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2008 FEDH T 7T 4 LfEHEIEIZAN Y VT 7 ¥ FIZBER EOKRE LK ELERL, ~v ¥
TV FPANDOEEREETFTALLEMLZY 20 Bk BA 3L M- KHLT
X, $ 7T 54 LAfERERTRONY VT 7V FF— 2 &HHL, &g c£ < FIH X h 3%k
12 iid. BRELZBEFHIEFT L2 HE LN 2 =7y b YA MY 3 — b7+ —
LDISy 7T A DB, Ny VT 7y FOREEBRIKET SIHERE2EZ LD Ay DT 708
ORI E LTE, ERSoMZ, EHREESMEDONy T 7V FD) 4 -V DADE
JERKE R &S JEIERMES BB ARG A R L 7=,

Fo—TI—F: Ay VT UF, VAIEH NV a2—-Ty )X, BFFYa— b
7k =,

1. JA®IC

ANy VT 7V FIE 2008 Y T T T A LAfEROFETHERKDO Fu—4T V&R L 72
L2 L, 2009 4%, B2 (MSCI World) 23 2008 DK E % Fa -2 v 5EE L T nd
IZHLT, Ny PT 7V FEEWWS T+ —v Y 2% FIF 2008 SFDOKEE Fu—&2 v h bl
RlEL 7.

1L, BEBIKEZEDANY YT 7V R 4 VT 9 AROKR, BEHEA VT v 7 ZADEHR
VE—v, FRESITF4 VT4, mAFu—xvy, BE E&EREKY, 2007 4 ~2009 £
DYTD EWIRY) 4 —V)D—ETH 3.

2008 FEDNy VT 7V F&EkDA V7w 2 2 TH % HFRI Weighted Composite % 7% &
—19.03% P LT3, MIKZEIZRZE, Rk~ —7 v FANDIZY ZR -V v KD Equity
Hedge #kM§ 238 5 L & T LT3, F72, ¥ —7 v FOWEMEMSMET L, ik & BlE
T & DFEHEIED > 7238 % 521F, Relative Value B8 & B AD K X AL EEEH L. L
NL, =49 bDO LR - THEETHIL, av s (BW - a—FGEED) KDY s v EL4F
Iy oY A B Macro #il§IZ 2008 B WTE T ADY & — YV AiCEEL 72, 2009 40
Ny VT 7Y ROINT =<V A& R B E 2008 12K X B % G0k L 72 8REZIE, 2009 412
WBRIFEIST 3=~V A& ->T0A, 2008 2% < DREBIRERIZ, v P77V FDY 2
AR TIEND Fa =2 v D7=0Is, NPT 7V FEELE £, 207
WIZ 2009 F-ORGFEIINT 3 =V VYV AEEZTEEP ST EREEL Ho72. Thid, &

VRO ZREAY HARPERIRRHRRREEIL : T190-8562 HUHKLIITlifkAT 10-3
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£ 1. AVT v AHGER (1990/1 ~2009/12) .

FHR _EE OBX =& Bk 2007 2008 2009
Yh— KSFUF4 KO—F5 = A YTD YTD YTD
HFRI Weighted Composite | 12.12% 7.12% 2142% -0.75 2.1 996% -19.03% 16.64%
HFRI Equity Hedge Index 14.12% 9.27% 3057% -0.23 1.98 10.50% -26.64% 20.23%
HFRI Macro Index 13.97% 7.80% 10.70% 0.45 0.86 11.11%  4.83% 3.35%
HFRI Relative Value Index 10.64% 4.52% 18.03% -2.24 14.32 8.94% -—18.03% 22.28%
HFRI Event-Driven Index 12.39% 6.98% 2478%  -1.37 4.36 6.60% -21.81% 20.74%
MSCI World 3.68% 15.35% 5537% -0.73 1.56 7.09% -42.08% 26.98%
JPMorgan Hedged GBI 6.04% 3.08% 2.82% -0.15 0.08 5.74% 9.16% 0.92%

fEHRIIAN Y D7 7 VY AL, Ny VT 7Y FADIERRRELN-72012, S&Rlfa
BHEONYy DT 7V FDEW) A=V 2B TERP > EDFERTHEIEZELZOENS. K
AT, 2008 4, 2009 FOH T T T 4 AR OEIME GOy VT 7V FONT k=
VAF =2 AFHL, iid. EIRELEZNY YT 7Y FOY 22 HMEFILDOFEIMSHE24TS.
REF L DWHLEDORERIZKROEY TH 5. 28T, Ny VT 7V FDY & — YOI,
SVURLYF—IREETS. 3HTIE, VaR KV ES & ZNZTNORES HEKY, KT
Mgk 2 T2 BAETFHETLOFER LR T 2. 4HiTiE, 3HTERL-EETHEFILEF
U7z VaR, ES OFEILAMAEIT, Nw VT 7V FORERIKZ & ICFAEREE L0 5.
KHLTIE, NPT 7Y FOHAKRY #—2i, HFRDNy Y7 7 ¥ FF— & X— 2D 2009
WFE3AFTOT—2%#FHLZ. o~ —2 v F 7= 41X, Bloomberg 7 5HfFL 728 D %F|
HL7~.

