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GPDY 243 Aol o VaRe) AFZRAHE EZW AFFPolY HE
9 AFARNA of® AALFANE JUEE WA A RolUA B A
9 278 20 RiskMetricssl ENMARAE 24 29 B2 AFRA
o RS AdsE WANA TA RoluA YRAT B A FTANE
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Fg718e) AFAA RPADZ olojd = Utk

R TR 2EAH U NEBEARY A4l dulate 24
o FEAEFTE ALARF A 52 Folel eUe TV 71V S)
A BT AAE gBese 23 3

S3Y(BIS)Y - vtAN Y= F¥AMEYE RE
(standardized method)'ol2ti Eele IAH FAE 23 HA AriaEs
z3} B A skt 19960l FHY3) (Basel Committee on Banking
Supervision, 1996) 71Ee] AA® 4R H FaAlehs BE2 YRFA 272
EFARES FE1BENA SH0E RAE AL Ao, A4 S
WEE ol2fg Aty =Y 2 AFE FH] Fol vk oA TEIA, g871#
2 Ao 2 VaRE ol 4% AP RE L ALsia, oo Aztaho X}/‘lol
%‘ﬁs} AEAE 2 AFANE F& g ZQste} HAY A ARSFFES
014. olaw $224 FAE ER vl AAMY AT BE

A WE7Ege ool wet VaRel 4zte g s o &
oo, 02171 ol = Bankers Trust, Barclays Bank, JP. Morgan % °] 5
o mEb LU NE 2§ ARNTFA 2L 22471 B A
AgHAAE 75317 A FH7IBES FTHLE VaRe] Ui AHdH
e gate] 243 275 A= dAo

I
3

|

¥

VaR(Value at Risk)s A4 148742 242 @ 49 27184 9
717 Bore] BAY F e e 2 FRY &4 et 1 FAH =
e 95% L 09% S EAA AHRATHE AHFoH HF SATF
g 2337 99, VaRe) TR/} 245 % 2418 =2 JYS om
Q= Aolth VaRE ol g3t 713 anHoz 44 238 & Y= gL
24, AQ, 48 53 2o] AFAA ANHE AAS ARo) sFPozH
WA £ Qe SABAAY, Z AZAFoIT AT 1 9 2§71V T
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AA 2~ 29 AT Z 324 Embrechts, Kluppelberg &
Mikosh(1997), Longin(1996, 2000), McNeil & Frey(2000) & ¥ &A1Z 4 9o

VaRet #dd AT, 53] FYAE o] &3 VaRY dF+e 2ok X
StAl ATARTE EHHA X X FFelh 2 A7 e RATAR sUF
AANZE e 3 AFEA FAHE1999) 9 ATV e, ZEIES
1987358 20001 1/42717kA] AA3%t GPDETE FHSEFAYd 7}
o 335t EE2U /‘*3’—}-'7’—“7—} Z29 AREAS dgstdnt. W 4T
oA FFHL FAEFoNAM FAHE VaRE ZIste AAEAe] ke
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T} AFEFEANN FAHF VaRE 23 AAEA S B} vluste] F3
o]l Y43 VaRe €4S At AAZEL7IY v 100L

gatels 1 oj@rIze] 2HE R Yzt
P TR AFENT FAG 2B
b 9/29 BRAFE RYOE BEUSE APl AAE
EOLERE 2029 2878 TRGOE Aol FRAoles 240

dax@o 19z

<
B -
.
i
2
b
i
in £
X
il
I
=
ok
rir
>
o
o,
o,
mlo
O:'.
ok
i)
EU
172]
%
5
O
w

2 Q7A GEA o FUA EL AR sk, FAAY
st @4 ¥ B4EY E/¥EE BASDA @k JuReldAn F
o]FE U MeE ZEGPD) BHE WA ABeh, I thgol Ut

(GEV)RER+E 7lestgth 13 A543

¥ RiskMetrics®] 2|57150] 58 2(EWMA) o] diatol = 2eFalA 7]
Atk 3% AFZRARRANE WA EEVHRAY AFHA FAN 54
4RI ¢ e ERU ASE4D 229 4344 £42 dgsac
A3%HA4 EF7F GPD, GEV, RiskMetrics EWMA A 71 H2%2]q] w2
Ang T@atn o 48 ARV RN ATARE aokstar

