International Commerce and Information Review E=EE A} 2007. 05. 07 65
Volume 9, Number 2, Jun. 2007: pp. 65~86 AN LA} 2007 06. 10

EAARAT A9oB 25 2007 6Y 27

A=A =9} VaRal|A 2] F+7A

Risk Measures and the Effectiveness of Value-at-Risk Hedging

1--(Chang-Kuen Moon)
Hj A o) ekl gk} v
%)% (Chun-Ho Yim)

EEEEE LTS RS AL

=
1.4 2 V. 8o 9 48
. 1854 Jej9} VaRe] A LD a7
. dlgde ¥ 2 fFadadds AHsAn& Abstract
IV. VaRe] #7123 dAFa4d +4

Abstract

This paper reviews the properties and application methods of widely used types of risk measures, identifies
the rationale and business-side effects of hedging, derives the theoretical formula of optimal hedging ratio, and
analyzes the various functional aspects of VaR(Value-at-risk) as a risk measure and a hedging tool.

Especially this paper focuses on the characteristics of VaR compared with other risk measures in terms of their
own principal determinants and identifies its stronger aspects in the dimension of hedging strategy tools. As well,
this paper provides the detailed processes deriving the optimal hedge ratios based on the distributional parameters
and risk factors.

In addition, this paper presents the detailed and substantial processes of estimating the minimum variance hedge
ratio and minimum-VaR hedge ratio using the actual data and shows that the minimum variance hedge ratio proves
helpful for many cases although it is not appropriate for the non-linear portfolio including the option contracts.

We demonstrate the trade-off relationship between the minimum variance hedge strategy and the minimum-VaR
hedge strategy in their hedging costs and performances through calculation of the respective VaRs and variances
of unhedged and hedged portfolios and the optimal hedge ratio and hedging effectiveness values for the given
long position in US Dollar with the short position in Euro.
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T AL © 7P oY QeSS FUAERE AEsle] ZEHIERE 9 H(Monte Carlo
simulation) T5 F3 Feolu AAGgEESS FHse 9 oY WA ow AFT F vk
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W5 Al 4(coefficient of variation) CV : “¥ =
Wl dastel AEe) A A8s
VaR(FOI) A TFhoIA el Hokeal HlE i 39l i
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9 AlU2] 2 (worst-case scenario) Hi= ol /53] (expected regret) : A o] Folzl A
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Bankers Trust of New York-> 2893 H71E 93 4855 X33 gE79 A34A5S 2 99
T HEES RAROCE HFXAAESTAES UEa9 17]3F el E(Y), AgulE=d(the

amount of the loan at risk) L o o8] oS3t ko] Aejaint
2.3) RAROC= E(Y)/L"

vk ojWl thEH2] E(Y)7} 100]aL L7 7} 1000124, 2 &l tid RAROCE 10%(=10/100)°]
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[Sinkey, Jr.(1998), pp. 112-115].
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1) VarR9| 7l 3 54

VaR(Value at Risk)> Roy(1952)2] A AL 7| (safety-first criterion)ol] 7]9S T, o® Helo] st
533 GER o F e XEZEY HAgEAR Aodrh ofd /dS vaRe] 7|7HHS]
(horizon) 9} 21%] 4> (confidence level)2] T+ HAZFRNES E38H= Z1& wkd st

HE @l E A9k o] #olE0] A
VaRAIZFEo 2 A4E SF(muliple)E XEET] S R o F3le] Aike) mepa YEEZ S

ol r o] FARIIS F VaRANFHSFE poll g3l varE T 2t
(2.4) VaR(E, ,p)=—F '(1—p)

Q42 wEA A or o TFHRE zhe IEZY0E FoE AFEE] i 2 A
(skewness and kurtosis)ol] W} AN 02 =& VaRS ZH=Ul{Harris and Shen(2005), pp. 376-377].

