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Abstract

VaR (VaR at Risk) is widely used to measure stock risk in recent years. In this paper, based on the
historical data of nearly recent two years (Jan. 2016-Sept. 2017) of 9 stocks from the main board
market, the small and medium board market and the growth enterprise board market, we com-
pute VaR of the 9 stocks by using t-GARCH(1,1) model and Quantile-ARCH(1) model. According to
the likelihood ratio test and the failure rate test, it is concluded that the Quantile-ARCH(1) model
is more accurate.
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1. 51§

B SR T3 1 AR RF SR 3 0, S XU B B CUBON T T R, AR R RN 447 T 37 A e PR R
JRIEBEN Y, i XU B R 2 A

I R 1 VAR 22, ZER B VaR (Value at Risk) /2 5T & 2R 35432 8 o — 1 e
SRS TTE . VaR BTG EIR R A MR, RAEY . BHE GRS, S it &
PBUBEA, S35 FIBER AT AT DT 5, BE T RS W o) 1173 & Al S kAT RE &, 1T HL 5 T4, i86E
ZRA R & J7 T ARARSL,  PRLIGAS 217 A SSG RTLRGRT S BP0 11 1K) V2 S o 75 VaR 171
SNSET . AESBOTENESEOTE =M. SEOTETEBRRBGE RN AR, — BB IES
IARELE t A, F SRR g 2 - Py ZERSE R . GARCH MRS . AES R0 70 T i iR 2 i 25 %
W3Ai. T EEmalE MRS, SRR, o ERREBE B ERKEZA/KE IES
YA, ARG R R RE

AR SN BT 7E BB 4 A T RGEAT AR G, R 9 HUBEZE AR SO A RIS IR IE S04, {HAR
MRt 23 AT, DA SO AT e 1) 9 RIREE 2 A 28057 A S 8070 BAER AN E VaR. BAdd
i, B —EBEAKTR, R GARCH J T A 43 A $g (] VR 7Y g b 7 32 B B2 /) VaR, I35
5 R0 1 7 VRS AR L 4 B R RORE FE AT B, R BT o A Bk R R R - S AS B VaR [E A
JE B -

AN ZHAIN T : B2/ 28 VaR. Bl GARCH AR AR /A7 B [ A B A - S ZE VaR fFEA R
L, SRIEXTTT A BAR AT SEUE AT, 43 ) B X P AR X VaR BEAT 5

2. ERMME VaR
2.1. VaR BIRE X
VaR % € XN : G BEKT 1—a » B SRR B B B8 AL E AR AR KA € I 18] B A FIT T s £ 55 K
FIREMIR[1]. VaR MMEAES . MGeits M EiE, VaR e XON:
prob{Y<—VaR}:a (1)

Forp: prob RoRFENLEAFIINER, Y RRE (BT A, W AR SIL . VaR RREFEK
Fl-—a FHIBEH VaR fH. VaR P{E S48 @ I 8] B P 55 7= (B 78 20 6 M as 26 0 A0 I 206 /i 1]
2.2. T GARCH EEEH VaR iHE753%

4 2 TR U R B I A T L, S & VaR WJ5E - NS R T7 % - th 7 2% GARCH
AR L), AESHEQI DT SEERTE . Bootstrap vES) A SH7E (U0 CAViaR 25)=F[2]. H+ GARCH
TR AT DUAE B A 55 7= (B R A ) I s R i o, X 5H VaR HAEZENEKR, LTF2%
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FHH) GARCH JEAEAY
Robert Engle 7 1982 442 T ARCH #2Y, (HE2R T 72 MR %R a5 0L, 1986 4 Bollerslev
BT T GARCH(p,q) B8, w2 an ~ 772

=Hté

Y

)

: = U0,

o} = w+iai£t{i +Zq:ﬂjo-ij
(0>0:0,20,i=1,2,-,p: 8,20, j=1,2,.q)
Hore RN HFI], 1 RRFT IR TARAIE, o ARBVURZI, 4, (1> 0) REEHA O,
JIEN L SL RS AT BN LA B, o, ABIHLERIET &, AAEbRIESE , o RIS REL g 9T 2 2 H03]
FRB IR -GARCH(1,1), fEB(EEAKF1-a F, VaR A: VaR, =-F,'(r,0)c,, H:

n=p+E,6 =u0,0, =o+agl + o’ MVaR,=—F(r,0)\Jo+as’, +Bo’, » F, (1.0) N
w2 FTil R RS EON 01 ¢ AT @ Sy

