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140%
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(2) (1)+(2)-(3)= A
(3
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312 VaR

VaR
VaR - (Variance-Covariance A pproach
Historical Simulation Monte Carlo Simulation

(Extreme Value Theory Method)

linear and nontlinear

VaR 3.3
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(Var-Cov method) (Historical (Monte Carlo EVT-VaR
Simulation) Simulation) (Extreme Value

Theory Method)

RiskMetrics
SMA EWMA (Bootstrapping
GARCH (Predetermining the
Stochastic Process for
Asset Prices)
SR N N R
Parametric Semi-Parametric
(Longin (Danielson Time =) Time
(1999)) deVries(1997)) SeriesEVT SeriesEVT
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K / \(M cNeil (ZOOO)U Kmethodg_}j
[ (back testing) ]
[
[ EVT-VaR (stress testing) ]
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31 -
(risk factor)
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0

(recursive form)
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_ ~2 2
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P C»(C,-dS,))+dS

Co - dS VaR°®

VaR® » dvaR®

=-dZ,sS
VaR® (- Z,sS)
Ddta
2. Delta-Gamma
Dedta-Normal
18 Ddta-Normal
Ddta-Gamma Ddta
Gamma Ddta Gamma
Delta
Ddta-Gamma
2
DC » 1€ pg+ L1 f(Ds)2
S 29S
=dDS +%G(DS)2 (38)
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=1 (2: Gamma d S 19
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de=4d,dS +A 1G(ds )? (39
i=1 iz 2

S i d I i Deta Gamma
dc = 5_1 D dS + % ;‘% %dos ds, (310)
Gj CrossGamma G, = fke
1SS,
(3.10) dc Cornishfisher
(39 ds u 0 dc

E(dc) = % GS%s ?
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E[(d)*] =§s4d2cas 4 +1§5G3863 ;
ds
dx=2> (310
s (310
dc=8 dSdx +8 & ~SS,Gdxdx
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E(dc) = é. bis;
ij

E[(dc)’] = é aas;+ é bijbkl (s iSwTSuS ;i tS S jk)
i ikl

E[(dc)’]=3Q aaby(s s, +s;S, +s:8;0+ abyb,b,.Q
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Hg = ?qS (314)
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p =-nc +n,S+n.C, (315

(315) ni C1 1)) ns C

dp =-n,dc, +n,dS+n,dc,

5 (316)
=(-n,d; +n, +nd,)dS+ (1/2)(- n,G +n,G,)dS

(316)

V(dp) =(-nd, +n, +nyd,)* ¥ (dS) +[(1/2)(-n,G +n;G)]?V (dS?)  (B17)
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3.3.1

t(0)

3.3

(Historica Simulation approach)

(historical distribution)

S@) (i=1...M) i t
N+1 33
VaR
S -(N+) S -N ... S; S -1
| | | >
| | | |
te(N+D)  t-N) t-1)  t0

34
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2 (N+1)
DS (t)
ps(-N) Ll DS (- 1)
——] ——
t-(N+D)) t-N) ... t(-1) t0)
DS (t) t N+1
(N+1)
S 0 DS (- 1)
DS (- N)
S1(1)=S10y+ DS(- 1)
S2(1)=S(0)+ DS(- 2)
SN(1)=S10+ DS/(- N)
Sn(t) t N =1 2.. M
3
M
31
Wi...Wy
31
\W1 W> Wwm
T=0 S S 0 Svu O PV O
1 S.I.l S21 1 SM]_ 1 PV 1
2 S12 S22 1 S|\/|2 1 PV 2
T=1
N [Sin Sn 1 Swn 1 PV N
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0 PV(O) Wi S
1 N

DPV () N

DPV() i=1 2.

Efron(1979)

3.3.2

0O WS 0 +...+Wm"Sw O

PV N Wi Sy 1 +Wo S 1 +..+4Wn Sunv 1
PV(i) PV(0)
DPV(1)=PV(1)- PV(0)

DPV(2)=PV(2)- PV(0)

DPV(N)= F;V(N)- PV (0)

Bootstrap
332

(Bootstrap)
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34

structure Monte Carlo simulation

profit/loss distribution

a
1
2.
3.
34.1

uniform[0,1]
R=N (_e) (320)
e =N (R)
random N( )
(CDF) R
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3.4.2

