT
X 3  43 AT FE R 1 Copula PR B G4 . CopulaiX — M e At HiSKlar ™

(1959 $2 i, Fin JUAFEA RI e fe B AR Gl AR B ep, X — IR EEL R
SIS RN 0] LS W Joe (1997) Nelsen (1999) FlEmbrechts% (1999)
W SRR VAN T B AR . Longi (2000) '] Copulas J5 2% e I KU
BAe FIRGAE = e AT SE . FreyFiMcNeil (2003) " {8 H]Copula stk o4
FERRAH O, R HR— A A DG R B AT 58 o A 42K Af I Copula i L4 40
£ U BEAT B B [P 9T 38 45 Bouye, Gaussel f1Salmon (2002) ™, LongiflSolink

(2001) ™, Glasserman'™% (2002), EmbrechtsZ:™ (2003), Rosenbergfll
Schuermann (2005) "'2%, EmbrechtsZs (2003) " FiCherubiniZs (2004) %fCopula
FEAR AR OGN H 45 T ERIR A I R 2704 .

ARIAELEE AT NI AL b, AR 3 A A R i&Copul alfIii Zx op A, &

200 1 97 R 300 I FE BB R 3 67 AT 2 2 (A AR g IRy, K H B8 K T i e A g JXU
(RIFRACE5 L, XA R il T 6 BRARRE

=, BEANE
(—) VaR & CVaR #& 7!
1. VaR &%
VaR WARAERME, B&—aMHN, E—eMEFLT, WEHAEGTREHIL
(B KA R, S B b R J e ke 19— B 5y s i AU A B R R X AR

R - i g, B RERECh f(x), W) VaR 7] LLRIR N
VaR =inf{x| f (X <x)> p} (D
O ERREE (x) NIEB R BN AT BLRIR A vaR = F 7 (p), Heh BB )

i F () 1) BREL

2. CVAR [ SR
CVaR ZfafiKHEid VaR B4 3801E, WA N 6k CVAR (Expected

Shortfall) s 2#VaR (Tail VaR) , HA*¥#*mh: CVaR, =E[ X|X >VaR, ], X

TaaPide (BPA le3i) « CVaR (Conditional Value at Risk) & H{Rockafeller
FiUryasevfe it T, ‘&9k4h T VaR BIskfE. X —ANEL MmN S, CVaR
I VaRHUR M I E . el

f(x, y)>VaRaJ: I xdF (x|x>VaR, ) (2)

I8 VaR FEAESXAIGAN XU, K2 B Rl 5T B, e R K AENE
(KGR o XA ) fn] AR CVaR gk, CVaR 2 VR AVEME . ISP, K
FUIPEATE M, BRI — SO A XU B . CVaR RS T A K ) P 240K,
S TR AR VaR BB I A] B 2 KB AR UR IR, B2 VaR B g fA
IV AL IR RS A

CVaR, =VaR, +E| f(x y)-VaR,




(=) DCC-GARCH f& %4
DCC—-GARCH %445 Engle (2002) #&H, JEFE Bollerslev (1990) £ Hi [ 41

AT LA B A R R o B O B R IE AR 751, W) DCC-GARCH ) H
ALy -
k=2~ N(O,DRD,)
D’ =diag {w } +diag {k} o r,_,r,, +diag {4} D2,
& =D (3)
Q =So(tr —A-B)+Acg & ;+BoQ,
R =diag{Q} "’ Qdiag{Q}

Ferp D2 SR FAERE, AT RN KRR ST %, Q bR

IR 72 e A TT Z50 8, SHFRENIR 2 &, UL T 2560, R A4
MR ABMEIE, 55 “.” AC &L Hadamard e £,  BIP 5E B4 6F Y oG 2 A4 3,
diag, {Q} " =diag(L/\[o,, .. 1/ \[Opi) s @5 ki A4, A, B WFTEAMEINS

o
W 3 Ik M 22 O IE 2R 73 AT 2 AT AR AR AL T IR e, A5 e AT SR BC& AN T,
HUBEA PR KA At 1 (Quasi—Maximum Likelihood) o {3t #2435 4 W I B4k
W (D) 6] — JCGARCHAR BN AR b AT Al 5 (2) i I AT — 5 R T A3 i b v
IR ZE RAG T SAFAR C R B A TT 2D
(=) POT A K Mvi US55
WA BEVR A b o B W RS ) — P v, LA R A A v e 1, IF
AJ DAVEAf IR A I AL B B R P . BMMAR B RTPOTAR 7Y
LA BMMASE R S — AL G (I MRAE A A 7k, 2B 1 A 3 LA W 5 2 P 1)
WAE A L, POTHE AR S —Flopr B R, S Bl Ek g th i b, A H AT
WA R AR SO SR FHPOTRE B HEA T A 11
1. POT %Y B IR 2L Al

