/ /2002.6

Juoodgbotdboodoogd
Jododmog?2d

1997 10 1998 8

No.8 2000 9
FE

E-mail: shigeru_yoshifuji @btm.co.jp
E-mail: fuminobu_otake@btm.co.jp

91



1997 10

1998 !
Bangia et al. 1998
1 1
G7
Bangia et al. 1998
exogenous liquidity risk
endogenous liquidity risk
2000
1
A
Bangiaetal. 1998

92

/2002.6




3
1 2000
3
2 1 2
2 3
1
1997 7
2000
1997 4 9 1997 10 1998 3
20 77 2
2
1 3
1
=99%
2
3 1%
2.33

93



0.1

0'09 L : Std
=3 Std 1
e

0.08 t
- ]

0.07 +

0.06 ¢

JPY USD GBP DEM FRF CHF ITL ESP BEF DKK NLG SEK CAD AUD HKD SGD

2000

2.33 1

o4 /2002.6




974 979

97.10 983

F'I—WJT%%W

—

‘i‘\‘
MYR

=1

\

PV
I [

| Il e
. ITL CHF
=
C)
AUD
< KONZD'

S
R\
o

‘E I!l KKKKKK
=

h [
JJJJJJJJJ

95



1998 8 17

LTCM Long Term Capital Management °
Fed
1998 2 16 8 15
1998 8 16 1999 2 15

90

G7 31
2000
3
4
G7
1 10
10
1
10
1
5 ...................................................................
2000
6 1
7
8
RTSI 1998
LTCM Fed
9 i.i.d. independently and identically distributed
1 JT

96 /2002.6



1D

10D

G7
D 1475 14 55 0.7 14
10D 2477 18 13.0 0.8 18
D 16 16 19 13 16
10D 15 16 17 13 16

97




2 0 VaR

t=5 2

iid VT

6 2001

VaR

11 ii.d.

o8 /2002.6




12

A(=np) 6

o n
3 _ _
1999
21
12
f(x; n p)=,C,p*q" n- o p-0 np-A

f f(x; N)=Ne X

99




10

13

14

G7

13

14

2000

/2002.6

100



2
2000
3 1
3 2
1 — —
2000 Bangia et al. 1998 Finger 1997
9
Bangia et al. 1998 1
A 2 Bangia et al.
1998 A (K)
2000
2 » 2
LadjVaR (99%)=P,(1-e 23349, 1
LadjVaR (99%) VaR 99%
Pt
at
_ Hy O
A=1+@,ln %13% o1, 2
= L >05
~ Jo [T < 05.
K
(01 ’ (,02

101



_| |
|
0, 1 0, 1 0, 1 0,
o 1
6
] |
|
AB... EF 1J MN..| QR  UW .. YZ..
2000
1998 2 1999 2 1 2.33\0
2
2

102 /2002.6




2
1.308 1.230
1.574 1.382
1.328 1.167
G7 1.124 1.096
VaR
2
IDk Qk
]
C
O oo Dt
C=SIs',
S =AM,
. o
SR e
H o0
El‘ B+ B, /(P ay)
1
A. = . .
7 (-nH0+=idg, /(p +q)
H 0
ol i0Q
2(i)= 0 “
0o
|:)k
Qk I:)k
Qx
S

Finger

Q«

()

VaR 3

i=j,i0PRUQy
i =], iDRUQK

VaR 6
2000
1997

103



P Py
qk Qk
6, 0<f,<1
0, k 0,
6, 2
6=,
Cy O<cs1 Y
\Y nxn
m}
2 nxn
)
C nxn
2 _ _
2000 2000
VaR
Cosandey 2001
Cosandey 2001 10
VaR 10 N
A
P AN
A
AN P=A/N-P=A/(N+AN)
A
17 ................................................................. . .

104 /2002.6



10
p=A
N
A
A P =
/ N+AN
N AN
Cosandey 2001
VaR
AN pis
Po, Py, P, P, Ng,» Ny, N, N,
P, VaR
HS 1
to AN t P, 4 P,
AP /P,  HS
VaR
11 VaR
P N p . ON
ty Py Ny R
ts P, (|Hs N B | lns
99% 00%
g = = =l
tn Pn J Nn Pn’
18
19 P 99% VaR 99% HS

105



(NoPo)+ No AP et

P =R, +AP= 4
tee Ny +AN
o AP _ NGAPe~(NoPy) AN
P (NOFB) (No"'AN)
APrrarket AN
N, P, A
3 2
3 G7 4 20 AN
VaR 99% VaR 99% m (AN)
1221
m
3
12
CRTX TOPIX
1.2
e
T
0L
1 1 1 Il Il 1 100000pP0ttseebi n L L
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 0.4 06 038 1
20 ............................ CRTX ........................... o e oy
MEXBOL STI KOSPI2 HIS G7 225
TOPIX S&P500 DAX SMI
21 12 AN VaR VaR m(AN)
2001 9 30
106 /2002.6




m (AN)
=AN Al
A'=m(AN) xA . 5
A AI\ZI VaR(AN)
m(AN) VaR
3
4 1
2000
1 1—
3
3 1
VaR =99%
VT
4 A B C D 4
VaR
22
2
2
2 1
L .