S Geometric

Brownian Motion GBM (321)

dS =nSdt+sSdw,

P d?S‘ = ndt +sdw, (321)
nadt n
sdw ( ) dw
DS, = S,nDt +sSe, Ot
p %:WDHsetDt 22)
OT) O.T) N
NCt=T
Siu=8 +DSy
= § +S(nDt+se,.,/Dt) B2)



S,
1
2 N
$ S, S, Sy Sy =S

3 2 K K S, S, S, SF

4, 1-a% a%
3.4.3

Cholesky (Cholesky decomposition)
- (variance-covariance matrix)
Cholesky
1 ( )
2 N N
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e :{ei*t}iN:L = [e; ’e;t!""e;\lt]l
N
e=Te = [elt 1€t !"'1eNt]l
en)
T
1-a%

65

a%



3.5 Extreme Vaue Theory

VaR

35

Frabahity Grealer than Lower Bound b 055

04

035

ekl

035 -

4 3 2 -1 [ 1
Critical Vakes

35 VaR

3.5.1 VaR

type Gumbel
type Fréchet

type Weibul

66
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Gumbel

Welbull
Fréchet CDF Cumulative
Digtribution Function
type Gumbel
A yJde x pg”) f oyl A A
type Fréchet
0 fory£0
Fv(y) =
{ exp(— y") for y >0 (k > 0),
type Weibul
exp(-(-y)) fory<0(k<0)
Fr(y) = 5
{ 1 fory® 0

y:x;:)a k:t1 a (scale parameter)
B (location parameter) T
(tail index) afB 1

35 1 Weibull T Fréchet
T 0 Gumbel T
fat-tals
Gnedenko(1943)
Gumbd

Ir|®nl N1- Fx@nxx+bn)] =€

67



Fratabéby Gousler tran | ower floond is 085

36
Fréchet
o1 Fx(tex)
—=X t>0k>0
Im = F©
Waehull
M = X'k t>0 k<O
@0 1- Fx(x+u)
3.5.2
parametric approach semi-parametric approach
nonparametric approach
maximum likelihood
method regression method
1 parametric gpproach

MLE maximum likelihood



method regresson method

@ maximum likdihood method
unbiased
asymptotically normal minimum variance
maximization problem
Tiago de Oliveira, J., 1973
2 regression method
Gumbel 1958 Y
(Yoi) =2
(Y6, =1 n Y61E Yh2E oo £ Yhn i Fvo(Y6)
0 1 Yn [
E[Fv.o(Y6:)] i/(N+1)
- Ing- IngaeNiJrl%:tlﬂnan- tllna-et gﬁl},i - bn- ?%"‘Fn,i
Gumbe T =
'”g ! ?Niﬂ%_m;n T Fo
Gumbel
Fréchet
Waebull
2. nonparametric goproach

Jansen de Vries(1991)
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maximum likelihood method

1975 Pickends  Hill T

1 X %S qi1- Xﬂ?°b5-2q+19

t Pickands= - n T
P T 102 X a1 XA aar1g
-1
thin= ! Xg (In XS _ i - In X §°°s. q)
q-1 2
(Xﬂ:‘)obsmzl,N q Nobs
Hill Fréchet T O
C D

3.7 VaR
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(on the run issue)

3.6

Jorion(2001)
(bond positions)
(mapping systems) (principal
mapping) (duration
mapping) (zero-coupon bond)
(cash now mapping) (fixed income instruments)
32 ( B% )
i1 3 6 1 2 3 4 5 7 9 10 15 20 D
(%)
1 0021 1
3 0064 56 1
6 0162 50 69 1
1 0470 51 67 8 1
2 0987 45 52 8 .90 1
3 1484 4 50 79 89 9 1
4 1972 42 41 76 87 98 9 1
5 2426 41 4 74 8 97 99 10 1
7 312 39 4 70 8 94 97 8B W 1
9 3913 37 42 & 80 91 94 % 98 10 1
10 4250 36 4 6 .79 90 94 9% 9 9 10 1
15 6234 33 38 61 .74 8 8 R 8B % 98 98 1
20 8146 30 3B 5 68 79 8 8 8 RN 94 9B 9 1
30 11119 26 31 5 64 .76 8 8 8 90 93 94 98 9 1
Jorion(2001)
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3.2 32

I 0
165
3.6.1 (Bond Portfolio VaR)
100 4%
2.733
33 (t=3)
2733 (t=2.733)
33
1.484%
$200x1.484%=$2.97
2.733 (linear interpolating)