& AFFTOR, LS 9] #loR I EdolEhal wPAskAl VaRe] dnbA Al upEw, A
A= FHAe] &4 v 2

(2.5) P(L> VaR)< 1—c¢

2) T4 SIASAAIS VaRe] @7

Freket 7 K o A%E Ee A el (outcomes or states of the world)S 2H= ZAREZAIIA] x
o yrb F e TEZYLEY JFed e o] 9(state-contingent payoffs)S IFEAISHE KAk )
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@ d7h4(subadditivity) : plz+1y) < plz)+ply)

@ 524 (homogeneity) : p(ax): ap(x)

® w24 (monotonicity) : = < yolH, px) = ply)

@ T P27 (risk-free condition) : p( +b(1+7)=plx)—
o
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(CRVI (EHJX/EHJ K)Z 1.0

i=1 i=1

@ 4 Ax T H(relative-difference method) : SN 7hole] 2h2 wisl2 WA= Wyt
Aulge] 2 groll W # e vlRaEA wAE dsty] s Wskes ARgshs Aotk A
HAXEE LS n 7|3t <] AFadel g A8E AT RD, & 2)Ae 71x2E et 2
o] ATt

n n

X+
1 i=1

0

3y  RD =1

GAAA Vo dAtgEe] 27] 7hle EAR, 98147t Agshs A9l RDy= 0ol
o delw 8E RD, o) £3% olujel gl nER Eudel AAw g au 4o
& 3% 5ol gkl 2% olel dia) AAaA A o] ohleln Faekidl B4
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@ 712 Z A (variability-reduction method) : SIX|EA] A2 FG7tMolL} HE |
5o Falel wi AFERE Al el vimshe wolt GaAAe] 45l

E
ofx 7|telgte X+ Y= 0] AHdl= 54 o|8ste], A A% VR(variability-reduction)

3

(3  VR=1-"—
Y
i=1
W 7E A OM 80% Hxm 125% 9] HlEE FREA dAGeR ARgshs wael wel, VR o
Al 80%E UAIGESE AHEShe A7 Bk
@ 3]71% W (regression method) : AR TFEH FA] FrEAS] A OLS(ordinary least squares
C AFHALAS) 3AE Ea) FFes oIt Ederington(1979)0l] whek BAME 43} & A H]E-&
A ThskE }‘i‘ﬁ"?i TG TFRsE SRR ofo] 248 dee] o
3 BAFeR &4 FRAS 543

(3.4) YV=a+b(—X)+e
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BAAAAM w2 FGAHestimato) E FASI, e, = FEUF AA gholA FAE AN 7
TEHSE FARNE W30 FAlresidual)olth. 3.4)Hol Wl F4H YHF HEH AS FHA a7} 09|

=
3L 7187) A FRA bk 2AARAS R? o] =5 10012H edaIA7h @)

S AN Aol b XA+ V7koo] Hue shs|Ael ofd s EA R BAE b X+ Y,
2 o8-8k, 7P SFael tigt 371 A | RVRE th3t o] 4T = Sint
20X+ V)
(35  RVR=1—"—
M v?
i=1 ‘

RVRS 7haAZauisl sabete] 80%S QAXR ARSI, a7) 0ol tiel Felss awte} 7)
b7t 19 e FEE ZaE AA% 5 Qv] i oLswgel R R o 4l
e 4 )& AAFAFIHFinnerty and Grant(2002), pp. 96-106].

® A FE 57X (hedging effectiveness measure) : A HAFFER] =EFHd A A Fd EAH
< U, sIXZAAES HE P48t sldfrad S84 HES a3t o] Al4FetHPennings and

Meulenberg(1997), 298].

Var(U)— Var(H) 1 Var(H)
Var(U) Var(U)

(3.6) HE=

(3.6)212 342 = 2] AT @AEE 0] Ha, ofd 1 FAE §lo] FA 2t gle
7499 10] ®rHLien(2005), 277-278].
(3.6)2] 7 Zo] #Ake AREE S AL At FlAo] folsly] wiel] dE o] &

al
g WETbs Rk Aot e sk @of ofejo] MAEke Al Ak VxR AR

&4 olo)7|3lE AAGE TSk

L3 Ol STt Gt obd Al A 27l AENES ARESHE 3.60)4 HATEEE 2
© FoEY BEE Ade] qtdebA] Soba, o wheh FHASAM S RES ZeskA dnt

olgfdt Al NAS flal Het T APl AAe AYFF(disaster level) W]FFO.Z ] 0lF T}
WHAS SHsHE SAFS WHE Ksemivariance) S ARESHAY i 3191 F-E4 E(lower partial moments)
LPMS &4t il ARg-a7] e gict

g 99%°] AFES AAE =0992HH VaRS 1 Hp F Eao] WAE gEe] 1% Hvlo
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5= A (cutoff loss)©]THJorion(2007), p. 106]. ©]#3F 5ol 3.6)21¢] aAFaA SAHAE v
3} o] ASETHCotter and Hanly(2006), pp. 683-684].
VaR,, (U)— VaR,, (H) VaR,, (H)