BB 51 {2} 170 AT BB F(x), € XF,(y) ABEHLAZ & Z R B (e u 1 5%
oA R B, BT AR IR
F,(y)=P(Z-u<y|Z>u) y>0 (4)
MR A AR~ N HA TR LA 2]

F (y) = Fu+y)-F() _F(z)-F(u)
! 1-F(u) 1-F(u)

EH (Pickands (1975)): XfF—KEnAHF OUTREIEHA M A6
SRR TR F, (), 142G, (y)

= F(2)=F,(y)A-FU)+F), zxu (3




_ S e
Fy~c =TT a0 L (6)

1-e'° £=0
&0, yel[0): HE<0mf, ye[0—o/f]. RELG]  (y) PR SLIH 5
FEI3 A -
2. POT HRY 8 S F0 Sk i

K B RS 717 (Maximum Likelihood CVaRtimation) fiithZ%k €
5B, KA ATRITEM T

3, $RH GPD MEZR %5 BE bR B

(14 S
FJW%GAJWzl ey c*0 L )

1-ev'e £=0

F, SRR e 5L

—nlna—(1+£)zn:|n(1+£yi) E#£0 (8)
L(&,o|y)= . n§ i-1 o
—Mna——zzm £=0
O a1

E=, HiEmfHu
Dupuis (1998) #4H T X BIME u A5V 7k, — AR R4 Hill B,
WH AR ER A ERE, ASCRHAEANERIPEERSGE®WHEu, 2

Xy > Xy >+ Xy » FEA BB 56 K05 S

ew)zz%fiiiﬂz k =mini| X, > u} (9

B PR TSR I O A (u e(u)) R If i 2k R 7 2 K u VB A B, 645 Y
X > u i e(x) AL pR 2L

o+ém

e(m=E(X-m|X>m)= Tz

oc+Em>0 (10)

B0, (G4 R
Yu e BUS, Rz}, BIEAR (6) BHATHAMURMG TR Ef S .

RIS BAG 2z }HE A LEBE U RN L WA N, IRIEAK (4) AR

A F(u) (e, TR 2 F (2) IRIE



- @ S )+ -
F(2) = F,(y)A-Fu)+F )= 7 \
u _ p(z-u)lo _ Yy
LA-e ) =) (1)

1- N (1+£(z—u))’“5 E#0
N o

1_&e—(z—u)/a ézo

N

3. FTFRAE AR K VaRft ™
i E R HUS B (Tnvert) o] AR H VaR LR, T4 e A B85 K F

o, WL MR EA R (8) ATDARF

0+ T ((@-p) -1 £#0
VaR, = u
u-on(a-p) =0 (12)

ES, =VaR, +E(Z -VaR, |Z >VaR,)

WA GPD [ Z&AF o AR AL~ 30 (5) W LA 3

o+§(\/aRp—u)_VaRp+g_§u (13)
1-¢ 1-¢& 1-¢

(VU) Copula BR% K AHAK ARSI BE

1. 9% F ff)Copulapfil
Juri (2002) $&Hi 11 Copula PRECEL S T A0 & R EAH S HAE K, LMl
M SE AT ) T AR S [A) I R AH DGR R o A 1N AR 1 2 [R] 1) R A AR OC &
AT ZH, FRATTAEXT YR 300 R FREL SR FHH S AHHOC R AP T 4 F
Copula PR, 73 74& Gumbel. Guass. Clayton FH Frank pRZ%5.
(1) Gauss Copula PR%X

ES, =VaR, +

() ot (v) 1 —(s* = 2pst +1?
Couwv)=]""[" 27[(1_/)2)1,2.exp{ ( 2(1_pp2) Ndsdt (14)

0 H— TR ES A, p e (1) o Co, TS I REIUBFAM G AATHE LA 5271

W2 WTICRY], BRI PRIy, B Co, b im v B, (HE R E

AR, 2 B R A XSS A A PR B, AR [ i 1) v 387 Copula J& TG HE N F111 .
(2) Gumbel Copula PR%%
Gumbel Copula BRELIY) 43 AT bR RN %5 B pR AR 70 ) A -

Co (u,v;8) =exp{-{(-Inu)"* + (~Inv)"° T’} (15)



) C. u,V: 16/2('” u- |nv)11//:*;§ {[(—In u)1/a‘ n (_lnv)1/5]5 +1—1} (16)
uv[(=Inu)"? + (=Inv)"'°] °

G

Hhse (01, Ho=10, Ci(uv;)=uv, BIFEHLAERU . VI 2560

i, BENLAZ B U v R T 5E A8, HLiLqCG (u,v;8) =min(u,v)=C*, B4 5 —>1

5, Gumbel Copula PR T Fréchet L5 C*.

