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2| A Apihef 2ol A= Markowitz(1952)9] wt-2AF 29 o]¢ T2 A+t
=0°] AleElo] gt} 53] EE2] 9] Y £ #st A7t g5
dRsgct B =22 AP Qof LPM, CLPM, VaR, CVaR, minimax
ChoFst 98X B2 0]8519S AL d AMAI S ZAsfofsr AL g3s
A4t Z 1 DCC-MGARCHE o] &slf 743t ARPZIHA FAtS-2413
B2 o] &stAS ¢ FRlE AMtHiEo] e ZEEL] Q9 HutE ¢d
Ou] 40lg0] ZWoA AZA o2 BAsIYCH 2008.1.2.~2013.3.2929] 7]
42T, A7 LPM, CLPM -5o] gtie] £& T
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rm oln

ll

Oll o

hﬂ

of MEIETFE 29 %% KOSPIAI 0] u]ste] Slathu] 4/t &8-2 &
4 9loich
A FA 0] @ AR, H4-2ARE, DCC-MGARCH, LPM, CLPM, VaR,

CVaR, minimax

* 7194Y, 719238 ’A, ksi0428@naver.com
*+ R|&2 0] YstdRydg 4gstad, seungmook.choil004@gmail.com

<EE BEIU> 2020.06.06 <EE £-8YU> 2020.07.27 <AI2H &¥d> 2020.07.30

_‘|_



>

fojo

-

T 443423 |

r
13
r

LM =2

[ -

N FRRAL B 71 EARALOIA] & 2o] BRI AAAKR Mgl dge
k= c‘)l?_l_ ?_].;E]O]/\:] HOJ_LJ» ]:4-0]301' _]_q-/\FI/\]- _1 %}% %_ = ?_].é_].— qoo]:(_-)‘j_ _;L%O 6‘_:4
o] =& o] 9ic}t. 3] 20084 0|2 @7]X] AHEfQ} 20114 0|5 Q2 & 271509

AEH7] & ARG B WIHsHA oo a5 d A0l e Qo o]
A GFlN 55 FAANY] 2840 ARG A&/dol 55 SRR Q

Z27gst=d AHtelEgA o] Sa /g0l sl et o

TS0 WEHD 9T, I JEAQ YALO2 Markowitz(1952)0] Hg-2Al
| 232

R

(mean-variance) 2.&0] AFAtjEulso] wix|of3 2 7FRg 1 Qict o] 23
FARPE AU & e a3 2E5sA 7dieo S Adistste aEA FA
H(e‘h‘ICIerﬁt frontier )01]*1 FARLY] YA e =S UrYeh a &S WEStE &

T, HF-RALYo] AN 20189 HFLEE YD, BE BAE A
S
L

T
chsh AAHstast she gEo]

ol gisto} = Aol2tal 7= 59 AT
A1JE| Tt W2 AolA AR oz PR Fx7f FE Ae(fat tail)
HEfQ}F e Ex(skewed distribution)S HOITH= MoA EALS 2|A T EX 4
@2 AR&ste 7o disll =To] A7]E]al ot

O 282 7= A4t A Bl wAd Qlof YIAER AY &
51 =X (downside risk measure) BHAlo] &hdbs] AL 1
olet. ohaglxo) Wg-wAR Yol HrjLEEe] ool Roletn ST, $7]-3
o] 2(Post-Modern Portfolio Theory: PMPT)oAl= st AESA
% 32 GFUC £ £Re B4t ol 90l 837} ML e SRl
X591 LPM, CLPM, VaR, CVaR(ES) ¥ minimax 53 YA x2 BA5| E11
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E3t 2 =wolM ZEEL Q] /442 7SRRI Al A|&7F obd, JHQIEA}
A ZTHEARPE AR R A7 7hset ETRE S-S ol &gttt ETF= SdHA
M7t BAE o] At vl&og AR 4 Qlu, QIAIAMEO u|5HA 54 A4
£ #3805k SAS 7MY Au]go] AlFst HES} 2 fufjeai §lo] &
N2 A 4 AT+ -0l oot & AtoA = ol2{gt ETFS AEETFE o]
25107} #ict. Bl2% AEETFY] 49 AAdo] 71 Aat Ado] e R 58
A=o] Fof 1] Mel3 ARSI

2 =M et HE58 Al E2A F4Hvariance), LPM, CLPM, BF
(historical) VaR, ®Z(historical) CVaR, @E} = (Delta-Normal) VaR, ZE} -
ZHDelta-Normal) CVaR, MiniMaxE AR&3tch

a2j1, 7+ X ® 574 Al LPMY} minimaxE A9 gt 4ol
Z(VCV, variance covariance matrix)?] 70| = Q sttt o|rff EA

o] FAuUIHO Al B E FEAHHE (sample covariance matrix)"’
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of Tet AHiHel A Y AR F24to] Wetth= o] &9l Engle(2002)9] DCC
GARCH WAlS o]&sto 2o TE Atol5 =Qlqt.
71710 wdof tisll & =wolAY BAL o <& 1>1 2o QoFsto] ARE-gt
o}
<E 1> RESHAR Y AP OE AE
VevEs BEZEAEH DCC-MGARCH
'orlgc]lézc-)lxlﬂ oL L o2
A MV_S MV_D
LPM LPM
CLPM CLPM_S \ CLPM_D
#Z% VaR HS_VaR
EZ CVaR HS_VaR
et VaR N_VaR_S N_VaR_D
diefe 2 CVaR N_CVaR_S N_CVaR_D
MiniMax MM
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o n meele AUl o8 O esue Husdan T3 o1 *cm
KOSPIRI4:0] &84 ato] u]s} o Foma, AEETFe cho¥st AR RS
xEE2]0 980 254 mEZ2Q £80 Ha} Qb o E0hs A B

o]
XA

280 5 5302 o|2olq 9lon 2 Ao PN YgS gt 2ok Al
Ao ARolu], AIFS HAAT U AT2Fo2MN 2 9 ¥

