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Abstract

Based on the Shanghai Composite Index of Shanghai Stock Exchange and Shenzhen Component
Index of Shenzhen Stock Exchange, this paper has calculated the compositional return indices of
the both stock markets. The empirical analysis has found that between the both compositional
return indices, there are long run and short run cointegration relations, long run and short run
bidirectional Granger causality relations, higher dynamic conditional correlation (DCC), higher
Clayton lower tail dependence, and higher Gumbel upper tail dependence.
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1. 518

KHILSK, ST FR P R T e S AN b IS B 48 B0 AR DG B 9, W5l TR 2 S =), I
HE&Wme 7T ADEmM L.

H—, WEEE VIR T IS 2 2 RAFIER BRI G . MM (2010) [LIRFFEUERH, LiE4R
FRARIE G 2 (o A S AR . XISk, T4, BHiAE(2015) [21WFFE R, VR H s %
) 2 T8) RELH AR AR DG, I )P R Tt LR 72 35 I » 95 T WAL 2 2R 1 P [ FH At 2 KR M 5t
PREE . (2016) [B1WFFTR A, IR TR AE 238 [AFAE R s ) IE I BhAS S5 A ARG R R, H B AR FFLE
MR SRAE. BT HHINN(2016) [A18F 50 R I, YR T H U EE 55 51 S B0 B X A S LA
SRR AR SCNE, PRI T IR WE 2 I, T UAC a2 1) B [ L DR 184 54

B, VP2 IR IR T B 2 2 AR E AR 58 1) R A DG PE . -7 Bhisk (2007) [S]AFF 78 A BN,
AESEFRRIRYI A 2 18] BT AEAE (0 2 3 S M 32 R IR B AT 2 1R A 5 5% 1) Clayton Copula R K &
Fefeith, [EEHE. £ (2010) [61WFFEHINNY, BRI TSR FR 2L (A1) Clayton Copula T EAHIKMEAR i
Z; HEAT9E(2015) [71RIRF AR B IR T FEARH IS R BOE K. REH . 250 FH2017) [8]fIHF L 45
SR, PRI T A Gy AR AR B 1) R A OGRS B A B R 1) Clayton Copula 2 AEXSFREFHIE .

B, REE A ) O R R R T WA A 6 2 R R AR B 4 A O P R R SR AR e, H R LA G
RIEAEEREME . M. RO, HEHI(2014) (OB XY IR T B LR AT R B, IR 2 T
WA AN B R, ARG PE B0 2 5 Ay TR U SRR AIE

X PIR I S T A I A IR PR A R A S ME I, DL B AR AR T — S F s g, H
i, MAFTEAD jn]

B, BARX L AR B FAESER 5 IRUE AR IS 2R 2 (i A BORMIA DGR, (HAERBA MWEH
ORI BERARE 3 Z I HARSZ A [ 7 [l P, X TS TS o] BLAH sE i s = 8 4R, LA, AT
Bt U e Z B PR R R

5 PSR RS (B AR I ¢ RAMU T RRAEERIAC &R, i HAR AT REAEAE R IR R, 28 7T
T RIICR IR, IR TR R TR, FrLL, A SCH A AN S - O T 7o 9 iR i i
W s ZEFR B A P G R AR R R

F=, ZHERPIRE TR RS R KR, #WERES T eI HESLR BT,
XTSRRI, BTl A SCHRH e T2 B A .
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[EEINES

SV, DA B TP s i W a2 e 0 TR O R BRI T, R AR ERIA AP IR IR T A2 3 (AL AE ¥
11 Clayton Copula T EH#fi, {HATELE R 2% ) Gumbel Copula | EAKH, A SCERE N i R I i 25
B2 TR LRKHER.

R, RSO NIRRT A A OC & . KB R . SRR BRSO R ST,
LRE SR T IR SR U B PR TR AR O, AT 75 HH B 4 THI 4 T

2. BiiE

ASCHTS| FMIREAS R, B3 DIELRRFIGRIE SR H UM RS 484, ¥ T aa DR AR E, iRz
HH R A H R R At . REACE IS TR] X R LA H O AL, /2002 451 H 4 HE 2017 44 H 10 H
f], FEACEHCIL 3699 4. M IRETTIE L HEAR B, Brel, FEARZEE HYILLH I H A, A
BRETHRH. rEieE il Eviews 8.0 Fil- 8t 4T.

