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Research on contagion among stock markets of east asian based on

conditional Granger causality in quantile
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(School of Statistics and Mathematics, Shanghai Lixin University of Accounting and Finance, Shanghai 201209, China)

Abstract: In practice, it is important to explore the contagion among Asia’s financial markets. This paper
contributes to the problem by using a consistent parametric conditional Granger causality in quantiles test to
study the contagion between stock returns for three East Asian stock markets. The empirical result shows that
the new method is superior to the other three methods. The result also finds the stock markets of China, Japan,
and Korea share financial market integration and have a significant contagion effect on one another in tails. The
stock market crisis in other regions has a significant impact on the price trend of China’s stock market. The
proposed method and empirical findings help investors to analyze China’s financial market risk and understand

the propagation law.
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Y —+X CGCQ 0066 0.074 0.060 0.055 0.056 0.043 0.059 0.056 0.054 0.054
(0.00) GCQ 0.070 0.049 0.045 0.055 0.049 0.056 0.041 0.044 0.043 0.053
GC 0.083 0.063 0.045 0.054 0.056 0.039 0.047 0.050 0.053 0.054
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(0.00) GCQ 0.112  0.096 0.072 0.088 0.073 0.079 0.083 0.063 0.083 0.062
GC 0.050 0.051 0.040 0.049 0.042 0.043 0.047 0.057 0.054 0.056

3E: ¢ = 0.00, BE KT 5%, CGCQ, GCQ, GC =S4 78 QIR(1,1), QAR(L, DA j& 1 By

FRAESCRRI16]/ 25 R mT A0, 45 5T S50 kb R BUR, £33, kI CGCQ JTENZ 5 kb ARUK,
T RIERS, 2 1 M2 MERRBRSH L = 4 N, CGCQ M MR m(-) 7 58 QIR(1,1),
QIR(2,2)(GCQ J7iE M E ME BB A2 719 QAR(L,1), QAR(2,2)). WEHHI LAE H, Art Y CGCQ HiERAH
BT SEBR AT B8 7K T (5 %o B2 E MK, BT & 5045 4422 4 4E 0.05 Bk, IF BB EFEARZ & T s,
g R NS E AT SRR TR HUR, 3G GCQ M GC 751 A T 43 Wik AN BE M A R AR R ) 4 A 8 1] g 1 2

Ve A A AR R 3 A BLEI, BOE RS HRE m(-) R TR EARRE R, 7ERG) h RIS LTI e w i P #
7B CGCQ Frfith RGN ELIR AR,
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BRI RERT WAL 1AL 2 o X0 Y, SR AR ). XA R A EE R T X, XY, 7E e = 0.00
AT B BN R, AR T X, 8 Z, [ Y, FrA 2 AR SR, CGCQ 43 M 7 ik RE s
SSCHE AR T DX A RE ) B B A TR 2 TR SR ¢ 2. DGPs1 H B TR C R A RE 8 4 CGCQ A GCQ IEAf IR,
HFREE R IR GCQ HIETERN Y, Xt Z, MF R RIS, BB FEARR TR T N, 256096 46850 5% 15 5 i
1 X 5 TR GE B 2 5 HOR, T GC iR AN REERIIRA Y, X Z, R BRI K R, SFEHR 1 1L 2
gt BRI T B S B R m() R SR B2 R, M 25 RSN K, 78 DGPs1 1, Al Al
bR e 1R B 1.