ZEZa] 00| o]y AAhlEe] Fo4

A

T

M F

AR 28 ahE AR5kt AHitdl27d A(asset allocation policy)?] Z8
Ao i3]l Brinson et al.(1986)= AFAHHjEA o] HE40lg W= A (variation)
9] 93.6%E AUsty Aot= 1L AT ®SE  Ibbotson  and
Kaplan(2000), Hensel et al.(1991), Ibbotson(2010)2 A|7Hgxto]] T2 L&
#1510] 90%, HE7t 2015 xHo]9] 33~75% A =7}t AHAH|EA Ao ofs] AR
ot 27ttt o] 59 oAS YA, AR o5 W 282 4
Attt & 4 Qo

F35t Ibbotson and Kaplan(2000)& 104 o]A; A& &38ts HEo] =Alsolg
of tisto] FTH YA Auf, 2F WEY o 40% FErt AR

4



Corel 985 22 0|88 AR HjLRge] it vl

2 Adga o~ Qltty A4S Vardharaj and Fabozzi(2007)= Ibbotson
and Kaplan(2000)0] WHET At A8 An, Aesoz 2olg
3375% 77t Ao ola) 2Hckn FAsisi

%EJQ =30l AN AL HlE AR 28 G 2 BE

mjo

2. HA4EA 83 (Mean-Variance model)

AB™og 71AF tro] AFRE 1 Q1= Markowitz(1952)9] Ha-EAEH(MV)
O E0] A2 GETE 7Pdstol|, FARRPL 7|49 &1 24 9
d SRR RE ARSI A} gl tish 2 Aol AFEE AteE B
2 2007.1.2.~2013.3.29 =9Qto] d¥H o5 0f Tfs KRXQ] HEYE = N2
ojgsfo] <m 2>3 Zo] A4 EASIA. ME ETFE9] Y82 <& 2>9
713 AZNA AF 2237 (Jarque-Bera test)d} p-valueE E# Ap4FQlEO]

ATRES o2x] ook

2 2
O 918 AR ARDIAQ ASAEL LelD uret Y, 4 s wen
PFHE @RS Holk A AL £SO FUWATE Y71 olA]
L AgoR HYY 4 otk o2 298 B} & Ko K94 490 A

1) gio]g AA : http://marketdata.krx.co.kr/
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<H 2> HHETF 7|22+ Q22U EY 7|24
(2007.1.2.~2013.3.29.)

MIEETF BE i 21t | Jarque | p-
. B | 2 = e | -Bera
7| ZA| H2t 4= test | value
KRXAFSAE | 0.07% | 33% | 11.32% | -12.73% | -0.411 | 0.90 1 |0.0000
KRXYF=A| | 0.03% | 33% | 13.14% | -15.07% | -0.343 | 2.24 1| 0.0000
KRXZAZAT | 0.03% | 24% | 8.12% | -8.83% | -0.376 | 0.95 1 |0.0000
KRX23 | -0.02% | 37% | 13.45% | -16.07% | -0.294 | 3.59 1 |0.0000
KRXHREA | 0.03% | 29% | 13.01% | -13.96% | -0.245 | 2.82 1 |0.0000
KRXO[UAI8tst | 0.05% | 35% | 12.89% | -12.92% | -0.382 | 1.23 1| 0.0000
KRXE 7} 0.04% | 36% | 13.62% | -15.02% | -0.424 | 2.83 1 |0.0000
KRXT|to] 541 | -0.01% | 19% | 6.06% | -6.05% | 0.024 | -0.26 1| 0.0000
KRXZ1A | -0.01% | 41% | 13.83% | -15.14% | -0.435 | 1.89 1 |0.0000
KRXZY | -0.02% | 42% | 12.78% | -14.98% | -0.066 | 1.19 1| 0.0000
KRXZEA 0.00% | 47% | 13.91% | -16.14% | -0.224 | 1.25 1| 0.0000
TAl(variance)s HEARE AREohs Bt ARt DlieE 22
7F B xets 735t aasjoye] EAAPY Tdad st 2AE o]&
stol ag3thet 710 s AL AW BFRARYS ARKoz
o K15] Qo] ALRE| T Q) o= BAbo] 20180 Bm woRS UEhi: AlEE
LUAA EARIR Ao AFREE olfe A&t Zigolal A e {HEs}|
ghRolct. 2 =2dlN B@-24t Yo AN 2R o () 2o
’ A ’
UEMr),olr) =wEr) — 5w 2w (1)

(w : AEAQ Exp|Z WE(Ixn), E(r) : 7]498 FPmx1), A : Jdgn A%
3h
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APt oz 25 WYPORE AVIAAGY] UERR 3(ollE S0l
3.07 )& A& OPE% 2 LEOHH% BRI Ad/d ol Al Ao gt ¢
Sfetth= 7o, VKOSPIR|4215 o]&sto] Al AR YT HHst
1, o] Z%(rescaling)sto] YPFuAr= ARE-ITY.