31  HE,= Vel (0 = 1= 5 T ()

3. AH A& BEFAEA

1) A Ee] mEde

2123044 &optimal hedge ratio) AAE FAsH= FA AREs Ak DA AT
AtpAte] EAA Aol ojg SAFEel SARE EAMAS] Wgolt. Y19 BEE FF
A9l Arjgtol], olol mhe A e Bisk FFG el ARAAE AUAR IS #A
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& 4 9)UH{Ho and Lee(2004), pp. 549-550, Pennings and Meulenberg(1997b), pp. 598-600].
Ael A AASA7 BAgrel ofa] Qe wiTh sbg del AgEE dNdge dX
FEZZ Q(hedged portfolio) F2te] HAsls HH o7 1= HAEAE A1) E&(minimum variance hedge
ratio) Oty Leuf HAEAE HAMES AAREZL LY ddeAdES FAlste], AdBAAEC] T
@3] A9asHo] ohilebd Hp-RAr Al AFA Bk ool et AAEESEY eyl
7 AP BT F3she ZEE0] /NEEATHChen et al.(2003), p. 434].

Courgle) A% 2EANT} C 099 HE KEFXAHOR 7HY FEZY0S 7gaha. (14
oM A&y Mg 7}AEe] 247t S, 9 Felal d4ak o|gld LEZE|oE dE FIEAAY 7

2A717] Sl e EEAdS AR dlA REZ o, 1 HAREZL QY $oE

CyS Ry— C,E R C,F,
(8  R,= St%SFth%— FU%.@—M@
S+t

G8ANN h= CoF,/(CyS) e dAAuE, Re=(S5.,/5)— 1< FABIEANY F9F,
Ry=(F, /F)— 1% A2ZAH] Fo188 A 2gu (NHeA s TEZe 9] 7}

A Vi v 2k
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O:

(39 Vi= CoS,— CpF,
(3.9)2S thg3} o] AnEste] g H= Cp/ Cgs 78 5 9tk

3.10)  AVy= C4AS— CpAF,

2) HaEAE #AHlE

]

b

EZE]Q 7Hx] W] ake] §A] o]F-of fjgoln], tha} 2tk

Gy Var(AV,)= CF Var(AS)+ Cf Var(AF)— 2C; Cr.cov(AS, AF)
GanAe Cpoll Ust A4S F3te] 002 A3

GILl) 0= 2Cp Var(AF)—2Cscov(AS, AF)

.G AS, AF,
web] Ao A g H = _CF = _Coﬁmi@ﬂ Lot g v GHAl s 22
9
< T3t

(3.12) Var(RH)Z Var(RS)—i- h? Var(RF)— QhCOU(RS, RF)

(31229 hol g AR 0oz AAste], 2 dAE b = ——————— & F

g 4= QITHHull(2003), pp. 78-82].

3) A4 BF-EA A

B

¥ 3] F] E S (risk aversion parameter) AE AMEStY] U a834E HAus7IE HAAANES

T8 4 gk

14
¥2

o~
T

613 U VE(Ry), 05 A)= E(Ry)— 05 Ao,

38)20lA E(R,)= E(Rg)— hE(R,) 3t 0= 0%t h*0p— 2hpgpo 0,01 B2
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G130 V= B(Ry)— hE(R,)— 0.5A0%+ h’ 05— 2hpgp040,]

e

ol

G.13.0)219] hel gk HEdks 002 A4

(3.132) 0= — E(R,)— Ahor+ Apgr0o40,

US 15 o j =LY [e)
_pSFJ_F 7} A9t o]#sh g4 AV}

Sharpe S A E-FAE 47 F(risk-return tradeoff criteria) S AFE-8le] LEZZ S FIES
AR 23t 5 olrh FUF o)z rol thal Sharpe W& 0= [E(R,)—r]/o,< AdEA

Ne GpF FHES dg A% T8

E(Rg)— hE(R,)—r
\/025—|— B 0%— 2hpgpo 0y

G149 0=

G144 0 bl hF BEFFE Tojol 002 s, AL Toha

e o/l o) (BB R~ 1)}~ ps]
(43) - 1— 03/ o)) IER,) pgp] (E(Rg)— 1]

315204 E(Rp)= 0 ol2ku, A2k sixugst 59840 h = (04/0p) pgp7t ALk
oleld HHaA &L TEFGT} 22 Tt ohIAY FolFo] AF AEEHA e 4y

B4 2F=THChen et al.(2003), pp. 436-442].