#&2 % DGPsl, CGCQ, GCQ, GC =5 AR Wi mInZE
Table 2 Empirical rejection frequencies of CGCQ, GCQ, GC in DGPs1

AR T
100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000

Y —-X CGCQ 0.073 0081 0.071 0.064 0.054 0.050 0.062 0.057 0.059 0.057
(0.00) GCQ 0.062  0.060 0.054 0.054 0.049 0.047 0.047 0.050 0.050 0.060
GC 0.083  0.063 0.045 0.054 0.056 0.039 0.047 0.050 0.053 0.054

Y —-Z CGCQ 0.075 0.059 0.045 0.047 0.053 0.048 0.044 0.049 0.041 0.047
(0.00) GCQ 0.097 0.100 0.088 0.079 0.085 0.084 0.081 0.085 0.089 0.090
GC 0346 0462 0.604 0.697 0.768 0.839 0.877 0921 0.939 0951

X—=Y CGCQ 0.083 0.071 0.060 0.062 0.048 0.053 0.057 0.049 0.051 0.043
(0.00) GCQ 0.488 0.882 0.989 0.997 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
GC 0.997 0999 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000  1.000

X —=7Z CGCQ 0703 0969 0999 0.999 0999 0.999 0999 0999 0.999 0.999
(0.50) GCQ 0976 0999 0.999 0999 0.999 0999 0.999 0999 0.999 0.999
GC 1.000  1.000  1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000

Z—Y CGCQ 0.139 0204 0270 0378 0450 0.572 0.693 0.783 0870 0.918
(0.40) GCQ 0.745 0990 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000  1.000
GC 1.000  1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000  1.000

Z — X CGCQ 0.102 0.085 0.067 0.064 0.062 0.044 0.055 0.060 0.060 0.065
(0.00) GCQ 0.101  0.097 0.088 0.093 0.093 0.081 0.082 0.074 0.079 0.080
GC 0.050 0.051 0.040 0.049 0.042 0.043 0.047 0.057 0.054 0.056

3E: ¢ = 0.00, T3F MK 5%, CGCQ, GCQ, GC =FhZ4 1IN QIR(2,2), QARQ2,2)Fi j& 1 By

RNT 55T CGCQ JTiEMI IR, H eI MM ARE R c. K 3 DR THERMS RE c M3,
T =100 1T = 500 7EAFFREEREE = 3,4,5) PSR, xibgh BRI FEE M AR c M3m, prit
RIS 5 1 CGCQ IHRGRWIG NS 1. BeAh, 1% 7RSS & T 88 Ik A IE 0 108 14 Th 2%

3 £t%f DGPsl, CGCQ 75 AR & R c MMA I IELINE
Table 3 Empirical rejection frequencies of CGCQ with increase the coupling strength ¢ in DGPs1

QJR(1,1) QJR(2,2)
T =100 T = 500 T =100 T = 500

c 3 4 5 3 4 5 3 4 5 3 4 5

0.00 0.101 0.086 0.085 0.050 0.049 0.045 0.093 0.083 0.085 0.045 0.048 0.041
0.01 0.100 0.082 0.080 0.049 0.046 0.045 0.092 0.083 0.087 0.050 0.048 0.044
0.03 0.104 0.078 0.085 0.065 0.056 0.055 0.100 0.083 0.090 0.059 0.060 0.054
0.06 0.102 0.086 0.091 0.113 0.084 0.100 0.106 0.093 0.096 0.102 0.097 0.099
0.12  0.140 0.130 0.125 0.415 0.383 0.380 0.143 0.129 0.112 0.396 0.364 0.356
0.24 0.281 0.230 0.216 0.974 0.956 0.950 0.246 0.217 0.200 0.952 0.942 0.933
0.50 0.501 0.425 0.393 0.999 1.000 1.000 0.412 0.358 0.325 0.996 0.996 0.996
0.70  0.556 0.477 0.445 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.418 0.355 0.344 0.997 0.995 0.995

5k [E B, SN T RE S Ui B B ) 5 v RE S IR B AR R MRS AR R R R, IEF B T AR AR DGPs2.
X4 SR THEEREAREARTE T 8N, CGCQ, GCQ M GC JFiEMM X, XY, M Z, %t X, & EAEAE BN
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RRAIEE R WK ATEURIL, CGCQ JHEAREW IR X, XY, %A EAREER K &, Il GCQ M GC J7
AT X, 5 Y, BT EE AR R, R ZEERARETI N, CGCQ FriF M4l ih MR #AE 0.05
B, XA T X, X Y; FBERGRZE] Z, (50, FAR K AR L PR R 1 X R ¢ R 45 #47) IL DGPs2. it
Z Ak, CGCQ M GCQ J7iERENS LLALIF IR Z, X X, WIARZMERIER K R, T GC J5 kAN REA RO, 7]
WA 4 Z, X X, H4.