3. LPM 281} CLPM 23
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0] 22 Roy(1952)0] ofafi A& &
O B4z 8]2(Reward to
) =ARPE 9] ot e
L5t 2Atho] E9ict 19594

o
Variablility ratio)o] tislf sttt ¢
H58the Royol e shaeian| el Aol

ntEYxE shI AR RO RS UMt ExRIS0] £ 71A] ol g0l sk

Y | &
¥ 9¥S AAootr] BAS UEIE A8 FRNYD, B3 02 AL A
4 2980 B/ ATEEE 1S 1] shSIRAY B0l 28 o1E AAY
Che S QU 2t o AR 20l REH 3RS 2R 92 3
9 hIIRAIE to] SuhE B2 AARITH: 2 E3 W

s ARl dieh o] ¥ A+-52 Bawa(1975)9 Fishburn(1977)9]
LPMO] 72 Be 53 =2%qlth. LPMY ﬂfﬂ g2 FARPE st g
Irs 7t Aoz RE AgsA U= %“-U} ME} TR H"q”"k
A HHdz, HAEH, Yl & g AdET=e
Zlolct. LPM2 §h&4H(semi-variance)d] &A= K]E,QOﬁ_l %%ﬂlﬂg i%?j
7 wAE AlASH.

2) VKOSPIE 47172 o|&sl0] KOSPI200 S4A1% BAIALS0] olfste olaj(30Y w7])
FAm 200 K50 WEHS Lehd Kl4olch. <@HR7214 http://www.krx.co kr>
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Bawa(1975)= 91348RIES nol 0. 1, 23S 712 © &8R 9
(Stochastic Dominance)a} 4:8t&10] Atdof thsl £H3ich LPM(n=0)2
% olstz ol 5o, o1 Fishburn(1977)0] = 2014 A=Y
AoA Agst 9F A EYS #sich LPM(n=1)2 7|tf&Ag oojste Y&
3 FARIA Attt LPM(n=2)2 Bhqte] Xl #o]o] Yde)my FApA A
At

Fishburn(1977)& LPMEE-S (n,t)2@ 2 SRS of 7|4 n2 YAdTFS Y
BT, ASFEY S 7PY 4 9SS AN B SHAAB 7] FoiA
H n>091 & ol oo LPMA et &E4 & 7 T
of zo] SApALY) WE PE GHS
4 BolL, n-191 42 ABFUY
olt}. no o] E7t4s @ M40l et

Bawa(1975)= sHH&Ql below target risk measure®] YuhAQl ©W&&
22 AAISY. LPM2 8439 F= nol Fojd of thaa} o] (2)2 2ol
¢DEE)

(T: aUoEe] 4, 7: S8 298, n: YBYF A=, 1, : VI SA A £98)

LPM2 AT no EXfjollA grEAitibe APESHHTH no| 2 A, A
20| iglol of® = 7 E "o
Harlow & Rao(1989)0f] 23] Avtets B4 LPMZ O] £/ Ag} Al o5 (3)2h
Zo.
U(E(r), LPM, (r)) = w E(r) — LPM, (T,w) (3)

N n
T Zwi,tRi,t ) }
i=1

T
LPM, (1,w;) = ;ZMCLJT 0
L ) T_]_ =




Cpet 994 23S ol 83 AR Bl Yo Y} v

=

subject to. w; = 0, ) ,w;,=1, n>0
=1

(7 @ SEPQE, wy, VIR ARo] I mEEe]eo] Hg R IRt ARic]

2018, N: /) A, T 342848713 0 984

Harlow & Rao(1989)= LPM& ZEZ2]Qof AFES £ Q=
E o)

2 Ak 22 Harlow & Rao(1989)9) 2% EE2|9 2nelZolt 1)
3 gAo] EAfRtch A% Al S 2aol slolA shyelgnre wejsty, At
Arlgte] FEENYS HRAet RYCh Folk ol RIS BAang
PAjste 237k 2 ol2let Harlow & Rao(1989)0] SRS w2fato

Sing & Ong(2000)2 LPMo] AMtAS 1835t Co-Lower Partial
Moment(CLPM)& 2H3It}. 7|4 CLPMZ 2| AAMEIEA] shEdat 78 A}
ARO] ZEAE 1 4 Q7 ElQiTh CLPME o] &3t 2| Ast A2 o3 (4)° &
o}

Fl

U(E(r), CLPM,, ) = w E(r) — —w CLPM, w (4)

n, T

T
where, CLPMnﬂT(wZ-, wj) = —E [Méw(oa (7'_ Ri,t))]n_1<7— - Rj,t)

(T : BE2UE, w,, : U] Aol TR LEFAQ0) 8], R : U)ol Apiic)

205, T A EARIIE no 94T

)

4, VaR 2§

x| £ 594002 He) o] §H T Yt Vak: FEA1Z 0T 97
oz mqEgion}, ExtolAAY YA VaRE Sof oAbl 2|aas
AT 4 7] diwoll & nEEQ HEH Oﬂﬁ A7t AlegE] L Qlot. fdr
Aog A3 H2= st VaRe= FojAl Alg]LZF(confidence level)ojA LE

