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P45 B copula B K AE xRl ¥

DLSCHR [3-5]), 813 copula B NIZ T AR, Hed]— e 2238 R H B8 25 - AH P (dynamic conditional
correlation, DCC) #A! (S WICHR [5,6]) SKZIH copula BRELH 26 A RELAIBNASYE, MIEESL T
DCC copula B8 (ZWACHR [7)). S35 PIRIE R LCEURAT BN copula 152241 43 7 5 - WL 0 4F 3K
3 (observation-driven) & SHIKE) (parameter-driven), 3P JSUH 5o V5B U4 75 451 T
Hi (smoothly) 481k

FXFF copula ZEHI IR Bernardi A1 Petrella 8] ) Bernardi %5 9 ZE4F 7 4/l G
BB A 22 WA (P R, R R 4 A B 2 [R] PR AH A 45 W I A7 AE 45 6 48 £ (structural breaks). £E
STA K 5 7 7 o, Markow #54 (switching) U ELZBEIE R R — B4 ORI 3
ARSI BRI R. U1, Jondeau F1 Rockinger 1%, Rodriguez ' Fl Chollete %5 [12]
e R B #2200 Markov HLHIH%# copula R HT ERUAE G 8. BT HAK
SRR TGVE 2 A5G S EAE R AIRES N IRREA L, H % E K O A M copula ZHBNBBALNH T
Z\| i Markov HLHIFISHZSREAE (2 W CHR [13,14]). BEAR, copula HIBSIFEEFEANEFE copula 12
K, W FEIEFEIE T copula AT RERE M A A AEARAL (2 WOCHR [15-17]). XA F 2
RS, 4G — 8 AR fCHE RN, R 7070 BNER AN REARIX (8] 43 9 A BoAT A [FAH SRAFAE R /)
[X[A].

IR L P R T8 H 3529 T copula BRI BN AR, H 2 7048 &8 AR 4544 1 3h A5 4Pk
WA DAE Zoash S SRl b T . — S OA ST RN T £ 70 copula A (2
WSCHR [18,19]), HEIHM 2 0 copula BREURA —E W BRI, J5RAEZH £ 48 S AHK S5 I, — 28
S IR IE Joe 29| Bedford F1 Cooke 2122 Kurowicka Fl Cooke 1231, Aas %5 24 Bt 3 5¢ 3%
[ (vine) copula BYEXY (pair) copula Z544). 1ZE5H4 & 7E - JC copula &AMl I, A KA —Fm] LA
ZI|1H) 22 A5 5 2 ) 2 A AHAK S5 1) copula AL, PRt LA MIZNAS ZJT copula AyR:Ail, it k4514
BEAT R, T AR A % 2 AR B (A B) A AR S5 R i 4 Y (2 OCHR [25-28]). 75— N
AT I FTTT )2 R copula FZE K SALHI AR RUARSE &, K LB EL Bk copula ALY (2 WL
MR [12,29]). MASST B, SRR i — MBSV A I AR (AT DL &l b A BEIR L) 2> 5200
WA 7 HI R JE.  copula ERINEALBE 22 0748 S ARAK 25 M ) HLAG AR 5 i) RE M, H— B AR B 4EFE R
I (WK T 50, BERRAEE S 4E), 1 copula W FFZAN VL 2 K240, ™42 BRI THE f4E. Ab3
T 1y 24 4 R A 2 ) S A A 5 ) PR RS 0 T IRl G Creal 1 Tsay 1300 [ 55 - [A - 25 440 F) B
Ml copula B LUK Oh Al Patton B 7E3CHR [32] AT copula BRI 3EAE L, KA Creal % 33
1) X H EHA34) (generalized autoregressive score, GAS) FISR A FH b SE S RFE, T4
[P AZ R copula A2,

AR NS 5 2 WM H LM ERAIEIE copula B8 2 3 TAEHEIZ copula
BRI — 6 2 S A AT P (R N FH, B8 4 TR AR SO N R R AT 187 2 R 5 I AR 8 77 1) 3R AT R E2.

2  EI7S copula HREINE

AT LN U BN 2 KBNS copula B HAl K ES 73303 copula Y 15 fE 75 it FE Ak
EHHTY REER AT, X F BN copula B FE i ) DCC copula BAY . N FHEZ M)
A% (time-varying) copula f% . FEHLH [F1JH (stochastic copula autoregressive, SCAR) copula i, A1

il ¥4t (regime-switching) copula 8| AFLEM] copula #EAY DL T AERBONFAT I GAS copula 1
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s
KT HAEWA, AR BE—A d 4EFEAR 4, BIBHRAEBUSHE (data generating process, DGP) N

Yt = (yu, Y2ty .- ,yd,t)Tv

yi,t :Mi,t(¢i)+€i,t(¢i)a 1= 17"'7d7

it(Pi) = g5 t(Pi)ei(di),

eir ~ F;+(0,1;9;),
Hrb ¢ NE @ NERIAEDMISEEE, wi M ooy S RAZAEBMER AT 258, e NIRMAT
HESX A Fyp BIFRHERRZZIEFE. (R mT DLE I 2 A0 A8 #6152 I 331 50 43 A 1 AR

Uip = Fii(eis; ¢5) = Fiy (W, ¢i>, 1=1,...,d. (2.2)

HETIARYE Sklar PR N Wl A1, BEAR 4, FIBES AT REURSE T w, B copula BRI

Fty(yl,tv y2,t7 oo ayd,t) - Fte(el,t; y2,ta ceey 6d,t)
= Cy(Fri(ert), - Farlear); 0r)
= Ct(ULu s 7u2,t)a (23)

Hrp 0, N copula BREE t B ZIFIZEL
2.1 DCC copula t&%!

Engle Pl &1 T —FiiyH DCC MZ o) LH BRI R 7% (generalized autoregressive condi-
tional heteroskedasticity, GARCH) #5584, Hr & 14 AH 5¢ 22 B R Hh #4578 S AR AR 22 1 22 IR Al E [l
HITFT AR, E TS AR R — 0 GARCH B ZHL, Pl R RECERE LR S48 XAt
TAH G RFERE R R AR FFE AT LA T copula B 2800 558, JUH S B A 2P AH O¢ R EE R
#] Gaussian copula Fl t copula. DCC FEHY 6t AH ¢ REGERE R, BIBNASYEZE T

R, = diathfl/QQtdiathfl/z, (2.4)

Qi=Q(l—a—p)+ae_1e;_ | + BQ—1, (2.5)

Horlr ey = (ex,. ., eqn)™ NERRIIARETRZE I B A1 Q IREAR I TC K AR RS o R B A
e H, WTLLBIE R copula ISR B KA T

2.2 B1ZF copula 1&EH!

Patton B4 $& 7 —Fh 0L SR ) (1 A8 S 01K 7T copula BB, HSHOE AL 1 22804 A0
H EE I S 207 R AT B8, X T Gaussian copula F1 t copula HFIZEPEAH O REL p, I HE BTt #2
R