3. ETFHHEYFA vaR #E8
3.1. S EVINEAREE

Koenker 5 Bassett 7£ 1978 W50 1 /- L8 B H 7732, FEAR KARFE B AR 1 e/ SRl TH i = B 12
G RLE BT I A E 1% 22 LR R K 3 A T 2, 8 FE R AR AR 8 PR 2% P 23 (S 8O0 AR A2 B AT (BT I 1) ]
I 25 B8 T AR ZE T 7 ZE 1[4

X T BN R (v, x) € R' x RY (d NIEAEER), B n RFEAMLINELA (Y, X,) € R' xR i =1,2,--,n, L0l x,
Wy (A a(0<a <1) A E R HON

0. (v1x)=inf{y:F, (v]x)2a]

F o RoROH x BIZAMET y B ARREL o RoRde v e Mol . et 8 w1 @ 24145010
o, (X | X,.) =L, (0{)+ﬂl (a)Xh. +--+ B, (a)Xd,.,i =12,---.n

Horr gy (@), B (). By (@) & d + I REIZH[5]
3 S K B YA 2R f) 2 B il UM AL A IR 22 4R HE 2 A e/ NI W o (0 < o < 1) SR FEA
I B P [T JA 7599 A2 LA 250

minipa [Yi —jiﬂj(a)Xij:min[a >

i= ny'ﬁ(a)

S|

Jj=1

Y, _iﬂj(“)Xi

Jj=1

+(l-a) X

y<x'ﬂ(a)

ﬁ*%ﬁ(i‘ﬁﬁﬁl&éﬁa%(s)=g(a—1(s)):{g(a_l)’(8<0) [6] (7]

ea,(£20)

3.2. SHU¥EYT VaR RE

M VaR SRAFTT 08 ¥ G RhB 7 U R 3 A IR A, AHSERRfE LT H A AR A7
FEERNE, BRIRHEL, AWCIESFKM . VaR W LIE MR (B 5 4 6) R e 5045 i 7 A8, i
I L EEN VA T 352 0 W AN ) 07 i R AR B e R A B SR P, AN TR B SR AR AR B (R 0 A
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T, RISR 20 B Rl VA 7 92t S A Rl 7= 1 VaR.
Koenker Al Zhao $£ ! T Quantile-ARCH A5%4[5], H:[m[IHFER 4R .
n=pB"x+g ()

I HIARFET &, 1 /2 -

Ju, 3)
o, xR ae EEREAE T, B AEEEUUS 1. f=(f.frf) eRY . 7p>07

(777, )| € REBIRRIIB A R, R, 5 XN — UL A TN B LAY 0, J725 %

(5]
SEUF -1 MAIE LR, x e F . 6 ARCH BT, x %A &HAR  (# B, B, «

ATULRA 3, = (Ll 2Tz, )+ S 1+ ol =d 2, oM Sh A fRBRAS B[ S).
fE F_ DHIOTILT, 1940 a SrBEOh:

¢ :(70"'7/1 |gt—1|+"'+7q €y

0,(nF.)=p"x,+0,(¢|F) )
ﬁ¢,ghﬂ&dﬁgxmmnﬁ%%anm%ﬁaﬁmﬁw%m=@hJ,4@mﬂmgxmmﬂ

AR RN
Qa (gt |F;—1)=7T (a)VVz =(7/0Qa (ut),]/lQa (ut)ﬁ'”’)/qQa (uz))T VV: (%)

s 0, (u)=F () fu, By @ 534785
i VaR & X[l fEfEE F, Ty, B VaR KRN

prob(r, <-VaR |F, )=« (6)
MRIERG.S) AT LAFE], 710 VaR ST B0 @ SMr i, RS IE K@) RS T LR
VaR, (@)=-0Q, (| F.)=-p"% -0, (& | F)=="x 1" (a)W, (7)
4. SKUES R
4.1. BIEEN

KL MERTTY, MR, QDR TS IEE T = RO 2016 4F 1 H 4 HE| 2017 4F 12 A 31
H s 88, HorpimMaei. FRERRF LR TR B 2R, BUe 2. EARRERIE I8k e
NIRRT, BEOGHIEL [FIAEIAN FIANERE B ADAR T3 . R R G S gnfE, AR AR Ry SO IO B 1
TR ER R VaR B FE AR TR VAT T R 5K . B KIE T RESSET &Rl 71 4 P .