9



Z2 09 BRIIZE St B Thset A0 &AM (maximum loss)o] F7gA]o|tt
whtol 24 7154 o 7182 & 4 Qe ojdEAl Vs E A SUSH
A3 JFRSHAGH VaRe AlZled AAA olsto] £55t8s 2475 39
Uhs 2lAde PRt E3F #ARE 29 50] At RS Gl 7Pdshe ut
¥, VaRe A2 Qo] AR S5AIAISAR0NA Wol WAL= vty #2et
20l 3= Ald 75‘%5 g 7hseh RS AU gl o2fst

<
o))
~—d

=3
1= |
o\gstol S, 2 o A A
rpgol o) VaRg A%

(1) % VaR (Historical Value at Risk)

EZ VaRi 19 WA S22 Zgstol VaRS ST § WL AIRE
ol WEelciAl AN WS olgstol VaRET £AFITH AR AR ol
W0 oJgt VaR AAwe ol (5)9h 2.

Aot AR Tl A
VaR 29| xAsEA A2 Alexander and Baptista(2002)7} A}
CREREETTES

ofo
o
)
glo

UEMr), VaR) = w E(r) —

(c : AReu g, VIt r]e 95%h21s H83 BF VaR)

10



Db YHS TAM JIRGG AR AZIAY WA YRS 1) A g
L ZAN VaRE defol WS 09 FO2 AN Tepe YL 2o
A

B R} HRRIAL RS O U 24K WU 8T han

VaRe Al2|azo] A2ots BEYFREY LASEU Tzl (oot 2,
R rtatel MVWW APkl 23717 40150] oje) HEREo BEHA

o9 Fo =2 AL,
VaR oy = VX (p—2,% o) (7)

A71A ZH2 otk Aol FstojAl.

Nz)Z/ & (z)dr = « (8)
o4 NG) = / &(z)de : EEATFEL A5 w32

oA71H, gLl 5% A Za=—1.650111], QoaE 1% 7
Z,= —2330|t). OebA VaR9| e Foz B4d. & AroMEs f94E
5% 7IEo= /gt

EEZ200) AR ol (92 2T,

UE(r), VaR,) = w' E(r) — % VaR? (9)

VaR = Vp><(,up—Za><Up), o,= V' YSw

(w : RS 7ER], W c 7HER|9) RAlE)

2

11
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4. CVaR 29

Artzner et al.(1997)= 3 =A "oz M Expected Shortfall =
Conditional VaRe}= 7Hd-& ] o] /UL VaRE Zush &Alo] 7t
S Tejslo] 159 £HY £9S BB CVaRE VaRE A3}
A9l 7|37 2 FYE, VaRE Rifste 28 7Heet &4Y FdAE 74t
o} AlZ)2E (- a) %8t 887170 FoiR|E CVaRe THS3t 70| UpEhdC

I:I
N

o J

N

ol rp- o+>4

CVaR,Oc: E(‘X]X(_VGR(lfa)%) = /xdga($) %/\ ZL‘dF(:L‘)

CVaRe T2 oA VaRel @2 Fash 9U]E 7IX|AL QJ1L VaRe} v] &gt &

T2 AREEIL Qo

Artzner et al.(1999)= coherent YFAEA7|Ho| ZEA|Hofst RASS 47}
A2 Lol AAISC A, LoRRMALS 49 nEE
90) AL FATTE B, Vhel Al chgt FEANGE 2 A A9l

o] ch&otHut Atk AlAf, siEAALY] A& ol F(positive)d] QIAHfactor)S Hot
H Y Y3t vl =2 F7tstofof st YA, H(wealth)= 57145 A3
C}. ol VaRZ g2 F+ #A] 7FHd(subadditivity)E TFEAIZ]R] Sot= TR 0]

9loLt, CVaRie 4 BHEARICH
0|23 CVaRS £74ot W 3 VaRES 3okt ol e} et 4 9l

o} &, CVaRis Abite] AIFoo] VaRE £3elgg 290 7|theae o)

o2, g et YAReR ofH VaR2Hg AMRst=Lio] w2t CVaRgto]

gajx]= 7otk matd 2 =20iL Biglova et al.(2004)7} R|otst whelo] of

st ofd] 7R R 7I1& 2% VaRE B4t S 4%l tiste 2749 CVaR
e wastol Abgalt

(1) #%& CVaR (Historical Conditional Value at Risk)
CVaR: VaR 78 Zibshs &MMS0] £718 ®Ro2a ohyalAd(tal

12
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Bote AlazA 28 AHEEY. CVaRe Fi9] 129

s 5 ]
A AR Ao ofL FEolrts AtEste £3] 7PEAJo] EAISHA] e VaRet
£ @] CVaRe 7FdAd%0] Qla 47 AdtEichs Aol ook 2 AZoA e
P-HS_CVaR 29| BAAS A t}3(10)9 Zo] st
A
UE(r), Cyop) = 0 Elr) — C;“R 2 (10)

1 & ,
Cyur = EtZ]lMax [O,(rVaR— w 7"3)]

(Tyar * VaR, w @ ZEZYQ B|F, S ryps stojshs 4¢9 &, 1 ZEEQ 2E,

Aovar - SBATAZ)

(2) Def=Z CVaR (Delta-Normal Conditional VaR)
Biglova et al(2004)= 99%A1=] &350 ESE ofafi(11)t Zo] F5t3ict.