1 m
pr = A(W +ta— Zl@_l(u1,t71)q’_1(uz,t71)) + ﬁpt1>,
_l—e®

l4e

A(z)
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Horp AC) A TREARREBAE T (—1,1) KRR EL () NSRS AT R EG m i e B
H, Fom RIRITM AR RAR 5 22 Ko I 23 2505 B R B (Bildn, STk [34] ¥E m = 10). S5
WAL 2 m RO SRR RO EIE, BIZRPEAR S R B REAAG THE. Bk, S5 p,y ATH]
A=Y pp—1) KT, FRIESHR RS AR B A1 () BB TEEAE N (—oo, +00), FERTAZHR 5 1)
SR A (pe) A A DA REREAT W, SEbr b, £ )5 BRI MME SRS i B 8] 3 2408 i
PRI SCRR R, K # YR J5& . % F Archimedean copula 1 5, HZ4 (LURMMHKRE 7, N
XR) B HE RN

m

- 1
T = A(w + Oéﬁ Z [ui,e—1 —u2—1] + 57t1>,
i=1 (2.7)
~ 1
Alz)= ——
(z) 14e2’

Horr A() RATRIERHSEUL T (0,1) XA IS8 2800, X 7oy WALV A= (py)

KRB, FEXFIBIBUN IS 5 m SRR E w, M oue, FEEIIIYME, BIPEE [F RGBSR AR 2
20 2 copula BREH— M (concordance) HEFF, M sZIH EHAH S

2.3 PEHLEEYI copula 1EH!

AXTF DCC F Patton B4 [ ULMME SR AN ALY | Hafner A1 Manner B9 $2 4 7 —Fh S 500K 30 1) 58
BEAY RV H A b ) SR Eh AR S AN R WA, T — L i BE LS AR, S5 (2.6) AT (2.7), E G
¥ copula S50 6, IATIE £ BEES 11 0, — A(\), A R - ©, FFFIALIT [ 5 02 LB 0
i, TSR ISR A, FIFEHE R 7 SCAR UM A, B MEA R, JE LI —
B Gauss H [AI)3 1 2

At =w+ame + BAi—1, (2.8)

Forpromy SRASLE S A BIRMARHEIERS A H AR =, (8] < 1L RIET A MPPRRME. X T AR
copula BR¥, HZHIBUEVERIA R, Xf R 2 A B sk BB AN E. BeAh, T (N} —AAT I,
PR e TV B T SR AR K S RO AT A U, W e AR N BT copula FIALSA R R AR 43,
BEROESH (v, a,8) AEIIIE (u1, uz) MR REG BT HCRBUSAE . BARN RS W
#ik [35,36].

2.4 HFFEH#E copula 1EE

FLH T copula BEALH ) 53— FhEh I HHTE K A0 VF copula BRI AT A & B0 (1 JUMUIR S, B
I IR AT AKX B copula BREIAAL, FTLLRTE copula REARMIEIL T, HSHAE MRS 2 (7]
A, WnT LU copula pRESRAL S AZARAL, MM 2 10 AN R AR ) () AN [RI AR S 444, T AN AR SR TR 1
K. T TRV, R ECRE LR & copula 8L TSR AR WIE A6, X AL 54 i A ik
4.

BN NEERR ky, HEBSBNGSER KRS (WU PR, 10k = {1,2,... K}. WFEHHT
WREN ke =k 1Y,

(Ul,t,uz,t | ky = k) ~ C(Ul,tau2,t§9k) (2~9)
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HABYE ke B Markov 3%, FAE ¢ — 1 HUOWIRES @« BIZRAE, 28 ¢ B 2GS § IR
N g BT K =2 et 7 i i s R, DR T A AL 15 2 0 BIREAT BB, JF it X

R
po | ™ Py (2.10)
1—moo a2

B &y NIECH s ~ t BZUE AT, AR A B T HIFCRS M m R 1. B, 2R 5%
A LRy

ét|t—1 X ct

ét|s:—7 ét+1|t:Plét|t7 Ct( (2.11)

V(& -1 ®@ct) c(uy,s, ug,;02)

C(Ul,t» U2, t; 91))
)

Hor 1 YL 8 AT © Ron Hadamard AR, B AR A B0 R T AR, AT AT 45 2L
AR BBET copula BRI B FILLEA B 2

T
log L(61, 0, 11, ™oz ur, u2) = »_ log(17 (&)1 ® ¢)), (212)
t=1

Hrd i g5 e S-S50 E, R - 5K (expectation-maximization, EM) HykiE % 24
AT, EM SR R w2 0Tk [37).

2.5 ToLEH copula LX)

B T HLHI 4 copula #b, 5—FHE T copula AL S AR AR AR LE M copula, BI7EREA
FEAR X 0] L, (B BEREAS BT AR A A S E5 R X, copula R FEATEANAR IR T A& A7AE —S6A8 1, 7548 55 Al
J&i, copula HIZRAIHEARIEF]. Guégan M1 Zhang 19 B IREINT copula HEAIAR &4 7 () B, @i —
SE A S A SR TR BEAFEAR X (8] B 2578 . R X, AT Xoy APANBENLAR i, FoXF R AR 254
copula £ EH IR Fros:

(X1t, Xot) ~ Ci(Fie(xre), For(22¢);01), t=1,...,s1,

(X1t, Xot) ~ Co(Fr(z1e), Far(xar); 02), t=s1+1,...,59, (2.13)

(X1t, Xot) ~ Crp(Fre(x1t), For(war); 0), t=sp1+1,...,5. =T,

Horb T @A, Cr(. .. 0k) 2L 0, NSEHI T copula BREL, s; XFRT copula BRELIEE § ML
RLORRPESCER [15], FTRAR Zon B TR A SRR AR AR X ) B A B 2 T AR AR S AR A TR
FEAE, WIAEPIASTIX 8] |40 0] & B 458078 5, DAESHE, BRI FrA 17 X (8] LA AELE 25 A8 £
ik T AR FAEREAN XA B RS ARAE, ALV S RIS (goodness-of-fit test) SKHfE. H AR
Pi Akaike 15 2 HEN (Akaike information criterion, AIC) ZEHFEIX[H] [1,m] IFE R copula C,,,
IRIEHEE Cramér-von Mises Siil =
Sm :/ Cm(ul,UQ)2de(U1,UQ),
0.1)2 (2.14)
Con(u1,u2) = vm|Crn(u1, uz) — G, (u1,u2)|,
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Hrp C, NZR: copula BEL. 2 S, MEECKI, SR XE] EAAFAEAR s i BB, X RLRETL ) p
ERHSHG PR E (S W0 [38]). — B 1%IX (8] EAAEAR s, AT B = e o #1d A K
EAZ AL EAECE. BN, fEHIBT s A2 ORI, MR S

I = 121;2(8 {2(1§<810g c(uj, ug5) + ngzgm log ¢(u1j, ugj) — lgjzgm log c(ulyj,uw)) } (2.15)
R Z, AEECKR, WHELEAAAEAR fi. 15 T 1 2 A2 RN
Sm=min{l <s<m:Z,}.
Bk p TS TR [39].
2.6 GAS copula 1&#!