107



B 10 8 VaR

1998 8 16 1999 2 15 6

3

-1 1.308 100

1 1.308 1.308

1 1.308 1.308

-1 1.574 100

-1 1.574 1.574

1 1.124 1.124

1 1.124 1.124
4
A 1 o
B 10 o
C 1 o — — —
D 10 o — — _

...1998 2 16 1998 8 15 ...1998 8 16 1999 2 15
1999 1 1 DEM EUR
VaR
23 1 5
5 C
24
100%
23 VaR 5 1998 8 27
5 1998 9 15

24 1 1 148

108 /2002.6



VaR
5 1
A A A C
25 19 3 7
15.5% 18.9% 73.0% 58.1%
30.4% 37.0% 124.1% 82.2%
13
10 1 V10
2
iid VT
10
B 14
Basel Committee on Banking Supervision 1999
1998
BIS
Committee on the Global Financial System 2001
25
25
BIS 2000

109



13

10

800
700
600
500
400
300
200

100

[ 1dayx v10
M 10day

14

10

800

600

400

200

-200

-400

-600 -

8/17

91

9/15 9/29 10/13

| || I11/10

10/27

11/24 12/8 12/22

177

1/21

-800

110

VaR

/2002.6

99%




a c3 7
VaR
1998 8 16 1999 2 15 6
4 A 1998 2 16 8 15 1 %
3
A-2
1998 8 16
6
a bl b2 b3 cl c2 c3
1 5 100 5 1 1 1
1 1 5 1 1 1
1 1 1 5 100 5
1 1 1 1 1 5
3 2 11 4
VaR VaR HS
15 A-2
15 VaR VaR
12
L0 fmmmmmmm e e e e e e e
<3 Y | [
(-3 "SI o INPRRDIIPN | RPN ) U
/N SN S N e e
RN R B I ----------------- l
0 | | | | | . |
bl b2 b3 cl c2 c3

111



500

VaR 10

VaR

S&P500

TOPIX

32

99%

16

c3

a bl b3

bl b3

16

bl

[474
4
SerT
47
ST
€elret
viet
eret
Vet
€Tt
ay
9¢/0T
ST/0T
9/0T
Scl6
91/6
Ll6
9¢/8
LT/8

(474
€le
Seit
Vit
SIT
€elet
1474
eret
et
eIt
ay
9¢/0T
ST/0T
9/0T
G2l6
9T/6
L/6
9¢/8
LT/8

c3

b3

(474
€le
scn
Vit
SIT
geret
Vit
€ret
Vet
e€ITT
av
9¢/0T
ST/0T
9/0T
G¢/6
91/6
L6
9¢/8
LT/8

ctie
€lc
Sert
vt
S/T
€elret
vt
€ret
e/t
€TTT
a1
9¢/0T
ST/0T
9/0T
Scie
91/6
L6
9¢/8
LT/8

/2002.6

112



2000
1
iid VT
2
Finger 1997
2001
3
27 1999
2001  JGB

2000

Bangia et al. 1998
Cosandey
27

113



1
2 1 2 2
A-1 A-2
A-1
16 JPY USsD GBP DEM FRF
CHF ITL ESP BEF DKK
NLG SEK CAD AUD
HKD SGD 16
10
20 16 NzD IDR THB
MYR 10
7
19 19
10 TOPIX 225 S&P500 FT100 DAX
CAC40 SMI MIB30 HIS KOSPI
10
12 Brent DUBAI FUEL GASOIL KERSEN NAPHTA WTI BIS
CRB 12
A-2
29 CZK HUF PLN SKK
SIT TRL RUB 7
MXN CRC BRL CLP
ECS PEN VEB 7
CNY KRW TWD HKD SGD
THB MYR IDR PHP 9
G7 YEN GBP DEM FRF CHF
ITL 6
31 PX50 BUX WIG SKSM
SVSM TKSMINDU RTSI 7
INMEX CRSMBCT BCBAGNRL
IBOV IGPA ECGUBVG IGBVL
IBVC 8
SHBSHR KOSPI TWSE HIS
STI SET KLCI JCI PCOMP
9
G7 TOPIX S&P500 FT100 DAX CAC40
SMI MIB30 7
2
114 /2002.6