#F 4 §txt DGPs2, CGCQ, GCQ, GC =#h5 A &M EINZE
Table 4 Empirical rejection frequencies of CGCQ, GCQ, GC in DGPs2

CGCQ GCQ GC
T k=3 k=4 k=5 k=3 k=4 k=5

100 0.069 0.082 0.090 0.757 0.719 0.711 0.993

200 0.083 0.081 0.075 0.990 0.982 0.976 0.998

300 0.069 0.062 0.062 0.997 0.997 0.996 0.998

400 0.071 0.057 0.055 0.998 0.998 0.998 1.000

X=Y 500 0.053 0.056 0.048 0.998 0.999 0.999 1.000
(0.00) 600 0.057 0.054 0.056 1.000 0.999 1.000 1.000
700 0.054 0.054 0.058 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000

800 0.059 0.055 0.054 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000

900 0.052 0.047 0.044 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000

1 000 0.051 0.050 0.049 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000

100 0.228 0.199 0.177 0.237 0.217 0.210 0.069

200 0.408 0.389 0.369 0.338 0.326 0.323 0.101

300 0.424 0.401 0.387 0.501 0.480 0.447 0.105

400 0.512 0.498 0.467 0.743 0.721 0.711 0.112

Z =X 500 0.633 0.611 0.598 0.811 0.796 0.778 0.121
(0.30) 600 0.737 0.701 0.689 0.865 0.822 0.810 0.135
700 0.802 0.789 0.765 0.899 0.871 0.861 0.146

800 0912 0.896 0.855 0.962 0.955 0.934 0.150

900 0.975 0.971 0.960 0.987 0.971 0.966 0.171

1 000 0.998 0.993 0.981 0.995 0.991 0.998 0.184

FERENAKF 5%, FREARE b= [KT%/5] (k = 3,4,5), CGCQ, GCQ, GC =FSH5r I8 QIR(L,D),
QAR(L,1) M5 1 B

X, Y, Zy Z (A e DR R 56 R BERE Bl ok = b 5 ik R R, E T R R PR A 7 X L 2 xR
LRPERRY, RIEAE AR /NOFEARS E T, SRR St E Wi gt 7 A8 H ] SR,

ZE L RTIR, WEER 1~ 4, F2H 1) CGCQ kA LA R 451!

1) 24 ¢ = 0.00 I, 203 450RAE B E KT o = 0.05 BTz, Reetads i s =Re6), B X, 5Y,
ZIAIARFFAERE AR R R KA.

2) M ¢ #£ 0.00 B, ZI0HE L4805 B 5 AR o [E I3 nmsg K, KT S AKCE 0.05, & FEARZ
BT hn, 2% 405R i 1 1, B4R, B X, 5 Y, ZAFEEREARRNERXRR, X, Y, MEER

3) ¢ fHM 0.00 ZHiHE K E] 0.50 iR, 2R iE48%H 0.05 T EHE K2 1, c HBK, X, 5Y, 2
() (1) R SR Ok SRk, 220 4R 4ok, X, MRS T Y, AR AN = AR (1) g B 6 3, Ar 50 7 VA I D) 0Bk GF . iX
FLE R, T Y A, 26 E ST AR RN N X PR 2R, TR 2N, TR SR B v .