IEAERECATAT I — M AT T copula MBS HAISIASZIEIIAL Creal 55 B3 FEHIK) GAS
B ZREAIZRAE, DCC A Patton B4 [ AR AL 2 —FhOLIIME SR BN IR, AHXS T Patton B4 ¥}
ARRERR AL, 2R fe K (0 SR X T IS I v, B IS 2 5045 70 e BOR K 2 KA B 1) 58T
LA ) (A AL S H) AT R, T AR B O O A R SRR R T A
BRI IR, GAS B TS50 & 0, EHITRERBEW T

D q
9t+1 =w + Z Aist_H_l + Z ngt—j—Q—I (216)
i=1 j=1
LA
st =Sy - Vy,
Oln ci(uq, ug; 6r)
= 0 27 2.17
Vt 89,5 ) ( )
Sy =T(6;)"¢,

H w AZHNE, A M B AZHGERE. WA s, B S H45 77 & (scaled score), S; M
BAERE (scaling matrix), FIZ AR Fisher & BAFE 0() MAKERR, A ¢ € {0,1/2,1}. MRT
A copula FEAVRURF ¢ HUE, GAS #A A3 R F M HEHISFE, W GARCH 10, ADC 1Y 2%
B, BARBE 2 LR (33).

GAS BERLXS T BR B IR BEE & LTS 73 bR B Rl Y, XA i B B8 SO 3. 58, M
XF TS HUAT 73 B B B HORT S AR B E ) de KT ), W I D7 T 0 2 sk AT S8 A i e 24 i
I Z R B ey B AL SRR EE . LU, A5 70 BR BN T 56 4 B T R B, T AN LI AR B — B RE A —
BE, BRI AT A28 70 00 FE UL 4 0 2 52 o 15 ROR BE T S 40

2.7 TSR copula LX)

N T AR Z e AR B (R B A A O, A 155 B B B A copula AL, B copula Bl
Xt copula 5 H Joe 29 3, - H1 Bedford F1 Cooke [21:22] | Kurowicka A1 Cooke 231 Aas 25 24 fi5g
. (ESLIEAE 2 b Almeida 55 26 @K LS5 SCAR Ml GAS BIAAHZE A kMg s 4E i 48 D-
copula F&7Y.
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—J5 1, FRAE Sklar M TE BRI, 2 TCHE G 701 15 L PR B ARIR N Z TC copula LR %
AR 100 o 73 A1 5 L pR ) 3R

flx1,.. . zn) =1, n(Fi(x),. .., Fulzn)) fi(z1) - - falzn), (2.18)
HH e, N n JG copula MEEEREL. 55— 7T, BEA S B R AT LOB IS 45 o A b AT 40 il
fl ,,,,, n(xla . ,.Tn)

= fi(w1) x f2\1(I2 | 21) % f3\12(3€3 | T1,@2) X - X fpi1, ne1(@n | @1, 1), (2.19)
Hor 2 AF o3 A BEtn] LARIR N (%6AF) 7T copula # I
f(l‘ | ’U) = Cgy; |'Uj(F(x | v—j)vF(Uj | U—j)) ’ f($ | v—j)a (220)

Serh v ARAERFTRI R, o N v PERER, v K v MEPEHER o G T
R (S AF) JLFF I F (x| v) AT T 5

_ OCq, |v_, (F(x | v;), F(v; | vj))

F(x|v , 2.21
(z | v) 9F(0; [v_) (2.21)
HrAr Cij ) N JC copula 73 A EL. B, (2.19) FIER7R AN
f(xlw-'amn) :flfn
tC21
" C32|1 " €31
©C43112 " C42|1 " C41
“Cnn—1]1,...n—2 " " Cnn-2]1,...,n=3"" " Cn2|1 Cnl- (222)
LA (2.18) il (2.22), AT LAASEI £ 7T copula BEA B (I (BRERT) copula 45 ##iA=
n—1n—j
tn(Fr(@1), - Fu(zn) = [ T eiwigitgo1(Flajpi | 21, ojm), Fay [ 1, w5-0)). (2.23)
j=1i=1

X TR AERC S AT, B copula Z5HG T SR AR ME— R, Forh bR R 1) T AR SE BRI
SRR Tz M, B Kurowicka F1 Cooke 1231 FT#2 i) C- B (canonical vine) F1 D-
(drawable vine). Jy J 5 BB AR copula 544, AT copula KA R 2 AT DI R T —Fb
S, B 14 T 5 DNRBIT N C- AN D- RS F X5 B2 A% )T =X

FERF G5, B 25X L —A copula B B2, U138 14|23 X RLT 1403, RS IAR & B 1% 5510 46
WANGE . C- BRESHIE R E M TAEZ MR R PAAE ML ORI, T D- &2
AL TR AL

H1 T copula Z5H47& 124> 70 copula 1L 7E 2 1) 19 195 28 56 2 1] ) JE 25 AR -V B A% A DG 1
(REfl 2 B ATREE Y, R4 K 2 HENAS (ZJ0) copula B8 (GLHEFT I 2 BT A28 (10 JLFR) S59mT LARY
BB R, TS B A AN ARAFAE A B 257 copula FE7.
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12 /{2\/" 5 __I_:.‘---""_-.-I\/._'?,_::
'/.]-\/-:'_'jj'_':_-_“ 15 ,5\ T, ""-1-:}' {'2:}_ ) {;7}\ ,4 /\} : S\} T.
N~ Tl ~ 12 T 23 7 34 T 45
A
2L Flam P el T
~BA13) o 12) (23) 34— 45)
¢ A \J3/ 251 e T e =/ Nt T g
(12)—— <1 7 T p T oup T s -
241 —114)
Sl
~ ~ il
- 3412 N - ( { 2413 ) ( -
N—&) N1, B M\ T
(2311 | 2501 -
o 35|1 '_'
B B (14237 (25134 T
— — \ S \ s -
(3412)) £3512) i — S
-~ 45“ 23 . —y 4 1 5]2?4

(a) (b)
B 1 54 C- % (a) #1 D- & (b) HIRLEH

3 TS copula REFEERPHIN A

copula BRELIE SONIREL AL, HAG R T MG SIG oM, £ FZ oM. E2oem
I 18] 3 S 7E 3 H 7 B B 2 TR AR SR 4504, T2 A% GE IR VEAR SC R BOE I A IE T K 2
HIETE, 1 copula EEPHIZEE AR Z M AARZNE . R0 FRYE (BHE) MG R B —— X R, Bt
FRZBZFEANTN 2 E. BB copula BT FUHIAE, ZIZS copula BEVS IR 1 2 i 42 5 2 []
I 1) AR A0 BRI AR S, 3200 N - g b v 18 P 51 (K 8 D5 T ST P 45 R ORA BN copula BEALAE G
o4 FEARRI N, BLAE G Rl T R IR SR T RS b . 2 BT AT AR R M DA IR AL A
P