1
VBt 1) = 00 o,y ey Y

(r,s ZEZSRY 25, rp FHZSAE 1,0 WAEY ZEELR 29E, ni Ho]H 7i4)

0|5 o]&sto, ZEZ2] Q9 F|AotAl2 ot (12 £ (F, & AtolA=
5% VaRE ARg3ict)

A
UE(r), Cpop) = w Er) — C;“R C? (12)

6. minimax®? 3§

Young(1998)L g]A3 =X A 2 2| A4AS(minimum return)S AR
M) 2E3

5h= minimax(M AQretet. Appteo g0l O A xolH MMYE

3) 71A  REZE2] Q0] ATV} JEHAALY 2lA30] HLE 2 AL
71 A (sub-additivity)o] 2} gtct.

13
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2o MVEdi SUstc,
m2x o, SARPE 7
20 Yohez voc &

Biglova et al.(2004)2 =LAIdolA 9719 ApetE AFEsto] ZEZ2]Q £[Ag}
A MMEHo| 71 948 BT,

Lam et al.(2010)2 @ oJAlote] KCLI(the Kuala Lumpur Composite
Index)of| A 547) FA1S o] &st] MV, MAD(H+ A 241, LPM 223} H]iL
st MMEZHo] 77 48 Jurs BT ST

Aot bt 2o

N
max M, , M, = mintzwjﬁ,t (13)
i=1

s.t. Zw-r-w —M,=0,t=1,..,T,

ol

=)

H(sample variance-covariance matrix)
O

2 REFHAL W] 4015 dolE|S AHgdte] Atel
7

SHAYYo|ch, HEFHA PA0| 7t Aat (1443 Zo| AT BE 38
A BB PR R 2 F50 Bloln o2 9 YRS £ 53
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(2) DCC-MGARCH

g9 HdE Ut 248 242 dvte Ap7]g Y 2720l 24HGARCH)
Agel wF=ol sf ’Wﬂﬂi ChH% GARCH(MGARCH) 232 AHite] §57
a0 ZFARZE AbA| Q] wigh2 BAsE A ol B OEHLOHHL 719 MGARCH®
oA Engle(2002)0] KﬂOJOJ DCC-MGARCHZ 39S o] &siArt. o] e 7=
o] GARCHZ R} 7] /g2 2R FaAs8Z 0] ARt AolA] At
T2 ARRRE A E 3745171 Yol 585l AHEE 4 )l DCC-MGARCH
Y2 B0 25 I £0|HA AlWshs 2R TS FEE 4 ool Ad

of HE /gt A det Aol of&shrlo] AEet FHECIH. Engleo] A

}]t:DtRD (pu\/hnth]jt)

1 1

D, = diag(hli,tﬂ"'vhlfk,t) =

1 _1 _1 1

R, = diag(qy ] ap; ) Qdiag(qy ) qu.; )
OEPW 8 DY hyv A (2.3 2ol FoHY, kx kO A Y7IR| B
= (q,,)8 A4z 2o Belgoen 2% A% B RE AR

'1}94 71]* Holol= YEfS 2HA dh

Qt:(l_@_ﬁ)©+abuﬁ1+ﬁ@fl (16)

A7IM Qe BEetd QAY u,= H, a,0) Thgt v £ 718 A o|n, o9
ﬁ— a+ﬁ< 1 2 1_ = BA
201 DCC 29| ZAY HBALp,, T E T,

15
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(17

(1—a—ﬂ)qf2+au1t U1 T 8o
\/(1 a— ﬁ)(hl"'ault 1B, (1=a— ﬁ)QQQ_HWQt 1T 849,41

P2t —

A7)IM ZAF 820 BEehe QA o, o et GARCH Rgat ¥
¢ 4 o &, DCC RYoMe hy, e B w o He 24%F e

GARCH(1,1) 80& 24stn 9Jon], o2 o(EL 1) o AUL ABALE

& =M e Y FA9 AR LS F56t= ol
A AFiHrisky portfolio)2 /= o] QlT}. o] HL ARG AAQ Yo
glmokA] Zotet. weta, 7Y 712 Q1 AHtElE MEEA, &
2o thst EAM|Sut 2]AT APAbo] st ExpH|E7te] MElof s
APt &2 R138stct, A §A= dA ohfol2 HFRAEoA Q] & A XA
of. 22l O 29 7HR A Y2 EEL Q9] V&l E 2l ATE
AR 9 °47<W7H AHHl RS F7t2 Alodsitt, AR 2 = U
oA tiEAQl CDI1YES AHE-sHct.
EXARe 2lA3 RRAto] Ofst A& EXJH| S y& AEsto=N §
1 gt} 2jA T Apitof] Oish vlR2 SUHAIZ O] et 7hioE
Hsd e TekA S7tol, Tty 5§82 371 o5 AT o5
A

ol defe] agtseAle Uetie et 2

_.VL{

T

Maz,U = Elre)— >“70 Tf+y[E( )—Tf]——)\ac (18)

(v : 2l23ARE Exhu)%, Elrp) @ $HEEZR] QYR REZR] 0+ LT EZ2] Q)]
N5dE, A JESNAS, o SYRES 0] 2ATA, 1, RYFLE)
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q23 guApE 2.0004 4.0 Aol 9l Zloz uehtal ittd)