Ny DT 7 RIREEBE OB

AT TIE, HFR (Hedge Fund Research, Inc.) DNy ¥ 7 7V K F— & NX— 2 OPEUEIEIZBY
LRt %. HFRONY P T 7Y FF =4 RX=2ATiE, N V7 7V FOLEWIE % Equity
Hedge, Macro, Relative Value, Event-driven ® 4 DD FHRIZIZHFHT 5. TN TIE, 2%
NG IZBE L T OB A 1T

Equity Hedge ¥H&

FUIHRAKOZDOT VT 4 TOU Yy Ry 3 — bRV Y 3 V&R, RAdiHNO—E
DIIAR=V v &2FDT7 7V FBREL, 20) 4—iF, B4 V7 v 2 2TEL OFGR
FHEN 5.

Macro BB

WREME S EOEREICRE AL, v =7 v O LS - FEOTHNCHESD 2 2l 175 . b
DML LA LTY, vV s - v a— 1RO aVv2HALAFI 9 2IlUIDBELS. 20D
720, Y= b VT v 2% E AR & — IZEERRT 5 T T O it ikig &
Ol U TR,

Relative Value 8(R&

V4= OMBDEWEREY Yy F D55, HlLsEEEEY, BlEsEEEEs~v—7 v b
Za— M TN TH B, FEEIESPRERAGRS & AR OZEDIRR & 2 5 728, FHEitty 22
HLAEANS DD, SREHKE EOWEIM ) 2 2 BT ABICKE R P-4y v ARl
T35, VaA—VIZHDEERKELARE LW IEEHEPLHOHBERR 515 & v S R
»H5.

Event-driven ¥#&

WHEOIT—FRV— T2 g v (HX, B0, &, MEHES) IS RSl 0%
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BIC kAR ELES.

2. INTA—T XM

Malkiel and Sara (2005) (X, "y V77V FDYZ—v o7y b - 25 XL RT3
CARDOEEE REEREEFHBIFERME2FHOZ AR L2 £72, Getmanky et al. (2004) R
Miura et al. (2008) TiZ, WEMEDOEKNT £y P2 BEETE A VT 7V FOY & —V 12, 1E
DORFMBELBHMINBZZEERL TS, ZOETIE, LITMREOMRERIET 272012,
Mo DNy P77V FORARY 4 —VOIEREOMEL 7 v X L0+ —IMERITD. WElk%
179 WIFE, 1999 4 4 H ~ 2009 £ 3 H o 10 41, 1994 4 4 H ~ 2004 £ 3 H D 5 4/, 2004
4 A ~2009 43 AD 5 4 & 2002 41 A ~2006 412 HO 5 F & L, SMREEHE TN
TOADART — 2 AWMEENTNBEIANY VT 7V FERIEORNRE LT3, 1 DHDHM (1999
4 H~20094E3 A)IZ, 7774 LfEHEOBI A &, 2 OHOBIIE, LTCM fEfzo
HHE%x &L, ZOMBICANY Y7 7 Y FIERIFA/ST + —v v A &0k L 72, 4 DHOWIMIL,
LTCM fEt¥, ¥ 77 74 AfEEE%ROME%ZEF T, NPT 7V FOIST =~V 20D
M & g 2 L RE L T TH 5. Zh P h OB TCOREBRO L E TV, Ny
V77 v FOREENE S SR A S B D5 ELT S .

2.1 1ERM, FUHLT+—TRE

%D~y 277 FIZHULT, IEBME, 720 —oREZITS. ERMEORES L
Tid, Shapiro-Wilk #i7E, Jarque Bera MEA1TS. MMRE &L B IHHIRGUILITOMED TH 5.
MoE i, #a(2007) 2 2L 72,

Ho: X; ~®(p,0%),

O(u,0%) VP p, H7ER o D IR M.

X3, Ny VIV FOAR) 2 —-ThH5b.

TUEL - Tx— 7 DRIEE LT Ljung-Box #%E, Breusch Pagan #E %17 9.

Ljung-Box B7EIL, DTFOMEZEITS. pllid, 1 &5 &28EL, "y V77 FDY &4 —
VICHCHBE, SRIMHBIZH % OREZAT S .

(2.1)

P
X :Epithl +¢et,

i=1
(2.2) et~ ®(0,07),
Ho:pr=---=pp=0,
Hy:Vpi#0, i=1,...,p.
Breusch Pagan RETIZ, LTFDEDIZANY VT 7V FOY 4 = VIIA R R O S
POMEZITD . REIRFHSAEH N S56, A0 HPRNE L k5.
Xi=Xi-1 + ¢4,
ot =g(ao + a1 Xe-1),
(2.3) o ree DITEL,
Ho:a1=0,
Hy:a1#0.
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2.2 RERER

%2~ 51%, TR E e OB A ORERRO—ETH 5. ZOEHHD [7 7V F
Bl ok, BEEICEENEIN T TV FOWETH B, [, [HEME=z], [EE], ¥
W], TEHCOMB] 13, ZhEN&7 7Y FOHRY & — v OV, kRS, TR, wi
RE, HOMBIREOMES Z L ONFEMETH 5. “Rejected Ratio” 13, FMEIZ I W Tt IR
BNETEAKUE 5% TEHAN I NNy VT 7V FOETH 3.