3.1 EmMTMAEMSHEXES T

TEANI T3 77 TH , Patton B4 7EHE AR copula (AN I, BFFC T 48 E 5 e A1 H JoAExS T30l &%
FERR TG AR BB HHOREE M, U E RIS T A RRAAH G, @it STk Ee AL, KIS ZE copula
ELERAS copula B REMHERAZIEL 3 2[RI AH 454, FEILFERE | Boero 25 421 @I 53t copula %1
SEHOTHE, M TS HENE copula B, T ZIE B T E K AT 5 5 AR 3 Al MR 2 [ 13
BHREEH). SBANNEE 5 431 R H AR ¢ copula AZRF T T AR 5350, H UK IGIL 2 2 87
TEZR T JE AR R G M AR B . Sl SRAEJe &5 14 R T A AL e 40 R A copula A AR
PR R SR A RGN B, BEFE T N T 5 HAl 6 M Ml 2 18] () 3h A A0 FRAH R S5 K 1)
ACHRFAE. Albulescu %5 491 H Patton B4 $& H I AE copula BRVEF 5T ARG R HLAT IS, tH 57 3= 2 1%
ML Z HENZS (BHB) #HPE. Stober Al Czado 29 R FMLEI 4 R (regular)- § copula BRI T
9 P MARXS T~ 36 Ju T 2R 2 [ B AR OG54, 1k B 23 W% 22 JOAH R 25 4 2 15 AR LE AN [RI AR S HL AR Liun
2 161 FIFIRF AR C- B copula BAUEF A T —w —EREBURHE G AT, ARMEARMEEFEMIERZ
[ IR DR EE A AR AL, SR o, 72—l —BREUR I &, AR5 A B W [E 508 M2 2 18] A 5%
PEA R BT, JUH G R E ARG
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TEREZE T 3% 75T, Okimoto 471 1 R Markov AL AR A 5 — T copula HEBUAHLE &, FEAR AL T
5 H 59 [E DL R HoAh G7 BT (R AH S ME. Jdd SEUuE s 7 R B, FERETAILE R, 2% B T 2 )47
TERA R T BAHICME. J5fultth, Chollete 55 M2 R AR T iy A LA AL /) C- B copula B8, HH T G5 M
Fr SEE T 2 A S SIS GEM Z) . e Ah, Wang 25 1481 3@ 1K 22 Fhif A F1ER 25— JC copula N
B rp [E BTN 6 A HARAL &5 117 3 Z TAAH S B 20, TEBHZhAS copula HLERAS copula B REHERAH M
T 2[RI AS A R4, el Hammoudeh 45 49 SR A B A8 copula BEAYAR 78 1 7T =2 [ 5 17 2 1)
hASFHICME. Tk MBS PO FZ AR A DL 2 A 77 32 BAT ML AR AR A X R, WF50 T A RAT L2 R R BB
ENRNE. IR ML B SRR DCC B ASRHE R ¢ copula AEAYARF 7T T Hp AN Gt 1] 52 I T 2 7]
[FAE G, SR R I FE W 2= J 0], w5 A 0t [ 5 (W AH DS PR B35 1555, Maneejuk 1 Yamaka (52
KHINAS copula 18 455 H0E S (Google Trends) Hl, WAL 1 &mlfadLT + f5 3 % 5 HAth
Rk B Z AN Je v L 5K 2 [R] R AH 9 25 44 PR A2 A AR AE

TEf5i %2 173771, Philippas A1 Siriopoulos 3] % T I copula #2413 F %1 B {53 fEHL AT 5
A il 1 £33 45 Dk 7 X A [ 5 [ 5 T 3 B A DG 1t AR Ak, R BAs T R fiie S L A 2 i, 55 R G IX H A I 5K
(PR S 35 48 0. 2R, Bekiros 55 P4 J8 i ELEE DCC 264 FIIZFh —JC copula, &I Joe-Clayton
copula 5 3d F T RRIM 25 ] =AU M5 55 F0 A5 i B 45 2 18] RO AH D e 2z, 9 DA A0 AT 1 <k S AN R 5 e L
A Ja X FhAE S 5 1 I Bl A4k

AN, ST AR T3 2 (A AH S B 7L FE, Garcia A Tsafack 55! £ & 1 X FRFIASKT BRI AL 51
IHTHE T, FIFHMLEI A3 copula BAYETFL T AR 2 AN E KM T 561 2 M RIS A L, FF RN
6] — RT3 PR (JREE) AHSCIHELE PR T X558, AN [F T35 2 (A1 A 1 U 9255, Fei 25 (19
KA WL I AE copula BERUEH ST 1 RRINAE AL B3 (credit default swap, CDS) g5
T2 (A IBAS ARG, Li A0 Li 071 fEREE T — PR 454 copula B8R I, BFF0 T BB S5l 0 k%
Ko [ BRI T 2 TR AR DG 448, SRR S0 A AN RIS 409, 79 7 32 [0 A DG 4 1) 5 5 AN 2R B 85 2 e AR AR
k. Liu %5 PSR ARVRA copula #FFE TR B . EGUREGIATE 3 A3 2 (7 (FAH CHFAE, 8
iok SEEIE i B <55 R A AL 9 1) e v 0 26 45 117 3 DA A i AR L 5 S0 6 T 7 RO RE D A 1 i, 17 2B 55 11T 2 R [ £
B T A AR DG A BTk 5. Ak, YL SE B7) DR BB AT ZE SO AR 81 R Patton B4 52 H XK
SJC (symmetrized Joe-Clayton) copula FRUF 5T 1 FEARAT MV 5 b5 i b 2 8] B ARG AEATHE XS AR AH 5¢

G5,

3.2 SR IHAMEE

SR XS S AVE B — ELDORERE 23 . 12 538 MU E U PSS AR 3 221K 7, PR iksh
2 copula BRI AEZ IR 1) N, BT R i g i XURS: 3 EAAR R Gk XU T a7 AU BL A5
PR

3.2.1 RGMERNKE S

MR T A A ) < R A AN W7 9 AL 0T - HERA TI0IN 2R Gk < R XS R 75 5K XM AE e R TR ) 2R ¢

PE A 2 AR I B < R B S DR 0 T 119 <z R 45 5 2 06 o 23 LA R 55 f IR DL e B
SN, LA A B [ R st [X P 22 GER S AN A BRI, BEE 254 . T ALK 2 T R A E
RIS i, 3R A I Rt S L) Son B 3R R R AE. AT S, 2007-2008 4 1) 4 EK 4l
JENLLA L 2010-2011 SE A BRI A6 55 SEAL 40 T HAT ML R SE L, BE &3 B B2 Fr ik, S 8E K
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o X I FRIR I BUR 2L T I AR . 2 KA REALIRHLHI A SSERT ST R B, fEBHLIE, P
AT OV BRI — B U™ R AR, Sl 57 G R S AR ) SRAE 51 AR SR L B B 55
AR, AT B B SEAR LB RIRRE (B WOCHR [59-61]).