(B.16) AS=ay,ta AF+e
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(G16)Hel A&k Amel 5450 oLs7IH el Aol FHHA eod, AF o; 9 FHAE A
H g2 AFEe 5 Qth E3) OLS/|He dA) o] &rtsd ARE Algdls 2AR FEAE gl
F2AE FEHES AMESE WALS Al E(white noise time series)ZE (STl o]dl uwhE} ¢
719] B 3H(information set) (2, _, olli= W #ES] Aol AHEE 5 U o 1=
AA gt
OLS3|7lell whe HHA &2 22 HE o
S 712R &t gl ey dE poEd R e AdREe A 7&°ﬂ wpe} WEste] o
224 (heteroscedasticity) S HolFE A97F tii-iololA OLSFA wE HA A u & 4y >
A= Uehd 5 vk

duigor AAL S = 2,9 FHE JHE V2R dZ0] s BE B[S0, 3 o

e,
oxl
[t

N

5 W BE o 2 PHEL W ¢ =2/h Boz 20% o¥yel s
h,= w+ o€, 5° ARCH(auto-regressive conditionally heteroscedastic : 217]8] 7] %71 0] ah 2.8
S AHESIAY Ex= Bollerslev(1986)S] 347 o] ARCHEZ h, o A713AF h, _, & F7I8hk=
h,=w+ a6+ Bh,_, 5¢ U3t ARCH(generalized ARCH : GARCH)R2HS AHg3]ok &t}
[Franses and van Dijk(2000), pp. 20-21; 136-141].

A Aﬂ A& Fgol WA ALGHT HEA FH 5 (comovements) 52 FEAIAE ¥
HE 78T 4 = U GARCH(Generalized Autoregressive Conditional Heteroskedasticity model : ¢
HEx}7] 3] 573_%01%*&1% &yo] Y] AR5 UTHCotter and Hanly(2006), 685-687].

Chen et al.(2003)°] w=1 AlEE sl 555k =404 o] 7FA7F 9l Aol okt Z1ejaL
o] F717F BE HASA RS2 19] #8 a4 H] E(naive hedge ratio)®= A Th g
o] TwlE AL #(pure martingale process)s W21, el EEC] A2 d A, HE4<

Ab A& R F A A u]Eo] AETHChen et al.(2003) pp. 447-450].
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A Lien(2004, 2005)°l w=W, FROLSE A RGN FAE sAn&S (34 xEZL Q9 =3
HEAS HAsr7|E EACE OLSEHET ATHE) QA4 X8 (error-correction model)oll A 4
A gl vl EAg 2folE ZheTh

g 2] oS dis] R FRAY S HAS7) OLS FANES QAFHRY 7

HlgRT o U A%E AE 7bsgde] Ak ol wEt OLSSAHEe] diFe] 7kl s nt
U ARE HoE AR Hi OLS HAMES ARESh= Aol ETHLien(2004), pp. 656-658;
Lien(2005), pp. 1122-1124].
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IV. VaR9] H7IEY 3} A 7ad +4

1. VaR9 H71Ed

1) HIE4 VaR

H1 52 (monparametric) VaR£: el & el Geel el oWl 4 s @ ggeln AnE
VaRoITh T & 27] SAel SgHos MAEs 1 Fabe] 40158 RolET a4 FAEAM]
TAEAG S o AR ik s B el RERUS A W= Wi(14F) o
o ol gat R WEAS A7 pok o 2 AL

Fol 2HGE oA TEE S AA /NG W= W (1+R) = 7484 Var oftd 2

T FHotEAS SAsteg, O EAS AYAE A o)A AUl VaR(relative VaR)S X
7]§ 1AL gt VarSl VaR(mean)2 71ZbH 9l e] Fatel gt AT o vgat o] A E.