SEE R S EOHARNE, 1994 4 A ~2004 43 ATH - 72, ZHhiE, LTCM fEHED I % &
9, LTICM fBHE DNy VT 7V FOIST 3 =<V ZAREWNHBE GEATWE - EEZ S
h3., £z, ¥ 7754 LfE8%E & 5 40 (2004 4F 4 A ~2009 43 A) I\ T & BB
TOWIETT I ADY) 2=V k5 TOBI ENGh ot ElEEZEL RS L 200241 H ~

2. WIEHIBERSR (1999/4 ~2009/3) .

e P Shapiro Jarque Ljung Ljung Breusch
P, 27VR| 2 = 313 [ Wilk Bera Box(1) Box(5) Pagan

B B 4 B R #MBH| Rejected Rejected Rejected Rejected Rejected
Ratio Ratio Ratio Ratio Ratio

Equity Hedge 314 |1 0.85% 517% 029 504 0.16] 87.26% 88.22% 46.82%  40.45% 18.15%
Event—Driven 90 |0.69% 3.09% -0.71 7.33 0.29| 9556% 94.44% 77.78% 73.33% 17.78%
Macro 136 |0.89% 4.75% ©0.27 296 0.08| 5441% 5882% 22.79%  21.32% 17.65%
Relative Value 71 | 065% 2.66% -2.08 18.31 0.32] 98.59% 98.59% 78.87% 83.10% 38.03%

3. WIEHIBERSR (1994/4 ~2004/3) .

_— o Shapiro Jarque Ljung Ljung Breusch
T 27K o EE B 2| Wik Bera Box(1) Box(5) Pagan
BAME B 1 ® KE @ Rejected Rejected Rejected Rejected Rejected
Ratio Ratio Ratio Ratio Ratio
Equity Hedge 361 | 1.41% 581% 069 291 0.142] 5762% 5845% 17.73% 18.56% 7.76%
Event—Driven 103 |1.07% 2.92% 018 282 0.24| 60.19% 64.08% 46.60% 3592% 8.74%
Macro 162 |1.19% 4.84% 033 147 001] 2901% 30.86% 6.17% 3.70% 6.79%
Relative Value 100 [1.04% 2.06% 0.03 261 0.25| 61.00% 62.00% 49.00% 38.00% 6.00%

4. WIEHIMERSR (2004/4 ~2009/3) .

Shapiro Jarque Liung Liung Breusch
sk 27k o - - #a 88 Wilk Bera Box(1} Box(5) Pagan
B 4 T RE EE RE EH Rejected Rejected Rejected Rejected Rejected

Ratio Ratio Ratio Ratio Ratio

Equity Hedge 910 |0.38% 4.14% -064 265 0.17| 59.78% 59.89% 32.09% 26.26% 19.67%
Event-Driven 200 |0.38% 3.09% -1.12 598 0.32| 82.50% 8200% 62.00% 56.00% 34.00%
Macro 331 10.69% 4.38% -0.06 2.07 0.11| 4230% 41.99% 1964% 20.24% 13.29%
Relative Value 249 ]0.22% 3.19% —1.89 1145 033] 9438% 9237% 73.49% 61.85% 28.51%

# 5. WIRHIMERSS (2002/1 ~2006/12) .

e a8 B Shapiro Jarque Ljung Ljung Breusch
U 7R @ ZHE 21 2 Wilk Bera Box(1) Box(5) Pagan
L ® 5 RE BE LE BE Rejected Rejected Rejected Rejected Rejected
Ratio Ratio Ratio Ratio Ratio
Equity Hedge 692 | 1.05% 3.44% -0.00 109 O0.11] 27.75% 29.48% 16.04% 13.29% 7.23%
Event—Driven 162 [0.99% 2.12% -009 244 023 53.09% 5556% 45.68% 33.95% 11.11%
Macro 246 | 0.96% 4.16% 030 097 006| 2398% 23.17% 11.38% 16.26% 5.28%
Relative Value 214 [0.80% 1.66% —-0.06 3.14 0.27] 5093% 51.87% 5841% 44.86% 8.41%
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2006 F- 12 HOWITIZ, EOEIZIZIHWTEY T 7 74 4 fuls G0 M & 0 & B fRZEL
KL RELRY 2= vE EF T ennnrs. EEERL L, 7774 Afuls G0
(1994 47 4 H ~2009 43 H, 2004 -4 H ~ 2009 - 3 H) Tl&, FHZ Relative Value ¥Mg T K
EEADEENIHTNDEA, 7774 Afalsa & % 2l (1994 £F ~ 2004 47 3 H, 2002
1 H ~2006 4 12 A) iI2H 2 TiZ, Relative Value ¥IIZ W TR EE R E 218 L, BfFi%E
EREDMRE L ST, DT LS, LTICM fil, 3777 4 LfEhEOKR Z I3 K
OKEEEEO—HTHDLELONS. BUMBRKE, oiEL3®ZLsy, +77
T4 LfEEGOHBEEEEVHBIE THERD FDED ST, TRTOMRIEH T Relative
Value, Event-driven, Equity Hedge, Macro DNHIZ K& iz & - 7=.

ERPEDORE Tdh % Shapiro Wilk BE, Jarque Bera BUEDFEREZ R 5 &, T XTOWREE T
7774 Lt E GBS E LB K 0 & ISR ST 7 v FOLEIED» >
72. Relative Value ¥&l%, Event-driven ¥0%I%, V7 754 Aftt % GBI TIZIFLAED
Ny V77V FOIERMENREH ENDHERE 8572, W Macro ¥kIIZ, ORI & k% 4
LEEMMENEHENEANY DT 7V FRD R 57

