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Abstract

In order to study the impact of COSCO reorganization on the correlation between COSCO stocks
and BDI fluctuations, the daily data of four stocks and BDI of COSCO Haikong, COSCO Haineng,
COSCO Haifa and COSCO Haite from 2007 to 2017 were selected. Using the VAR model, Granger
causality test and Chow test, it is concluded that the COSCO stock and BDI interact, and the 2016
reorganization makes the correlation change, but the impact on each stock is different. The inno-
vation lies in the introduction of the Chow test to judge the structural stability before and after
reorganization.
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1. 51§

LTF BRI AW A, HEERIA RS2k, RS ST ENEH . fEliiak
JEI— A E BRI P EIE MR %, UL BDI K. RE LWAF T, SER SR EVIN
A P ELE VRS A S, X KA 2016 4F i o ELE s s 5 b i s F E AL, A
SCUAF R AITE FASRT B RS s . R Re . himig k. o Al

KT EE S BDI 4B HUH AR LT A A AW FEIE, 7 A0(2009)K F 4 Rl S AL & 11 119 2007
% 2008 F- BDI $8405 FAFLEAE 1 H AR 75038 A G, 15 2008 SFAH R B RU/MNIISE [ 1] Bl
A, ZFFF(2009)F FH GARCH JEEADG BDI I 5 26 R 2 28 43 A HEAT FEAE A I 2]: bk, X1l
#B(2010)EHL 2007 & 2009 4F BDI 45501 _FFSEFR FIME, Bgh H FiF gt T b E A S gz s A8
TR REAE AR T BDI $844(3]; MREJE, #5Z(2013)i2 ] Johansen W #4565 Granger [F R 5C R4,
X FUEZEFR AN BDI MR EATAIFIT, RN Z A LE K06 R 5 M SRR BR R [4]: IR
QO T R yE. hisEIs 5 iz =% A I L fIRiiE A5 &4 5 BDI. BPI. BCI 25D K A
AT R R (B B AR DG, 45t BDI X T-FE fiis i 52 B A kg K IThae, Hnr DUEHEIE & 12 1
WEFRECTN R E A AN a4 (5] JERITE, Ih#RkiIE(2015)i8 ] DCC-MGARCH Fl VAR BHIxT FiFLE
faA BDI HEATSEUESM BT, R E R 13 5 E BT B L A BRI SIS OGP [6]: B BAT
(2016)FE #iz H] ARMA-GARCH. VAR FIAR s 56 KA 7 il 5% ik o5 5 3 EUE 77 T 3 B BN 7] 2215(2017)
X E BDI 5 FAFZE4RFIE B Tl Fe Bpean i X ), K3 BDI 5 FiRgsda HoNER, SiEs Tolkfs
BATEE IR I R[8]: BXTIE, 5 E85(2017)KH VAR BAUA Granger K 56 28056, & B E R T-H %
TR E TR ZG —E W, HER “HEREE” Bl A RO9].

2. ARAREAEH BDI WEAS T34

ASCHT RS 2007.12.12~2017.12.22 g igfE(ZYHK) FHZiFHE(ZYHN) L i A (ZYHF),
T IR ZYHT) A DA 2 1 T- BB R B(BDI), At 2,115 AN H RFIFEAR . B $dE 5 BDI $idfs
SOP ISP NIl R

Hizeifg s S iRy Y 2 e T e s AR L i e S ek 8 T s &£ A, DY
MBCEEH A EHEE . 2007 4F 12 H 12 HE PR B B, WEB0Z H WIih s Rens i 2 FEAs
e Bt 2016 fERAET RS, ELEsi R S T B S F E A o T b EE s R
PRI B TR AR RRER, 75 16 fFZ R R T g4, 4t Al ml Ep Bk i sh 1t 2 4 5 BDI
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K RFIR

AR DG PE T B R I H AN [RI R AE, D5 SRIX PP B Rs o, FRATT R B A X TE) K1) 40 A i 5 76 B
2007.12.12~2015.08.07 A —F B, BEAKCH 1699 45 2016.01.04~2017.12.22 H% BB, HEASH 416
Ao FoA sk H B 2 9 AERE B F DA R A RS 5L A