T BARME R R G KIS KR/, IR A B PR 1 — Loy A UM 7 {8 A XURSHINFE .
S B V2 )& Adrian #1 Brunnermeier (02 $2 H ) 25 FER 1B (conditional value at risk, CoVaR ),
AU AL T ENLII 2 AR T3 L RS B RS Bz U X T 7 B AR 0 AR Gk v ik el o 22
FERE. HAN—ANH F I /& Acharya 25 03] 3% B (30 BRI EE 2% (marginal expected shortfall, MES),
LA THEREA T T FENLRIFAE T, FMEHU R R HUR, KA B AZN U R G i 3
P, AR B B IS RGUME RS (systemic risk, SRISK) FE%L 64, i HHEE 12K (expected shortfall,
ES) 65 WEZ{REGH N (distress insurance premium, DIP) [66:67 4-fil & 45 5 K $5 %0 (catastrophic
financial risk, CATFIN) [68] DL Jz KM FIRE LM% (2 WOk [18,31,69,70]) %5

P 20 1 8 < ik 2 6 1) D R A B0 S S AL T B AR A AT AR - L 2 75 RE S R 1 i
A RS 81 22 18] e BE AR R E A AR RR AR SR G5 4. VS ZR AT 2R SR MO A LR T AR SR 5 R )
ZIEAS T R TTRR, SRS A VA S SR A MR Al o L R A SRR AE (S TR (7). B4R
K, CHAEPIRE KK GRENLZ )G, SE AT ARIZER B OGE R0 T8 i 53 2 18] 1 R B A SR 1A
AKIFRA LR, Ferp— S BN Z R B2 copula PREL. copula PRECANURT LAZI ] % 42
RZIAAARLNE . AR AR FRAR R G5, IE 7T LRSI B 70 A IR 5 0 AT EAT 70 8, fE45 ) A E B
RERGEE, T FER T 22 TOMRER 73041 R B8 20 26 PR AR Sk AR R IA B A ISR R BR8] (2 I3
Wk [72]).

XF - Z G S b XURS: RO BIE 78 i K B D7 T A Rl o BEVRAT M L B FiR B [ i T 3 4

SRl S R GeE XS TR ATE 78 .45, Engle 25 (73] S DCC copula #78 Z1 H KM 194 K &RbLIA
IR BAR SRS, JRAE LR BB 7 RGN EE MES. Jin 1 de Simone ™) SRH] DCC copula
BRI T T BRNERAT AL 5T m) 2 AN SR e P RS, 28 SR EIHEZE 1791 DL CoVaR g USRS, R
DCC t copula AFFT 1 FEOFHEFEAL . UEF5 VAR EE BOAE A 52T 4RAT 0 T3 E AR AT 9 3R
G UG RE H RN, ZRAbUh, SRR AN E £ (78] S DCC t copula #5, DL CoVaR Ry, #5781
6 SR B i A AR AT X T R EARAT b Ay SR G XU 1 G A TTRREE. il [77) R DCC R- J# copula
BARR T T IR E 6 KA HERAT 2 18] i) R Ge 4 XK. Reboredo # Ugolini (78] K ShA e copula 7Y
WHFT T PU PR b T ERAT X T A BRI [ 52 10 BT AR AT DL <& il R GE ) R Gt e XU AL . &
T T30 0 SR AR SIC copula 21 8 K [ % _E 117 R ML HRAT PRI 2 1F] B A FH S AR Ak, JFBA
AP A R M ARAT Ml A B ) RSP AKE. Denkowska, Fl1 Wanat 501 5RH] DCC copula AT 5¢ § 57 8
K E BRI AR Z A RGP RS, Oh Al Patton BU #4817 T DUGFE M M 4E 8 & 1) GAS B AR 7
copula A R T ZIE 100 X 3% E AR CDS Hif LA A OGS #, FFAE I AEAl B T Ik
TAENLAIHTE B RGEE XS, EREA R4 B SRR T IE 26 SXERA 7 N IE RS
< R XU PR IS 8 PR RFALE

R U5 4 Rl 2 e P JRURS: 75 T (R F S0 B33, Mensi 55 520 IS A copula BEAYHF 7T 1 REJEA I 7 2 1)
[ R Ge 1 AU, Liu A1 Gronwald 183 SRR copula B, B A T8 Bl A i« RS 7RI AR A
RSB, BEAL 7 B SRR R Gtk U, Ji 55 B4 SR 22 copula BT FC 1 <G4 i [H
R A 0 17 22 T ) R ek U A . Ji 45 1850 SR 6 AN AR copula BEA4INE (¥ ACoVaR 3 #iT 1A
Hff s PR BEVR N K% HO 52 . Shahzad 25 1861 SR IS AR copula AAYAE ST T WTI (west Texas intermediate
crude oil) JHAA A SRV R A B 1B B R G AR AR BL. g1 48 BT SR AIHLE AL R & copula #E7
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WEIE T Re s T 30 A= W (AT AR i . J1 45 (881 SR AR S5 M copula BEBYEF ST T WTT S xS 36
JEATN B TRE 2 B RS i HE R, Nevrla 391 SR GAS &R T copula FER 5T 1 BRI 4 kAN BEJR
A7k 2 TA) B 2R Gt XU

Jie i Fa e 1) R G KU IR ST LA, Jin 09 SR AR copula AEAYHFFE T o [ 5 Atk 10 /N2
B 5K i Tl 2 TRV ) SR e itk A A% 4. Shahzad 45 Y SRR A8k copula #5284 73 A7 1 38 Byl tH 477 22
fef SE s = S e BoRck B HAR, SEE . REK 3 MRS G R EUZ B EAT R R AT &R
Gutk AU i HH 24082, Tansuchat 45 02 SR A HLHEI BT AR copula BV TE T 6 AN A ma W 5K ik
2 ARG SRR, Ji 25 03 N WH Markov HLEIFEE B AE copula BERLHE 5T T 36 [ AT
& G7 EFBE 2 181 R Gt KU H 2. Bernardi 1 Catania 14 ¥g%E 1 HLHIEE B XA 1545
43 copula B8 H¥E 1% T ICENES copula BN T-ZIiH 19992015 FE[AIERIM 11 AN KA R G0 XU
RN F T T HEA WM ) R Ge i AR R Dk, XSS 04 SR Almeida 55 261 BT A SCAR
1 GAS BRI EYE D- B copula 15 T FUEZEFRAN 5 AN BUR TR E 2 B FI MK S5 4, 3L CoVaR
NEERTE T ST T EUESEE B R GV AR STRRAR . T4 5] [RIAESR A2 2t AL 1 R E
28 MTIAE B2 B RGeS, T —F A3 06 R B A 4E A A Gumbel copula 78 T 3 [
R AR, 56 B i ol oo T FAR B vl iy U A . 48 07) SR AES 0N AR 1 copula A AL H
FLTRGE SRR, 3 B I 7 6 - A R 17 90 XU vt A0 P — 45 98] AR4E . Alelli ) #4) % cDCC
(consistency DCC) HIEAE, & T Patton B4 RIS AE copula #7823 H 5 i 72 h R 0UAE 7248 A
HIETE, KM e Gumbel copula BIFFE 1 5 A X alth X T 5 26 [ 11 7 2 (W) B AH < 4544, I LURH
FHIG B EAE 9 AL Ge 1 5 6