AE AR EG BT, H i =12 RERHA R A FEARD . Rt R, B
AR RRR Nt =01t T, EEEUNEERL R Nte[oT], “HRAREKNEL, SEEAM
Xl o

B p, FaEE | ADMREMIEIREL 1 BT A REM IR RO MR R, e DR
KIEFW R, SREBAMXA, & XN:

ﬂ t=2,---,t,--,T
e =9 Pita )]
1 t=01; p,;="p

B, RS KR &, =1 B RS R p > py s o >1s WIS T BOH A% BBk
W p < pioas Go<l, WS INKE TR W p,=pr no=1, MRS HMEAL, £ 151
H T ASCHTE S| B R R, X AR BT A SO g I S
3. &E
3.1. Jarque-Bera IEEAS 44418

Jarque-Bera 1FZ5 4656 (Jorion, 2007 [10]; Alexander, 2008 [11])/2 A 1E &40 A 10 Bt 1 — Fh 48 4656

Jri. {B JB FAHAT S L 1 Jarque-Bera it WA, AT AREA, ERBENESSHMHELET,
Geit B IBASICSHT— I HIRER 2 1 K74

B =(SET(1)J2 +(S|(E_(If)]2 =T {%+ (k;j)zJ , JimJB~ 7%(2) )

Table 1. Variable definitions for Shanghai Composite Index, Shenzhen Component Index, return indices, residuals of AR
models, dynamic conditional variances and standard residuals of GARCH models

F 1. LIESERRIERIEIRENIRIEE. WEiEH. UK AR BEVAREAIRET. GARCH RHE. fEIRE
T E X

5 BdEkiR B ST ks ok 15 4 AR BiTLRZE GARCH Ix#EiR%E  F7%

1 PHEfRS RiEZRTE BRI ST Py N &, L% Ou
2 PUESRE RIERUR  WRYIRERRAL S P P D &, & Ou

%78 1) _EiFLE 1859 SH000001, VRERIE /89 SZ399001; 2) p, #m LiF4&dE, p, FRFIERIE.
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K, 1 FRIRPEA T I G (skewness) GE &, X T RFEAR, ERBNIES A% T, BMEN
0, bR 24 SE (7)) = Var (r) = J6/T 5 k FmFEAF 41 (90 FE (kurtosis) G i, b TRREANS UL, 1F
BRBONIES AT, BN 3, AR 220 SE (k) = \Var (k) ~24/T 5 T REEARFAIKIR AN, Al
THE SE (v) M SE (k) & XA

S U YR
o =127 ©
-rY 1 L(r-fY

-3
r-rF) 1 I(r-tY

{5 -

3.2. Ljung-Box BfAX 4RI

TR REA T 51 v & — T [A 43 A (iid) i 177 51, Box & Pierce (1970) [12]#H 7 —AN4iit & Q (m)
KA F S R ENEMKFH, ZRENH p=py==p,=0; &FBKENH, :p =0,
ic {12, m} . GiitiQ () Wiy T fifE g M R 50

Q' (m)=TXs» ImQ(m)-7*(m) ©

Ljung & Box (1978) [134f &ttt & Q" (m) #bAT T8, MGkt T — MBS & Q(m), LAKE IR
THBREARI R IR . RTS8 2 S A BMERTFA, EAF/REH, p=p,==p, =015
R£Q(m)> £ (m), %

m 2
Qm)=T(T+2)3 . lmQ(m)~ 7 (m) ™
=1 I =

B, 2 (m) R A BN MR M, BEEKTFNL-a;: p & 565 | AR, Z 10K EH
#H 2% £ % (autocorrelation coefficient, AC).

