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3
1997—1998
Lardy 1998
King & Wadhwani
1990
20 90
BIS
Peck & Rosengren
1997 1997 8
H
volatility
Markowitz 1952
GARCH
Bollerslev 1986 Taylor 1986
volatility clustering
Embrechts 1997 * J.P.
1994 Value at Risk VaR
VaR 1996 2001
Duffie
& Pan 1997 Jorion 2000 >VaR
.
2002
3 VaR lower partial moment Roy

1952
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6
VaR Hong 2001b
e -Granger Granger causality in risk
VaR
Granger
Granger Granger 1969 1980
-Granger
121995 4 4 2003
A B
B
B
B H
A
—A
A
B H
A
B A
-Granger
-Granger Granger causality in
mean Granger 1969 -Granger Granger causality in variance
Granger 1986 Granger general Granger causality

Granger 1980

-Granger

2002 6
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-Granger
T 1-a VaR T
1—«a V,=V 1, «a
VaR Y,
pdf a-
PY <-V, Il =a 2.1
1171_ Yzfl Ylfz t—1 2.1
shortfall probability a 10%
5% 1% BIS a=1% =10
VaR J.P. a=5% a=1%
VaR-
Gollier 1996 Sentamero & Babbel 1996
Roy 1952 Levy & Sarnet
1972 Arzac & Bawa 1977 Jansen 1998 Ang
2002
VaR Y,
,j Y, = p + og 29
le, ~m.d.s. 01 F, -
m=p I U%EU? I, I, - Y,
F - =F-1|I,, I, ¢ CDF
g, martingale difference se-
quence m.d.s E ¢ll,y =0 a.s. var ¢, { =1 a.s. 2.
1 2.2
V, == p + oz 2.3
2=z I, g, F, - a
F, 2, a =a V, Y, 2 o
2.2 o GARCH  I-
GARCH Engle & Bollerslev 1986 Y,
Y, VaR
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VaR J.P. 1997 RiskMet-
rics
(Y, = ag
Gor = 1-2 2 NY. 2.4
i=1
e, —i.i.d.N 0 1
A J.P.
A=0.94
2.4 VaR
V, =02 a 2.5
2 o« N 01 a a=
0.10 0.05 0.01 2 a 1.28 1.65 2.33
VaR
-Granger
VaR VaR
Hong 2001b -Granger
Y, Granger 1969 1980
Y, L= 1,1 L, Iy,
= Yy, Yy Iy,-1 = Yo, Yo t—1 1
2
Hy P Y, <-V, 11,4, =P Y, <=V, |1, almost surely .
2.6
Yo, ) a Granger-
le
Hy P Y, <-V, |1, #P Y, <=V, |1 . 2.7
Yo, I, a  Granger-
Y]t th le
a
Granger -Granger
Granger 1986 p. 2

Granger 1969
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3
Granger
Engle 1990 -Granger
-Granger
-Granger
-Granger
-Granger -Granger
Granger 1980 Granger
P Yy <yllj,  #P Y, <yll, y& —o0 ®© -Granger
Granger
-Granger
-Granger
VaR “ ”
Zl'lEl Y1z<_V[[ =12 3.1
- VaR 1
0 Hy, H,
Hy E Zy, I 11,1 = E Zy, 1 1
Hy E Zy, |1 11, #E Zy, 1 I,y .
Y1, Y, -Granger AR
Z5, -Granger
-Granger H,
Ccov le ZZl*j - 0 ] > 0
7>0 cov Zy, Zy-; 70 -Granger
121.‘71
Yy,
Ccov Z“ ZZ/*_;'
Vlt 8[ = V[ I[ -1 6[ a l - 1 32
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1 a Vi VaR 0,
VaR Jorion 2000
].P. Engle & Manganlli 1999
VaR CAViaR
GARCH
T Yy, Yy L 0, 0,
ZilEl Y1z<_V[[ (9[ [ =12 3.3
le 221
.
JTIZ Zi, —ay Zy-j— a 0<;<T-1
cj=4 3.4
1T12 Zij — a1 Zy — a3 1-T<;j<0
(=1-j
~ T\ N A N
a=T"'2Z Zv Z
t=1
pj =Cj 55 ;=0 =1 + T-1 3.5
S/:&[ 1 a; Z[z a El’[ Hong
2001a - Granger
- Granger
7-1 )
QM = T2k jMp*j ~C+r M 2D+ M '2 356
ji=1
centering factor scaling factor 7
T-1
Cor M =>,1-; Tk j M
j=1
T-2
Dy M =>,1-;T 1- j+1 Tk j M
j=1
k- kernel
Bartlett + =z = 1-|z| [ |=z|<1
Daniell £ 2z =sin w2z =@z k-
k- M
Ciy M