7R FEHUTTE AT F e A3 & T FEA 2 2o

=1 3l
X2 e EIXE AFseE FHAO|E(EVT, extreme value



theory)< GEV(generalized extreme value)®X372t GPD(generalized Pareto
distribution)&<+ ¥ e EXS-Z dFHoE udFA dHu. GEVEXT
|

$5 24 I Husx=ddydd oste] FAstnA & Wi WA X
BI17He AESA 99712 Fal o)E AAE &9 PRl 2 73
2l (block maxima)¥s F&3to] o5& GEVEEZT EF534 ZEoE
AR vkE GPDErE 24 FIHAR Hds2wiel ot A5}
2 & we AA BRVIZ 2H 9 YA (threshold) & Atz o] ¢
AXNE 238 FIHXNE 22 GPDEFESFAH H2§ HAAsHA At o
gxo2 GPD¥4SE GEVEEZGSZREH £2% 4+ god, ¥ 2dss

E 293 RE AFXNE FRoZ FFANA BXFSFE FHE = Qo 9
A3 AAAE9 9

EAE AAF7I7F GEVES FA o vlsted ddldoz 2t
Hoto] 9lt} sx|uh GPDE 2 AS FAs ot sl B
7¥270¢i 8l wrele], GEVEX 3§l A9 3740]7] wifo] dwtA o2 GPDE <

(2
>
oo
N
o
2L
o
flr

of digt Msrt Bot 2z HrhE £ Aok (McNeil & Saladin, 1997).

B AFME FHES5 71 AgiHoer e GPDEFE ASEFAY
g o] &3te] FAH3A ol FAHY EFEZHE VaRE A, RiskMetrics
o) AEH WHoZ ANY VaRst vl doh doiHes FHRFe £
7} & GEVEEZ S A%o a8 47 73 Hdg F58& Fshol-
EES TAs old] HLEFAWA 5& HEso FAHAY FE YA, 2
Bope 29T S oA ohdstn WA BEAE A Yo so] 23
B AN F M F2E B4 HHESS 39S g F ole HEsA



A2 uryo] AR de 853 o GEVEXETe A9 HFE3:Aw
ABn s 2L Hill FAWHI, 1975)& o &3td olg FHstx
olol 4z}3 VaRE AlAlsle t}& wAlog d& VaRe Ae}l vlmsiizt
@},
GPD@+= obdl 4 (D2A g
Gp=1-(1+&x/p)" if & # 0,
=1-exp( x/B), if & =0

B>0 €T=>0¢°" x>0 &<0°d 0<x< - (1)

714 & e RS (shape parameter)™, PE # £ 24 (scaling parameter)
: Aole) &4 BAHS Fulsor s nEAEOY Yy 2
$97] F54 S Aok B FUY BELEIN TN 48T & 9= 3w
TE FYEST) G e e BAERERFo|T of 9o GPD
e 2R E7t FeE Y (heavy tai)E 7HAA HEg R FEA I A
EE Sol YZNE AUEA P FEY 2L NES XD BAY 5 =
Yol AYUAE s 24 + A= ATY 2 ANV Fuw
7} 09 I%I% 7= 7 °°ﬂ GPD¥++ A $E X 3H(exponential distribution)
ol AFEENY 7h=thet 12 (thin ) WS 7HA Hu], st &
o &g 2 AHE vpe IS BEGFAD Belol 2 F Afoke
2 x9) fag Aol EAst ofe] mest Ae 3
498 GPDEFE A¥rda 22y
£ @l oY =AY 2EPS 43 3
Atk FEWS X7F B4 IAA uE EFetE A%RANA 1 2327t 2

ZAF BEXSTE Fuy) = PX-u < yIX>ulgta &9 otgfeh 22

i

B =

i

H

hu
X :
-
2

X
4» o2

l

5
F@d7 49
lim sup ~ )
u—v 0<y<v—u | Fu(y) - Gepw(y) | = 0
q714 0 <y <v-u ve GETF Fo 5 43S v
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E
2o Fuy)d AYERH Fuly) = [Fiy+w) - Fw] / [1 - F(w]elH, x=u+y2
WAL S8 E o] &3l ol A 2)& A=

F(x) = 1-F(u) Gipw(x -uw) +F(w), for x>u (2)

ojA F(u)& A4 #AABZREY gL F

ox
P
Z

W/n ( ZEEI7|NA A4

A uE 2Fske FEA Y £/ FEEAY] )2 vE FEHSF X9 mYF
Bo] W8 B¥I4E GPDIFERE 24T 4 ok
F(x)=1- (No/n)(1 + &(x - u)/B) ¥ (3)