A oE XA TPRFSIN, —Bafvar(r)=var(r,): po=1, p=p, pe[-11]. WRX
FTVI>0, p=0, Ha, FREFIEHAZTIEAKK(Tsay, 2005) [14]. b HH 40 <[0T -1)
) B AH G R H T A2

Cov(r“rH) tzl(rt_r)(rH _F) 1 T
A= = T , I z—z
Var(rt) Z(rt _F)z T3

t=1

R (8)

WERASE A EARSKH, WAA p B a0 AR (p) H AR 4 (Tsay, 2005) [14]:
I :¢o+¢1r171+¢2r172 +”.+¢p—1rt—p+1+¢prt—p +a (9)
B g PGSR p BRI S 1 4k AR 5< 5 2 (partial autocorrelation, PAC).
3.3. ADF B{IRKIE

SRS B T — AN PR 5 R AR S — MRS PR, AL p By
AL AR (p) RAHERR: R p=1, B4 |g| <1, HLE(r)= s E(a)=0, Var(r)=Var(a)=0; <,
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M TAEMEs=12,-,t-1, #H Cov(a,a . )=0: M, TR e =1, MWAFH LTI e
se MBIV E ISR AT RIRAR, BRI A H o =1, &R H, (g <1 . Dickey-Fuller
fr 95 77% (Dickey &Fuller, 1979) [15]38 % 4 F RAE N BAARKE IR 1) TR, WFKA DF #8545, DF giit &%

SR
DF ~t,, =22, Jim DF () ~1(p) (10)
T
lertflrt o2 1 &,
_ = =
¢4 = irz T LZat (11)
t-1

14 3% ADF K3 (Dickey&Fuller, 1981) [16], 1%y ADF K& (Augmented Dickey Fuller), J& Hufr i
bR R, HEBRBENH, 0=¢-1=0, JH =5 ADF ieiiX:

p
Ll A =0r, +Z7/IArt—l +& (12)
1=1
p
fi2r AL =a+6r,+) nAr, +a, (13)
1=1
p
3 Ar=a+pt+0r,+) nAr, +a, (14)
1=1

kAT ADF RRga i, #EIRAR 3. Biat 20 B 1 B EEAT R 6 LU A4 (Jeffrey, 2000) [17]. 4niR
— KPR RN, B (0) &R WR-AEENd ESRE TR, ERE—1(d)%
.
3.4. KEIhEXRELW

BB AIE P, ~1(d) s, ~1(e), A, WRGFLEADEUEAG =a+ B, + Bl WL
B#0, B#0, Mr~1(max(ed)) (Li & Ye, 2000) [18]. 4P F 4y, ~1(d)> r,~1(d), d>0,
RIS, MR- DMEEHE =+ B, + Bl 1 ~1(d=b), 0<b<d, WA, ENIHL
PR A e —A d -b BB, IR ~ci(d-b): WRd-b=0, A, LIEHEHL TR
J7 5857 W4 7 51l (cointegration) . M8 5C ZR k2 22 N AR A1 I 2L 1) — AN 2R it 2H 5 1K TP A 3 i
% % (Engle & Granger, 1987) [19].

Engle & Granger (1987) [19]& 5. | — /NP E MR IR 75, DA/ 8] PP 91 2 18] (R B 28 56 3 o )«
B, B A FE RN ZROLS) AR r, =a+ pr, va s T, KK IR ZE B A
a, =1, —(a+pn,) 71EDF o ADF Kl T2 P41, T /b — R mE 500 T 541 PRt
S, FrLA, Jeffrey (2000) [17]E 308 FH — N5 @ i04544E, Davidson & MacKinnon (1993) [20]1 ] FRAE Ax ik
AR FH R BT PRAPEAR SR, BIZE 1%, 5%. 100%MHEZH/AKF R, tSiitErBEARE /N T-4.32, -3.78,
—3.50 2L E .