CIM:MJ k2 2 dz DIM:MJ k2 dz
0 0

D[T M
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T-1 M
Hong
2001a T—>o0 M—o0
M T—0 H, Q M —>NO1
QM T
M—>o0 - Granger
Q M
M QI M
%
Box & Pierre 1971
Q M
kg op
Q M
Daniell
Q M
h>0 o h #0 T QM
Q M N 01 up-
per-tailed critical values 5% 1.645
Granger-
cov Zy,
Zy-; =0 j=0 +1 £2

QM = T2 R jMp*j —Cypr M 2D,y M '2 3.7

T-1
Cor M = > 1-j TK M
i=1-T
T-2 !
Dyy M = > 1—j T 1— j+1 T M
j=2-T
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QM - Granger Q M
- Granger
QM QM
12 A
SHA B SHB A SZA B
S7ZB HKH H
HSI TWI STI
KOSPI 225 NK225 Standard & Poor 500
S\ & P500 DAX30 DAX 8 1 1994
121995 4 4 2003
SHA SHB SZA SZB
Datastream
12 100
SHA
SZA SHB  SZB A
A B H HSI
TWI STI KOSPI S&P 500 DAX
A 1997
SHA  SZA
SHB SZB A B
A 1995 1 1
A T+1 1996 12 16
10% B
1996 1 B
2001 2 B B
1
SHA SZA SHB SZB S&P 500 DAX
HSI
H



3 713

SHA
3
A
1

A 2154 0.04 1.953 0.979 29.909
A 2154 0.043 2.03 0.305 18.38

B 2154 0.032 2.324 0.412 7.892

B 2154 0.025 2.503 0.212 9.2
2154 -0.034 2.581 0.316 8.932

2154 0.003 1.806 0.151 13.013

2154 -0.021 1.693 -0.012 5.111

2154 -0.016 1.479 0.386 13.11

2154 —0.028 2.245 -0.039 5.987

225 2154 —0.041 1.484 0.083 5.082
S& $ P 500 2154 0.03 1.19 —0.106 6.05
DAX30 2154 0.011 1.647 —0.237 5.796

1995 1 2 2003 4 4
SHA SHB SZA  SZB Datas-
tream
P, ¢ t
Y, = 100ln P, P, , . 5.1
Y,

AR m -TGARCH threshold generalized conditional heteroskedasticity
Glosten 1993

Yz = b() + ijYt*j + &

j=1

e, =&h 7 & ~iidNO1 5.2

hy = @+ D aph, o+ Bres il e, 1 >0 + Bl 1 <<0
k=1



714 3
m GARCH 1 1 GARCH 2.1
Engle 1986 1993
TGARCH “ leverage effect ”
AR 3 -TGARCH 1 1
TGARCH
David Hendry “ " Gilbert 1986
2 a b AR-TGARCH
SHA SZB HSI STI KOSPI NK225 DAX 2
AR 3 -TGARCH 1 1 SZA AR 4 -
TGARCH 2 1 HKH AR 3 -TGARCH 2 1
TWI AR 4 -TGARCH 1 1 SHB
S&P 500 B 1996
time dummy variable SHB
Y, = bo+dil t >ty + 2,6Y, ; +e
i1
e =6h 7 & ~iidNOI1
n 5-3
hy =@ +dyl t >ty + 2 aph, 4+ Pret L e >0
k=1
+ 3255—11 €1 < 0
to=500 1996 12 2
S&P500 5.2 Bi 0
AR 3 -GARCH 1 1
3
Y, = b+ Eijtfj + ¢
j=1
e, = &h'? £ ~iidNO1 5.4
[ht = w+ alht,l + [818571.
2 5%
TGARCH ay ax Pi P B> By ‘
” SHB d» 1%
SHB 2
- - -2 -2
& o, e o)