4.2. BEARGHSED T

BATE S B HAT TR 04, JEEL 2016 4 1 H 4 HE| 2017 4 12 A 31 H 9 R EAH Ml s
REPAREAR, HPHREFAN: R =lnp, —Inp,_ (p, NARMEEAN, p,_ NET— RIS, *FHk
17T TR R M Gert A, HIEAR IR ST MR E R 1 FR.

MF 1T ITDEH, 9 RAREMREREMMR N, £ 0 LTF3, LR ERERE, FAL -
RIS 3B 77, IAREFTLAE Y, 9 RB SRR AR 26 o A A7 7E A Tk, P Xaeis, BHEZH,
FH 6 BEIE AN L B B (A WA 38 3R P A G IE 5 20 A A e, L AR IS (A o R 00l 25 D, Tz Y g
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Table 1. Jarque-Bera Test
%% 1. Jarque-Bera #2134

Jhe 2 B Nl T % e B P {8
TN AR 0.000118 0.021553 -0.134706 5.81566 0.000000
RIR&ER 0.001222 0.016006 0.161718 6.456232 0.000000
FZARAT 0.000748 0.014412 0.453524 8.430789 0.000000
BHE L 0.000792 0.017743 -0.119770 4.973536 0.000000
B b -0.001392 0.021170 0.114856 7.835726 0.000000

el 0.001933 0.036570 0.564373 1.643792 0.000000
FH 5% HL YR 0.000825 0.027324 —0.288047 2.79377 0.000000
[ 4E)05 -0.000263 0.028353 0.144612 3.388754 0.000000
I -0.000383 0.027195 -0.010845 3.181481 0.000000

VL RPCRH, PR, RMRZO, EREAL, ALV LI AONEE K TR E A A RO
3, RUEASAHAHEL, SR IA T IERRS, B,

XF 9 R EEHEAT Jarque-Bera (%, X — i I0 5 T IR A IRER 0, AN 3. BIXY,Y,, .Y, &
— G [F) A A R, U IB RIS G e SN
K-3)
JB::E[S2+£————11 (8)
6 4

Horh: n FoRPEASUR, S FRORME, K RORIERE. 4 50E Bl BB 2 IR A RS4RI TB Gtit&
AEABLHG AL B BN 2 (RT3 700, A p (BN T 5E IR AR, IR LA I IE 25 70 A1 1) BB 2 8]

B 1 ATLAE H, J-B KL 1S B p [ #RIZIE /N T 2.2e—1, FE4EJFMRE, W) 9 R S M0 o S 250408 1) o3 A
B IR0 A o

4.3. FRMEE

X9 B S AL A 2R HCH HEAT BT, B R IO A B AR T AR I L, REU T ADF, PP, KPSS
—FREES 75, Ho ADF # PP J7VER) Hy: JRGFFIAEAESAIRE, 17 KPSS 515 Ho: SR AR T 512 T Fa
17, KEEess Rundk 2 s

M2 FTLAE M, 9 RIEEER) ADF #1 PP 75 p (E3475 0.01, HEE4 R, AR 9 RIS
R BRI TR, KPSS iR RN p (8 0.1, AREIRL RS, MONIRMEF SR TFRM, 4
R 9 BB U s FEEE B PR A

44. ZFERHERR

X9 RBE N s 2 P SN SL B TT R =, + 6, o

Hrb o e NI BEEREE R, p NFRIFEIE, = u MHE, & NEENLTHRI. TR R %
Feoll, SRJG X7 J7 347 ARCH-LM i, LM R iR A a2 7 AR I 2 07 22 1k,
WLIRFEVTT PN IME KRR R o Hy: FRZETFITFRANZ I EAKR, Hy: FRZETJ7 FR AR TT 71
S E p EHADTHREMBERER, 0248 Ho, WHZIRZTJ5 P51 Z A MR &

MR LM A IS 21 9 RIREER) p Ea07% 3 P, WRHWT LA 1 9 RBCRM p (AR A, 154
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Table 2. ADF, PP, KPSS Test
52 2. ADF, PP, KPSS B{UiRiGI6 R

JiE 5% ADF 5% PP K45 KPSS #5
4 RETE 0.01 0.01 0.1
FR&ER 0.01 0.01 0.1
SPARAT 0.01 0.01 0.1
BHE 2L 0.01 0.01 0.1
Bk 0.01 0.01 0.1

e W 0.01 0.01 0.1
IBH 9% L Y5t 0.01 0.01 0.1
R AL 0.01 0.01 0.1
AN 0.01 0.01 0.1

Table 3. LM Test
= 3. LM I (A8 BA H e FHa58)