Johansen & Juselius 3% 45 % (Johansen, 1988 [21]; Johansen & Juselius, 1990 [22]) /2 ¥ 4k —Ffr B 46 36
T3k RIS TIE R RBE R : 2 r ~ 1 (1) I, SR IR P T AR 480, SRAG G 2 B AFAE T, ~ 1(0)
AR SRFERE T IR s B (11) = v » A0A BUAEAE 1+ 1P EESC 2R o AL AR (eigen value) i 36 Rl ZE £t i (trace
static)f:36 & Johansen & Juselius WA 56 (P Fh J7vc. Hor:
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P p-1
L=a+Ir +Y I, +a, 3 Ar=IIr + ) [\Ar +a (15)
1=2 1=1

B k= (n ) AR, TLA T P A R SRR

35. M EX ALK

ISP R R IR ZE TR ECM,, JIF R —/FRFA), ECM, ~1(0), R4, ThEERARLY
] B iR 28 IEALAY(VECM) 2 7] B A [Al#)2% £ (Engle & Granger, 1987) [23]. VECM [ & i% 2 & IE A A =
BB 7NN (] AR K A5 22 A e i i 4 20 R ORTS BB IE ) . VECM ) iR Z B B R — B 2

p-1
Ar = T\Ar + VECM,, +¢, (16)
1=1

VECM [ &% ZEA8 IE BRI A ] LAIE 7= 9 AN IR () A8 2 [A) 2 AR P oG R, ] LA kAR
IR PRI [a) AR & (]2 A7 AR R Granger IR R R
3.6. EEMUTFREME

A =0 E S I B FH R 50 (B AR S I RO B, 402 Akaike 5 S HEN (AIC). Schwarz
5 EMEN (SIC). Hannan-Quinn {5 2 #ENI(HIC). 5 SIC. HIC MLk, AIC 2&—NELFHIfE SEN, HEi)
e X T i B B B /N B B LA 34 (Liew, 2004). B4 p ik Bk IR AIC SiitE
JE U % HY (Liew, 2004) [24]:

AIC, =-2T[In(o})|+2p . Jirfro? == (p+1)ia‘2 an

3.7. Granger E R

Granger [FIJRK & (Granger, 1980) [19]#&7- /& : — I FP5 r, £ 5 KA =LA R HOfE B4R
Iy l:{r11 oy rlt_z,rn_l} CRIISFAT T, R T4 — AW R4 v, BAT 0?2 HR4E Jeffrey (2000) [17]

IR TR LI 1 11,0 = (o by ) FEP I R - RIRAO G BB, s B
5 24712 R R E(rz,t [N+ I2,t—l)¢ E(rZ,t | I2,t—l) » Bo = E(rz,t [+ IZ,t—l)_ E(rZ,t | Iz,t—1)¢0 » A

5T LAV ] 7810 1, S T4, fF)— A Granger JRDH. SEH, VAR [l RS SR] R AR 50 P AN 1]
4 2 18] & T A74E Granger [ 556 & (145 7514 (Jeffrey, 2000) [17].

3.8. GARCH(1,1)#& 5]

PB4 P 5 % GARCH B R AL BT B A B 1 513207 2 I B T B i =12,
WL PIAE B 1 Q5 A MG R IR P I RO B, T4, 4f
R R AR(L)EFT LASE SO

e =@+ Pl +a 4 o= Mg T8 Mg =Fo+Pufias G | Fia~N (/ui,t’o-iz,t) (18)
Mo >0, ;20, f20, 0<o +o;+ B <L, GARCH(L1)BAL AT LLE LA
O.' - a) +aa|t -1 +:B|O-|t -1 a O-i,tgi,t ’ ‘9i,t | Fi,t—l ~N (071) ' ai,t | Fi,t—l - N (O7O-i2,t) (19)

X, KIS ERG,, Al 5 BRI TFXRAR:

()
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ol=—" _ aip<1l (20)

1 (a+ )
3.9. DCC-GARCH(1,1)#& &
Hi=120F, XNTWMREL R a8, » BB H AT ZERE, R OVHXABIE, D %
XTAFERE, DY =X RIS AERE, A, FFEH, . R D ZMHEAUWNRKR:
Ht = DthDt J H;l = DtilRtilDtil v Ro= DtilHtDtil’ R;l = DthilDt (21)
FAH, Hi=120F, MNTWMMEREZE ¢, e,,, BRQ NI EHIE, C UMK RHIEE,
G, AT ZEXFAFRE, G N7 ZX AR AERE, B4, HFEQ,. C,v G ZEEAAFMTKR:
Q =GCG,, Q'=G'C/'G', C,=G'QG*, C,'=GQG, (22)
BN FA R BRI oy, = t1nr Pore = Vorg » PITEL, SRAFMSR R EGERE C, 5 R &4, AHXARR =C,,
IER G, PrJ7 ZH R H, 7] LARIR N
H,=DRD, = DtCl D = DthithGtilDt (23)
PlERARFR, WX T AR HEIHEEMIRZET a, « a,, FFMERTZRS, AT
GARCH B MR HER L B &« &, MM RTTERITT 1. M4 Engle (2002) [25]115E X, 5 E% 1
RS H, DCC-GARCH(L )R AT PLE UA:

0 =(1-a = B) pl + &y s6s + Blis (24)
G = (1=, = ;) 9 + %1801+ Bole (25)
Oy =(1—ct, = B5) Pro + 461 16211 + PiOizia (26)
Opry =(1— 0 — BL) Por + %650 16101 + PoOaria (27)
BT I77% O O NPT % Oy Oy, EDESAR A RHL(DCC) T I 1 F A 552
XS oy, 0y, By, By BAT T KANRAL TH(MLE)I, A 2500 A2 1 251«
Chot = Qorc Oz = Oany (29)

3.10. Copula F& S SR IKHTIXH
Copula BRHUE F R E 2 A4N48 2 A BRSO R I —2RERA 0 A sk, i Sklar (1959) [26] & X ig
o BBARE X, M X, R ANBENLAR &, BT R AR eR AR A M R R e
U1:F1(X1):P(X1<X1)’ Uzze(Xz):P(X2<X2) (30)
B, x =R (u), X, =F"(uy) . STAEMEEMEEE F (x,x,), —JC Copula B C (u,,u,) B
JE SN
C(upu,)=C(F (%), F (%)) =F(x,%,) (31)
RBLREHLAZ & X A X, FOIAPRE LR B f, (%) F £, (x,) » BREHEDMMREUE £ (x, %), BN
Copula #Z RHUE c(u,,u,) » HA:

()
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(U,0,) f(Fl‘l(ul),Fz‘l(uz)) _ f(%,%,) -0 32)

fl(Fl_l(ul)) fz (Fz_l(uz)) fl(xl) f2 (Xz)
Copula # % ¢ (u,,u, ) 5 EEMFRELREL f (x,,x,) A, B4 Copula 2 &% ¢ (u,,u, ) FIMEE
NIE, XUt Copula % BE & BE R H R AR IMIUE, AR T RR BMIRBOCR . X T RN &
X, F1 X, IR (lower tail) i1 _I- 2 (upper tail) #f i 22 £l 2 SUN -

_ i ! im & (0.9)
j,lz :LmP(Xi <k 1(Q)|Xj <Fj1(q))=LIL1(1) q

» A e[01], i,j=12, i#]j (33)

q

. . i . C(q,9)-1 o o
/LJ?:IqquP(XpFi1(q)|Xj>Fj1(q))=2+I|m#, Aelol], ij=12, i#j (34)

g-1 1 q
#—, Clayton Copula 4> #i %%, Clayton Copula 43 i P& %1 (Clayton, 1978) [27]3<iE: [ 5 s & T MK it
KR ¥n=2MF, #T Clayton Copula 2R3 4ii i %L, Clayton Copula % & b £k & SN (Alexander, 2008)
[11]:

1
¢(upUyie) = (1+a)(u " +u," —1)_72 T (35)
Clayton Copula )~ A1 _E B A R Bl e UM
1 1
Ay=2e, a>0, lima,=lim2«=1; 4% =0 (36)

a—rw0 a—x0

%%, GumbelCopula 737 B& 4. GumbelCopula 77 &% (Gumbel, 1960) [28]5¢7E 1 i & b R AK i
KFoHn=2, T Gumbel Copula RFAREE 5311 B 4L, Gumbel Copula % J& ik %5 7] L& 7= A (Alexander,
2008) [11]:

ot ir) = (A1) A2 (u, ) (I, (-l ) @
A= AU, U, a)=[U, +U, ] Uy =(-Inu)*s U, =(-Inu,)" (38)

Gumbel Copula ()R A1 _E A # R E8 2 XN
M 0i ah—2-2¢, a>l (39)