%)) VaR(mean)= E(W)— wW=— I/I/{J(R*— ,u)

e VaR(trading VaR)$l VaR(zero)= 7R E F23pA] e ST T 0ol tigh il &4

Folo] xJEHVaR(absolute VaR) = A E

4.2) VaR(zero) = wy— W= — VI{)R*

@ A5G ATE Rolvh 284 g *MV RS zg:roaTEM SRS
wAHo, Sse] ARTIAE A43) Agstne g on wrt A,
A9) vare EEZE)Q0] vH f(w) o) FEREAN =ED £ ik of| F

o2 NEFFE ol 1 kS Z3}e Fgo] thgst o ol Aote s AR W R L

W nth we ¥EZHL A7 wAE &8 p= Plw< W) & 1e2 083 2ok



AB=4A9} VaREIA S $7A 7

(4.4) 1—c= /W fw)dw= Plw< W)=p

1 A —oo ¥l W Helel SEREIA ofd WAL BF W Lorb €k %

x
i
rlr
m

o] WEQ g (quantile)2F SH}, o] 2AE FEo] 1R #E 2t SHAIZEA|(cutoff

value)o|t}. o]#{gh H|& 751 VaR Ak E—f‘?ﬂﬂ% ARl &AL 9o, o4t e A a¥la I

Sl VaRALHE: A
il l(multiplicative factor)
B 91 Colea BEwe AH BEolA] B
FAE Fo8IR R B4 (parametric)©) 2t SHCE

, BTF A3k vaR SAHAAE AlFsich a2

Shd
3]
)
o
=
M
3]
I
lo,
2
g
[3ul
3
=
=)
8
o
=
f-‘l
=
=
T E
3,
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3
fuj
k=l
)
ol
i,
ko o

202-206].
ZEZZ] 9 A1 [portfolio-normal(riskmetrics) - approach

[e)
Rp= Mup,0p) & 7122 VaRS A8 A79o] dg LEEL 0] meud 0,9 Wse
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el
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oxl
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EEE

[asset-normal(riskmetrics) approach]> XEXE| Q9 o

VAP AFAAE) woh EEEL o] EHE TE ANE FABED JRAFAD Y B 7]

46)  VaR=a\w' Y w vt

ojg gt ArEATEH e Al ARt BE Aol Ak fldl B ARE Fxlsljof gk

Aotk AW N/ ¥AHe] LEZZ oo gsids N7 A4} NN-D27Y] FEAsS Alabsof

g ek A7 (delta-normal method)S PG AHRAMTS FHEstaL, TAdARES] HAMS

AEE)S A8 E(market factors)e] 7HAWSIE(REE TUEE)Y AANA ALty

i
b
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S A7) g ol TS BlEe ZF AFagle gt F4E WEs AFARIE
9] WFo] W= Ak WMES FAH= WS EIE(sensitivity parameters)S wote] E5HT)
o] UAERTES DEFQ I E(delta factors)©]2haL F-ET}
TAAORE ofF XEEL QY AT MVpw M AEesR 749 J3 89 et 7t
Aapd, MVe= f(S,,8,, .., Sy,) oItk ol the3} o] A 5= gtk
@7 MVp= AL+ Y36,A8 X,= 0 At+ 6" AS,
j
@Al X, = Aasl joll g LEERS mF(portfolio exposure)o]™, T#]al & = vt
ot
“8) 5 — oMV oMV oMV
| o5, os, " os),

m

e Sol thell, ZEZE| 0] 7HAMEE v Aol s Tk

(4.9) AMVy=0At+ 6§ AS

@9)AM O At = ANZHHS LEZE Q. AEKtheta)oll H3F AR Alkoz QI3 FEZZQ
7pA] Wstolnt, webd EEZEQ S v A Oo% AAbETtHPenza and Bansal(2001), p. 259].

410)  VaR= a6 Y6 vVt

2. A4 a| Al ge] AU

Harris and Shen(2006)°] ™2™ #4-VaR 3|4 H]&(minimum-VaR hedge ratio) U2 HalE E3)
A

@O 7t A FEZFL9] ﬁ]xl%i‘r%(ﬁ FAA F3hel tiel =EEHEFEAN TEhe| WeES
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o
il
B
[m
e