248 Xo BEXRLE X7h dAX uB 2FeE 99, A 2 X B
g @dde fasits 4 FAL Bast Ao vzt duA e

VaRt X9 HAEE E95(quantile)2 FAHEZ A7) ez HE AT

7t g8l VaR, & VaR, = F (@),9 #34 (48 =53}
VaRg=u + (B/é){[(n/Nu)(l -@lt-1) (4)
VaR, & FR3}7] 915t Fstojof st B 9 &= o2 B4, nnFHY
Ho| FbsaAT W) AAEHT Q= HUox 2Auae ostd AAstnzt
Fa=3

E AFME 471 (9] GPDERT obet ofgf 2 (5)% o] AHejs
SGEVEHE ¥E47 32w HIFAWE ol gatel 3832 oo Uzt
g VaRE Alitetnzt o

Hiap((Ma-a)/b) = exp(~(1+(My-a)/b) ¥%), if € =0

exp(-exp(-(Mp-a)/b)), if&=0 (5)

A7l A 1+ (Ma-a)/b> 0019, My #HANE, at AXESF, bE HE
T, ¢ FEHEgoltt, He|Es (7 49 & MR & % Frechet type &2
type I GEVE} ¥ &t} Student-t#3E, Pareto® ¥, loggamma¥ ¥, Cauchy%

3!

- 197 -



ofl
=
Il
¥
all
)
of
o,
=y
tio
)
A
rlr
oY
o
)
&
o
@,
o)
ko]
(@)
foi
lo
o
(o
(@)
)
£
<
Ach

A
Enk = 21 In Xjo/k - In Xy+1n (6)
=

XinE nle #AXNEE 3719 UFaAEoE YdadS o, jeAd Fo
Qe BEAE oudth ki HillFAAE Fat7] et d4sle 4% o
AXE TFAZ ARA AFE JebdT w2t HillzRA s 7P 593
& kAW (Z)F A AR PIAA] ZE AAA FX( 22)#LY In
Xins 22E Aolth WA e 3 4o g&g 7EAA =9, ol GEV
34 % Frechet type BEXdogt f &3l
FAY B2 5L GEVERXTSLE FAsa ¢ O o|2HH
o gte] E9(quantile)s A5Ho2 78 F vk diF
go| A7NANAQ Aol vjdsitte 7HA stel FEAAL £4& YERY
M4 Xel VaRE THA YA 2959 44 dZ2HEd o1& Fake T4
obg (7)+ ZtHDawd, 2002 ; Lauridsen, 2000).

)

fo Jo )
tu 1o

VaRq =a - (/&) [ 1 - (-log q) ‘1if &€ >0
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= a - b In(In(1/q)) if &€ =0. (7N

£ ol EVTl 47sted 548 GPD 244 VaR ¥ GEV ¥Z5%
VaRe) E4 £ 43S W) Astel 99 Leld e RiskMetricsd ol

Qztste] VaRE 2A35t1 1 AFE var|Eoz MASYTE RiskMetrics®H4]
°

] $- gt 1 A3t 92 Awd SR vjsted 5 38HA oY
3 Ao g AR e AFoA AAIHATHLee & Saltogly, 2002). RiskMetrics®
FAFo] (RUAR) AFEEE o|EQ 7FHE7] wid 2 VaRe ofd 4

VaRq=0w 1 Fz'q) (8)

Q714 oy FAHAE ATEEY EFHA &2 HFAL YeEU e, EX
e t-1A1 3 ol ?J—rﬂ":a ARl Jztste] &R EFAAVE ThE7IQL tA
Hel wEAe EFXZ #8dvde S AR Uk qv VHFEE 9y
3, Fy l(Cl)x_ &8 qol fdete FEATEEY 78S e Aok

RiskMetrics®] 7% A AL S Adstd oy o A O 2
o] olFHFLE A&t tl

Ou 1 =sartl1-0) 23 Aesirs ~ 1)) 9

§= w

-~

Q714 0<h <1, we eulE 24 9% FANAG 27 T BAo|
t—1

o r=0W 2 1.