3.11. EHNERURMET

B RAER AL T (MLE)E 9l FH SR A% 1 28 S B 2 A R iy b B2 PR 401

#—, DCC-GARCH % 2411 . Engle (2002) [25]#2 !, 241 FH B K AR 112K 35 L DCC-GARCH
B SHBT, PAZMYIIGRZE R & a) = (aiyt,azyt) HIBR & 3 B PR B K . HX B0 MLE 5 R2 0T LA i oA 5
ZETTRERAE R R BOTREPINR Y B0 L= gy + Loomstion © 35112 T ZEMETHTTHE Ly PJ AR A

T 1 aiz 2
Lottty = 2.4 ——| 2In(2m)+Inoy, +Inos, +—+—- (40)
| 2 ’ "o, O
FETFrAERZE R &g = (51,v52.t) s FHRARBUE T2 Leoroption ™ AR IR A

2

Leoretation = i {—%[In {l— %J - (glz’t + Szzvt ) T qlz,tqzz,tgl,t - 2q1,tq21,tq2,t€1,t€2,t + qlz,tqzz,tgzz,t ]} (41)

2 2
t=1 1,t12,t ql,tqz,t _qlz,tqu,t

()
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B SR UM R A RS, SZ BT MLE TR
L(v;, V53V, p) = Z[In fy Xy ) +In fz(xz,t;vz)] ZInc( (%) B (%)iv. ) (42)

-1

A MG HIX B MLE TR AT LB PSP BRI, T S8t th S R
L(vi ViV, p) = Ly (Vi Vo) + Ly (v, 0) (43)

=, WesHdhit. X FIHEs%, Flin: Gaussian Copula I3 A%, Clayton Copula 731 BG4k«
Gumbel Copula 73 fii s %, EATTHR S 528 t 0 ATSEUh TS, D0 % 2 e B 0 # MLE J7 R k4T
flith, BSHRREAINSEL

4. MEMERXRRBER
4.1 fEREGIHE

7 2 FIH T UL B ESEFR AR e H USRI FE By B SR R AR SR B i IR M e HE . IR,
U TR E n, AME N 1.000328, IRTEN S TR 1, FISIME Y 1.00049, R P TG A5 Bl R T,
15 - E R PR (A =

i (skewness) AT AR I, L EWSC A T AOFI R UFUSC 26 H8 B FE TS /N T 0, ROR#EAT 7 (ko W 3E
(kurtosis) 7> AT & B, EARW S FR AR UE R s FR B I FEES K T 3, RONER R A RN . IEX A
Jarque-Bera #&56 Z L, IB SRiHMEIRAZE K, BT IES AR, R LR F8EORIRIE I S FE 5L
A A RN ERS AT RBEE WEREE . RIS AARHE, #RoR LIFW R IR BRI IE I s FE B B
BREKES A

2. FHIBMEXMERE

% 3HIH T LiFEE FE L, 1 Ljung-Box Sttt & (Ljung & Box,1978) [13] A AHSCHEA IR R 7E 1%
AP, BHRRE p =-0.007, p, =0.009, py=-0.025, #WANE, B, LUbdmEEry, &—
AN BA BMERYERR 78], &G # AR BAHREAY,

% 3 T IRIEIEE FE L r, 19 Ljung-Box St (Ljung & Box, 1978) [13] E AHGHEAT IR 45 . 7E 1%
KFTR, BMRERE p, =0048, p,=-0016, p,=-0.002, py,=-0.014, KR EL, &
AN BA BRMEKRYERR 78], &G # AR BAHKREAY,

Table 2. Descriptive statistics of the both return indices from Shanghai Composite Index and Shenzhen Component Index

? 2. PRMHRENBIER OIERERRIERE R R M E AL St

B BE e KE /ME PREIR I 5 e 5 B L R
. 1.000328  1.000656 1094551  0.911594  0.016498  -0.26359  7.172304 2725861  0.0000
I, 1.00049 1.000489  1.095943 0907101  0.018486  -0.25416  6.019159 1444723  0.0000