Gumbel Copula [F% & RECEA AL, FREE FRIK, HEEmE
“J7 FAY, Gumbel Copula pA%L LEMAICMER M, W HTHAAE LA ES
BRI ARG . Wi R LMo Ay, 2 1 Clayton Copula Z:dfid =%
(3) Clayton Copula PR%X

Clayton Copula RZLIR) 5341 eR 45 % S B AS) ) A -
C.(uv;6)=Uu?+v?-1*° (17

. (u,v;8) =@+ 8)(uv) U +v? - (18)

Hrhse(0,0). 24600, limC, (u,v;8) =uv, RIBEHLAE S u . v T

ML, M6 >, FHNARTEU. ViR TS, H
Lim C.(u,v;8) =min(u,v) =C*, R4 8 —>oolf, Clayton Copula pEE#n] T Fré

chet B C*,

Clayton Copula [¥)% B R B RIFE B AT AR FRE, FRART R, LS
fiE “L” /Y, Clayton Copula PREL NI ICIER ®R, v H T-H#ALE T REAL
AABEMHCKARMING . WaiF 24 WM, £ Clayton Copula Z: ik
KRR R

(4) Frank Copula PR%X

Frank Copula pREIIE 73 A0 R RN BE pR 053 001 A -

Ce(u,v;) = —%|Og[l— (1—e—5U_)(1

—ov
e (19)

efb‘

5(1_ e—&)e—é(uw)
[@-e7)-@A-e™)L-e™)]

Hrs20, 5>00, FHPAZFU. VIEMHIK, §—>0RBENA R, vigan
TN, S<ORFENIAE R U, vIHME, Frank Copula (1% B pREEA XHFRIE,
HEERAmE “U” A,

2. Copula ¥H ) fh 71

Copula B (K ZE Al v K FH PR B B IR R AR Ak T J7 25 o AROKABUAR T R A -

c- (u,v;0) = (20)




00) = Y INC(F, (430, F, (K50, . Fy (6:6,0:8) + X3 I £,(¢:0,) (2D)

y=1 n=1

F O X0 Xy ) = C(R0OG56) o By (%36,), 0, Fyg (X456 ); 6) KA LR 6,

N

KEIbRI3 AT F 2 HL, 5 72 Copula AT LRI S, i NSHEEN -

0=(6,",60,:6) (22)

S5, UGS RS 0 =arg max Y_In f (x:;6,)

y=1

-2, eSS SRR N, ST

>

&

§=argmax > Inc(F (x;6,), -+, F,(X:;6,), -+, Fy (X 6y ); ) (23)
DL b5 v SRR I B HE T 2R B2 CTRMD , 5000k VR A9 32 B HERT il 1 CTRMED,
IFME 1 MLE [ e AR 1, B —SE gt IEA .
3. &TF copula ] VaR &
SELATIH AR AT, M5E VaR PEVE DRI
S0, ATHPEE 300 BEHR LT RN B 25 R AR AE 5> A S 4L
520, LLGPD hilibrarAn, AhivhPUFh Copula ML Z4L;
5 =00, AR — e HENE R A AR Copula pR%L;
H =00, RS A SR L) Copula MI% 4 pseudo BEALEL;
U, SRR EEL, 774 10000 HALI % P2 A5 VaR.