0.987+(1.484 0987)x(2.733 2)=1.351%

72

6%

100



3.3

6% 4%
()
1 6 104 4.000 00 .00 105.77
2 6 0 4618 00 .00 548
278 — — 2000 —
3 6 0 5192 200.00 .00 515
4 6 0 5.716 00 .00 4.80
5 106 0 6.112 00 .00 78.79
200.00 200.00 200.00
Jorion(2001)
(“vertices")
+..
34
X 33 X n=as (
95% )
N
S
$263.35% 2.63
2.7
=1

V(xR +X%R,) = )(12512 + )(22522 +2X%X,r S8, = (XS, + X8 2)2
2> s (4R +X%R,) =(XS1+ %S ;)

73



XV R VAR
() X( ) (%) 1 2 3 4 5 ( )
1 105.77 4966 1
2 548 540 897 1
3 515 7.65 .886 991 1
4 4.80 947 .866 976 oA 1
5 78.79 191.15 855 .966 988 988 1
200.00 263.35
VaR
(
)
.63
®57
Jorion(2001)
(xV)
2.57 5%
2.7 2.63
1
2
27 257 ) 7
2.7 2.63 ) 6
35
0.9615 35 0.4696 9%

0.9615%(l

74

0.4696%)=0.9570



35 197.37 2.63
1
35
() (
1 109 0.9615 105.77 04696 0.9570 105.27
2 6 09136 548 0.9868 09046 543
3 6 08591 515 14841 0.8463 508
4 6 0.8006 480 19714 0.7848 471
5 106 0.7433 78.79 24261 0.7252 76.88
200.00 197.37
$2.63
Jorion(2001)
3.6.2 (Assigning Weightsto Vertices)
(vertex)
D, =2.7325 200
200
(duration interpolation) X
D1 D2

xD1+(1-XD2)=D,

Dp

x= (D2 Dp)/(D2, Dy)

x=(3 2.7325)/(3 2)=0.26675
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5349 146.51

r
V(R)=x5 7+ (- X)’s 2 +2x(1- X)rss,

s , =1.351% X
S7+S7-2rs,)x*+2(-s;+rs;s,)x+(s;-s3)=0
ax?+2bx+c=0 Xx=(-bx+/b? - ac)/a

%=0.2635  X=5.2168 ( 0 1 )
36 5271
147.29
2.702
2.698
(duration approximation) @D
10 s,=sD, sz=sD; r=1

V[R.]=x% 2DZ + (1- x)?s 2D2 + 2x(1- X)s ?D,D, =s ?(xD, +(1- X)D,)?

xD, +(1- X)D, = D, s’

duration matching

2 (yield volatilities)

X 0<X<1
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3.6

(Assgning Weghts to Vertices)

(VaR)
() VaR(%)
2 0.9368 02635  $271 02675 $53.49
3 14841 09908 07365  $147.29 0735  $l4651
27325 13510
10000 $20000 10000  $20000
Jorion(2001)
3.6.3 (Benchmarking a Portfolio)
3.7
4.62 (J.P. Morgan U.S. bond index)
100 B
1.99
207
3.7
4.62
33 62

7



3.7 100

(9% )
(%) 1 2 3 4 5
( ) ( ( ) ( ( (
£1 0022 1.05 0.0 00 0.0 00 84.8
3 0.065 135 0.0 00 0.0 00 00
6 0.163 249 0.0 00 0.0 00 00
1 0470 13.96 0.0 00 0.0 50.8 00
2 0987 24.83 0.0 00 626 00 00
3 1484 15.40 0.0 595 0.0 00 00
4 1971 1157 380 00 0.0 00 00
5 2426 7.62 620 00 0.0 00 00
7 3192 6.43 0.0 404 0.0 00 00
9 3913 451 0.0 00 374 00 00
10 4250 334 0.0 00 0.0 402 00
15 6.234 3.00 0.0 00 0.0 00 00
20 8146 315 0.0 00 0.0 00 00
30 11119 131 0.0 00 0.0 00 152
100.00 100.00 10000 10000 100.00 100.00
462 462 462 462 462 462
VaR( )
1.99 199 220 213 2.07 110
0.00 0.00 0.29 0.16 0.20 0.36
Jorion(2001)
X Xo
VaR
VaR=a/(X- %)% (X- x,)
(duration-hedged portfolio)
043
0.43 (potential shortfall)
1.99 (tracking error)