2518 B 5 1737 1) R G M RS 73S, Omachel A1 Rudolf 109 SR ZNZS copula #ALHFIT T BRIG
X ERGE AR R Z AR R GMEES. XFT Patton B4 FIHSAE copula &AL 7E 28 G0 XU AR S FH A HS
T EE TR /& Reboredo Ml Ugolini 10U, A1 37 T —JC copula RS RS XU A CoVaR
Z AR AR, i Patton B4 I AR BIZiE] copula ZEUMBIATE, FENFH TR 8 ANEZA 1 /4Nt
ZFRECEE, SKRITFFL 2000-2012 4 [AIRRI E AU 55 137 0 1 RGP XK. Reboredo fil Ugolini 102 DA
A2 G copula JyREAIF BN copula BEAY, FEOTFT 17 7 il [ 457 15 R <6 i 28 Gt 2 1) B0 XU A% .
BenSaida 193] J£F- SJC copula #% T Markov HLHIF4 C- AT D- BRILAY, HRH A5 8L B T4 #r
KT X b5 2 [ AL 55 T3 2 1] AR G RORE. Lange 56 104 4% GAS 7S copula BRI T [E il 2
AR CDS i, LA S B LM NI FERE T T AN BRI Z DR R I RGN, Yang 45 105) 3%
H GAS 8h& copula BAIHFFT 1 H AR Wi = [ A4 ] [ 457 0 i 0 TB) RO AH SC 46 4, I DA 20 ) 1 4% [ 2
[ (%) 28 G e DR i R

3.2.2 TWiIAXKKE ST

BN copula FERLE G RT3 28 2 T UG PRA . 11737 AU 3l i AE B AN (value at
risk, VaR) B ES KL &, X PRI BN 1Al vh BEORH R IOMESE, Al T I SCHE A 557 T IR 2 ) 23
AR, TP BT ZAZRBNZS copula XA BE R I HZ1 1 3 25 AH 4K 45 44 FO AR Y.

TER 22113, Fantazzini 106 SR ZhZSIEZS copula Fl t copula T ZE 137 — o B H A1 VaR.
Luo % 107 B — SoaliaS Wl e e copula HAS 434 v [l i 252 1 7 760 6 e e 35 Th 3 T 0 <6 i U £
%, Heinen F1 Valdesogo [l SKH C- EH A1) (canonical vine autoregressive, CAVA) 1557 %] i) 5% 5]
S 2 TeB 7 Z B B AR, AR W] LI R BEAR B 2 B Y (capital asset pricing model,
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CAPM) W &, & nl LA B3 P~ U 2 I AEZR 1« 3E Gauss A AR UHRFE. STUER B, CAVA #ERITE
VaR T 7T T DCC #2784, Bartels Ml Ziegelmann 1981 S Oh 1 Patton [BU [f] GAS Zh&H T
copula 15784 21 1) VG i 2 17 37 2 4 93 7 2 [A) OB A ARIR G5 4. SIER W, Z3)4 copula BISFEREA A
A FFEASE VaR F1 ES BN S HAL T4 2 70 copula B, BenSaida %5 199 JLF- ¢ copula #E T
Markov ML FEHe C- A D- BRARL, JfR N H T3 G7 BT 48 B0 [\ B A% Ge s 2 A 25 AR
SR 10 SR A AR copula BEAYETH T 0P IRI T H VaR. AR 3 L SRR ARG copula J7
AT FAEAIE AR T A T VaR. SRR G PP 112 454 DCC JiiEFIRERSE copula B
ez 7 E R T 2 S0 A B ARG, HR FE R Tttt 2 e H &1 VaR. B
S 3] SR IR BNk copula 7735 T0 1 E R 2 o EE T 433 VaR.

FEAE T, Fei 4 031 SR —CEh MU e copula BEBLZIIE 7 CDS i 25 A EE 4 4% 2 [ K]
ARG, SHIERY, %3035 copula FEBULEREAR LS FIREASL VaR TN 75 1AL T-HL] A B2
copula TR A BATHLHIFE I ZIZS copula .

TERRIE T, Lu 55 M4 TR copula-GARCH AN 1 T REIR T 3% — 7o 58 7 s i A B AR
SRAIATRI VaR. Aepli 25 1151 ZFIHLHIEE e copula A AE copula #574 Z1 ) 1 & 5 3 5% 2 18] (R 3h &S AH
KMk, SEUER I, 313 t-Clayton 1% copula FEAEAS LG FIREA SN XU TS 77 TH R I A 4F . Manner
S5 D161 1 Almeida 45 261 321 D- B SCAR A58 R T R0 ARG B A (6 & 29 AT, Tiwari
2 M7 R H copula-ADCC (asymmetric DCC)-EGARCH (exponential GARCH) #4347 7 6 Fin#:
T T 55 3 [ S2 117 2 2 TA) (RS AR AR DG A, S 2 W3 00 25 5% 0 AT RAAE Sy oot e 56 [ 552 11 3 XS 80 0 o
B

FEAMIE T, Wang 45 18] $2 1 7SR ROHLHI 4 copula BEAURZIE 6 4> F 2 TV E KK T
AN 2 (8] 1 B AR K 45 4. Kumar 55 1190 SR FZHLH] e e copula AL 2 T % [ 5 4ME
WM SR T 2 (A RSN HIRSE R, JF2E TR T 7 — 0887 [ VaR.