1 BoR TS PEEgRE . TR RO DA R B iR B e A H B s St
FRAE, T T BIRRE— BB X . nTLEH, OF—FrBIY R ZE M L& BDI 3
B g SREERR T 28 BB, BUNUE 1T B 5 20 R BRI 2. 3 4F[10], 7E 2008
ERRRERENLREZ AT, FIET8T LI B, B AU R 5 1) — B 18] 9 A7 7E 5 1 T
ko JF HAS B B H B> T3 — BB, B0 RO SR A B T 258 — I B . @28 — B
BV Rtz e S A i e /MBS /N T8 B B, — T TS 2008 AR Rl fE HLIR G AN O, S —J5THl
52015 AT AT IR RIBEIE K. @B B, AAREMEZEIIRT B,
B 2016 - HTIX DY SIS B A LA K BDI s K. @IES A b, B 5 MR RGN
iy, AR R EBANT T 5 A D R B . 1M Jarque-Bera £ 46 /v iX 5 N R A ZIE ES DA .

3. VAR {R&ISTIE S

1) PR
ATCIEIS ADF BATARKC S, RAGIG &R & i -FiatE, BiibthRH. ADF &4t t SitiE, ol
PLEH ZYHK. ZYHN. ZYHF. ZYHT. BDI [{] ADF Ziit{E¥ /N FE& H 1% 5% 10%MK5% K~
PG FHE (R 2), BrUEZ R R, BRI AR, XA ERF A& R[],
2) VAR #AL ki
VAR 2 J2 Vector Auto-regression, M= H[FIHHA, HEAFHHB—MANELEFENRATIEA
A A R i I R ORISR . AR SCARYE ATC 15 S0 AT SC v DU ERAR f5z /I8 P Jir D) R fiffy e RS 209 J
B4k 2 B, AR A B R R
ZYHK 0.005404 1.098087 0.023466  0.085096 -0.109280 0.001124\( ZYHK
ZYHN 0.085369 | | 0.111232 1.002131 -0.181444 -0.044087 0.000884 || ZYHN
ZYHF |=| 0.010958 [+| 0.033264 -0.016622 1.024663 -0.002534 0.000136 || ZYHF
ZYHT | |-0.101641| |-0.020398 0.179052 -0.289491 0.957830 0.000616 || ZYHT
BDI 6.023122) (-4.991519 17.41446 -36.73025 -4.104178 1.571155 )\ BDI
-0.099889 -0.019470 -0.074123  0.094707 -0.001102)( ZYHK
-0.067383 -0.046296 0.174576 0.037550 -0.000879 || ZYHN
+| -0.034965  0.024393 -0.029428 -0.004595 -0.000131 || ZYHF
0.012808 -0.132466 0.304224 -0.000484 -0.000599 || ZYHT
-0.904710 -9.792696  30.62335 7.197400 -0.585229 )| BDI

XA VAR B R? LB IE G R IIFE 0.99 2 b, I A RIS ERL . F giitEthR K,
YT BE .

ML VAR W35 458 0 A, 45 T AR FHEZ B HR AL B, TRANE | o, Xk
RF AR FHEZ WA A B, AR BN, Fra RN T 1, UIARSCIT 1 VAR £
R e Ae e PSR AT

3) Granger KR % R k546

CAIELE VAR BEAGRFRAR, 84 AT PLEAT DR G A e

ATUEH, 1£ 5% EEEKF T, BDI 22X P RHtis 2 ik 2 AR R, HixP A W2 BDI
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(RS 2 AR IR, PR DY H00E B 2290 51l 5 BDI AZAE XU R SR 56 R (6 3). UL ifE s, rhigifgfg . iz
WA TR AN B B 4s %t BDI A —E 540, BDI H4xemi B ihomifgds . umighe. dmifg k. o
TR AN B B[ 12]

4) ke 253 At

ik e 57 B 50 P T R AN BEATLR ZE T AR I 22 ph e VAR T N AR AR S Y BT E AR S

Table 1. Statistical characteristics of ZYHK, ZYHN, ZYHF, ZYHT and BDI
5% 1. ZYHK, ZYHN. ZYHF. ZYHT #1 BDI 894 iH4351E