WIZRFIHBEDORE TH % Ljung Box MEDERE RS &, ZOREIZBVTEH T T 74
LfEREELHIBO LA, G VHI & & RIERBRENE 7 7 v PO G5 7.
% 72, Relative Value KB IIMHOMENG & o U CTRIMHER R 6N BNy VT 7 v FDHENR
. 77T Macro ¥igI2 E DI B W TE RIS RO NNy VT 7 v F3Dkr -
Tz WEMEOERCEPE SRR A L, WEME) 22252 TV 2 -V 5By YT 7V F
% % < &1 Relative Value BIFIZRIMHER R S, WEIESEWVEEIZRE 2175 Macro ¥
B RYMHBIR R S e 5 72 8 WS fERIE, Getmanky et al. (2004) DFER & —FL 7=,

Breusch Pagan MREDAERE RS &, TOREIZENTEY T 74 sfutés GO IO
2, FEAVCHBEL D RRESEAEH I NI Ny DT 7 Y FOLEREL, AR
bNBEVSHEREL STz, TR, YT 774 AEHREIC~Y—T vy VORI T4 )T 4B E
09570, N9 VIV IFORITITA VT4 LERLTOBEZENERATHELELLHNS.

3. NVa—=T7y rIR7, BiFEYa— b7 IEXTNTNDRERE

AFiTIE, NV 2—=79 b ZXZ(LLF VaR) EHIEFY 3 — b 7+ — L (LUF ES) DEFKE 4
HiTITS VaR, ES OFHIEFLKOINy 77 2 P FEICBE L CORRREITS . AHITO VaR,
ES DEFKXVISy 77 2 b OFEIE, McNeil et al. (2005) LT (2000) = ZSHA L 72

3.1 NJa—7v hJZXT(VaR) &t

VaR X SR TR A FHEINTOWB Y A2 RETH 5. VaR &iF, (REEREDL LS
BRAER—- P 7+ U AR LT, &5HBRIC, &2 EDMRTHE SN RIS 5
WIERKIERED Z L TH 5.

VaR OB EFRIIROBEY & 55, 5 a (@lZ 05 1 DIEEOHE) 52 6h-L X,
W PEIIRT B EHEAYE o D VaR &, HHE LD 2BA3MES 1—a TR ZR/ND |
DL EHRINS.

(3.1) VaRo =inf{leR: P(L>1)<1—a}=inf{leR: FL(I) > a}.

L DA & 8000 A0 RO, ARG AMITHRPh —ETh B LIRE S NS, o QU LfEIT
0.95 8 L<12099 THB. KT, =095 & LT VaR I FILOMEEEITS .

3.2 HEFEIa—rT74+—JL(ES) &I
ES &3, kD & 2 RAHIRIC VaR 22 2HELRET 3 L 03 KO FTniEED
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Wi CH 5. TANLEAO) 2252 BA 6N B ZeRFBMENEMZTZ L uENE, FiF
IZBWTEL DYV AI 33—V v =P VaR D & ES # X DIFATWS.
ES DEFREIT I 72012, —MALWBER L DB EL FO XS IZERT S.
(i) BB TR —->R 1L T, T O—MBALWBIEIZ T (y) =inf{z e R: T(2) >y} TE
FXha, 2L, BITCXDBEAGONMKE o T 5.
(i) MBI Ficxt LT, 2O LB F— % F OSMBIKE NS, ae((0,1) IZxfL
T, F O arnphisix

(3.2) @G =F (a)=inf{z €R: F(z)>a}
ThHzZb6N5.

R (3.2) ZFIHT 5 LEWANE o DES X, LFOLSIZEHKINS.
I LMW E(L) <co &7z, MK FL 28D & %,

1
11—«

1 1
(3.3) ESaEﬁ / Gu(Fr)du= / VaR. (L)du

72720, qu(FL)=F5 (u) & Fr, OONBEKTH 5.
AL T, VaR &FKEIZ, =095 & LT ES ZHHIE F L OMEE % 1T - 7=.

3.3 VaR, ESEHEIEF IV
AHETIE, 4TI EIT D VaR KO ES EHIEF L DEH A9 5. VaR, ES DEF
MIEFIE LT, T4 Cornish Fishser ¥, ¥ 2 MY HILEE, ROEY T HILakz2HHT
5. AHITHALZZANY Y7 7V FOEETFHIET L, NPT 7V FD) 4 —-VICRGHN
5 &5 IEERMER ZHMHB 2 B B ERED A — + 7+ U FRESEIZE U Cidih X 172 Hakamada
et al. (2007) Ny YT 7V ) 4 — v OMERSHOBEEFLE AL L T3 Takahashi and
Yamamoto (2009, 2010) & £&1Z L 7=.
FILREIZL S vaR, ES
LITF o@D Iz VaR XU ES DM E17S .
VaR: = —pi + 09 (a),
i (P
(3.4) ESa=—pi +oi (1—2))
wi: V& — DN,

o ) A — v DR,
EX MY AIIEIZES VaR, ES
PIFO@ED IZ VaR RO ES OFHAIZ 4TS .
ki, T aZ#522BCLITO@EDIZEEABETH 5.

)

k—1 k
r - _a< =
T <l—a< T
Histrical VaR}, = L1 — (L1 — Li){T(1 —a) — (k- 1)},
o i i L k=1 7
(3.5) Histrical ES;, = G-aT +41 =0 Ly,

Ly e ¥loT 70 F i OBk,
{(Li,... Ly} {LL,... Ly} #FIEICIER7Z2E D EF 5.
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Cornish Fisher =2 & 3% VaR, ES
PIFiE, Zangari (1996) # 2L 72,

g=2"'(1-0a),
i (@ =1Si (¢ —39K:  (2¢° —59)S}
A 36
Cornish Fisher VaRf1 =—l; — 0, f: I

3.6 !