4) T] AAER (R I H AR 2R A 2 AR R OC R,

R SRR DA IS B AR Y T A R — B R R B RTAT I, PEH TR SRR
Fea bt 1) 3 471 16 ) B2 R SO R0 . A SO AE SR 4 24856 5 12 3a FH B SEBR 45, 34T SZIERT 7.
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FEREER M 20 D 90 FFARLISREA D) T 2 R, H 2001 SRR 5 HZ(WTO) 5, 1
B A AT 3R I 5 137 5 [ s £ Rl 117 3 < 18] 56 R ARSI B 55 . 2007 47, 36 [ 4 il v I IR 52 31k
BRI 5, T8 Ak B S RS LS TR 1, % I T S5IR 32 ), — P R IR RRIRAS. 78 40 BB I 2 T 3 1)
TH M T, 3 SR T o DA 3 By, BAEFR 0 — BER A 1500 £, T A M E AR K (R R TR ) 2/3).
2008 F LA, W 2 B AH 4k I T 657 55 e pL, 18 Bm < il v 37 (R0 % 35 R B 4, A BRI T B U A2 KR 7R 35,
M CATIURE T 1, 4 B 8 I 52 T 3 5 0% 3 0] e T 43 B8 R I LR A5 0 A R BARAS. 2011 4 9 A #1, Uk Fia Hogk
fil 2 500 i, 72523 1 B bR i KRR, 7£ 7 A28 5 H N BRIE Sa i 1 5 %.

AFCLR I, SENLAE & B KW SRl L [T ] DR 3, fE R IRETF SR — R R 3H T, 5B Rk
bR 3 B E T I AR — @ BRR? IX 8N T H AT N A2 R St 7T A

P AN IR 78 2R BH, 25 I I 22 45 H50E 345 B Bk sl M. Thaler 25 B0 A B ZE47 % ] 1) B 3l 1k A — Fol
IEAR A 2R, S B[R] T [F) B B 2 Jang A1 Sul T 703K BH, 2008 4 & fEHLAET G, 2T 4 % o 25
RO RS B EEERT 7T, RA VaR B8 f£5% 1R E KT, A% R AR Lk
FREDL I H 23850 22 AR, X e = AN AR L A B 5l SR, a4 455 Hikfe%,. H &4
= 2 A IR AN K, AAFERE Z AR R R OC R, AR, AT 502 2 T VaR B Z IR 2 [ [A] 5
RIS R, 2348 B AN H LS 5 B0 IR, AR SR, THEAH Y B R, Mk DR R &, S iE aR
ZEWR BRSO BEAb, T VaR AL IR 40, 15 246 00038 & R o R R OC &, AE A WIAEAE R G &R, MU T
FEFB I O, WGk X o FEMRAN 73 A s /K R 4R 4 SR AR . bt — ok, A 56 25 B0 e 1t st HE DLORAIE. PRIk
ARG RN T 53 AT 25 3 X A H 58 i 52 T 3% 2 (R AH o0 2R, P 3 F B A SCHE H 1 et s i 8 T 43 6r
(1) S A A 2 208 IR SRASE 0 7 V2 IR [V BT, A ) K80 38 0 Je U Tl DA B 45 % e SR it 2% g ).

A B H i = E A AR B = A e B, B EEFR R B4R, s E SRS 1R EUR 15 £ H
B CR DR AIE B IR 18] (1) — S0P, A& B 17 351 T ) VR R Fin &, 2 220 7 v H s I 5 [l 4 2 2 )
(R SR OGRS AR 73 A B T 8 A 20 B s, e il 2 SR 30 B A L3R AT 0 A, 45 R BE A T TR AR AR 1 45 2R, R
BEE AT M s B SR T S e B R R AR — 08 275, N BT KUK
41 WMRIR

5E X ExpVar, DepVar 73 5 N2 B MR A2 (WK T~3K 9).