ZYHK ZYHN ZYHF ZYHT BDI

FEAR X [i] I il I II I II I il 1 Il

YA 9.692448  5.997788 9.982743  6.667019 3.941071  4.172933  9.176151 6.494183 2297.486000 911.122600
hfi% 8.230000 5.850000 8.460000 6.640000 3.400000  4.105000  6.930000 6.410000 1423.000000 881.500000
BAEL  48.490000 8.230000 41.870000 8.650000 12.370000 6.340000 43.860000 9.230000 11793.000000 1743.000000
B/ME 2.710000  4.990000 3.310000 5730000 1.870000  3.430000  2.720000 5.450000 516.000000 295.000000
FRfEZE 7709820  0.794397  7.095062 0.481550 1.932093  0.384014  8.461215 0.669207 2279.662000 368.876600
R 2260124 0.891401 2.176219 0.523773 1.847614  1.581326  2.368386 0.669864  2.239089  0.246798
E353 9228314 2933913 8.115828 3.466453 6.665502 8274177 8.051870 3.120189  7.492340  2.132312
Jarque-Bera 4192.604000 55.167740 3193.796000 22.792160 1917.790000 655.534700 3395.056000 31.361450 2848.316000 17.273020

P i 0.000000  0.000000 0.000000 0.000011 0.000000  0.000000  0.000000 0.000000 0.000000 0.000178

Table 2. ADF unit root test
5% 2. ADF B{URIGIS

gl ADF %itfH 1% 35 7K1 5% ¥ 3 K1 10%%2 3 7K F FEBERE R
ZYHK —4.549220 —3.433247 —2.862706 —2.567437 0.000200
ZYHN —4.227007 —3.433278 —2.862720 —2.567444 0.000600
ZYHF —3.871459 —3.433248 —2.862707 —2.567437 0.002300
ZYHT -3.477217 —3.433246 -2.862705 —2.567436 0.008700

BDI -3.761701 —3.433247 —2.862706 —2.567437 0.003400

Table 3. Granger causality test of ZYHK, ZYHN, ZYHF, ZYHT and BDI
%2 3.ZYHK. ZYHN. ZYHF. ZYHT #1 BDI FU#g ZRE R X ZK I

SRR F 836481 & F Rt AAE
BDI A f& ZYHK [RI4% 2% 785 Ji ] 41.0488 3.00E-18
ZYHK A2 BDI [R4% 2% 785 Ji ] 4.05817 0.0174
BDI A2 ZYHN k& 22 723 JE A 27.4211 2.00E-12
ZYHK A~ BDI [k 2 A5 R A 6.37384 0.0017
BDI A& ZYHF [t = 28 5 K] 5.88486 0.0028
ZYHF A7 BDI % =4 245 5 A 4.94271 0.0072
BDI A& ZYHT KRG 2L 2R A 13.5692 1.00E-06
ZYHT A5 BDI % 24 785 Ji K] 12.3418 5.00E-06
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Figure 1. Inverse roots of AR characteristic polynomial

1. B RFIFFHER

(ERREA

KA AR SCI IR BT 2 R, B DARAR B S DL A A . AL 2 WTBAE H, BDI [fiX) ZYHK )
— AN 2 e 7R B — WA S B R R, S T 10 SR . IS RRSE IE kB, HEES 100 BIARIEK,
R AR 78 R A ) — B ph i 5 BDI FISSIRAE SE 100 Kk B F K, BDIK-23n 78 #.47. 2 J& BDI [H
Xof v e VAR b U Bh 2 IR ES,  IF AR R 700 RIEEUEBETE, HiEHRK.

MIE 3 FTLAEH, BDI X ZYHN [ — AN 22 ph e R 7E 2 — RSB m s, 3507 4 B4,
HFREHEIMBNEE 25 W, MR AH 60, Bz Rer— R bk 2 pp i 7SS 25 K253 BDI #4160
A, MEREEIZH TR, FI5 128 KEaTE, RfEET .

MIE 4 FTRUE H, — A ZYHF FIbREZE phoif 20 BDI SZRI> 7 $6L, IS5 — B B m) e 3,
HmROEE K, BERIE 41 BAm RO R i KON—43, RIS R 0 — A bndE Zoh s, FReks) 41 RS
U BDI k> 43 Bif. SR NIEETRGS, HE 573 RIFiHE TP

MIE 5 ATLAE H, BDI XS ZYHT — AL bsifE by, 7ES8— RN T 3 B4, HiEmmm s —
ELIEMBIEE 32 M, BI—FAA o R R R BN SR 32 R4 338 43 BfL BDI WG m. e e S HF4k
IES, B 135 RIFMEm PR EGE T %, BDI BB EE T .