Ji 5 LM 656
T AR <2.2e-16
EVRAEH <2.2e-16
L ARAT <2.2¢-16
BHE 2 <2.2e-16
Sk <2.2e-16

J& - JR <2.2e-16
EP N <2.2e-16
L5 <2.2e-16
AR <22e-16

FRE, IAHIX 9 RAREEMARZT 5 A 2 108 B B A e, B 3s 5% 2 7 5 74 ARCH ZM .
4.5. EF GARCH E24ERE VaR i+ H

BT GARCH WREHEAITH VaR, 5 L4 T GARCHA WHAEA T VERI N4, iEH GARCH
AT 9 HUB SRR R B R AT 0 M, 2238 GARCH(1,1), ARCH(1), EGARCH(1,)f%, LI AIC
HEMRN R 2500 5 Mo FI Wb v, R I GARCH(1L, DB AIC S/, REU TSR, A8 15k
ZE RV 22 0)F 7 AT IR PR AR NG, R IR AR L SRR, SO A B (5 2 T 1 Dl e S A1) L
WA ARCH Z48, #kH GARCH(1, DRI 9 W EE 54 34T 4047 -

MR SO0 9 RSt s ZEHHR B ACRRAE 204, TR tH 9 RIS RIS ot 2 3R 350 AN s J2 IR 25 434 1)
FEAE, HAoAn RIOEE R IREIE, 2R ¢ A FEARSIR AT A, B 200 ¢ A0 00 B Bk TH
HWF 5 Fis, AR R B2 SR ¢ 2345, RELT KS B 7%, X6 7 ikis A A
HHE () 2256 73 AT bR BORVEUE B0 ATTE T LG, B PRFR A0 T2 B 22 R0/, WRACRZAE AR /2 48 58 1 4y
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Mo Ho: BEARIAATIE IR ER D ATER, Hy: PRI AR AN L3 € AR [9]. X
T 9 RS ad R EE AT KS K, 1210 p WK 4 Pos, WRATUCE H p EISHXECR, AR
SRR, N 9 USRI aS R EE IR « A o

JSZFH -GARCH(1, RIS 9 I SR AR 23 A4 Kbl EAT A ASSCAEE A R AR AE 95% HA 28 /K1 R xt
BRI SHOHAT AT, 193] -GARCH(L, B A S HU A T 5 Bis.

t-GARCH(1, 1) 74,

L= TE
ol =w+as’ |+ fo),

Bk, MRUE R T -GARCH(1, DIRADR TS 9 JUBER A i 2 o0 Ai i MU A (B JErb VaR 1
HHARN: VaR,,, =0, F, (1.0), Jeh: o, NEERZ T HI o1 20 F R, F (r.0)
HNEBERT 1-a FRESEN 00 « DA o BAEL r o8 ¢ N2 50, 008 « AR Al
S8, 1-a NEERNEFEKTS]. BILAEIEEREKT 95% F, 9 RN VaR (U4 6 fis.

Table 4. KS Test
= 4.KS I

L4 ARV 0.8345

EVRAEH 0.9726

P2 gUT 0.8654

BHEZ 0.9495

B 6 0.8768

18 R 0.7985

PH D% L Y5t 0.9345

Bkl 0.8334

AR 0.7125

Table 5. t-GARCH(1,1) Model
5% 5. t-GARCH(1, )& 8IS &t
mu omega alpha beta v

TEPLAEYE —6.6414e—04 7.2061e—06 8.6317¢—02 8.9572e—01 3.418998
ERAER 1.1538¢—03 1.5648¢—05 5.9889¢-02 8.7496e—01 3374611
PARAT 1.593e—04 1.998e—06 6.670e—02 9.256e—01 2.027536
BHE 2L 6.539¢—04 3.475¢-06 5.704e—02 9.310e—01 3.51103
B2 6 —1.477e-03 6.862e—06 7.326e—02 8.999e—01 2.00036
18 g —2.243¢-04 5.511e-05 1.006e—01 8.556e—01 2.166822
FHOL g ~1.451e-04 5.554e—06 5.117e-02 9.392¢-01 2213234
e —8.699¢—04 7.553e-06 4.137e—02 9.432¢-01 2.182687
Bobii )R —7.8712e—04 1.3379e-05 3.784e-02 9.385¢—01 3.256325
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Table 6. Caculation of VaR by t-GARCH(1,1) Model
%% 6. BT t-GARCH(1,)#EEEY 9 RARZERY VaR &t