W IHBHRERE A RN Ry = (pr — pe—1) [pe—1, Fo p Ty ¢ W ZIHIBEE A PRI 1 )5, R BONS 045

In(l+R,) =1In (pfjl) e 1In(1+R)=1In(p)—1In(p,_s). (16)
W, NESERINFIR, R, ZEET m WEFINFIER, f2
et = <1 + Rt>m. (17)
m
Pom=1, M e =1+ R, FilFER B H
re=In(1+R,) =In(p;) — In (pr_r) - (18)
X 450 B 2 3 FH T N ) [ R S50 Ry g 1) e 1), H B m e, (8 T h B, DR AR SO SORH SRR Z
re=In(p) —In(p,_1). (19)

2T AR TR o H R R R I R AR S R, ST R TR e L 100 TR, A7 T 58 .
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42 Rt

BERSIE S A, ZEH 2002 4K 1 H 28 2016 £F 12 A 1A EESE 4. H 248 Hom s FE 215 45 2o H 8k, 3%
it 3 379 HWEAE, LM L bR ZE AR IME S ST R PR TR AR 5. IR 5 A8 H B ISR i H 4 el
R e HARHE ZE AR — B, B2 T M IR R AR B T R R R LG f AN 2 R R, T 14k
Pl 25 LA 70 A1, JB Gevk St — il 1 X i 12 IE 25 0 A B 00, b H 5 B 17 3 [l 4 3R A 8 2 0K
1% SHIELE IR AR

*5 LiHER. ALEEMSEL SRR EREMA M ST

Table 5 Summary statistics for stock returns r¢ of Shanghai, Nikkei and Kospi

TIEFR% REZEEEY i E fa 4
[ 4 % [CIEES [EEFES
B 0.000 2 0.000 2 0.000 3
Rl 0.000 6 0.000 6 0.000 7
i 0.0167 0.016 0 0.0143
W/ME —0.0926 —0.1272 —0.1117
L ONE 0.090 3 0.1323 0.1128
P —0.4104 —0.564 8 —0.5299
[ 7.163 6 10.638 1 9.1923
B4t & 2726.2%** 8 569.9*** 5780.0%**

e BEMEKE 1 %, ERRIE T Wind Hodl e

X FAEFR . H 238 5 DL R E 25 A TR0 H B 2 IR B 1 A PR, B O AESERR
[ 5 37, et e H 3 = [ 8 250 H B0 DO U AT — IR 22 43, 15 20 H i = [ I S50 B Rk e, il 1 4
i B, RECFRRES. B 1R, 2007 4556 E SR e LA TR K S, H H = R T R R SR
RIS, ARZSRFLE 2 2009 45 M 2014 GFFF 46, o H w9 B R iR stk &, B4 15t g, S ukEn, 5 E
(1 A 7 5t 2B AR K 3A . 2 2015 A B Ik, H 56 B I S A% R T 2B B ds. 546 i H
i = [ P 0T S00F8 B3 R i 2 A5 A (] IRE B 0008 S FEE AN [), 78 4 b e ML 45 B K SR R AR I, D Bl 2 B R 3 K
1 2007 ££~2009 £ 1 2015 4E.
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Fig. 1 Time series chart of Shanghai index, Nikkei index and Korea index, and time series chart of logarithmic return of China, Japan and Korea

Xt rR H S R B ml R R AT AR B0 (R 6), 1931 p~EIIZ /N T 0.05, %13, fFaA SR Y
T AR LA R R IS BT 4R 25, "R T RIS ST & Sr 5IRFHE o (1 — @)FFHLEL, 13215
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®6 THERIEERETRIERIER

Table 6 China, Japan and South Korea stock index returns stability test results

FAESRE AR R EESE R LS T [ 4 e
ADF 1§ —57.575 1 —460.416 7 —57.3450
p—1H 1.000 x 10~3 1.000 x 103 1.000 x 103

4.3 HERoHh

R T U A B A H R ST 3 () A SR R R, K CGCQ 525 GCQ, GC-Copula Al 4: GC 5
EIEAT R 7E CGCQ J7iEh, MRSt & S R 4z I N1 5) e A m (), 52 QIR, I &
NETREABE RN k= 3,4,5 HTEIEES], GCQ HE k = 4 HIF M. SLIFSE Rk 7~% 9 k.