=. SEESHr
(—) FEAEHLK A
PR 300 FREUN BT A LT 2006 4 10 H 30 HIT4h4E A [ 4 abiy) 5828 5 prik
ITIEAL 5y, MOT AT 52, ASGERCT 2007 45 1 H 4 H#| 2008 4F 9 H
26 H 18] B I 45 B0 B0 1E R a3 o0k S o Bl ke U T b [ 4 il B B A2 5 B
(www. cffex. com. cn)o YR 300 FRECARHER A H. FAMNMEWANZH
WAL, BN AGAEARIH, T WIS A E S, BAT0A—
REHPWHRIENAA RO RENEIEEEZ R, Wamxe Xl

r.=logp, —logp,,, M p Ew=H t BB, B 7N 2ETFON R ECT

TIE, AN A B AR e, FEIRET % U 17 =100* (log p, —log p,,) » IR 300 i

FRELGTRYI S i e R A3 I HISE s AT F R0

(Z) AR

R AR 300 LB A U A K BT T IR GE T, SRR IR ISR
300 PLETL R A (M bnAEZE 2. 7080, W AR 07 B I ST lie s R (s 22, )
TRl A (R RE D 7. 5163, BLGTHCRE R KISy 3. 9259, X Ui WY BT ot 11
AP LR 28, N J-B IERRI ARG, Liee 5T BT ot A A0



PR JEOIE S A R 5o B AR T B3 WA 2 2R 1R 3 (R P 57 500 K 309 B i 2
K, ABILSRCES RImEE 0. 3590, 3TN 1. 1641,

K DCC-GARCH AT 300 e H8 I8 B2 A Bl s R e I BEAT R, 1 1
RPN R P H BN S MR R E R~ 1], SErp YARBR A B A AR AR O R 4. P
FRBUSGES P AN S A AH AR R o, MO R/ Ry 0.0293, fiich 0.8909, 1

¥4 0.7077, FRUEZEN 0.0751,

CoRE_qoims_ o]

i

1: J&F DCC-GARCH AU 2 2645 A AH O M sh A A
(=) HRAB 53 A 8 ASE B b o DXL 0 8

1. HRAE 7347 B R 1R B

SET WA BRI TR POTRIAY,  FAT T 75 ZERA e 1 >4 1 1) AL u X e PR o3 A it
ATGPDIUA - DuMouchel (1983) [WFFTERI, fEu ARVFIIMEOL MIZHX 10% e A7 (1
B AE A AE B AR LR A G e B, S rT e MIFEAR W EEfUA, FEAR
AMANTE I /3 I 4 43 A48 TP 300 FRBL SR S ik 25 5 F A LR
DL H I BEAR s, DB IR 2 R0 s FEAS 11350 8 PR ek 4 1]
76-3. 3 MmiElE g, HAWEMM R MmEAE, HHIRMS S B 9%

a2 2k, REHIE 2 u=-3.629, N, =43 REMSE 1%

IR
% Tf/f o
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Mean Excess
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Percent Data Paoints above Threshald

16 a9

o 3

Estimate of xi
<10 05 00 05

15

T T
25 30

T
4.5

B 3. P 300 IR BB AN BT

LR BE

2. GPD v 4 #

MRPEEER P MR, BEATAR ARG T, AT B PE, HEILLTI 3%, |
FFBIA PR B (B 4) v LA B R R RSB 0 RS 49 r FEAH 7 e B v (e il 2 L
T EE AR A, RS A TR R AR — 2 22, AR E GPD (4 &

RS FEACHRARL )

Mean Excess

Estimate of xi
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e,
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Threshold

Percent Data Paints above Threshaold
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4 =1 g 10 12
Threshold

W di % BRRBIMETE . A2 FoAIL SRR A b
R, A Eouitelat R R, 22 POy BB R B R BIEEE, AR OBt las

1 GPD Z Ml 1T 45
e 5 (L FEHFEA | xi beta
M aEx | LR 3. 349 32 0.02166004 | 1. 439442
N -3.629 43 0. 05388388 | 1. 319256
HkaE | L2 4. 399 37 —0. 1974917 | 4. 916466
N -4. 296 37 0. 1156957 | 3. 253238

Lowrer tail Fit
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a s
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Bl 5: I 300 B FR I SR ai R R AR BIIA .
3. FHTHRAE AR VaR #1 CVaR flii+45 58
R T AR 43 A 0 AR KURG: IR 2 B8, R R R 45 Y T JE T I A4 A F
PAE /3 A IR VaR Fl CVaR Al THE, B FRAMER H: I 50KaE 2 1 XU 22 0 21
KTBLBC R R RS, B AE A3 AT T A3 08 XU B R B IR (M % s 7 0. 975
F10. 99 [FEAS AT, FTAAE /A1 1 S AG VB R T IE 4040 R ARG A,
WO E Ry T, WA o0 AT e B AR 2 21 R 30 XU

%2 FETWAE S A 1) VaR Al CVaR 53]