s=1Il-w

44 Q 4 (decay factor)zh %E]Ui HFAGFE ~HEE HAHEE o )

olZo] Z&4E U HAZL dA WMFAd vlX= gEo] mloksiAH, o

|AEA8E &&3c B9 RiskMetricsE ©l8 0942 A3t WFA
A

=
=3
A7 00 FE A9E MAsT Qe B

0
o)

>~
fr
P

ol H A7 A4 A
A FLE IFXE FoA¥s d57HEol HT (equally weighted moving
average) WMEdol AEEHT, 7] 2 (9)o] YZ+¥ RiskMetricsH 4] 25715 0]

53 (exponentially weighted moving average, EWMA)zt 1 3. F8%

ME A HAE gl e
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=
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3 F§718°] 7H4
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=

o
2
X
>
2
)
J:i
sk
>
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g
to

E27)7t0] UW 254 ABY VaRS TV A2 SANY B 247
NYE ®e AP0 o2 & Udutn FAsY] oHT Ty BEAR
9 A% IMF 2491718 ANAA Ago] 43 2 7287} o] FolATtn
BE A7 Aot mekd IMF 2897 A% Avle) £8 AARR
28 W ol43ta shtel £SRIUSE 2P Ao AHA AL+
k. 2 ATREL IMF 2490719 2& 28 AAY FRAse opy
2 19909 el 3Hd] WAL HEHE AVE AEE VaRE AEstey)
288 72U odFolol b= YPolth =3 VaRS Ay 95
o EVTE H481a st ZHoA 1208 AGES EAE REE s
ezl A7k AGe g 4 oz 2o AT A A A

W

HstdAS AHEW 19929 649 8%, 19969 1€ 3Y 6%= M7, 1997d 1¢¥
399 8%E o, 19983 6¥ 30¥ 12%= &, 1999 149 4%l 15%E

grpstgon, 3499 AAATEY FUF Sok) AF AEHE2ANS
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CE 1) KOSPI-E 71Z EAIA|

B o gk Hazt EEHA = i
-0.0001 0.0816 -0.1280 0.0228 -0.1363 4.9631
Jarque-Bera S A% (P&h) 322.4369 (0)

KOSPI& 2§29 & 7# 2 U=| Quantile Plot
T T v

0.15

1

o
P=
13

o

Quantiles of input Sample

R0

L ‘ L 1 L
0.08 -0.08 -0.04 002 0 0.02 0.04 0.08 0.08
Normal Quantiles

(38 1] d72=0l| T8 KOSPI £AE29| 29+ T8

¢ 2332 Pasd B & ATANT 19T ADE 9AE B A
A BEIITE 19963 1€ 3958 AAst 2 AFAHQ 2003E 6€E 3047t
SERE L

dLd5dE (log P/ P ol i 7],71:%74]%—% ol <& 1>3 2t
U UFEE -0000124 A9 ol S SEolAW, BEANZ
4L 0022824 AH5E 2 25 BHRD Ak HE9 3

£2 29 FUF P/t 95 SUPFOE )2 UM meREo] 43

FHE FHE AAEle g AFEEIAAL 4% Jarque-Bera £A43%E BW
KOSPI 9l &°] BATEXe 23 &38 44 & 5 Aok "&kA RiskMetricsol
or



A AARSE k. FunZ obd [ 1o HEXxol dig KOSPL &4 &

(-log P/Pi-1)8 B¢ T E(quantile plot)7} AA A =6 otz ¢ & maH

o] ATt xrt -CrEi—l?: FHEAN AFEELE Holvtx J&E & F Utk
2 dFoAME E28Y 1¢ VaRY SA 3 329 1Y VaR9y o F0] ] o

Aed, F2YW VaRe SH & AsiAe 7599 A BT W 19 #24
19797) EFE AF&-3d. 29 VaR9 43S A+ 19989 6€ 304 +H
2003 6€ 304744 _{;._13_9] 19 VaR 125071 & d&gt}. £ dAFA VaRet
FEE AH3e FHE VaRe 489 &4& vste AR A (backtest) &

3l gdstn, BAHZE 7 de$ Kupiec $%4H8 (Kupiec L/R)A

[=]
AL o] gstua Ftd (Kupiec, 1995 ; Christoffersen, 1998).