= ==oMe A gl ot A eju)ddol v Jlojets Aol Aetst
of A4t B2 o VKOSPIZS rescalingd)sto] A|ZH7HHA 01 015 3w A| 4
= A&t

L A2 2 277

B A7 200749 19 29 RE 20139 39 299 71A] & 6.254%H9] AA| ETF
guol 4 2RSS AR, A7 d=Alo] AEETFSS]
ZA| 27 RS LR A7]ol0], 53] 2008'7 LAYSH v F§H7I2 Qg
7te} At ste] mahh nAgs] HrET, 20099 Utr]el FAAEY] &
5ol 9, 20119 G2 2232 A Fyist E5t wigE 7]7to|
TR A713to] tha gt B2 Jlou ardet Se Rl ANAHT

HlE Y50 WSt BASS WldE FReTL 2ot

4) EXI2 7%, McGraw-Hill Korea, o]97], YA+ 29, p208

[. Friend and M. Blume, “The Demand for Risky Assets,” American Economic Review
64(1974)

S.J. Grosson and R.J. Shiller, “The Determinants of the Variability of Stock Market
Prices,” American Economic Review 71(1981)

5) VKOSPI:= 2007.1.2.~2013.3.29.7]17to)] &4t 13.3, Z|thZF 89.3, HAZ 24.7, 743
21.25 7Zr=t}. VKOSPI/302 0.7~4.54f0]9] I3 Zton o= dytxloz AdHZl F3
Aa9] W (2~4) = =229 ZuE g 4 = SCALEZ Zr1 Qitty W, 3002

= AL d9= Aokt

6) 7157\]—’1\—% YREQ O, FEEAT =
BEE Fsto AMESHY S

R

P

A5 71ER2E olgsl AAdEY EAA 7HA

o
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AEETF 7158140 79 KRXAE, 3Am2004E, FnGuidedlE So| glo
W, 712K40] A4l M 21, NEAS £F ETFAES At 2us
KRXME|Z Aottt 3212 7t MEjg 350kt ETF 4F 5 9A1T 480
Ng FF HBEE <& 3> o] vlusto, 7| xA 2FMH, AdE, AP
W 5= Hetoty <m 4>9F Zo| glriES AEsHI
2 &2 vgo] Zote 25710 YE2 T 2E(In(P,.,/P))E AHEst
At
<H 3> 3T MEETR d8Y, A7IEN, AT, Heitia =l
(20134 3% 21 ZOpz 7| F)
Apraey | TR | R PETE! o2
ETF Y| oy | OUED | G23ED) | 0B | (23BP)
&) &) (&) ()
TIGER 7AA71A| 2011/04/06 3,860 5,951 2,612 30,941,182 14,421,038
KODEX 714 2009/10/30 6,188 16,691 29,348 78,864,264 | 145,563,336
TIGER 2424 2011/04/06 4,002 11,709 3,611 62,089,868 19,252,711
KODEX zM 2008/05/29 9,999 7,363 9,862 114,086,126 | 160,696,768
olgzt AALE 2012/08/29 8,804 3,449 4,221 15,432,993 18,991,059
TIGER A7FAX| 2011/04/06 12,172 597 582 5,718,843 5,592,510
KODEX A7 2009/10/30 10,269 17,050 12,257 179,385,454 | 132,206,315
TIGER of\fx|3}5} 2011/04/06 24,984 7,124 11,950 82,932,388 | 142,261,941
ot2]=} sfsth 2012/08/29 18,476 2,678 3,703 16,427,991 22,623,641
TIGER 3}st 2012/05/16 4,940 1,400 884 13,785,505 9,060,602
KODEX o x]a}st | 2009/10/12 21,285 16,707 28,053 188,871,200 | 316,456,970
TIGER 1T 2011/04/06 65,188 36,121 16,303 481,913,183 | 214,517,496
KOSEF IT 2006/06/27 9,664 364 415 4,650,288 5,212,286
KODEX ¥t=A] 2006/06/27 35,497 16,270 15,589 265,888,470 | 241,800,523
TIGER ¥F=A]| 2006/06/27 32,150 24,672 16,638 415,262,168 | 267,076,041
KODEX 233 2006/06/27 12,924 37,379 36,789 287,378,945 | 270,506,835
KOSEF Banks 2006/06/27 2,675 377 1,723 2,930,079 11,993,939
TIGER 233 2006/06/27 83,585 | 147,831 55,094 | 1,179,907,145 | 424,147,382
KODEX &## 2008/05/29 9,454 277,623 36,421 188,118,371 | 238,015,153
TIGER &H 2012/05/16 6,135 3,459 9,622 14,617,474 37,012,138
TIGER 0]t]o&E-Al 2007/09/07 8,458 5,587 2,013 48,386,238 16,531,299
TIGER 3 AF|0] 2011/07/18 22,428 15,628 4,844 240,223,250 72,193,269
KODEX Abz-X} 2006/06/27 48,246 32,263 22,451 638,158,906 | 487,285,303
opa]= A&} 2012/08/29 17,477 2,158 3,683 18,303,554 31,975,048
TIGER A=A} 2012/05/16 22,611 3,478 1,977 59,143,198 35,261,730
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chobgt 1857 RS o83t ARANT vl R o] ot u] 2
<E 4> ZEZFQ 2F o MEETF HE 4& =5
7| 27 4 ETFAEY 2834t A
KRX A=A} KODEX AFEX} A RIALS- 8 2006,/06/27
KRX 8F=A KODEX ¥ A RIALS- 2 2006/06/27
KRX 2473443 TIGER A 70 O] 2l of AUAH; & 2011/07/18
KRX 2-3Y KODEX 233 A RIALS-&- 2006/06/27
KRX HHEA KOSEF IT © 3| RIALS- & 2006/06/27
KRX ofjuf x| 2}st KODEX off x| &}tst A RHE 2009/10/12
KRX A7} KODEX A7} AR & 2009/10/30
KRX ojtjo] &4l TIGER ©v]tjo]&4l O] 2 of AAH:H2-& 2007/09/07
KRX 714 KODEX 717 A RIATS- 8- 2009/10/30
KRX =H KODEX & AgRHAE& 2008/05/29
KRX =A KODEX x4 A RIALS- 8 2008/05/29
2. TEZZ]Q J1AurdH 9l x| X A(rebalancing)