Ji 5 VaR
TE4HRUR 0.035367
EVRAEH 0.027326
P2 gUT 0.023581
BHE 2 0.031007
Sk 0.032416

J& g 0.059388
PH O L Y5t 0.045738
[ AL 0.046519
AR 0.047469

4.6. EFHMHEIFSER VaR BIHHE

BT VaR [15E 3, FATATEAE H VaR AH 2 TE45 € BAG KPS i 22800 16 25 A 7 1, ALt
PR T E LA AR B VaR, A SCE AL Quantile-ARCH(DAEALNT - 9 H S0 5 11 VaR i
175
H.r Quantile-ARCH(1) 4:
n=p e
& =(r+nleal)u
Fort g AR ME,  u, AL A BN A & B HSMEN 0, T7ZNHEEL y, My, HRE
ZH . RBRTIA AR A EBA T %, S ERFEEFE T, KT Quantile-ARCH(1)#E 8 i K AF & 7, 1]
a FAEAECN O, (1, | F_,)» TEHI VaR [115E SUN: prob(y, <-VaR |F_ )=« , MWW LIS EI7E B EKT
1—a , VaR S ARN: VaR, (a)=-0,(r | F_ ) =—u-0, (& | F_)=—1 10, (1,)-n0, (u)|é|
193] 9 HEEN VaR fhiHE I 7 Fizs.

4.7. 7 VaR i+ EERAELE

2 PR RIS T SR 201 95% EAS AKF T I &8 % VaR {55 SEBRE 2 M A SR K, BAREHE I
PP I~PE ] 90 ARSCLLSP 22 4R AT R e 228088 0, a1 B, B AR SRR e SRR I TR], R
RBCE U a5, AR BT R S 1, R SR O3 i A A B e AR A A
) VaR 18, Z2k34r3K 7~ GARCH s B vk it S 1) VaR B AT LLE H, PR R ET AT LR
78 i $ U o RO B K A0 K, HLP A VaR BB T il 23 B ACAr T s R B 0~ 77, AR aR
FRPHNN, PIFR VaR BT 2 2 205, BEAR AT S WU il AR AR B L, S s Bk L T 4 AR
tho HEFTLAE H, 12 A Quantile-ARCH(1)E AL THET ) VaR FIT 78 5 2 I HA B Ltz H t-GAECH(1,1)
B TR VaR BHE Emy, oo 35 ml VAR A8 B gk 1 52 o DRt e i XU

it — DR R (AT 2, ET AT VaR THE VAR . AR SCERE T RMCR K 0T
SRECAS I P A 770, RAT VaR T (1 HER AT IR 5%

BELE1—a BEKTT, WEREHN n, SLPRHIKRT VaR BFFHCA Yt =1,2,-,n, HLFRHEK
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Table 7. Caculation of VaR by Quantile-ARCH(1) Model
7. BT HuHEYISER 9 RAIRER VaR fitE

&2 VaR
TR HEYR 0.036356
FRAER 0.020879
L ARAT 0.019783
EHe 25k 0.025667
[ERESET 0.031275
18 42 0.048739
H 5% B YR 0.046089
[RIE 0.037674
200 S 0.037418
S
o
-
8 g
® S|
h
> b ] "
E PPy
S el Hal !V‘ M/W”f-' [‘w
i J w/w
g | ,
S T T T T T T
0 100 200 300 400 500
Time

Figure 1. Yield curve & t-GARCH(1,1) VaR & Quantile-ARCH(1) VaR
B 1. PRIFITWEES t-GARCH(1,1)#EE K Quantile-ARCH(1 )& BT
Y VaR ¥ttt

JF VaR (55, ¥, 9 1, MSBRBINT VaR 1, Y 0, WAIKFH N H: N =¥, W% p = N/n .
t=1

56 VaR BB HERPERD RIS RIE p REREARET 7, R H, :p=p", p NAEENIHE.
Kupiec 7£ 1995 fE4 1 T s i & d LR Ee A, 4 R[10] [11]:

11{:2m[0—AUnY*XAUnf]—zm[@—jfY”ijN}~120)