Box & Pierce 1971 p- 0.10
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2 a TGARCH
SHA S7B HSI STI KOSPI  NK225 DAX
, 0.001 ~0.037  —0.002 —0.033 —0.046 —0.045  0.039
0 0.031 0.041 0.029 0.024 0.037 0.029 0.026
. 0.013 0.087 0.069 0.121 0.088  —0.038  0.0004
! 0.024 0.028 0.023 0.024 0.022 0.023 0.023
. ~0.014 —0.007  0.018 0.010 0.004 0.002 0.002
: 0.024 0.026 0.023 0.023 0.022 0.022 0.023
. 0.019 0.012 0.058 0.028  —0.014 —0.011 —0.0007
’ 0.024 0.024 0.023 0.023 0.022 0.022 0.023
_ 0.014 0.771 0.041 0.038 0.011 0.051 0.030
“ 0.005 0.080 0.009 0.009 0.006 0.014 0.008
. 0.940 0.596 0.916 0.879 0.956 0.920 0.892
: 0.005 0.030 0.010 0.013 0.007 0.013 0.013
s 0.040 0.284 0.013 0.059 0.024 0.017 0.054
: 0.007 0.037 0.009 0.012 0.008 0.008 0.013
s 0.093 0.326 0.133 0.161 0.064 0.100 0.141
2 0.011 0.043 0.018 0.020 0.010 0.016 0.019
2154 2154 2154 2154 2154 2154 2154
~1.942  -2.166 —1.839 —1.646 —2.099 —1.763 —1.732
GBP' 5 ~0.211  0.422  —1.130 -0.08 —0.810 —1.142 —1.031
0.583 0.337 0.871 0.534 0.791 0.873 0.849
GBP' 10 ~0.089  0.518  —1.332 -0.730 -0.878 —1.262 —0.787
0.536 0.302 0.909 0.767 0.810 0.897 0.784
B! 20 ~0.162  0.257  —1.558 —1.168 —0.464 —1.183 —0.402
0.564 0.399 0.940 0.879 0.679 0.882 0.656
GBP? 5 ~0.064 —0.956  0.293  —0.546 —-0.509 —0.169  0.731
0.525 0.831 0.385 0.707 0.695 0.570 0.232
GBF? 10 ~0.156 —1.330 —0.362 —0.644 —0.891 —0.354  0.187
0.562 0.908 0.642 0.740 0.814 0.638 0.426
GBF? 20 ~1.073 -1.786 —1.278 —1.096 —0.861 —0.431  0.0004
0.858 0.963 0.899 0.864 0.805 0.667 0.500
3
Y, =bg+ 2, b)Y, ite e=Eh'% hy=m+ah, TRl & >0 + P’ |l & 1<
j=1
0 Box-Pierce p» GBP' M
GBP> M M Box-Pierce
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2b TGARCH
SZA HKH TWI SHB SP500
. ~0.021 ~0.038 ~0.029 ~0.086 . 0.077
0 0.033 0.039 0.033 0.045 0 0.020
) 0.039 0.191 0.032 0.142 . 0.022
: 0.025 0.024 0.023 0.026 : 0.023
) ~0.007 ~0.026 0.068 0.011 , 0.006
: 0.023 0.023 0.023 0.025 2 0.023
) ~0.0001 ~0.001 0.018 0.012 . ~0.048
3 0.024 0.024 0.022 0.024 ’ 0.023
) 0.025 ~0.047
4 0.024 0.022
0.035 0.115 0.120 0.139 - 0.009
bowl
W 0.014 0.032 0.034 0.028 0.004
. 0.463 0.349 0.883 0.733 . 0.918
! 0.127 0.119 0.022 0.032 ! 0.011
0.437 0.468
]
0.119 0.111
g 0.073 0.128 0.019 0.190 0.082
! 0.010 0.023 0.009 0.028 B 0.012
8 0.135 0.228 0.136 0.192
2 0.020 0.034 0.025 0.029
i 0.107
0.068
0.379
d’?
2 0.082
2154 2154 2154 2154 2154
~1.982 ~2.165 ~1.885 ~2.056 —1.481
R 0.113 ~0.309 ~1.103 0.667 ~1.109
0.455 0.621 0.865 0.252 0.866
.. 0.732 ~0.869 ~0.480 0.570 ~0.957
GBP' 10
0.232 0.807 0.684 0.284 0.831
GBP! 20 0.475 ~1.230 0.118 0.776 ~0.528
0.317 0.891 0.453 0.219 0.701
GRP? 5 0.507 0.574 —0.427 ~0.995 0.020
* 0.306 0.283 0.665 0.840 0.492
- 0.942 0.054 ~0.817 ~1.128 ~0.431
GBP? 10
0.173 0.478 0.793 0.870 0.667
~0.070 0.010 ~0.560 —1.496 -1.172
“HP2
GBP™ 20 0.528 0.496 0.712 0.933 0.879
3
SHB Y, =bo+dil t>500 + D) 6Y, jte e=6&h 2 hy=m+dyl t>500 +ayh,