J7ik | FETIEAN Var Fl CVaR ST AAE 2 A IP) Var FiI CVaR

gy An | BT S W F Wbz S W F

H Var CVaR | Var CVaR | Var CVaR | Var CVaR

0.95 [4.4806 |5.6132 | 6.2162 | 7.7972 | 3.9511 | 5.4358 | 7. 0126 | 10. 6872

0.975 | 5.3347 | 6. 3589 | 7. 4085 | 8. 8381 | 4. 9655 | 6. 4726 | 9.8631 | 13.0676

0.99 [6.3279 | 7.2464 | 8.7948 | 10. 076 | 6. 3300 | 7. 8674 | 13.0794 | 15. 7535

(PY) Copula RZERARFNAR RS

1. 254 Copula ¥k

256 Copula FRAELH Deheuvels (1984) $&H, Nelsen 7F 1999 M T it—20
(IR, 82 36 T HE S AR 1) 7 0] 4 Rk i TR) 5 71) 1R L S 4 A A e ok R 1)
UG, IXPE T e b A vk s B A 1 S B oA, e, AEREYTIR 300
JBe F8 B A B2 2 R Al B A (AREL 3 A D) A A3 A b AT AN R 1Y
Copula PR TFZ AT, ALEFEHRLLK Copula PR —LEMEAR,

HT-Gumbel Copulaft b REAA B mIIAHICH:, B 3= S BT 348 S i R B
MIARDS, RYiFkz A “4-30H15” 5 Clayton CopulafE FRH H R A,
B 3= B BT 3928 Dy ANE BRI A OG, Bz A “REXAHOC”; Frank Copula/f@Xf
A, J&T “XBRAIE”. A Copul aflf R85 B 45 mdn] LA, %00
AT PN i AR 26 114 5 SR R B KA 28l R B B L R AR IR R RS f s 2 T &, (KA 28
S AR R DA R 73 A (R Frank CopulailClayton Copula ] LSS Ay LS 1] S RIX —
AHIR G
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CDF of the Bivariate Distribution EMPCOP Density of the Bivariate Distribution EMPCOP
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06 1 | TTEOT 06

n4

0z

nn4 Fooo0oA ™
T T

T T T T T
00 02 04 06 08 10 0o 02 04 0.6 0.8 10

Kl 6: &5 Copula % i R BRI % 5 2 1) 56 = 2k
2 Copula BR¥HIAE T
FATTIEHL Gumbel. Gaussian. Frank il Clayton VU Copula pR%L, HR¥E1L
R pR LR T A, LA R

%3 Copula PRELIAL T 45
Gumbel Gauss Frank Clayton
delta 1.94412 0.70234 6. 77226 1. 75568
Kendalls. tau 0. 48563 0. 4957 0. 5520 0.46747
Spearmans. rho 0. 6658 0. 6853 0. 7522 0. 6451
loglike 135. 3727 143. 7926 158. 4203 149. 3260
AIC -268. 7454 —-285. 5851 -314. 8407 -296. 6520
BIC -264. 7004 -281. 5401 -310. 7957 -292. 6070

R BIE H Frank Copula IARRBRER K, FF H ATC F1 BIC &8/
(17, PAIHIEHL Frank Copula J2& LUAHA 1. AR DL B4 125 SR s Bt AT 95
K 7 4525 Copula FIPUFF Copula FUFLA EIMAE M2 B T bL, AXER H,
Frank Copula [NHUA R &L, H KA Clayton Copula. A T BE—2PEIFiX—
SR TTAEYE, R Frank Copula oREOGHIVA 300 JBREHEHLSE AU 5% Wi 5 2 751
HHTESL, X EsziaiZ, nfDAERNISET Frank Copula X ai 0 A LA
B HAR (LK 8D,

11
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Copula Empirical vs. Fitted CDF
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The risk characters of China 300 Index Futures

---- Measure the risk of dependency Based on Copula function

WANG Ji-pei  WANG Kai-ye
(Southwestern University Of Finance and Economics ,Statistics University of
SWUFE, ,E-Commerce School,Chengdu ,610074)

Abstract

This paper study extreme risks and the relationship between the China 300 stock
index and stock trading simulation yield. DCC-GARCH model used to describe the
dynamic conditions of the correlation coefficient between the stock index futures and
spot goods, And extreme value distribution for the marginal distribution of the four
commonly used Copula function fitting,We found Frank Copula is the best fit,
followed by Clayton Copula. On this basis, with different combinations of VaR and
CvaR for Measure, Found that a "U"-type features between the proportion of portfolio
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and risk, it also provides a new approach for hedge research.
Keywords: Extreme value distribution; Copula function;VaR;CVaR;Hedge
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