ML 6 AT L Y, Hhaze i 1) BAN Tk BDT S — AN bRtk 22 s SE RO SR, FFAESS 8 RikF K,
B — Aok B BDI 2 320 51 S Hogs g4z A I 3 JF HLAESE 8 RATIAN G 0.173 Hhr. —ERF
4% 520 X, BDI ¥ shkE TP,

M7 BTLLE Y, BDI M — ARz by, Fumigae e SE RIS B, FEEAES 7 RSB NE
0.135, BI—9A7kH BDI 2 S0 51k oz se o (10 sh 3 HAESE 7 RAEAN 3G 0.135 HAp7.
UEJEm R R %, 7E 530 RAFFMhETE.

MIE 8 ATLAE H, Rz R AN TN K H BDI ) — A s 2 ZIE s, I BAES 7 RIS &
K 0.025, BLEHIRTRESR 176 K5, BRNIIBIETE.

M9 FTLLE i, BDI M— ARt ZEids, Ao R e LR 8, I BAESE 10 RIEBNE F i
KA 0.110, BLJEmINIRES, EZH 540 RIFMhHETA0E.
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Figure 2. Response of BDI to Cholesky one S.D. ZYHK innovation
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Figure 3. Response of BDI to Cholesky One S.D. ZYHN innovation
3. BDI EF ¥ ZYHN E-F#I00 L
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Figure 4. Response of BDI to Cholesky One S.D. ZYHF innovation
[ 4. BDI BF%F ZYHF EF IR
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Figure 5. Response of BDI to Cholesky One S.D. ZYHT innovation
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Figure 6. Response of ZYHK to Cholesky One S.D. BDI innovation
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Figure 7. Response of ZYHN to Cholesky One S.D. BDI innovation
[ 7. ZYHN EFxf BDI [&F 0
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Figure 8. Response of ZYHF to Cholesky One S.D. BDI innovation
8. ZYHF EFf BDI E-FHalm L
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Figure 9. Response of ZYHT to Cholesky One S.D. BDI innovation
[ 9. ZYHT & F3f BDI EFHIA R

5) T ES T

T3 ZE 53 R S T M P AR AR B s b il O DTREE, RS E A T BDLL HimigE.
TFRE . TR TR L B DR AR AR B ) e AR

MIE 10 ATRLE H, RZPE 320 K, BDI S fifgs RILAFaE, BDI Fllll 7 29 H 43%7/ 4 H ZYHK
B Ele, 7% 4 0 ZYHN 315182, 11%74A 4 H ZYHF #3512, 5%7/A4 0 ZYHT $ishsliE, 34%
Fe At 3 SR EOE A5 .

M 11T ATRAE H, KZAFE 300 K, ZYHK Frfigh REA T e, HW A ZHH %44 H ZYHN $h
HEI#E, 1%4£ 4 0 ZYHF $i3051#, 3%A 40 ZYHT #3351 #, 6%/ 4 1 BDL L35I, 89% 4 4 H
H S a5 .

ME 12 FTELEH, KRZTE 270 K, ZYHN S Egs REEARE, HBWITZHE 27%A 4 H ZYHK
WahFTglE, 2% 4 H ZYHF $tah51#E, 3%A 4 H ZYHT $ishslie, 4% 4 H BDI $tsh5lie, 64%7%
HHE S5 .

MIE 13 FTRAE H, KETE 300 K, ZYHF Jrfifai REAT €, HIT Z9a 2% /A4 H ZYHK 1
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Figure 10. Variance Decomposition of BDI
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Figure 11. Variance Decomposition of ZYHK
E 11. TE ZYHK FENBEREHE
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Figure 12. Variance Decomposition of ZYHN
12. T8 ZYHN FESREREHE
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FFT5IE, 1%/£4 M ZYHF 830518, 10%/£4 0 ZYHT $i3h51#2, 1%4 4 i BDI $tsh 51, 86%A
HHBESES .

M 14 FTRUE th, KRLITE 360 K, ZYHT 40l SE AR, ZYHT Tl 7 2 H 4 48%7c 41 ZYHK
PBhArT sk, 4% 4 H ZYHN 8305182, 1%/ 4 H ZYHF $ishglie, 4%/ 4 H BDI 351 #E, 43%/A
i HE S5 .