H.435
1- C——~ = 95.4%
el99 g °
2
0.29
3
0.16
4 02
(T-Bill) 036
3
5

(barbell portfolio)

79



3.7

3.7.1
(interest rate swaps, IRS)
(legs)
(a coupon-paying bond) (a
floating rate note)
5 100
5 6.195% (London
Interbank Offered Rate,LIBOR)
32 38
38 100 ( B% )
() VaR VaR
(%) @ XV (
1 -6.195 - 5813 -5.855 -0.027 0024
2 -6.195 - 5929 5521 -0.04 0053
3 -6.195 - 6.034 -5.196 -0.077 0075
4 -6.195 - 6.130 -4.883 -0.09% 0.0%
5 -106.195 - 6.217 -78546 -1.905 1905
-100.00
VaR( )
.160
VaR w2
( )
152
VaR %

Jorion(2001)
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3.8

2.152
2.160
3.9
100 6.195%
5.813% 100.36 100
1x2
106.195 94.64
100 94.5
) 4x5
39
VaR
() 1 1x2 2x3 3x4 4x5
1 -100.36 94.50
2 -A64 80.11
3 L.0E 83.88
4 -83.70 78.82
5 -7855
VaR
( ) $0471 $0571 $0.483 $0.446 $0.425
$2401
(
$2152
(
Torion(2001)
39
2.401
2.152 3.8 38 39
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IRS

IRS

100

( -$5.855 $94.145) 2152 1.939

3.7.2

38 )

3.8

82



(floater)

38 ( )



3.8 Back Testing

(Basel 1996) back testing

internal VaR model

@ @
(M+m)

95

= Max}VaR o (M +m)i§VaR ke
P 6% P

M M=3 m m

3.10
3.10

1000

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

© 0o NO Og|dh WDN PO

0.40
0.50
0.65
0.75
0.85

[
o

1.00

Basdl Agreement (2000)  BIS (2000)
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2000 2001 39
VaR 5 VaR a=1%
moving window design 2000
2001 311 39
3.10 — -
SMA EWMA 7=0.94 2=0.97
VeR
311 VaR EWMA 72=0.94 BVaR
BVaR EVT
VaR
311 2000-2001
VaR BVaR %
% % |=E[PIL|PIL VaR]
1 -
1011 246 518
- %
Var/Cov Method 2 SMA 11.27 246 1157
A 0AM , : .
3 BEWMA 1212 246 12.40
0.97 11.70 246 11.99
] i 9.73 251 1157
Monte Carlo Smulaion Method
9.37 251 1157
Higtoricad Smulaion Method Bootstrapping
EVT Method 1569 128 15.88

a =001 5 VaR
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5 I 19990 2428 ~ 2000/12028) B¥AH (2000412730 ~ 2001/12/31)
tﬁ%ﬁﬁ-ﬁﬁ%@ﬁﬁm;’!ﬁkffhﬂ?-J_E-'EE\":-}EEE]QGIJUE] 'ir‘%?éﬁ:’? B T BT R ) B 2001 45
50 50
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&
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20
10
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-0.05 0 0.05
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39 2000-2001

EVT

VaR
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1000 T

VaR V& Realized Profit/Loss

H00 -

600 -

i

]
-B00
-1 1 I ] 1
UWD 50 100 150 200
FEEN2001H2 ~ 2000 M 20310
310 VaR
viaR V. & Realized Profit/Loss
1000 T T T T
—— ProfiiLoss
— SMA,
600 - —— EWMA(0.94)
—— EWMAIDST)
— Boo
st e sirap
—— Monte Carlo
— EVaR(EWKAD 41

100 150
FEEN20M A2 ~ 2001 12731}

BVaR
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3.9 Stress Testing

stress testing (scenario anaysis)
1999
1999 21
312
|
|
|
T T T TR T Y
[ I Y I B B R B
- 4% -3% -2% -1% 0 1%
312

88

2%

3%

4%



(Derivatives Policy Group DPG) 1995

31
312 DPG

@ 100

(9) 25

©

@ 3 20%
© 10%

(f) 2%

© % 20%
M) 2%

() 20%

DPG, A Framework for Voluntary Oversght, February 1995, p.30

DPG

VaR-limit Stress—limit VaR-limit
( ) Stress—imit

Stress—limit

89




3.10 VeR

(Sharperétio)