®7 HERELRENHERZELHRFRZARERCELER p-E
Table 7 The p-values of Granger causality test of stock returns in N225, KOSPI on SH stock returns

CGCQ GCQ GC-Copula GC
DepVar  ExpVar T b=77 b=103 b=128 b=103 L=1 L=2 L=3
0.1 0.000**  0.000**  0.000** 0.000** 0.010**
Japan 0.5 0.059 0.069 0.088 0.073 0.087 0.407  0.686  0.822
Return 0.9 0.000**  0.001**  0.000** 0.000** 0.010**
China [0.1,0.9] 0.000**  0.000**  0.000** 0.000** 0.176
Return 0.1 0.000**  0.000**  0.000** 0.000** 0.010**
Korea 0.5 0.042* 0.050* 0.063 0.033* 0.020* 0435 0717  0.754
Return 0.9 0.000**  0.001**  0.000** 0.000** 0.032*
[0.1,0.9]  0.000**  0.000**  0.000** 0.000** 0.205

e RN B E K 5%, 1%.

*8 PHRZEEREINBAREEREEZARARKIELER p-E
Table 8 The p-values of Granger causality test of stock returns in SH, KOSPI on N225 stock returns

CGCQ GCQ GC-Copula GC
DepVar  ExpVar T b=77 b=103 b=128 b=103 L=1 L=2 L=3
0.1 0.000**  0.000**  0.000** 0.000** 0.032*
China 0.5 0.016* 0.021* 0.026* 0.003** 0.010** 0.219 0.417 0.548
Return 0.9 0.000**  0.001**  0.000** 0.000** 0.081
Japan [0.1,0.9] 0.000**  0.000**  0.000** 0.000** 0.040*
Return 0.1 0.000**  0.000**  0.000** 0.000** 0.010**
Korea 0.5 0.010** 0.012* 0.011* 0.000** 0.010** 0.000**  0.000**  0.000**
Return 0.9 0.000**  0.000**  0.000** 0.000** 0.055
[0.1,0.9] 0.000**  0.000**  0.000** 0.000** 0.076

e RN B E KT 5%, 1%.

FAE PR R Y b H R [ 4 A 2 ) g3 i T AR 0.1, 0.5, 0.9 B IX[E][0.1,0.9]/ CGCQ, GCQ,
GC-Copula, VA LAEA W JEHT L 1) GC ki 45 2R, iM% 7 K56 p—8 O 8 2 /NSRS =A%), #E1X B
BB WK N 0.05, BE U, a0 p—E < 0.05, WIHE 48 JF 5 %, BIp& a A/ = AR R R H
b ="T7(k = 3),103(k = 4),129(k = 5), FEAKE T = 3 378, #iJ5kr L = 1,2, 3. GC-Copula /7%, %
I =A~A[F] Copula % %1 (Clayton Copula, Frank Copula, Gumbel Copula) 5 Independent Copula #% % 1] EL %%,
HAR Copula i 302 Il Lee %5126-27,