. Cornish Fisher ES), = —p; — oy il :f) ,

Si: 77V EiDYE—VDEE,
Ki:77YFiD) & —OiHRk
11X, Macro BED N V7 7V FOHRKY) Z =V OXHE DO X b "5 4 & Cornish
Fisher BB 21T > 26 DEEHEAFRRL K TH 5.
EREEDHREFHALAZELTHOKICLS VaR, ES
LITE, EHRASMOEFRTDH .

P
XNZqu)(Mj7U]2)7
=1
P
Zﬂ'j =1.
=1
I87 A= ZHEEE, EM 7L T) ZAIZKDITS. LY — 48 p i3, Papageorgiou et al. (2008)

DA EREIZHEDNTERT 5. HEE L2 mERHL, Ty 7 A raikiz k) vaR KT
ES #5155, 213, Relative Value 8IEDO v X 25 4 E ERIRA DO ZEEEETSH 5.

(3.7)

0175

0.125
0.100
0.075

0.050

0.025

NN

10

0.000 -—
-15

[# Frequency — Normal —=- Comish Fisher|

1. Cornish-Fisher &% (Macro Hk#) .
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-100 75 50 25 0.0 25 50 75 100
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2. IEBUREG D MEEBIR (p=>5) (Relative Value %) .

Johnson A EF|ALA-EL T HIOEICELS VaR, ES
Johnson 73 AfiE, JEIERMEZEFONY VT 7 ¥ FOSAADOHEE Fik & LT Kaplan and Knowles
(2004) R Perez (2004) THIHX N T W3, DT, ZOEHETHS.
F(X)=2(2),
_ X-=¢
(3.8) Z77+5y(—y—)
XNy YTy F)a—Vr,

Bf g i, LI oflhnrzFH$ 3.

In(y + /y2+1), Su unbounded distribution
3.9
(3:9) 9w ln( y ) , Sp bounded distribution
1-y

INT A — AR, Z BEEEEMARICHES ZEARIHLTE— 2 Y MEZKD IO, £F
JLEPUL, Papageorgiou et al. (2008) DA EMREIZIEDONTITS . HEEL=0mEFHL,
BT AHLBAEIZED VaR RUES #5H T 5. 3 1%, Relative Value (B D Z 7" F 4
& Johnson unbound M2 & 2 EEREAKTH 5.

3.4 VaREHAIETFTIVDI/INY IF X b

MR L7z VaR ODRGEHEE LT, Ny P77 Y FORARDIEIAD VaR 2% 5 Z EH%H
M. THDENIRNEEFE, BRI (2006 4 4 A ~2009 43 A) D 36 » HDB®D VaR @
B EIEAEY) 2 HFHNT D > 220 OMGEEEITS. K6 D () FIX, 95%VaR # Ny VT 7V
FOELIEEA T 2 KB OMERETH 5. (b) 5L, BT 2HhEME % T 7L OFHIFLUE -
THEAITE 1 HOMRARZ 2MEXETH 5. Wit 36 » A TH - 7=8A121%, VaR
WIEEAH 5 Mg L<ideMEBAZHEE, HEELZ VaR BEH SN BEKHEIZH S L5 T
LEXZHITHB. SHOKEEIZHE N TIE, 5 EEPIE VaR @8 L 72355 12HE L 72 VaR A
HOVaR KDY 27 A/NEHEELZE L, VaR ST T & HH§ 3.




Ny YT 7 v FEEIEOFREHE & Y 2 2 5l 7L ORGET 97
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0,00 |
00 75 &0 25 00 25 50 75 100

# Frequency — Normal — Johnson unboundl

3. Johnson unbound 734 %% B (Relative Value %) .

% 6. VaR @M OMER LS 1 MOM#HI T 2. (a) BERAUEET LI LT 36
[F1D 5 BRIG 2R EE A 2 2HEE,  (b) WIiST 5 aEbz € 7 QAL
U CRGE L 723581258 1 FEOMRAE Z 5 fiff =K.

95%
(a) (b)
0.158 1
0.299 0.842
0.275 0.543
0.164 0.268
0.071 0.104
0.024 0.032
0.007 0.008
0.001 0.002
0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000

O W oo~ &N =0

-

VaR DFHANZIE, 2001 44 A ~2006 4 3 A, 1996 4 4 A ~ 2006 - 3 A D 2 DD MM % F)
H3 5. #%12 LTCM GO D/ ST + —< ¥ 2 &G, KEHLTIE, 1996 4 4 A ~ 2009 4
SHDOTRTOADHRY 2 —VABFEINTWBEIANY YT 7V FERIEIRE T 5.

3.5 ESEHEIET LNy IF X K

AETIE, ESONy 2 F X FOFEEARNT.

7, UTOMRERE®EHRT 5.

I =11, >vara}>
Rt = (Lt — ESQ)It .