4. PIIE

AR RSB0 R AL 7 AN B A BL B 74, SRR AT F SEi A LR it Eitiriais,
W (R 2 R 15 AR T R AR
7393357 BDI 51 WUAMLIE B2 i — e RV A7 A%, L BDI RN F AR, O 1 Aok AR G ) A
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Figure 13. Variance Decomposition of ZYHF
13. T8 ZYHF FENRER G E
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Figure 14. Variance Decomposition of ZYHT
14. TE ZYHT FESREREHE
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7SI AR(L), GEIUAEER,  DARA AR m T

AN 4 HAEWE, SRR IE LB ETE. % 2800 e . S piia Kk
ZEXT BDI J2 IEAH MY, {22 BDI MARZAEER /N, 387 BDI XX PY A S A 52m 2 A PRI [13].
%5 F gt B P IR /DN, BIIEL )RR BAIE R ERNLSEHA . ATUUE L, dumisE A

ZJg, XM REEES BDI K — ol A5 RE M SR8 5 T A2

6T Son, AMRHImlEEAS T, PSONE BRI LUK U SOBCEE 2 i) 5 BDI #2 IEA 2R

V0 R A% EE 24k 5 BDI A B = 2 ZYHT, 5 BDI A &K A& ZYHF.

PL 2016 SR EHME A BLA, 12015 4 8 A 7 HZ e I R EE 445k, AT A% 2015 4 8 B
7 HVERN E—kEARE I EH . FTULER, @ EH G, damidEisE. dunight s BDI FIAH e E o,

IR IR S BDI BIAR GRS -

Table 4. Linear regression results of ZYHK, ZYHN, ZYHF, ZYHT based on BDI
%2 4.ZYHK., ZYHN, ZYHF. ZYHT £7F BDI fZ %)% R

A — T = T = BRI PY
B
ZYHK ZYHN ZYHF ZYHT
BDI 0.00129 0.001181 0.000226 0.001078
(11.3742) (11.05516) (5.134913) (8.377078)
AR(1) 0.991076 0.993056 0.991091 0.994014
(523.7433) (505.9775) (425.7984) (530.6042)
el 5.034639 5.675844 3.199899 4.867951
(4.560319) (4.282860) (7.495575) (2.631070)
N 2114 2114 2114 2114
VAR e R B 0.996194 0.996068 0.990493 0.995902
DW { 1.818307 1.925621 1.849622 1.968395
F {4 276563.1 267614.5 110076.9 256722.5
F it = M P {E 0.000000 0.000000 0.000000 0.000000
Table 5. Chow split point test of ZYHK, ZYHN, ZYHF, ZYHT
%2 5.ZYHK. ZYHN, ZYHF. ZYHT 8 Chow £ 5161
ZYHK ZYHN ZYHF ZYHT
F {4 8.239403 4.887800 26.42677 20.16901
F it &M P A 0.000000 0.002200 0.000000 0.000000
Table 6. Correlation coefficients of ZYHK, ZYHN, ZYHF, ZYHT and BDI (12/12/2007-08/07/2015)
%% 6. ZYHK. ZYHN. ZYHF. ZYHT #1 BDI 8983 & %1(12/12/2007-08/07/2015)
ZYHK ZYHN ZYHF ZYHT BDI
ZYHK 1 0.989984 0.814988 0.953249 0.829114
ZYHN 0.989984 1 0.792887 0.972397 0.85594
ZYHF 0.814988 0.792887 1 0.747981 0.496791
ZYHT 0.953249 0.972397 0.747981 1 0.899872
BDI 0.829114 0.85594 0.496791 0.899872 1
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Table 7. Correlation coefficients of ZYHK, ZYHN, ZYHF, ZYHT and BDI (12/12/2007-08/07/2015)
%% 7.ZYHK. ZYHN. ZYHF. ZYHT 1 BDI B9#8 % Z#1(12/12/2007-08/07/2015)

ZYHK ZYHN ZYHF ZYHT BDI
ZYHK 1 0.988981 0.78064 0.951605 0.835351
ZYHN 0.988981 1 0.762341 0.97083 0.858876
ZYHF 0.78064 0.762341 1 0.729963 0.456708
ZYHT 0.951605 0.97083 0.729963 1 0.89368
BDI 0.835351 0.858876 0.456708 0.89368 1

5. &g

1) ASCERE T iz e B AT BRIV RS, R IIX LR EE S BDI AR E R, HOMRE, R
R A ftia Al 5 [ b B 2 i T E SR B AH R 1
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