3.2.3 EANXKESHT

Z AN [R] 2 5] B0 A 22 3B 2 50 52 2 [A) FRAH S 04 2 15 P XU 8 BRI AZ o 1) R AT 92508 HA) £
FERT, WHE KR R 2 220 2008 F&RUEHL EZEE (2 W CHR [120]). BT TE 5%
A HIAR S G AR AL G5 7 VR 3 T B34S Gauss copula PR, FEAS LA %1 3 25 HH 5% 45 M A0 350
AR R i, PRAE 22 AL A 532 31 1T 2 0a0m (2 W0k [121). Mk aEsk, BEAE e m 2 HR:
ik copula 5| ALK SNSRI, 2E TR STUEE 78 &K B, 307 copula B 0] DL R XHE
FH XU AH 5% M 33047 58 HERR AN AT SE 10 Al 1. Totouom A1 Armstrong 122 #)# T BEHLZ JC Clayton copula
R 115 4 A vh 2% 50 =1 29 B 1) 2 [R] IR AR S S5 M I Z1 . Bielecki %5 1231 #4372 Markov
MLHIE I BIAS copula BE8Y, HHT CDS & A HO 7715 FH XU IR 72 25 4ulth, Bielecki %5 (124) 44
ZBNAS copula FALF TR R A A 115 A, K555 125 SR A Markov copula B HHIAR T 15
FH XU AR ST [ 3 5481k, AN, Crépey Al Nguyen 1261 K BEH] Gauss copula #5554 N T8 A AT4E M
XoFF 5 R 7. B K A 1271 FEBRER - BRI, SRR S5 M) copula BURLRIAR T (5 F XU AH ¢
PERI B,

Cerrato 55 128 SRH] GAS ZIZS M copula BRI T T 9% [ Fr A I 43R R Gt EVEARAT B A 1S H
SRS, SEUESE ST, CDS M ZM AR E A AL . AXFRIRHE, HS 2 AT HEEIE LI MR %)
FH2%. Christoffersen %5 1291 X F Christoffersen %5 19 [IAEGFREN A copula AL ZIH T CDS W35 2 1]
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HIBSFIK S5 R, Lee A1 Yang 130 @i DCC Al Patton B4 [KIH} 4R t copula #F 78 T ASE R GE AT VAT
T OV ARAT RG0S RS H, SEUE SR B & DE kAT L0 BEANERAT 22 G P s i 2 o o ik ] 2 K¢
AARE. AR E S 8 SR A Li A Kang 132 B tH B8 & (covariate) copula A2, Sk %1 i) il 4 [4]
F8 3 A 22 10 £ 250 25 3 24 A K 85 WA RS P XU £ YL 2.

3.3 ZRMITTESREN

BELTHRANT, 2 I ERR A — Mo b 2 517 RS R B TR, AR 2 5 AL (multi-
asset option) — 5 FHZ HHt (basket default swap, BDS) . fii &5 #5175 (collateralized debt obligation,
CDO) . Xt 2 JulIRCHEAT Al B A HE A E T W A5 THAR A B 7 Z 18] AAH DG PE, el T i B2 7 22 18] (R A
SR AT REBEIN 18] A AEARAL, DRI A A B3 7 22 TA) R 50 45 440 ) B 25 220 A A % 22 Je B N B s
fitiA.

3.3.1 ZEFHNEMN

copula BREUZE HIALE Ui vh 1) 8 2 WE S RUTTAAR 1Y) (2 WoCHR [133-135)), SR1 H 3% HIAL
(10 7 A/ 308 S A AR FR PR DU B2 N AT 1, T ZNAS copula #5858 75 I S AR PRI Hh 1 0 B 2 ] ) 4
TEAE— U (2 IR [136]), BB copula BRI IZ BLFI T 2 o P MIRUE M . o
UHGBNAS copula 58N FH 2 2 S0 HIBGE M 1)/ van den Goorbergh %5 137 Al AR5 58 T 2 Ff
copula M U Gauss. Frank. Galambos. Gumbel-Hougaard 1 Plackett copula %, F0VFAHIC %L (8L
copula Z4) BEA& bR 57 B SRAF I B Z A AT AR Ak, JERZAE YN I T BLARE 500 fig BoM g ik
SR ECNBR ) T ABCE M. ZAERE T S HUE copula BREL, J1— & AT 224 copula
BREUIIENES copula AL B Zhang F1 Guégan 1381 Firf th (1, M AT 1B copula 28052 W9 55 7 ¥ b v
IR ZE AT RS, H L JC t copula NFIRE T — JC IR MAEAY. Guégan FI Zang (139 44145 5
FT LA FUESRFE ARIE SR8 AR 1 1) Z JC IIBGE . S8, Li A1 Chu 149 K% Z)3 copula 7Y
HF A ZIESR 28 55 T (New York Stock Exchange, NYSE) & 8 2URIAR 3 500 8 ECNFR I H — G
BUE NSRS . Masala 141 SR DCC copula HE 2 %1 P 5% 7= 2 [B] 1) BhAS ARG S5 44, FE T 167 e
AL (basket cliquet option) FIE . Bucio-Pacheco %5 2 4 Patton 34! [ AE copula #5274 5 FH 1 LA
552 P B IR ARHORAR A 500 FRECAFRI I JoIIBCEAN. Nasri 55 1431 JEHLHIH2 4 copula AL FH T
PR % = R B R T AL (put-on-max option) FIE .

3.3.2 ZRERITEREMN

BNAS copula 7EIARS AT A & M i R ALEE, 25 P45 144 SR A DCC ¢ copula HE2YZI i T
4 FpAMICFR P R Zh A A DG, 7R b JEA b SO BLiZ 4 FpAMIT bR BTG AN 324 (collateralized
foreign exchange obligation, CFXO) #HTEM. Wu & 145] RH A HEF copula M4L T — 15 FHE
FROEK S FHIEL B (mortgage loan credit default swap, LCDS) HIEM AL, Hu 25 1461 55K
T copula B F ANi& CDO (synthetic CDO) W@ MR 1. Ah, FIRFMPL S 147 8T AR
SEFII copula FEAYSR 2 7™ 2 (8] A LI AH G, JF T S5 AR AT i 70 B @ B Y. 25U, Li A0
Li 16 # e 7 ARG copula BLAY, A TS 6 FEi=7EAN BDS HIEN. i e i %5 - [148]
KA Markov HLEI 4] copula BREHIE 75T BDS HEMAL.  Elouerkhaoui M9 K BEHL
copula BRI AT CDO % 2 Fifs HATA M e i A .
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3.4 BB EIEEF