ZZ7T, E[R]=0ThV, F2LAiid THDEENEETSLMEREERR S 1id &% 5
728, T—MANT 9 TREEITI ZENTE D, THEER R OSEZ, JEIFRE 3G & %%

(3.10)
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728, BCatEzaFIHT 5. 77— b X b7y THREOFEZ, 7T - HZE(2003) XOVNE i (2008)
S L 72, BCa BT, flismIcilad L7z,

M HARE, VaR ORGEE & [ARRIZ (2006 -4 H ~2009 -3 H) D 36 » HOF— 4 #FIH L,
A iEAKUE 5% OB E 75

4. U XTEHEIE T IV OEIE SR

AT, 3EHTRLEZY ZZHIIEF AR ZD/Ny 25 2t OFEEIHERE RS, £ 7~
1113, Ny V77 FOEWEBIKET L OEIFERO—EETHS. £HND [VaR], [ES]
1, AEHHAR (1996 44 A ~2006 43 A% L <13 2001 4 4 H ~2006 43 H) OF — & % H|
HLU, ZNZNOTETEHIL =8 227 & Th 5. LT, [VaR 2 L 7=k,
[VaR %8 L 728D |, [VaR BEHEN72T7 7~ FOLE |, [ES BEH ST 7V
FOHE] 1, 72 HRaEiE (2006 4 4 H ~ 2009 4 3 A) TO VaR #@&EIX DY, VaR
A 72 HEOFEEOF, VaR EHIEFAREN X W=~y V7 7 v FOE, ES FHll
EFADREH NI ANy T 7V FOLETH 5.

& 713, FEPHENC W TT L 2HEICK DEHIIL 72 VaR ORGERER TH 5. Equity Hedge
WEHE, Event-driven ¥kH%, Relative Value ¥X08 T3, LTCM # &L EWIHBTERHIL 72 VaR @
FAMEANKE 2 -7z, {HL, Relative Value ¥#&Tid, LTCM feis &Er7 -2 2FHL TE &
7 7 ¥ O VaR @ mE o P2 5.64 M & £ <, VaREHIETABEH S N7y DT 7
Y NOERE N 572, —F T, Macro ¥ilg%E R % & LTCM fatz &, & % I
BWTEK T 7V FO VaR BERBEOFEMES 2 K 0/h&E <, VaR GHIE T L BFH S iz
Ny VT 7Y FOWRELE,» 7. Zhid, Macro WIEHN~—2 v +D EH - T % FHIL
ROV a VAEREL TS0, SREHOBRIZE &0/ 7+ —<v v 2% EIF b0k
EZioNhb. 72, ZDZ EIX 2 HiTIT 572 Macro IO IEHME, 5 v 2495 — o BRENHE
HIX N HEBNED 5 28R & & —3T 5. ES Ofifi & BAFHIRNC VaR %48 z 723554 O ¥l
I 5 &, LTCM fatkx &35 — 2 ZF|H L T3 Relative Value #l%, Event-driven X%
T, ESDffix K& LTk D, VaRGHIIE T E[EERIC, ESEHIE T L BEH N7
WENE P 572, —F T, Equity Hedge ¥il§, Macro ¥kKBETlL, ES Ol & MRFEHIRB O A3
WMilik 50, ES FHHIE F L BSEH X N R 5 72,

F8IFL A MY AN VaRIZKBMEFERTH 5. TN & iEE KT 5 & Macro ¥k LIS ©
13, ES OFEHEREWEE o572, ZHUZE, Macro ¥EELIAME, BOEE S LIIZKRELLE L
WIOREBAR OGNS Z L LA T 5. Relative Value ¥kI8 Tid, VaR E@EMIEH 6 [0 %482 T
B0, €72 vaR AT, ESFHA[E T ANEN XN EREL, FILREEFHL =S
B LEOFER & % 572, — T, Equity Hedge #il& & Macro ¥kB&IL, VaR #@MEI%AY 5 [
& Fal- 7z,

# 91, Cornish Fisher #I1ZX % VaR OMEEFEHRTH 5. Cornish Fisher FEIZEH T E,
Relative Value OB EI¥Z 6 [0 248 2 7-.

#1013, EHRAEFMIZE S VaR OMGEFERTH 5. Relative Value ¥EkIE Tld, VaR Dfii
BT gk d/hE<, VaREREEDS 647 BETFL2EEDE L 572 LHL, ESD
BT L 2EED EREL, ESEHIEF L BREHI IR F L 2k 0 K157 Z
TR 3 55 HEHITE 30, EBIRADMTIE, TAMESD) 22 & ERSA KD &
AR ZENTESZ—HTHADHFOIRSD SIS T B 72812, 95%VaR TiZF L4
BB 22BN B, WIZES ET A A%EDERELMIZES72FEIENS.
ZRIOMEETIE 95% VaR OMEEE 1T - 7243, 99% VaR 75 & X D K= RHELOMIEE T, 7



Ny V7 7 v FEAEIEOHSHTME ) 2 2 FHlE T OGS 99

NAFEEDBEHEINSLERTRELEELONS.

& 11 1%, Johnson 7342 & % VaR DMGEFER TH 5. LTCM ek % & HIR D Relative
Value ¥HE D VaR, ES D2 B3 EFL 2B 2D EEmiit k-7~ ZOTETFLY,
VaR BH& KA 5 & A, VaR GHIIE T ANEH SNz VT 7 v FORERE L 5 72,

DbEEFLdHd L, Macro HlE T, SREEOEED Y 22 BEFHIIT 254 TE, BHEOSE
MEOHIM DT — 4 2 GATHTE VWAL T iid, IEREERELZFEDOY 2 Z5HIET
ADRFEHEINBENY DT 7V FOEIMENT L2355 72, Equity Hedge ¥, Event-driven
WIS IL, BEOESREER (LTCM fit) o7 — 4 %) 2 7 &R RETHUE, Y7754
LEBOIHFNZ BT ) 2 7EHIIE T ANFEHN I NS LEMENE WS ERE 572 —F
T, Relative Value ¥kF§iZ, © X MY ANERANY DT 7 v FOIEIEHN A2 R TE RS
MEFHELTE, HERIZLLd 2IRETSE L) Z2FHETANEHN I NS HENRGNZ LR
Gy 7z,