i=1

+Biei 1 & >0 +Ber 1 g <0

3
SP500 Y, =bo+ D, b)Y, ;te e =Eh'7 hy=wm+ah,_,+Biel_,

i=1
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-Granger

a=10% a=5% -

Granger 3 a=10%
-Granger p-
Daniell
3
M 10 20 10 20
SHA&SZA 340.628 0.000 241.758 0.000 SZASSZB 35.723 0.000 25.846 0.000
SHA<=SZA 4.988 0.000 3.499 0.000 SZA<SZB 3.769 0.000 3.586 0.000
SHA=>SZA 5.740 0.000 4.750 0.000 SZA=>SZB —0.125 0.550 —0.289 0.614
SHA&SHB 44.750 0.000 32.161 0.000 SZASHKH 1.870 0.031 3.075 0.001
SHA<=SHB 4.043 0.000 3.424 0.000 SZA<HKH 3.075 0.001 3.756 0.000
SHA=>SHB 0.424 0.336 0.323 0.373 SZA=HKH 0.091 0.464 0.967 0.167
SHASSZB 41.690 0.000 29.779 0.000 SHBSSZB 102.542 0.000 73.121 0.000
SHA<=SZB 4.391 0.000 3.686 0.000 SHB<SZB 5.179 0.000 4.258 0.000
SHA=>SZB =0.396 0.654 -0.578 0.718 SHB=>SZB 1.950 0.026 1.375 0.085
SHA=HKH 1.428 0.077 2.177 0.015 SHB=HKH 18.100 0.000 13.499 0.000
SHA<HKH 2.052 0.020 3.206 0.001 SHB<HKH 5.539 0.000 3.646 0.000
SHA=HKH —0.493 0.689 —0.433 0.668 SHB=HKH 7.068 0.000 5.920 0.000
SZA=SHB 40.672 0.000 29.774 0.000 SZB=HKH 8.608 0.000 6.837 0.000
SZA<=SHB 7.128 0.000 6.571 0.000 SZB<=HKH 2.282 0.011 2.513 0.006
SZA=SHB 0.133 0.447 —-0.195 0.577 SZB=HKH 1.167 0.122 0.921 0.178
= I -Granger C et st
I, -Granger P
1.
SHA SHB SZA SZB  HKH H
SHA SZA SHB SZB
-Granger
-Granger
10% SHA
Granger- SZA SHA
SZA SZA
SHA
B Granger- B B Granger-
B

i SHA SHB i SHA SZB  iii SZA
SHB iv SZA SZB A B
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-Granger

-Granger 10% B
Granger- A B

B
A
Stulz &
Wasserfallen 1995 Kang & Stulz 1996 Brennan & Cao 1997
Chui & Kwok 1998 Mok & Hui 1998
Froot & Seasholes 2001

Chan & Wright 2001 5%
SZB  SZA SHA
A B H 10%
-Granger A B H
-Granger H
Granger- A SZA SHA Granger- H
B B Granger- H
1 A B
10% B Granger- A
2 A H B H
3 5% 10%
A B
B H
2001
A H B H
2.
4
-Granger p-
10% 5% A I,-; HSI
Granger -Granger
B HSI -