3.10.1

(SR

Sharperatio

Sk



A B
( )
2.
A B A
B
3.10.2 VaR
3.10.1 s?
Sharpe ratio
Sharpe Ratio =

VaR

91



VaR Sharpe
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3.11

3.11.1
Vo i
X i=1,2,3,...N Vo
N
Vo= X+ Xp +-+ Xy =8 X
i=1
X; .
V\/I =20 VO i i=123--N
Vo
\ N \
aWw =1 Vo= a Xi =a WVo
i=1 i=1 i=1
Ro
N
Rp=a WiR,
i=1
Ry
2 N
Var Ry =sp=Va gWR
i=1
N, NN
_a.\NI S +a aW|WJS|,
i=1 i=1j=1
Jri
Ro VaR,
VaR,=-F, "s "V,
F. R 100xa

93



R sp W
e U
s? AN N N y
h:lgéVVIZS 2 +é éV\IinS ”_L}
ﬂW T[VVI Ai=1 i=1 j=1 u
é jri g
=2s ip
2
s
ChanRue —>
1
Is: I
W bW
fis p S
W S
sp _sip
i p
_Sip
VaR_bi =— Rp i Rp
Sp
s _
ﬂ_p:izvaR_bi s,
W o
VR Rp VaR,
Component VaR CVaR i
CVaR
Va
CVaR = Tvak, . W
CvaR i W
VaRy W VaR,
W CVvaR

94

Sp

324

325



VaR

g CVvaR =VaR,
i=1

326
RIO VaRp i
CvaR  cvaR (i=12--N) VaR,
32 33 VaR,
N
VaR, = § CVaR
i=1
g o
=a (Var_b," W) vaRr, 327
i=1
vaR, _flF. s, Vo)
™w W,
=VaR_b, " VaR, 3.28
y .
a(var_b,"w)=1 329

i=1

95



3.11.2
3111 R \aR,

N N
VaRy = .é CvaR =3 (VaR_b," W) VaR,

1=1 i=1
Va
CVaR=ﬂ I:zp’V\/i

™
CVaR i W, g
CTVvaR Y sesw u W

-é ua = #e 2u  “vag

CYaRTe o Tawewh,, &: q R
é a a
&EVaR, b, ; &, G,
# (elementwise multiplication)
a(N'N) N Wy
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313

i=1

wi VeRi VaR_Rixwi(%) CVeRi
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
1
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
0]
2
2
Totd 100% 100% g CVaRi =VaR,




52 g Sy L, &4 u
W :Wéawlsi +a laV\:iWJs”.l,J
i al=1 i=1 j=1
e jri G
N
= Wis 2 +23 Wsij
j=1
jri
e N 0
=2CoR, 3 WR
&€ i1 o
=ZCov(Ri,Rp)
:Zsip
N N VvaR
é_CVaR:éﬂ W,
i=1 i=1 TNV|
:éN.ﬂ(Za,Sp,VO)rW
) W, |
N S
-4z, v, Lew
i=1 1TVVl
N S .
=aZ Vo =2 W
i=1 Sp
Iy A W s,
=a(Za Vo Sp) 2 :
i=1 Sp
0 1
—VaRLsaw Cov(R, R, Ji—
1 €= usp
éN 0 g §
=VaR !gé_ ov@VR' >y
f@=1 Q Ph
A N
=VaR ECofBWR R, 4" —
e ei=1 a0 Sp
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— - 2
—VaRp S,

w
TN

= VaRp

N
VaR; = § CVaR
i=1
fivaR, . w
w,

(var_b, " vaR ) W,

I}
| moz

IS

1l
T Qo=

N

I
Qo=

_ (VarR_b, " W) VaR,

=F,"V,"VarR_b, s,

=VaR_b, " VaR,
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(Root Mean Squared Errors  RM SE)

RMSE, =\/Tié[ni+l- sz, (1) (@ariance

t=1

-
RMSE, :\/Tié [ en X en - s‘ﬁmt(l )J* (covariance
t=1

A RMSE, RMSEc A
RMSE, RMSE; J.P Morgan RMSE,

(Maximum Likelihood LKHD) A
t
NE T )
(1) = (e "
A 20s 4.1 (1)
1 N
I 1 2s2 (1
fronr 1) =IO (—==)e " vy
T s ;
A
A