7. FARIEIZE D VaR BaFHsR.
1996/4 ~ 2006/3

VaR% VaR% VaRA EH] ESHEH

mame "t 4 o VeR  ES | @Blr  HBLE ShETTLF ShiorF
BXOER RROFH  OLE  OLE
Eauty Hedge 153 124% 532% 752% 974% | 315  947%  3072%  Z16%
Event-Driven 46  105% 303% 393% 520% | 474  767%  5000%  54.3%
Macro 74 106% 529% 763% 9.84% | 164  731%  811%  12.2%
Relative Value 36 090% 2.12% 259% 347% | 564  612%  61.11% _ 556%

2001/4 ~ 2006/3

VaR% VaR% VaRMFEH ESHYEEH]

wREE 7 6 VaR ES | @BlLt BBL: FhEI7UF ShiTruf
AXOER BEOTFY  OLE DILE
Equity Hedge 153 1.03% 309% 553% 7.20% | 449  895% 49025  503%
Event-Driven 46  093% 233% 291% 389% | 557  662%  60.87%  67.4%
Macro 74 0.80% 494% 7.33% 040% | 195  7.68%  12.16% 16.2%
Relative Value 36 077% _ 148%  1.67% 220% | 692  574%  72.22% 77.8%

# 8. bBZ LMY AN VaR 12k B HEFAEE.

1996/4 ~ 2006/3

. Srg VaR% VaR% VaRAEH  ESHAEH
BE R s VaR ES | #@L ®BLE ShiIyrul ShiEoror

BEAOEY B%OFEH DHE (0] 43
Equity Hedge 153 7.20% 10.06% 3.33 9.64% 33.33% 25.5%
Event-Driven 46 3.70% 6.29% 524 7.59% 54.35% 34.8%
Macro 74 7.07%  9.22% 1.85 7.41% 9.46% 17.6%
Relative Value 36 2.16%  4.65% 6.28 6.40% 63.89% 55.6%

2001/4 ~ 2006/3

. Sk VaR% VaR%Z  VeRAEH  ESHEH
BE B " VaR ES | #®BLE B#LE ShkETrolR ShiETrol

REOBY HEDOFY oOhE DL
Equity Hedge 153  5.89% 7.41% 428 9.36% 43.14% 51.0%
Event-Driven 46 3.36%  4.56% 5.30 6.97% 50.00% 60.9%
Macro 74 7.43% 9.13% 1.84 7.33% 10.81% 16.2%

Relative Value 36 1.92% 2.93% 6.83 6.12% 69.44% 75.0%
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% 9. Cornish Fisher A2 & % VaR #ilf5R.
1996/4 ~ 2006/3
s Jruk VaR%E VaR#% VaRA'EH  ESHEM
5 AR w M O Skew Kurt VaR ES | @iiLi: BiiLlz ShiIroF ShicIruk
BROEN BEOFH  OLE )Yia:
Equity Hedge 153 1.24% 532% 0.18 279 6.78% 9.13%| 3.75 9.59% 34.64% 27.5%
Event-Driven 46 1.05% 3.03% -050 557 3.69% 500%| 4.85 7.42% 45.65% 54.3%
Macro 74 106% 529% 035 337 6.72% 9.08%| 266 7.62% 12.16% 18.9%
Relative Value 36 0.90% 2.12% -1.28 10.09 2.73% 3.60%| 6.31 6.13% 50.00% 55.6%
2001/4 ~ 2006/3
5 ‘ TrUR VaR% VaR%& VaRATEH] ESHYEEH
BEHR e U 0 Skew Kurt VaR ES | #i#ilfz: BiBlLi Ehi-I7VF Shi=J7UF
BEObBY EEOT DLLE )3
Equity Hedge 153 1.03% 3.99% -0.06 081 548% 7.16%| 4.71 8.79% 52.94% 47.7%
Event-Driven 46 0.93% 2.33% -0.12 3.28 2.60% 3.64%| 6.22 6.40% 60.87% 76.1%
Macro 74 0.80% 4.94% 0.17 1.33 7.04% 9.15%] 234 7.57% 12.16% 20.3%
Relative Value 36 0.77% 1.48% ~027 3.24 1.77% 2.38%| 7.56 5.82% 72.22% 77.8%
#*% 10. EBURASMIZK S VaR MaEHE.
1996/4 ~ 2006/3
. Tyl VaR% VaR%E VaRHSFEH  ESHFEHR
BAEBR T P VaR  ES | #ALf  BifiLi: Shio7zoF Shioruk
BEROBEY BROFH )= 43 [):
Equity Hedge 153 305  7.18% 10.29%| 3.33 9.74% 33.99% 23.5%
Event-Driven 46 361  3.69% 6.38% 5.20 7.38% 58.70% 37.0%
Macro 74 315  698% 9.41% 1.84 7.46% 9.46% 13.5%
Relative Value 36 350  2.14%  4.71% 6.42 6.32% 63.89% 44.4%
2001/4 ~ 2006/3
e I7UR VaR% VaR% VaRA EH ESHEN
g1 = P VaR ES | ##iLr EillL}: ShEI7UF SnkIrur
BEOER BEXOTY  OHE O
Equity Hedge 153 329  573%  7.55% 452 9.11% 46.41% 47.1%
Event-Driven 46 302  300% 4.77% 557 6.66% 58.70% 52.2%
Macro 74 269  707% 9.28% 2.14 7.35% 12.16% 16.2%
Relative Value 36 342  1.79%  2.97% 7.06 5.96% 72.22% 72.2%
# 11. Johnson unbound Z3filZ & % VaR BaEfEHR.
1996/4 ~ 2006/3
. Sk VaR#E VaR%E  VaRA'EEH  ESHEH
S E R = VaR ES | #8@Lf: #BLE IhEI7UF ShizT7ur
BEoE% BEOFH ) #:3 DHE
Equity Hedge 153  7.46% 10.39% 3.09 9.81% 29.41% 21.6%
Event—Driven 46 408% 6.34% 4.54 7.73% 47.83% 41.3%
Macro 74 7.16%  9.44% 1.85 7.53% 9.46% 12.2%
Relative Value 36 2.81% 4.65% 5.58 6.49% 52.78% 47.2%
2001/4 ~ 2006/3
. SR VaR% VaR% VaRHMEH ESHAEH
BEEE = VaR ES | #BLf: MiBLE Shifo7uF ShfI70F
BioBH BROEY )= &3 0] &3
Equity Hedge 153 5.64%  7.56% 449 9.00% 48.37% 36.6%
Event-Driven 46  3.34%  4.54% 5.52 6.95% 60.87% 58.7%
Macro 74 7.04% 9.11% 2.18 7.38% 12.16% 18.9%
Relative Value 36 1.95% 2.88% 7.00 5.68% 69.44% 77.8%
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5. i