A Sgtell FFAA D2 7127] Al OLS FAAR HAgat &

@ A= FAHES ARG Fol| A TEZL L FEES AXtetal, A7 5 A (historical
simulation approach)S AF&3Fe] 1o wWE X FEZZ| Q9 VaRS FAHICE gl FHH
VaRE HASMAE dAHEY @S FASES FAHH3t A numerical optimization
procedure) & ARS8, AXE FXHES FHA-VaR FARER A H)E K] LEZZ] S
o] A ofef vaRo] dubAo® A u|Eo] AHA EF3FI) of AN e RAHIHO
2 A& & A gk(global minimum)S 9& 4 Utk
ol o] Aatel whe} FAE HA-VaR AHEE FHARAE SAH & Hle] AP AR T BHA
Bt 4 H2ghnch VaRe| Haste] 275 2EXAMATRIL O Atk 2l oujeth E=E
2-VaR FA LEZYQEL HAA d#] XEZZ| 2 H3] (Zx9] B2 #hEe] Hfur o ¥
< %E 7 29 dEE vehe) #5029 vt ¥ Aan, (BESAC] ofF WEekal 4
27 $F2 ARl FHECEARE, leptokurtcosis)7F B Al UERATE

Yy FEY FAME HAVaR S HE] VaR FAolA HARAE s AHE e of
U2 s HolAgk FH9| oFoA= HA-VaR dIAH]&o] 7P $5dt s Holx |t HAE
AR A g Hls 2 RS itk 28k g s erE FolEREE
ot vy TEZYLES A9olv Ha-VaR A ] HAEAt
AE Helth kA A9 84 HAsE aie HA-vaR FAH
dloF SHol{Harris and Shen(2006), p. 380].

Shen(2006), pp. 380-381].
olglgt Agle] A4 FAFaA HH 2 A =& =

S sl XEZES MEAS ek el uwgh tEA vehdrl HaE s g

OLSE AHgste M, HA-VaR A HIEFSAZYE S o838 AU E 7|22 VaRE =5

gtk o714 vaRe| BgA 7S ARSStel REUY T4 nhh HARAR} HAVaR

A RS vaskr] =2 A,

<E 1> ARE FAVIGAEEEH o] TEoR Awsle THAFAYALE, oA T
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EH 20079 59 409 WEY 0 AWAS ARl 4eHNH EEFH S BAre st gk

(231 O e e e 0 1 Pia * * * Py (2 O e e e 0 wq
00y 0o Of[p 1 poz®® Praf|[00y 0« 0wy
(4.11) UZP: wl’w2"“"wn] 0 s o3 0[Pz » 1 o pgf[0 03 0 |wy