ZEEDQ FHE Yol tld LS 7IE o= 3 1979 F7HHo|HE o] &
stol ZARRMEE Setch 29) tg 2 e A FEYA ARA
(rebalancing)2 AAISIT AR 7|13t dlej= ot 2EZ2|Q 142 §Ioh
YHLOE AREV|ZH2 20079 14 29 FE 201349 39 2997HK|o]aL, REZ]
Q +Y7IZ2 2008 1€ 29U%E 20139 3 29947bA|olct. o) R RAYA] AHAE
HlE2 k7] st 29F HoJE+ moving windowdAlo 2 wAIE 5k
W= ARESIT 1 ARHAIBIETR)S) 7|t a9E2 A8 59 WA 199 ¥
T A2 AHESIA L, FAHIAMKCDIIEE)Y 4 ABHE BAE 2UES ¥
d At Qe 7Ite s SHRT| Qs dEadER AALSHA

FHAEIRAl AletRd L ¥]50] 0 o fo2 Fui=s F|5tA| o7l stict. Esh
4 At Hl5Y Adets AlgtstA] ok, 100%7HA] Hl52 A 4 Sl sttt
AHirelEA] & A H(optimization) A4t &til8 MATLABZ o] -&5tly, #4HS
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AR AN 72 FAZZIH] RS o5t A7] AAIE A sl
HAH st7] ol EXCELY MATLAB, RE H-sasto +

3. ZEZT YUSF Wy

=]

EZ2 Q9] Y& vluwshy] Yot & 7HA] WS
H]&(Sharpe ratio)> 7y & 4441 HAdH] A& 5
ABE AHE o] &3 TA7F Qlo], 7102 sPe™d
53 ZAtst= A2E|H|&(Sortino

3] A
a T
2018 O BAUIE2 AT & 9T 4ol

E
=

0% |H g
o o2

sfo] ARgRITh AF
i

e
e
o
l-'l:l
i)

(R, ZEZR|00 2005, R, : 29d oA, 0, 1 ZEE2] Q0] RFHA
2] e7te] WS Yol AfmH|go] =2 ZEEL U} A ¢ ©@HT £
of B Ax7t 3= ¥ & QML AfmH|g0] W2 REEI] Q0 H]5|
1 4 QY. Afmu]a9 H|Wste ARE|H|E2
Q9 JuEA S Aot FATA sHEHA(LPM)S ARESIT
Sortino Ratio = M
v LPM

=]
[m

Kl Mo &
m oo Iy
wE ox 19
SR U T
N
2
of
o)
o)
o
=l
okl
N

N
LPM =Y Maz(0,(r—7;,)) , t = 1,.., T

=1
(7 : BE4E, of7]HE PPN R)2 A8E: CDIYS Hade BELYE2
A1)
£ AFZH| ST} DR 2 42 go] 2 RES 0T} 9]¥
3 UYY £ 20189 B4 et 592 % 4 i, A2Eulgo] Yo X
E

ZJ 0] vlste] EAMIAVt Aol Bt Be & At




Cpet 994 23S ol 83 AR Bl Yo Y} v

= 28 20134 34 2997 ABETFE2 o]&¢h &
212 @ s oyt wRloA Bt
<i 5>AH JPANNS 0§ TEB] F9, 208S 7|F02 Y
2 LPM > CLPM_D > CLPM_S > MM £9] £ojt}. 12|11 Afmd|g 7|50
Etﬁ MM > LPM > CLPM_D > CLPM_S 9] &o|t}. AZE|H|E 7|
LPM > CLPM_D > CLPM_S > MM §9] &o|t}. A2 H]& 7|20 2 LPMO|
g 94T 4T BED, AZUIERE MMO| 7P 943 4TE Bk
MEETFE0] 2ot & 4 9 % KOSPIju| 2 = o, MV ¥ Zt& VaR2d
52 KOSPIjE] we Huts BeAou, shy9ldg ol 84 A LS(LPM, CLPM)
< KOSPIZ 2lsh= 4o 014913}
MV_S2 AR R 3 o] HixjofI 2 B9
= aE B3
SAsRAE Fgutyo] o2 AdakE W, MV, N_VaR, N_CVaR, CLPM
2E 490l DCC-MGARCHE AHgsigle 497b &/ Z(sample
variance-covariance matrix)S AHEst 4Hch £2 Ayt Wi}

orS T wE A7t MV_SES A1ls}

REHAHEANE HEY 7|&02 W Huvt 253 CLPM_S, MM, LPME0]
o Yot ZAH 8ol ol BEHAHEANS YA RZ AFESto] REEL]Q

o IS HAS}E 9 DS AFHOR HolELL YustE BEA(AY
o 39 ZEZAQ 2989 42 GAE BFUAHRNY 712 I o1t 2
22 Agsiof o2 A3 9go] AN AR wol7] 2ol