100



T} 1 r2 P
LKHszé_}_In[sm_l(I)+—( ~— )y
t=1 2 S [\l-l(l ) b
RMSE  LKHD LKHD
RMSE IGARCH 1,1
IGARCH 11 p

JP Morgan RiskMetrics

1 | =0.94
Cholesky
Cholesky -
correlation
{St}i'il r

DS,y =USDt+s Si&/Dt

I
iid

e, ~N(03),i=12,N

Corr({eit}i’il): Elee)=r

i
-

(]
I
(‘Pb(‘m D (‘DeD(‘D) ?B\
N
[ oY e ey el e ent?

z

=
z
X
[ay
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| =0.97



Te’

e.,i=12-,N, e

Elee )= ¢ Cholexy  r =TT

T e T
r
Corrlre’)=Efte’e’ T')=TEl'e Jr =TT =TT =r

Cholesky e=Te’ e

102
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VaR

BIS

41
VaR
42

VaR 43

VaR

VaR 4.6

103

VaR

VeR

IOSCO
44
risk budgeting 4.5

VaR



4.1 VaR

VaR
25
VaR
VR
4.1
VaR
risk VaR
risk budgeting
44
function
42
VR
active function

104

32

VaR

passive function

VeR

VeR

31 VeR

(reporting

risklirmits

VeR

defensve



(©=(Cy)
(@)

(A)

(B)+(C)+(D)

3

0,

| @ | O+2-3-= ®)
= ®
] W
@+2=
®
1 = @
|| : ’ ) (1) h
— x = ) -
CO=+@+ [ ]
@4
— XE/UX —
= ®
I x = (4) -
x1/4= ©)

41

105




defengve

VaR

4.2

ative

106

4.3

passve
VR




R &R &

R &R &

KRR

43

VaR
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4.2 VaR

VeR
VaR
VeR
4.2.1 422 VaR
423 VeR
424VaR 425
VaR 426 VeR

42.1

)

108



@

©)

(4)

@)
@

4.2.2

VeR

VaR

VeR

41

109



4.1

3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00
3.00
340
350
365
375
385
400

VaR

4.2.3

VaR

VeR

@)
@

VaR
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424 VaR

1 423 VaR

@
@
©)
4
©)

@
)

4.2.5 VaR

1 423

@
) VaR

©)

@)
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@

©)

4

Q)
(6)

)

(8)

©)

@)

e

©)

VaR

(back test)

(back test) (stresstest)

VaRtx\/?

112

(stresstest)



(4)

©)
(6)

)

(8)

@)
@

©)

4
©)

(Ddta, Gamma, Vega

4.2.3
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4.2.6

1 423
@
2
2. 423
3

4.2.3

423

422

4.2.2

114

VaR



4.3

IOSCO

1998

market risk

22

|OSCO

International Organization of Securities Commissions,
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liquidity risk

credit risk

operaiona risk

2001

23

23

) 2002

116

2005



2%

legd risk

systematic risk

24

117

24



IOSCO

%

J.P.Morgan  CreditMetrics™(1999)

(Credit at Risk)
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4.4 (Risk Budgeting)

VeR
VeR
(Pearson 2002
(risk exposure)
(VaR limit hierarchy)
(Jorion  2001)
VR
4.4 44 VaR

(VaRrr)

VaR",i=12,---,M)

VaR;,i=12---,M,j=12,-,N)

(VarR",i=12---,M)

119



VaR

1 2 M

VaR Va'R VaiR
1 2 N 1 2 N 1 2 N
VaR Vah VaR VaR VaR VaR VaR Vag VaR

M1

M12

Min,

MNL

MN2

MNy

44

VaR
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45 VaR

VaR
451 452
45.3
45.1
Vo
Xi i=123,...N
I\
Vo= Xq +Xp +0+ Xy = X
i=1
W = V, i =123
L= =123
i VO 0
N N N
[] _ _ o _ []
aw =1 Vo=a Xj =a WV
i=1 i=1 i=1
I R; Vo N
N
Ry Rp=aWR Ry
i=1
2 \
Var R, =sp=vVar gWR
i=1
N9 o Q8
=aWsi"+ta aWW;isj
i=1 i=1j=1
i
Rp VE;‘lRp
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VaR,=-F, "s "V,