2. E271ZHY VaRSA Y AlFHF

1996 =78 20033 64 30€71x19] WA 22 ANAEE 22 VaRE

I olE BAl REVIZM AA &4 vjwste] ALFHASRAT. VaRe
APy E 25H £3& ¥ GPDO 44 VaR, FE4H FH& 59
GEVel 9478 VaR, ©&d FTEE 7H0 443 VaR Al 7HAg T3¢
th. VaRe| AFEL 95%, 96%, 97%, 98%, 99%, 995% AN FFEoZ EA

3t AFHFEFo] 4 E EVT 43 VaRe A7 Agdos 9493
Aoz 7lHst o|g Flstuzt o

(1) GPD E=W VaR At=4H

<E 2>9 99 | GPDY FHEF FAHATRSG MEFFE B Kupiec

L/R AASHAARARE Qo383 T4 olle GEVY ZAZAE SN &
A

EHTFRE 7Hgel 44¢ 272 Jein Aok 4714 AAsEE 5 A
2o ERAM AA £40] VaRY A5 20ste NS4S RS2 1
E H2e YET Qlon) Aosgel 164 AA5ES Ae £30 23
455

VaR F4e] o460z oFoihtha ¥ + Atk
A of

3|
o
GPD®) HelR5E 437 95t



(& 2) #2uU VaR AFdd

GPD GEV ATEX
REp A9$E | LR PR | 29452 | LR PR | 4942 | LR P&
95% 0.0470 0.5321 0.0152 0.0000 0.0510 0.8371
96% 0.0374 0.5466 0.0096 0.0000 0.0419 0.6654
97% 0.0288 0.7503 0.0071 0.0000 0.0333 0.3928
98% 0.0197 0.9231 0.0020 - 0.0000 0.0258 0.0796
99% 0.0091 0.6797 0.0010 0.0000 0.0177 0.0020
99.5% 0.0051 09746 0 0.0000 0.0121 0.0001

7t 3t ddo] AgEHolof g} 3k shA] W olel A (10)3} ol Ao
= BEEEAX 9 F3(sample mean excess function) ex(w)7F YA A ust A
o] AFAAE Rol7] AFSE vy FFES AANE AE F Yt
(u, exw = 3 (xi-w/n-k+D), k= mintil x; > u} (10)
T g2 Yoz Es d8 AR FFE AAsd JYRFE FH453, F
Ad HEEF7E o ol HAEElA oty A AFE HIde TF

& FASREH, olEF HT Hae dAA FEE <165 *
h (1990) ¥ Neftci(2000)¢] 434
Aol HES VaRFAS fstodA e dE=z FH=

1771 1250700 gtz destan &4 9

avison & Smit
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BE2U vaR g2 A (243 GPD)
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FAF9 g UF 52 X HRFEE FAFHAY. NIHFEo| M
995%9] VaR7} 7H¢ w& Aoz a3A o, ¢AdI gsiA 7t
& VaRtE %% A3FEel siFech [28 219 +35E KOSPIEA
E(-KOSPIF9 8)& Ye1, #3352 19963 149 3¥¢ 022 39 20033
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fo o
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A

dl

(2) GEV Z2u VaR AIZZHEH

GEVY 7Z-$- GPDdll H]|ste FAstoof st 47t 1] of B2 #AR &
HESE 4] Utk B dFME FelEse uEsy 42 HiFAW
< o83t FAHSL UnA AXRF} HrRIFE HES HEFALH
(Embrechts, Kluppelberg & Mikosh ; 1997)2 43l FAH3R e, ol 4
FHog gda AMgEE waolth HillFAE WS o439 JeuFE FHs =
s o= AR 9 BAXES HillT Ao TEAZ AA7L, A L3
A 2 (6)9 kol Adste ATE 9A AL AUAst st ARy oHS
of XA "} o]dHoRE A7 kE &3 HHESFE 73 o F
A7 AL Bolk fFo] viRAsTh B AToME A GPDY A%
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B A7 AA FR271 1996d 2FE 20039 649 E7EA] FellA 1998 6

4 3097HA &7] 7299 FA7Iterw &8t 19983 7€ 19%FH 2003
69 30974 Ul 125099 el U8 VaRS oﬂ%azx} w. 2 o

11]—‘57‘—1 HslE 7Y 7beg 3 58

COAl ZEiA 1996 2FE 1998 6930Y MRS B FAR 7|7 £

o 24 1998d 6¥ 30Y 7HEAWE

AR G717 B Al e S B AR oH, o] HANA IMFE8H7I<
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