Granger SHB Granger- HSI HSI
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Granger- SZB B
B B
-Granger H
HSI -Granger
10% H Granger- HSI
5% H HSI
A HIS B H HSI
A B
B
4
M 10 20 10 20
SHA&HSI 0.556 0.411 1.249 0.265 SHASTWI 0.055 0.478 —0.541 0.706
SHA=HSI 0.556 0.289 1.249 0.106 SHA=>TWI 0.639 0.261 0.286 0.388
SHA<HSI —0.048 0.519 -0.218 0.586 SHA<TWI —0.409 0.659 —0.983 0.837
SZA=HSI -0.561 0.713 0.089 0.464 SZASTWI 0.988 0.161 0.481 0.315
SZA=HSI —0.778 0.782 0.344 0.365 SZA=>TWI 2.019 0.022 1.308 0.095
SZA<HSI 0.321 0.374 0.061 0.476  SZA<TWI —0.145 0.557 —0.358 0.640
SHB&HSI 9.339 0.000 6.922 0.000 SHBSTWI 3.805 0.000 3.283 0.001
SHB=HSI 2.694 0.004 2.256 0.012 SHB=>TWI —0.525 0.700 —0.468 0.680
SHB<HSI 1.249 0.106 0.877 0.190 SHB<=TWI 1.996 0.023 2.333 0.010
SZB=HSI 5.685 0.000 4.073 0.000 SZB=TWI 0.130 0.448 —0.372 0.645
SZB=HSI 0.348 0.364 0.361 0.359 SZB=>TWI —0.978 0.836 —1.040 0.851
SZB<HSI 2.186 0.014 1.430 0.076  SZB<TWI 1.368 0.086 0.621 0.267
HKH&HSI 77.605 0.000 55.854 0.000 HKHSTWI 6.334 0.000 6.107 0.000
HKH=HSI 4.150 0.000 3.538 0.000 HKH=>TWI 2.561 0.005 3.321 0.000
HKH<HSI 0.860 0.195 1.221 0.111 HKH<=TWI 0.185 0.427 0.930 0.176
IMF World Economic Outlook October 2001 p. 65.
4 -Granger
SHA TWI 5%
SZA Granger- TWI
B TWI
10% TWI Granger- S7ZB
-Granger H TWI
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3.
5 -Granger
p- A STI
10% 5% B STI
H STI
-Granger 10%
H Granger- STI
5

M 10 20 10 20
SHASSTI 0.058 0.477 0.723 0.235 SHASKOSPI 1.967 0.025 1.531 0.063
SHA=STI —0.115 0.546 0.513 0.304 SHA=KOSPI 2.420 0.008 1.138 0.128
SHA<STI 0.198 0.422 0.546 0.293 SHA<KOSPI 0.896 0.185 1.316 0.094
SZASSTI 0.013 0.495 0.836 0.202 SZA=KOSPI 1.387 0.083 1.055 0.146
SZA=STI —0.818 0.793 0.057 0.477 SZA=KOSPI —0.124 0.549 —0.619 0.732
SZA<=STI 0.018 0.493 0.615 0.269 SZA<KOSPI 2.666 0.004 2.451 0.007
SHB&STI 8.100 0.000 6.476 0.000 SHB=KOSPI 4.450 0.000 3.644 0.000
SHB=STI 3.890 0.000 4.458 0.000 SHB=KOSPI 2.114 0.017 1.374 0.085
SHB<=STI —0.839 0.799 —1.295 0.902 SHB<KOSPI —0.601 0.726 0.380 0.352
SZB=STI 7.385 0.000 6.003 0.000 SZB=KOSPI 1.337 0.091 0.574 0.283
SZB=>STI 0.344 0.365 1.018 0.154 SZB=KOSPI —1.235 0.891 —1.310 0.905
SZB=STI 3.907 0.000 3.007 0.001 SZB<=KOSPI 2.558 0.005 1.660 0.048
HKH&STI 19.707 0.000  14.102 0.000 HKH&SKOSPI 4.625 0.000 4.022 0.000
HKH=STI 1.719 0.043 1.869 0.031 HKH=KOSPI 0.651 0.258 1.983 0.024
HKH<STI 3.294 0.000 1.758 0.039 HKH<KOSPI 2.062 0.020 0.958 0.169
SHASNK225  —0.007 0.503 —0.479 0.684 SHB<=NK225 —0.558 0.712 —0.287 0.613
SHA=NK225 —-0.192 0.576 —0.731 0.768 SZB=NK225 1.312 0.095 1.116 0.132
SHA<NK225 0.439 0.330 0.201 0.420 SZB=>NK225 —0.135 0.554 —0.255 0.600
SZASNK225 0.048 0.481 0.484 0.314 SZB<NK225 0.336 0.369 0.667 0.253
SZA=>NK225 0.598 0.275 0.872 0.192 HKH&NK225 5.757 0.000 4.339 0.000
SZA<=NK225 —0.563 0.713 —0.187 0.574 HKH=>NK225 1.345 0.089 1.273 0.102
SHB=NK225 0.312 0.378 —0.103 0.541 HKH<NK225 —-0.577 0.718 —0.364 0.642
SHB=NK225 0.202 0.420 —0.431 0.667