Fa R 100xa
S p | VV|
2 é i
S AN N N
s, :lgévvl2s 2 +é éVVinSijl:'
T[W ﬂW Al=1 i=1 j=1 u
e jti a
—_ & ip
2
Chain Rule b
1
2
s P _ ; s o
W bW
Tsp Tsp_Sip
™ W s,
S .
VaR_bi :;;
Sp
S
L. =—®=VaR_b, s 41
w s, P
VeR Rp VaR,
Component VaR CVaR i
CvaR
a
CvaR :M’ W, 4
CvaR i W
VaR, W VaR, i
W CVaR VaR,
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éN CvaR =VaR,
i=1 '

R VaR

Y

CVaR  CVaR (i=12---N)

4.2 43 VaRIO

N
o

VaR, =g CVaR
i=1

N

= é (Var_b," W) vaR,

i=1
vaR, _1lF. “s, Vo)
™ W,

=VaR_b, " VaR,

& (var_b, " w)=1

i=1

4.5.2

VaR CVaR)
VeR

CvaR =VaR_b; " w " VaR, £ VaRL

CVaR [

VaR

VaR =-F,"s "V,

123

4.3

VaRp

4.4

45

4.6

(Component



évarL U
é Rbl]

. _&/aRf
VaR_let—e T

&CVaR, U ew, U
Cvar, Y  esw u L&wW,
=) 20 = - #e 22U Val
CYaR=s "4 Tawewl,e:a VO
& u &
&Va&N Un- 1 éIVN AN'l
o -
o Gw &/aR U
e u AV . e . u
= 5 #E U 7 va a o
CYaR=guewl,,'e:u  vEe ¢
e &/aRi i,
éNNUN’l
4.7
CVaR
VaR- Limit
VaR- Limit
4.5.3 VaR
VeR
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VaR

1

Maxs, =—=—

Wi S
\

st. aw =1
i=1
W1 [Iiiui] l,u [011]
0EW £1 i=12%,N

1 O0EWE£1 i=12..N

wil,u] i=12..N i

2
Max s,= 2"
Wl S,
\
st aw =1
i=1
W [I,,y]

0EW £1 i=12%,N

W, 0 &/aRr" {
, . &, U & La
6SW o AW, | ‘i/aRz ’

= - #€ 20 " ygr £°€ u
CVaR~gvew, "e:a Ve : g
a é a

: Nl’:IN'l e/aRll\_l gN'l
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VaR, =F, (Wew)"*,

3 VaR
M R -1,
{wi%X ’ VaR,
N
st aw =1
i=1
VV.T [Ii’ui] ) Ii1uiT [0’1]
OEW E£1 ,i1=12%,N
e, U é/aRU
SW qNL,j 12 G‘Va
—e_u #€ 20 " F (Wew)' vV, £
CVaR= WeWy e wew) ;
N"1 u
SNN ON']_ glaRN uNl
4
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{wi,
N
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i=1
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2 SW o LaW, . eVa
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4.5

VaR

4.6

VeR

VaR

VaR

VaR

VaR
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5.1

Committee on Banking Supervision

1998
1995
Commissions, IOSCO )
VaR

(SEC)

VaR

VaR

VaR

VaR

BIS

\aR

risk control and allocation

based asset allocation

Basel

1996

(International Organization of Securities
IOSCO 1998
(FASB)
internal VaR model

2005

risk reporting

risk

VeR

VeR
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4, i —
Variance- Covariance Method , i / Historical/Historical
Simulation iii Monte Carlo Stochastic Simulation [V,
ExtremeVdue Theory Method EVT v
Back Testing Vi VaR vii
VaR viii VaR
Stress Testing
5 42 VeR
6 VaR
VaR

7. risk book VeR

31
8.
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10.

VaR

VaR

(risk budgeting)
risk based assat alocation modd

4.4
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5.2

VeR
41 1
41 2
421 3 VaR
422 4 VeR 423
5 VaR 424 6
VaR 425 7
VaR 4.2.6
VeR
— Variance— Covariance Method
Higtorical Smulation Method Monte Carlo Smuletion
Method Extreme Vdue Theory Method
EVT Method
VeR
3
(Risk Budgeting) 44
VeR (Risk Budgeting)

VaR 45
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10.

86 6
Vaue-at-Risk
87 6
Value a Risk
88 6
8 6
8 6
(VAR)—Orthogonal GARCH
88 6
88
¢ )X )
VaR
88 6
VaR
88 6

8 6
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13.

(VaR) 89 9
14. (VaR)

0
15. 0
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0
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