00 0[PPz 1][00 ==« o0f]w,

=wloRow=wlXZw

BA FANA] wel 95% Aol VaRl Vallyy & <& >3 Zo] ZEZEQ A8
of FPAT} AAE Aol @d.6)2el wet Ak 4= 9tk <X 1> USD] FEAAMe dls] 4
I %o EURY WIEZAHOR FAE st uAE|AE 7HHeth USKRW)E 7|Fo=
usDIel il &l EURS] 7 & allAHl &= tdste], HlgAl XEZE Q] Ak #lA] EEZT
Qo] AR APFeelHh dA XEEZE LS ke ARlely] fEl, Al 0““1 EFHA g4y
PES A8 (@41)AS Agsigih 1Ea Alke A XEE &
HAEA AN S HAVaR Aol e A A Fads FAEI
HAE AN S OLS & FAT AFE ARSSHEE, <3 1>9] ARl e EFAAET 4
FE o] &3l (3.12)4 wE AE Hge Al B7AC] 0.288F FUEHA LR Aol
AR HAVaR AR U EEE ARSSIER AIT.GI9T] #H AES YEste] o
Ao “Eg-d Z7PE FE w4 sy, Hawah slAuE 5"‘8& |
AR HAEAE A& FA
o] MskEE A7 Wi, olejgh Hawt dXe R FA e VaRE A3 FAFEA
o A= A Asterh 2gar oy Agel vehve 3T sdF dlAHEol2E Var3]
A ] FAfFadol WA UEh, HAvaR sAHIES FAS] HEiAE RS o]9fe] HAo
Z VaR< AAtsor st 31e wrgdth
agar VaRe FAS 98 AAYgEHE T2 ARSHARL dEsE AMIASAERY TR
g 712 e BEFEAAATHS AR s fade] Ave tEA Uehd etk upebA
Lien(2004, 2005)°] 42 o] &utE F4IA2S o] &ste] HAB kA u &S 7|22 OLSFH 4
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CE 1) AR XXE S84
| B \ i \ D E | F | g | H | I T
p{07/06/042) o(07/05/04 KRWE A
usD JPY100 EUR [ 1E(52) [ 1A @212) [ 14 (2522) g
1.0000 0.4929 0.5554 usD 0.1676%|  0.3748% 0.7681% 2.6608% 927.65
0.4979 1.0000 0.6735 | JPY10D 0.5135%|  1.1483% 2.3533% 8.1520% 770.66
0.5550 | 0.6795 1.0000 EUR 0.3232%|  0.7226% 1.4809% 5.1300%] 1,256.93
] o.26s010684 =D3+F3=F5/F5"2
e By
0.000194% | =MMULT(MMULT(MMULT(MMULT{B11:C11,D11:E12),F11:G12),D11:E12), A11: 412)
w' L e
1.0000]  -0.2880 0.1676% 0.0000% 1.0000 0.5554
0.0000% 0.3232% 0.5554 1.0000
12 h{MVy..) 0.288010644) c 95% a 1.64485363|=NORMSINV(E13)
14 (VaR(UP)s.,(r%)| 0.275677%|=G13=SQRT(BS) HE(MV) 0.1684 |=1-B15/B14
15 (VaR(HP )., (r%)| 0.229249%|-$G$13-S0RT(B16)
15 | Oup (MY) 0.000194% | -MMULT(MMULT(MMULT{MMULT{B18:C18.D18:E19),F18:G19),D18:E19), A18: A19)
17 w w' < e z41 |
18 1.0000 1.0000 [  -0.2880 0.1676% 0.0000% 1.0000 0.5554 0 |
19 -0.2880 0. 0000% 0.3232% 0.5554 1.0000
[ NHEF ¢ 95.0%) 96.0% 97.0% 98.0% 98.5% 99.0% 99.5%] 99.9%]|
21 VaR(r%) 0.72975% |  0.24400%|  0.26213%|  0.78624%| 0.30245%| 0.32423%|  0.35300%]  0.43070%)
O ok ml
V. goF 9 HAE
B ATe AASAARA VarRe 543 9 ofg} SAAE Hlel zte ARES S48k dA
of W HAFAHE] B gk #4E VxR AR A EEY] 549 HAVaR-EA]
Al s zte AHES SIS
A2geA ol AHEEE ARSHAR ARREHE 75 5471 3, VaRS 7IzP9le Al
G5e) 2 4FES P, ofek FAAE0) ANSHE FlH N vl ohfet B3|
F7h We ARG ATRIEE ARE o)gde] TEZeI s ang 13F ¢ At F27
AASAAE Ak Ae Bkt
A3gelA sel delsk 4% Ba BAY dAUES Tsk, A9RENS ddshs JE
o 574 A% A AAFEY SR 2 PR WA 53 A9Be) 284 FeHE 9
@ ALAnEe AES V12, EE00E PARTFIEY Pl weh FYstl HAR-
A& dEs A8dte HAAEAE alAn &) oLsFAgel thek wAH S S Bokth
A4 ABZHAZ 1 S ZIA G VaRS) FAPAS MEFH et 2R
o= JEsto] HESIGITE HEFA VaR F8WA S Folxl AlFaEdA d958Y] #E5 6,
o) mE RIS VaRE FATL B BEY VaR FA7ES P AREEe FiREs
7He AgellA XEEYLS FoETAAAN AFHARARAS FE Foxl Al oig
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VaRe] ARLE Sshs Aol

B8 W Qe AL AAuE) HivaR dAuEe] FAAAE FALOR AX
B 478 Fo) vHY FEZ 00 ol Aavar AA &S Aol ST e B
A2 A g0l Pk S Motk el HLVaR AN gl hrie gl Hapal

SAHERG O YA UeR, HAEA A e e A om QI ofe))3]e] E£4o] %
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s, 2%
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= u A &eletie VaRa A 9] &7
| e B R 255 vaR 4 ]9 thE WUAS AREEof sk Al Hokth
ATE= AHJOM 72+ Ak ?6@ 1 = ?‘é%ﬁ%—gl Wl oigk 9199 1S fIEAE VaR
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lehi o e 12 HE A WES Ta arEs A2 T

oIt e B ATE VaRe] MERH FHS )xE AARNAAS} H2varalAe] HeFe A
AL, AAFEAS A+ e 484 e 2T BEE i 2aun, ge 2
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