A B KOSPI -
Granger H Granger- KOSPI

KOSPI Granger- H
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2002 412
172 34%
-Granger A
5% -
Granger B NK225
-Granger
10% SZB  NK225
SHB NK225 H
NK225 10% 5%
4.
6 -Granger
p- A S&P500 DAX
B S&P500 DAX
H S&P500 DAX
6
M 10 20 10 20

SHASS & PS00 —0.879 0.810 —0.969 0.867 SHASDAX —-1.337 0.909 —1.235 0.892
SHA=S & P500  —1.299 0.903 —1.365 0.914 SHA=DAX —-1.150 0.875 —0.988 0.839
SHA<S & P500  —0.440 0.670 —0.326 0.628 SHA<DAX —0.488 0.687 —0.548 0.708
SZASS & P500 =0.292 0.615 —0.285 0.612 SZASDAX —1.541 0.938 —1.306 0.904
SZA=S & P500 —0.459 0.677 —0.880 0.811 SZA=DAX —-1.160 0.877 —1.018 0.846
SZA<=S & P500 —0.509 0.694 0.107 0.457 SZA<DAX —1.244 0.893 —0.931 0.824
SHBSS & P500 2.253 0.012 1.408 0.080 SHB=DAX 0.287 0.387 0.995 0.160
SHB=S & P500 1.264 0.103 0.978 0.164 SHB=DAX —0.452 0.674 0.150 0.440
SHB<S & P500 2.613 0.004 1.378 0.084 SHB<DAX 1.146 0.126 1.486 0.069
SZBSS & P5S00 0.800 0.212 0.261 0.397 SZB=DAX 4.227 0.000 2.691 0.004
SZB=S & P500 1.167 0.122 0.909 0.182 SZB=DAX —0.873 0.809 —0.734 0.769
SZB<=S & P500 0.448 0.327 —0.263 0.604 SZB=DAX 6.894 0.000 4.378 0.000
HKH&S & P500  11.150 0.000 8.308 0.000 HKH&SDAX 9.273 0.000 6.696 0.000
HKH=S & P500 4.964 0.000 3.420 0.000 HKH=DAX 1.654 0.049 1.067 0.143
HKH<S & P500  10.671 0.000 7.800 0.000 HKH&SDAX 2.583 0.005 2.002 0.023
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1 A B

10% B Granger- A
2 AB H A
B H
3 B H
4 B H
5 A —_—
B H
6 —A B H H
A
A
A
A
A B A
B H B H
B 2001
H
H B
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Abstract We provide an empirical study on spillover of extreme downside market risk among

Shares A B and H in Chinese stock market and between Chinese stock market and overseas eq-
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uity markets. It is found that there exists strong risk spillover between Share A and Share B mar-
kets and the occurrence of a large downside risk in Share B markets can help predict the occur-
rence of a similar risk in Share A markets. There also exists strong risk spillover between Share A
and Share H markets and particularly between Share B and Share H markets. The latter have
significant risk spillover with international stock markets. In contrast although Share A markets
have some risk spillover with Korean and Singapore stock markets they have no risk spillover
with the equity markets in Japan U.S. and Germany.
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