# LR Gt K T4 e BEKT T 22 (1) 8IE, WAEZ R /B, A VaR TR EA B AT
P, Rz, WHESZIEEE, NS IER A AT,

AL AT LR Gev AR R 5 vk e A Y (R T AT PR DL R VaR BIHERATE . 72 95%1)
BEIE/AKFT, #0001 <LR<5.024 i, AELAEMEE: ke, ELFERE. HRNESHE o EHHZER
N, T AR R R . SIS R BT T, RN 95% BN, T -GARCH(1, 1)/ R R T
Quantile-ARCH(D)A T 51 9 HARZE VaR ] LR Fivh&, HERWE 8 fion. Wk 8 ATLUE H Bl s
B LR 30 TR, AELEEAR G, SOA AP ARSI T LAV 9 R EEM) VaR, (HMRIGER
AL, K I EEEET Quantile-ARCH(1)ERS T VaR R IE 548 5E 1 o (E T ¥R, BOAH
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Table 8. Comparison of two models

7 8. FPIEEIRELE

t-GARCH(1, 1)1 %! Quantile-ARCH(1)B %!

FNleTES LR Giit& FNleTES LR Giit&

TEMEREE 0.045082 0.256613 0.040984 0.887594
R 0.030738 4393332 0.057377 0.534825
PRAT 0.032787 3.447468 0.057377 0.534825
BHE 2L 0.034836 2.630923 0.053279 0.108226
Ei 26 0.045352 0.206802 0.045351 0.206802
8 148 0.041841 0.707552 0.052301 0.052535
FH L B U5 0.049689 0.001006 0.049699 0.001059
iy ealln 0.045175 0.246383 0.053388 0.115255
REE) S 0.032338 3.001156 0.049751 0.001522

#F Quantile-ARCH(1)#E 5[] VaR HL3EF -GARCH(1, )R 51 VaR 5 #EHf .
5. &5ig

RO E RN, MR, SN TR 9 R SR R EGE N t-GARCH(1,1)EE A1
Quantile-ARCH( L) BRI B FP 777248 71 VaR,  FFAE FHABLAR HUAG 02 A0 2R MU i B0k 7 VR X Bl 7 VaR
[ S e AAERA PR REAT 7 L. B TS B LU R 45

RAESXT 9 RS EEAR I GETHFIE M T LB 1, 9 RIGEES R M IERS /A, RILHRIEE R )
OIATHRFAE, AR T 37 1 I R AR AR TEAR R 1 22 5, MR SRR 38 R K P B T DA, Lok sh e B I K
f DR AR S, HUORH /MRS, a2 BT . BT 2R &R E 7 A
T E AR Sy, e B TTbRE TS 135 AT NSRRI T — e R I S T
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Figure 1. Yield curve & t-GARCH(1,1) VaR & Quantile-ARCH(1) VaR
B 1. FRIBITWEES +-GARCH(1,1#RE K Quantile-ARCH(1 RELFMAY VaR *FEL
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Figure 2. Yield curve & t-GARCH(1,1) VaR & Quantile-ARCH(1) VaR
B 2. EREFWEES -GARCH(1,1)#RE K Quantile-ARCH(1 RELFMAY VaR XFEL
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Figure 3. Yield curve & t-GARCH(1,1) VaR & Quantile-ARCH(1) VaR
B 3. AR E RS t-GARCH(1,)#EEL K Quantile-ARCH(1 RELFMEY VaR XL
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Figure 4. Yield curve & t-GARCH(1,1) VaR & Quantile-ARCH(1) VaR
B 4. RGN RS -GARCH(1,1)#RE K Quantile-ARCH(1 IRELFMAY VaR XFEL
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Figure 5. Yield curve & t-GARCH(1,1) VaR & Quantile-ARCH(1) VaR
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Figure 6. Yield curve & t-GARCH(1,1) VaR & Quantile-ARCH(1) VaR
B 6. 12 HI2WHES -GARCH(1,)#EEI K Quantile-ARCH(I)REFUME) VaR XFEL
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Figure 7. Yield curve & t-GARCH(1,1) VaR & Quantile-ARCH(1) VaR
B 7. PRABIFEWERES -GARCH(1, ) R K Quantile-ARCH(1)#REUFIMAY VaR XftL
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Figure 8. Yield curve & t-GARCH(1,1) VaR & Quantile-ARCH(1) VaR
B 8. FEIRKEZES t-GARCH(1,1)#&EE! & Quantile- ARCH(1)RZ!FMAY VaR xFEL
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Figure 9. Yield curve & t-GARCH(1,1) VaR & Quantile-ARCH(1) VaR
B 9. EEMBKIEES t-GARCH(1,1)#E K Quantile-ARCH(1 RELFMAY VaR XFEL
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