Table 3. Autocorrelation test for Shanghai and Shenzhen stock return indices
3. bR HFAIRIEREWE RS B EX R
AAE AC(1) Q(1) P(1) AC(10)  Q(10) P(10) AC(20) Q(20) P(20)  AC(30) Q(30) P(30)
. 0.021 1.6523 0.199 —0.007  35.390 0.000 0.009 65.053 0.000 -0.025 77.617 0.000
r. 0.048 8.6001 0.003 —0.016  33.630 0.000 —0.002  48.534 0.000 —0.014  59.300 0.000

ik 1) AC KR HMRK ARG 2) Q Fx Ljung-Box Siiltd; 3) P FiR x° KIaMi=; 4) 5 P HIET IS4
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4.3. FHIFERMRE

fBBE p,, Fn EIEZRIG IR IREL, p,, RORTRIEBER ISR, n, TR BIESRIg O SR B as 15 44,
N, RN URIERAE T TR R R 16 5. 3R 4 NDUANAZREAE AIC {5 EHEN T i) ADF A IRKR IR 45 R . &
DRI, AE 1% 5%, 10%%F =FEFR KT, AR AR I LSRR UL & p, ARERE I
ARELE p,, KR ARAE IR, BT AERE py, v p, AAEFRRACE . MM, 12 196MEFK
P, R SRRy, AR R R AL, AR IR AR 3 RARTY 2 IR, RIElTNT
fadete. ST, ASCHR R B e e FE Ry AR 2 4R AL, NERAEAT S0 AT

4.4. Johansen-Juselius HhEEi 6

Johansen-Juselius 3% 5¢ 2G50 2 25 8 9 A DAL AEFAR I ] /7 41 2 (8] 2 75 0] DA sl — /NP AR 2 M 4
BIRERA T . WA EE 2 AR 8] 5721 2 7 B F Johansen-Juselius H#4 5% &, WIREA1Z 1A 1)
Lkl &R AR A .

5 A T BRI RE AR AL v, FIRUEYS S PR 2 r, . Z AJF¥) Johansen-Juselius B RE S0 45 L . b T ] 5
H o, M, #HGE PR E RS, Bril, EA1ZRE R RIRE 513 2I%AIE, Johansen-Juselius P 345 46
SORRW], el EA KRR

96 BRI T _LE AR SRR AR B I K I R 2R v R A T IR A B Ry, 2
) (RIS P B 50 AR AE 1% MERKT T t 56 25 A R

R RZRI T D RR AL R R, T AR R EEECF R KIS e &R .
BRRMIRZETU I TRIILME R RiIRZE, RI T KPR AP AR R, ZRZDHH AT VECM
Tabl.e 31_. ADF unit root test under AIC criterion for Shanghai composite index and Shenzhen component index and their re-
t%"zl.lni)*l';eT:ﬂﬁﬁiﬂﬁa‘—ﬂm%?E%&J:iiEé%#E%u;‘%iiEﬁJi?E&ELIﬁZfE#E%&E AIC N T H ADF B{IIRIQTE
BiA iR 3 EYI G FERY 2 EYI G FEAY 1 WEZE K SF
E tHiHE 1% 5% 10%  t&itE 1% 5% 10%  t&itE 1% 5%  10%

Py —2.2021 -3.9605 -3.4110 -3.1273 -1.9431 -3.4319 -2.8621 -2.5671 —0.2582 —2.5655 -1.9409 —1.6166
P,y —2.2166 —3.9605 -3.4110 -3.1273 -1.9810 —3.4319 -2.8621 -2.5671 —0.3775 —2.5655 -1.9409 —1.6166
M -13.933 -3.9605 -3.4110 -3.1273 -13.935 -3.4319 -2.8621 -2.5671 —0.0696 —2.5655 -1.9409 —1.6166

P9 —21.870 —3.9605 -3.4110 -3.1273 —21.860 —3.4319 -2.8621 -2.5671 —-0.0636 —2.5655 -1.9409 -1.6166

HVE: 1) LA BRI E R R BN 29, 1 EVIEWS ¥ F B zhik#%; 2) ADF K ie iR 3 B & a3 i SO & AR Ba I, Y 2 (A S B i,
FER 1 BEANEL S A AV S #IEI; 3) SIC, HIC 5 B HENISE 5 AIC —3L.