2 — —
a. n
b. 2
c. p=0.5 gq=05
d.
28
2001
5 1 5
1 n.i.d. normally and independently distributed
2 i..d. independently and identically distributed
3 WN white noise 24
5
2
2001
28
2
{Y,,n=0,1, {Z, ,n=0,1,0}
SE[IYnI] <o
CE[Y,,,|Z, MZ]=Y,,
n {y,,n=0,1,@ {z ,n=0,1,0}
Z n n+1

n

E[Y,, 1Z,.Mz] n Y

n

29 E(g)=0 var(g)=0? cov(g, £)=E(g&)=0,t#%s

115



1 &~NID(0,0?),
2 g~iid (0,0?),
3 &~WN (0,0?),
4 E(g)=0,
5 E(g)=0,
cov(g;,6)=0, t#s,
cov (&,€2) 20, s#t.
EMH efficient market hypothesis
2001 EMH
3
31
32
EMH
33
EMH
34
L )
31
33

32 Kahneman and Riepe 1998  Tversky 1990
33

descriptive
34 1998

116 /2002.6



2
1
# H 05
0<H< 05
05<H=<1
Stepl N =5
t=1 5 6 10 11 15 .. R S
R=Max(X; y) = Min(X; ),
t
xt,N:Z: (e,~ My)-
Xi N N
€, u
My, N u=1 t
Step2 N R/S
Step3  Stepl  Step? N=5, 6, 7,
Stepd N log (N) log (R/9
H 10
H=0.647
2
1
-1
VaR
Finger 1997
Lo VR

117



118

36

Ravet = E[p ingit-
i=1, 2,0hn

t=1, 2,00m
R t

RAVGt

O 1-0) R +6R iagpP
R, = B( ) Rit AVGt
O Rit
0
/2002.6

RAVGt

A-1
i
Rit
6
A-2
0<6<1



A-2

O
R,iOP =0
?] -1
' P
O
<0<t VaR
A-2 .
O O | O .
R ={Ry Ry, Ry, IR, }2 N X
0
e A-3
01-6+6/p i=iiop
L i=j,i0P
A= R
P i#j,i0P,jOP
Ho
[}
R A-3 2
s ]
z C
v
0 000
C=SE[S', v
3 t
S=AVIRA,
0
§-813, =
B o
A-4
0
-1
R, R,
RZ
_R2 Rl _Rz
_RZ’ Rz,

119



A-1

A
=1 R.,.-R
RAVGI - 7( 1t 2t ),
0
R.= (1-2A) Ry +ARpya A
0
A 0<A<1
A=0
A-1 A
A=1
Py
Qy
Cy
3

120 /2002.6



3
A-2 AN
VaR VaR m (AN)
=AN 50
A-2
15 BUX
13 L EEEEEEEEE R
Ll mmmmm e e
Ol o
8
< 7
3
1 L L L L
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
26 STI
2L - pmemm—————— -
I
*
AL oo mm oo
3 S
1 N
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
1
TOPIX
12 - TOPIX 50
3
i L] S e LT TP PR P
i R L LT T R PP e T T
Bl oot
205 - - mmm o] o .
1 ‘ N . 1 o . . "
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 10 20 30 40 50
12 225 . 225 50
N 0
I
0
1 :
0 02 04 06 08 1 1.2 0 10 20 30 40 50 60




12
1.15
11
1.05

12
1.15
11
1.05

12
115
11
1.05

12
115
11
1.05

12
115
11
1.05

1.2
1.15
11
1.05

0 02 04 06 08 1

S&P500

S&P500 50

122

/2002.6




7

1999 3
1999 92 119

IMES Discussion

Paper 98-J-2 1998
19 1 2000 137 154
CGFS Committee on the Global Financial System
“A Survey of
Stress Tests and Current Practice at Major Financial Institutions” 2001
H
1998
JGB
No.10 2001 3 33
2001
2001
1999
1994
19
2 2000 29 76
2000

2001

No.8 2000 85 113

Bangia, Anil, Francis X. Diebold, Til Schuermann and John D.Stroughair, “Modeling Liquidity
Risk: With Implications for Traditional Market Risk Measurement and Management,” working
paper, Wharton Financial Institutions Center, 1998.

Bank for International Settlements, “ Stress Testing by Large Financial Institutions: Current Practice and
Aggregation Issues,” 2000.

Basel Committee on Banking Supervision, “Performance of Models-Based Capital Charges for
Market Risk : 1 July-31 December 1998,” September, 1999.

Cosandey, David, “ Adjusting value-at-risk for market liquidity,” Risk, October , 2001, pp.115-118.

Finger, Christopher C., “A Methodology to Stress Correlation,” Risk Metrics Monitor, Fourth
Quarter,1997, pp. 3-11.

Kahneman, D., and Riepe, M., “Aspects of Investment Psychology,” Journal of Portfolio
Management, 24, 1998, pp. 52-65.

123



Tversky, Amos, The Psychology of Risk - in Quantifying the Market Risk Premium Phenomena for
Investment Decision Making -, Institute of Chartered Financial Analysts, 1990.

124 /2002.6