<E 6> FHIAMIE et REES QO] AL, 24EE VTR SIS

. MM > CLPM_D > N_VaR_D > N_CVaR_D 59| $o|ct. ApmH]g 7]&0

2 1#'4 CLPM_D > MM > LPM > N_VaR_D 59| o[t} AZ2E| 8] & 7|50
A CLPM_D > MM > N_VaR_D > N_.CVaR_.D 59| <o|ct. Q@] 4005
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oA 2 o £ 7bA] 25 CLPM_D2 MMo| 7b 945 Jute wHrt
MEETFS0] 2ol & 4 9= KOSPIHjH| 2 &2 off, B & AR BZ 0|8
5t Al2ko] KOSPI Alzhdju] st olaltjy] Ante vt
MV_SE AHHH 2o RIXo 3 HofS T+ BE 497 MV_SE x}s)
+ 415 2o

0

e AR E FYEe] o aE E¥, MV, N_VaR, N_CVaR, CLPM
QE 700 DCC-MGARCHZ A}L3519S 7o gzAlalsiale Ap&st Ao wch
2 J1E 294

DOIHRIANS atsl 9o Aurt 948 MM, LPM, CLPM_D, CLPM_S9|
=
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<E 5> YHUZHRLY YUAE - YYEESQ
(2008.1.2 ~ 2013.3.29. A2 A 4+ : VKOSPIH &, £{30[x& : CDZ)

au L2015 | EEMZ} Shar_pe LPM Sorti_no
= (A7F%) | (H71F%) Ratio (H7F %) Ratio
KOSPI 1.06 22.55 0.047 22.08 0.048
MV_S -3.31 31.23 -0.106 28.53 -0.116
MV_D -1.73 31.45 -0.055 27.46 -0.063
HS_VaR -1.70 31.48 -0.054 26.98 -0.063
HS_CVaR -2.00 31.75 -0.063 27.40 -0.073
N_VaR_S -2.14 31.94 -0.067 27.79 -0.077
N_VaR_D -1.93 32.17 -0.060 27.79 -0.077
N_CVaR_S -2.20 31.43 -0.070 27.50 -0.080
N_CVaR_D -2.09 31.67 -0.066 27.50 -0.076
CLPM_S 2.02 31.56 0.064 24.34 0.083
CLPM_D 3.49 28.61 0.122 22.37 0.156
MM 0.59 34.71 0.170 26.82 0.022
LPM 5.29 32.86 0.161 23.30 0.227
<H 6> YASH a8 YRR - HPYEEZER
(2008.1.2 ~ 2013.3.29. 3|0 A 4 : VKOSPIAE -, —E,'—-?-l%.jollf-% : CDZ8])
au FoUE BT} Shar_pe LPM Sorti_no
= (E7F%) | (H7F%) Ratio | (H7K%) Ratio
KOSPI 1.06 22.55 0.047 22.08 0.048
MV_S 1.77 27.66 0.064 21.33 0.083
MV_D 5.11 28.84 0.177 15.76 0.255
HS_VaR 5.86 29.01 0.202 19.60 0.299
HS_CVaR 3.99 28.10 0.142 20.15 0.198
N_VaR_S 5.23 28.74 0.182 19.74 0.265
N_VaR_D 6.15 29.01 0.212 19.34 0.318
N_CVaR_S 5.28 28.70 0.184 19.70 0.268
N_CVaR_D 5.92 28.88 0.205 19.41 0.305
CLPM_S 3.94 25.10 0.157 17.91 0.220
CLPM_D 6.25 23.85 0.262 15.94 0.392
MM 6.35 24.80 0.256 17.02 0.373
LPM 5.13 22.90 0.224 17.04 0.301
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The Selection of Appropriate Risk Measuring Method in terms
of the performance of the optimal asset allocation model

- Empirical Analysis Using Sector ETFs in Korea Stock Market -

Kim, Seong II* - Seungmook Choi**

| Abstract

Since Markowitz (1952) of the mean-variance model, there are many
studies have been conducted in the field of the optimal asset allocation.
In particular, the study of portfolio risk measures have been developed
in various ways. This paper made a comparative study LPM, CLPM,
VaR, CVaR, minimax in addition to variance of the returns and
compared the performance of portfolio about each risk indicators in
terms of return on the risk. When the variance-covariance matrix is
needed to use for optimal asset allocation, we estimated both the
standard variance-covariance matrix and the DCC-MGARCH to use
necessary risk indicators. And we compared the result of all kind of
test in terms of return on the risk. In a variety of market conditions,
LPM, CLPM against other risk indicators show better performance in
terms of return on risk. Optimized portfolio of sector ETFs using
variance as well as various risk indicators, shows higher performance
than KOSPI index always.

Key word : optimal asset allocation, mean-variance model, DCC-MGARCH,
LPM, CLPM, VaR, CVaR, minimax
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