FEATSC Y, BRI SE T b H S SRR T R DR SR OG R TR) L AR CGCQ et FmT 0, o H P I Ry
XoF 00 [ % x0T T 5 ] 0 5 [ 4 36 () 7 A 6 3 S, A LS 2R AN AL e e A %o Rl ik e H AR
JBC AR H 1] i 2 A 22 AN B, 0 AR JBCZE AN A% AR B A 51 A F s e B 500t b [ I 2 T 3 7 R R R TR AR
RARE, TIAE 7 = 0.5 I, AFAEE L. GCQ JPiZAuin g N BoR, B 7 = 0.5 I, HAB AR £k
XT3 L S 5% 2 D 248 I A 5 o 3 [ e 52 i ek v [ i R T 3 A S MR I, T = 0.1, 0.9 1,
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LIAe [ 4 2 734 (1 FE #4546 79 s A o 0 i 23 22 v ) s A el i 3 (R A2 s 5 I 25 R i v [ BEAY
X I 0T A s A ) i ] i AR A AEAR 2 AN ER O 2 A CGCQ A GCQ 45 R Ut B H A, 8 [ i
T [0 2 0w [ i A6 Wl i B S WA s LA LA A, (R SR W, A 7 = 0.5 I, o [ B 5% vl 37 5 o [ e
SR AL LS Copula JVERER 45 BB RE 7 = [0.1,0.9] I, w52 7 57 [l ) H AT 52
Dy ml R BATHS 22NN, s BB 1l 97 el e 0xt oy [ B ER T 3 [l R AR TE RS ARG R, R 7 = 0.9 1,
H A 86, Aot HASEAS BAT R 2RISR OC AR 10 GC 7 idh A B H A FA) B 5 11 373 [l R A A
RRAR, Fx, H oy D b [ A REER T3 mRRAAERS ZARDIRR A.

#9 TPHRELREMNFERZLRERZARERCELER p-E
Table 9 The p-values of Granger causality test of stock returns in N225, SH on KOSPI stock returns.

CGCQ GCQ GC-Copula GC
DepVar  ExpVar T b=77 b=103 b=128 b =103 L=1 L=2 L=3
0.1 0.000**  0.000**  0.000** 0.000** 0.019*
China 0.5 0.016* 0.022* 0.020* 0.000** 0.010** 0.025* 0.033* 0.075
Return 0.9 0.000**  0.000**  0.000** 0.001** 0.010**
Korea [0.1,0.9]  0.000**  0.000**  0.000** 0.000** 0.085
Return 0.1 0.000**  0.000**  0.000** 0.000** 0.010**
Japan 0.5 0.000** 0.000** 0.000** 0.001** 0.024* 0.004**  0.006**  0.015*
Return 0.9 0.000**  0.000**  0.000** 0.000** 0.089
[0.1,0.9]  0.000**  0.000**  0.000** 0.000** 0.071

o, R RN B E K 5%, 1%.

H1tt, &I GCQ, GC-Copula 1 GC =Fft (A SR < Z A6 525, X o H o 2 18] i R SR Ok R par e 46 SR A AN
— Ok, HARSE B2 T 7 [l 4 A 8] e 5 B AR IR S B R S AR DL R B AR R AR AL, DL b =R 5 i
AAAE—RE HYBREE, M0 A SCHR H K CGCQ 3 7R REMS AT R Xt p H i 2 8] X R O R BEATAS I, P45 SR AR
M I T T s 1 AR M3 X e — A e BB 5 T i 3 ) A e 3.

5 &HRIE

g6 20 B I 18] 3 51 2 8] ¥) Granger [N 2R, REMAT R AR S22 G BUR A b 45 4. K8 SCHR 1 45
AR A HE T 2B B 7 R A Granger PRI SR IC U715 3RAT, 10 2K 1 22 A% &[] (A 18] 4 5 R 7] .
b, ASCER T 3 T A B S5 A Granger PRUER A IGARAY. — Ty i, WA AY AT DA [) Ak 221 i 22 A% B8 A 22 707 i
AR BRI R SCR, RENS 1l JRAE PIT A 261 0 (LT B BEAA DR SR G54, HEBRAF A (1 18] 52 I SR ONE. 55— 5 T,
i Ak B g v R A I T BEVE TR B, RES HEAT AR YE Granger RURARSS. Juksie Firil i AR 1505
TR RE, A SCHEAT T A FRAEAASALL, S 25 AR W, S (1055 BAT RGF 10 SEBiss 367K A 36 T 2.
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