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X(1)=max[Xl,Xz,---,X,,_l,X,,], 1<i<n

2 A8zl x| o|&0)2tu E#+= Fisher-Tippett & 2} (Extreme Value Theorem)ZHE] 2gl= =2
Hat XS £X71 A8 71 F7FstdA A F3HE ¥ (Limiting Distribution) 2 4=8 gt}

= AMEE g3 gt olEdt FEEEE theH e UutdlE ZX 2 ¥ (Generalized Extreme
Value Distribution)2 Q. ¢FE 4 Qoh(3Hd, 1999).
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i) £<0% 7§ Frechet Distribution(Fisher-Tippett types II)
i) £>0% 75 negative Weibull Distribution(Fisher-Tippett types III)
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F(x)=exp(— G},
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€ g5 2o] e 7 Ak k+09 B9d 9,

1 -
f(x) — ; Gil/k lexp(_ Gillle)

%, k=09 A% Ax)= Liexv(-y)lexp(—expl—yl) otk ¥ =EolNE 249 373
S 9ste] MLE W¥S AMS 8T MLEHE S $E89(InL(x0))S AU ot 242 2=
golth. MLES) W€ ol83ld 248 27] 9%, GEVEES) $EGFA(LG)E B8 2

of AN + A k+09 BT,
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L(x;a,B,0)= log Iillﬂx)=—nlog0— glyi— Zlexp(—yi)
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2) r orders-GEV (r-GEV)

-GEVE A BAFY X< X(-p<<X 8 Joint Distributiono] no] Iz 7t7k9] Z
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3) Penalized MLE

oA AFH GEVOlA MLEW Y2 F89 A7|7t 33, £3 05<k<05 glojof 248 FAT
o sttt ol Sk a2y, FEY AV AL AP B k9] FAA O Ho(bias)7t
¢ 33, k129 79 MLEQ] HIAd 284S 3T F U #v ol k<129 B
Bl B4 °l FEAZ AR E AFATE FHA o9 GFHAT A9 EAAS M

At HZ AFoA e g1t ZE MLEY A9 Penalty #(2(k)E F718t9 P-MLES]
@e Hu=z w& T 25§ F4%e Wiol A7 YthMartin & Steidinger(2000), Coles &
Dikson(2001)).

P-MLE: - log L(x; z,0,k) - logPenalty Function( (%))
Penalty Function : 7(£)=(0.5+4) “"'- (0.5— %) "}/ B(u,v)

2 w=ZA A& Penalty Function( n(#) = B(2.5,2.5), 0.5< k <05)& o|u] Al&golH
Tkl a(hE Zv P-MLEZF MLERT X, 342 ¥4 Zd0a 2as0(4A4, 2002).
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<E 1> X,9 F4X

4714 12714
X, +95% CI X, +95% C.I
159 1.0545 * 1.0920 *
259 1.0725 * 1.1087 *
r-GEV 329 1.0970 * 11322 *
459] 1.1253 * 1.1538 *
Penalined 149 1.0425 0.1244 1.0655 0.1038
249 1.0519 0.0941 1.0787 0.0898
M]'_E 3529 1.0572 0.0688 1.0904 0.0723
439 1.0624 0.0553 1.0998 0.0597
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il Eo] Bap|g 10049 @ et 27k FA 7193 B PMLENY R A
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go2 AbE R-Valued] gk @A Ygitta 8 + 9o
A8 Y3 8¢ dlojriol MLES WO rGEVEEY ATsHe Ante PMIEYHOR
B ¥ AHgslE Ao HHagn 2 F ok

<E— 2> Rn_kgl '%Zgi]

47 12744

10 2004 103 2008

R, Rina. 60 Rongw | Rosew
1£4 1.0694 1.1034 1.0592 1.0920
r-GEV 249 1.0930 1.1408 1.0732 1.1087
/MLE 3¢9 1.1286 1.2062 1.0877 1.1322
459 1.1699 1.2836 1.1008 1.1538
19 1.0511 1.0689 1.0430 1.0655
r-GEV 259 1.0629 1.0861 1.0580 1.0787
/P-MLE 329 1.0699 1.0974 1.0660 1.0904
459} 1.0766 1.1076 1.0723 1.0998
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2 =2dAE A48SAd diF 7E&Y EEEYRYE Yoy whoz A 1} dvkaIi
Y287 ol FHAMYPEL o|85le, quantile?} Return Value2 $2juele] oygdsl 2l3hA)#

402 1 ARE 4F2Y AU rGEVPMLES ol &34 o3 WBE extremes] 3E
A & £ )1, GEV < r-GEV/MLE < r-GEV/P-MLEE OS2 249} quantile?] 34< otAH 7|
&+ Ak =3, GEVE {317 Ysle blockzte] m7he] £MEAZ Alole] EgAo] 714
sojo} 3=t Financial time series}] #AZ o] 7}H& WEAF|77F & olFrh wabr o)
584 7o Ha fle dvs JHERE(GPD)E o8 H2Hel 9 uEd & Rez 4ZF
@b 12 AAHE HEF 71E9] w(wang, 1996)€ AAZ HE3A KAtk @A £ A7
AeL GPDE ol&3ld o= g oL Hr IFUAREC & AFAIm 53
VaR(value-at-risk) & T3t AFE AgFolth

o M

AaEd
[1] 49, 25 E(Extreme Value Distribution)& ©]-£3} VaR(Value at Risk)9] 34 2 A3 2 A mimeo,
=5 A G 7Y, 199.

[2] Martins. E. S., Stedinger. J. R, Generalized maximum-likelihood generalized extreme-value quantile
estimators for hydrologic data, Water Resources Research, Vol 36, No. 3, pp. 737 ~ 744, 2000.

[3] Twan. J. A, An Extreme Value Theory Model for Dependent Observations , Journal of Hydrology, Vol
101, pp. 227 ~ 250, 1988.