AT, iid. ZIRELZZBETHEF L 5EHIIL 72 VaR KO ES OEIFN 4+ 7
754 LfERRTIHROT — 2 ZRH L TiT - 7=,

Ny VT 7Y FOEImE LU TIERAmOMIZ, IEHIEES 3R Johnson SARHD N v ¥
7 7 v FOIEIERMENRITRE e 50 2 NE L 72 ) 2 2 3HIE 7L ORRE %47 > 72. Macro
BRSSO I A U T BRI, MOS0, iid SIERMEERE L2 Z 2 R
EFNIZEBNTE, EFAREHEINS-T 7V FOENMED 572, — T, Relative Value
R4 RTD VaR IR TFIL T, FEHINZAY VT 7V FORERE D 5 7.

F72, BT T 54 LfEHEEDO LD B RELBEINFE L ZGAICEWTY, 1id 2EL
ETIITIE, VaR & ES OFEERERICKZ EWE <, SHOETFT LTI, ESOHETH
BTANY AV A OEND ENIREII RO h - 7z,

SHOMIERE L LT, Relative Value ¥IE DRI VI %2 20E 9 5 72012,  [GI4HNE 0D 3#H FH K
WE 2 B U 728 LW R TR 7L DRSS & A 720,

#

A. ESEHRIEF LNy IF X b

LIT® BCa DO FIEE R,

r,..rr %, Lid WERERR,,...,Rr D 1 HOFERE LT 5.

Q) ri,...,rp 25O EEITCHMIZ KD, 7= 2 b5 9 TEEKRY, .. Ry ZHIRT 5.
(i) 7= b2 M7y THEEME, DINICXDERT 5.

(A1) HORESSAVE

Zhz BHEEDRL, upi,....u5 2K 5.
(i) i O EIEHEE & 20 RONEERHEE & o Ofiz, DTS LDET 5.
n A% s \3

(A2) = (Beti <i ), a=—E2h o)
6{ ?:1(ﬂf.)—ﬂ(i))2}

wlw

=71,

2 (b) = {Ri(b),...,RH(b)}, b=1,2,...,B,

NIRRT R R A 1 & N
H:T;Tn P‘(b):T;Ri(b): H(i):n_lj;Rj'I{igéj}v H(-):E;H(i):
Thb.
(iv) 1— 20 OWPOGHEXEIL, UTOM) &x5.
(A.3) (G Ha(@}, G Ha(l - a)}).
7=77L,

R o o 20 + 2a _
(Jz(oz)—q)(zo-i-71_&(?3()_|_Z&)>7 ®(za) =a,

G a) = (K& L DNEIZENTz BHD 47 (b) OHT Ba 7 H O},
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RSO H 720, AT > CTHE T X0 F L 2 HEHE R e i 7 — 2 Bl
S RUELAT DVEREEM BT  REGHIBL 97, — 8RR P E BRSNS T 272 ol 4 R g
I — 22RO =RERIZE, BLRXOBEEEL TEHE DT IV ZA%THWZ L%
D& D REHEL 9. BHRERKFREFRRE AR OSBHZR, Gl 7Xy bv 1Y
VIDINAERIZE S DT FN4 ZAZHLETEWZ & 2L RS L 1
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Backtesting and Studying Risk Measure in Hedge Funds

Hironori Kato

The Graduate University for Advanced Studies

This paper provides empirical analyses of value at risk and expected shortfall calcu-
lated by various models which assume i.i.d. with the hedge fund’s losses. We use hedge
funds’ monthly returns, which include before and after the subprime crisis of 2008.

We use the normal distribution as the hedge fund’s loss distribution and also Gaussian
mixture, Johnson distribution, which can express negative skewness and large kurtosis of
the hedge fund’s return.

We conclude that the ratios rejecting risk measure models for the global-macro are
low. On the other hand, all risk measures for the relative-value are mostly rejected.

Key words: Hedge fund, risk management, value at risk, expected shortfall.