WAL I ' 5 B R 3 T T 25 o B 7 DL A A e~ 8 5 B 4 1 JRUIRS: 55 WA e A2 Tl d 150 % 2 T W ) 2
FL ) . Markowitz 1500 ¥ IR 75 Z2 R AR TR A & R, $2 40 THME - =R, 25 T BRE
REER AR ER B A. SOME - J7 G RU GE IN Z JTIESS AT, VR 2 SHER ] (20X
R [4,151,152]), SRS AR A IEZS 70 AT, EUEATRIARIKZ5 4 B FEAAE AR . A BRI
AVE. BhAS copula J77E 0] PUEEIT MR bR IX 26 i) jE. Lee 193] SR FANLHIHEH Gumbel-Clayton copula FH 7
20188 A% 77 LB R B 2 2 TA) R B AS AR AR S5 44, IFAEBMSZ AL % 4 GARCH i BRI FHE T 8
N EEIRE L Z. De Lira Salvatierra 1 Patton %4 7E GAS BRI RFEAE B, In NS AR, 32 T
— A HE (H W) ARG S REIE copula |7 SCSEPR H 19437 (generalized realized autoregressive
score, GRAS) #%. SZIER B, 5 GAS HAAHEL, GRAS BEAYHRE = 1 5 [ R S0 i 2R A RE A P L5 A
TE AR A3 P TN, K e 2 00 ) 2 P 45 T A A5 SR e SRAR AL IR 2. Avdulaj A1 Barunik 159
ZEA AR AN GAS copula B ZI ] 1 4 v 5 1l [ 1 52 1535 2 (Bl B ZSAH M, H2ET Christoffersen
8 190t 1) SR A 23 O SR U B2 23 BT T I s 22 e A T SR KT GF AL, W1 90 B e Ab B 5 I 1] 1) A2 A T
Ak, RAFEFER 7%, Avdulaj F1 Barunik 1561 ZiE 7 38 [ J5 i 55 56 [ 11 52 173 2 [ 1 3h 25 AH G 1,
WF 90 LI 45 5 5 43 A o SR 1) e Ak Bt 5 B[R]k 2D . Reboredo 1971 SR AT AE copula #5784 %1 1]
T O TIHMMEE . 95 DL REVR T3 Z R I BN A AHIK 4544, 25T Christoffersen 45 191 42 Hi (1
SRS B 2 U BE A3 AT T SR 53 57 SR IR 2 B B AL, Han 55 1581 7ERIRIEE CVaR (worst-case
CVaR, WCVaR) HEZL R, SR copula GARCH F1 DCC copula A A #ie b B 22 174 — 0 % - I s
ZIAVFR IS AR AH A, BIF 5T T I AR F) B R 43 B SR Ayala #1 Blazsek 159 SR GAS copula 571 %11 —
TUR = Z B IS I, SEIER I, GAS t copula fEF AL AR FM VaR Tl 1 2 UL

DA b SCER IR 0 90 — 0 B8 77 B Zh a5 B 20 Gk 456 e, T BRORAER 22 (R 50 T R H 2 o iR B LA
RSP BRI « SR AR I H . ER 78 2 A8 B A4 BT A S B I, BhASHHER copula AN
BARE copula BALEIE B £ 1 copula #27. Al Janabi %5 160] SR DCC t-copula #274Z%|H T [F
b2 Ju % 7= 2 (R R AR A e, i 1 25 BRI s PE XU (liquidity-adjusted value at risk, LVaR) 1%
TCARLR M AR AR 45 M) IO A B 4L A 3% 5 4] . Bernardi Al Catania 11 FEF 3 Markov ¥4 t copula 15
RGN 557U A (0 T DUBAR (B AR 1, BB AS SR A ARAR G5 A 55 1 52 B P W 2 TR) 56 SR IR AMAE
FR, HAERH R RAAEZE T, J T I A8 (1) i B e AL 4R B 20 5 SR . SRR W, %8 S REIR = 4%
BHARIZRIL. Christoffersen 25 19 £5A{F t copula A1 DCC AR ZI ) T [E Fr I 22 3% 2 8] 0 B 25 40
Wity 5 T 2% 8 R R 2 1t AH S M R B0 AS 23 B UL & RO T D 2. 9 R, R IA Tl 2K 4 i
AT R R G A BB T 18] KK D, % i AT RS it 1 BRI B L 3%, JC IR AE T IRRR I 1.
Christoffersen fil Langlois ['62) R F Christoffersen %% 19 {7775 ZI i T 2R3 4 4R T HIBEA /0 AR
PIBAS M, F58E TR A X R R (constant relative risk aversion, CRRA) R e KA 43 #1125
JERF AR AR S A R I AL, EBESE 163 G Z0E R- R copula BN T H & B R 5 KA E
KRR R A E. Gurgul Al Machno (164] SR ML E53 R- B copula F& 7Y 43551 Z| ] | KK
JBESE T 3 IV K e ZE T 4 2 TR R Bl A FRAR G644, DA 2 g AU I 52 AT 1 A7 R0 VR 70 A AT
FERIN, BRI T3 ) e AR 45 5 2H & XU 55 K. Poignard Al Fermanian 165 Z2F /i GARCH 8 sh 454
22 70 B IS a1 SR A AR DGR R, SR e /N T 22 BB IE 1 A A P PR A DG TE B R VEE A 1%, Han
5 1661 7E WCVaR HEHL T, SR AABLE M1 copula HEAYSRAHHEH [ T35 2 70 5 P~ I ek 2 [0 I B A AH O
P, WTIT 1 AR SR & M 15 18 S
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4 #Eip

FESRT R 8] P SRR T, — B0 R AR, HERR 2 42 522 8] AR SVt & — > SR 1]
L, B2 copula 28K 2 BN FH KAtk il A6 T 7T ) AL AR SR 2R R AN I I O, 0 AR 2R R 3 P 1) SR B A
AW R AR ERMEAR OGN, BIJ5 R AT AEZR I - A0S FRF AR ;. M BRAE BEAN I [ [X ] |38
B IAN[E 2 WA R 2R H, BIBEE N R A AR I Zh A A SR G K PN AR  2Z RN — ek Y 3R
Z 1 2 A A R G M ) v AE AR DT [ A 2238 RGEH TSNS copula A7 A xR 0T N P 1
RFEIIRE, ASCHE S 4R T AL S RN RN 2 K LR BRI copula B 5 AR R, 2R
Jr R A SRR AR R A < i A% STUSRAIT 7 PP 45 30 RS T S FH R SCRREAT 0 SR AT A 4.

LS ENE copula BRLLE GRS PRSI AT BRI (1) BT copula BREUA & HA )
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Dynamic copulas and applications in finance

Ping Li, Jie Li & Yingwei Han

Abstract The copula function can describe the complex dependence structure between variables comprehen-
sively and flexibly, which makes it widely used in finance. The dynamic development of financial markets causes
the correlation between financial variables to change over time. The dynamic dependence structure between
variables can be modeled by changing the parameters or type of the copula function. This paper systematically
reviews the representative literatures on the application of dynamic copula models in finance, from the devel-
opment of the dynamic copula model, several commonly used dynamic copula models, and their applications in
finance. In the conclusion, we give the summary and further research direction of dynamic copulas.
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agement
MSC(2020) 91G70, 97K80, 97M30
doi: 10.1360/SSM-2020-0342

1790



	引言
	动态 copula 模型介绍
	DCC copula 模型
	时变  copula 模型
	随机自回归  copula 模型
	机制转换  copula 模型
	变结构 copula 模型
	GAS copula 模型
	动态藤  copula 模型

	动态 copula 模型在金融中的应用
	金融市场间的动态相关性分析
	金融风险分析和管理
	系统性金融风险分析
	市场风险分析
	信用风险分析

	多标的衍生产品定价
	多资产期权定价
	多元信用衍生品定价

	投资组合选择

	结论