Table 5. Johansen-Juselius cointegration test for the both return indices of Shanghai composite index and Shenzhen compo-
nent index
2 5. _BIRERIE S SR a5 3 2 (B]AY Johansen-Juselius HE8 & 4G LS

s WHRENES A RENEES P E AR < /@y <k

Kege A TR, ol AEE. TE%E AR, TEY ARER. FEa% FEEE. Hb%
AT A KL 1 2 2 2 2
R RS ALAR V25 1 2 2 2 2

#iE: 1) —BrESEE XY 1 E] 4, 2) BRI AR R AL EAT IR B = M A T I R TG LR = A 1A 2 ST

T2, 1E BMEA AT MR LA P T R IR 5
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FLA G R I8
4.5, KB Granger IR XH

LT BT AR, M, Z EFEAN R E EE (VARSI EI 45 . VAR [ R RRGE A5 H T
BEAT Granger BIRSC RS . 45 RKH: 7E 19%MHACF T, WE &R, W& R, MtREEA
R AR R AR, 19—/ Granger JRIK; AHRIML, £ 109%#EKP R, WS B AR,  WARRE
n RIS E AR, YRR, R R, 19— Granger JRE . X W], EIEWEEREL r, SERUEN
AR r,, ZAEA XA Granger KRR HR. REMWMN, FUEWEE R, MY aE R % r,, 7 Granger
R K RSN S5, R RCR B .

4.6. 53HA Granger ER X%

%8 A T IR ER TR EU S RUF IR AR AR B IR ¥ VECM [ B R 2B IR . VECM BRI R: 7257
BRI () d(he) s d(h) % 78 1MERACE TR, #Ed (n,) 00t s 8844 MR, 2
BRI ()~ d(hey)s d(nea) % 75 6BEFAT R, #4d(r,) 5t B BEH. XE,
AR RS HEA v S URENASAR S r,, 2 1A B 23 [ J IR A) Granger A

FATE 1% MK, RENE—M T ecm, , (i=-12) 2 t MIEEH N, KRVHKIHER
AR T HRZDE R A 215 2 PR B AZIE, BHREISC R R A R 7y, ERIY A 215 3 K 1
BAMEIE.

Table 6. Long-run linear cointegration models for the both return indices of Shanghai composite index and Shenzhen com-

ponent index

6. DIE IR SR E R B 2 BRI KHAh B X R MR Y

e AR c [ [P R? AIC SIC FHRZE  F-FiHEZE
FiFgEn, 0.167223 0.832697 0.8705 -7.4149 -7.4115 0.005936  0.000000
FIERAE T, —0.045325 1.045472 0.8705 —7.1873 -7.1840 0.006652 0.000000

F ) S LT TR ACES BN 1%, 5%, 10%0, t I BEA R, EEBHEL, B ABANE.

Table 7. VAR models for the both return indices of Shanghai composite index and Shenzhen component index

F 7. DIEEER S RIENEIE R Z B0 VAR [E8 B EAEE

A c foy Lo o s FHEEZE  AIC sic R?

L. 1.0072° 00236 00418 00736 0.0228 00164 53703 -53619 0.0019

T, }590%01005)* 79:-010396)1* 0053 9;;}0905)1* 0.0162 0.0184  -5.1460 -5.1376 0.0053
F L) S LT TR AT BN 1%, 5%, 10%H, tARKEE A R BEERIELg, B RBANE . 2) c ABAIEIE.

Table 8. VECM models for the both return indices of Shanghai composite index and Shenzhen component index
8. biEWEIE RS RPN EE R B8 VECM EEIREZIERE

i eom(-1) d(r..) d(r..) a(r..) d(r..) a(r,..) d(r.) R

d(n,) 0 ot 01857 0148 0493" 0319’ 0110° Q39

d(r,) 088 08 o827 0418 0.062 0.056 0106 038
HEE L) M5 LT TTRRIEMER KT N 1%, 5%. 10%I, t IR BE AR, BEEEEA, B RKCN AT 2) eoem(-1) B K

PR REGPE RN T B B U S — NI, OV AN AR, BTLE AN 2T eem, |, (i=12) .
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5. DCC #h7SHHX14F0 Copula ERE B RBIRICLE R
5.1. GARCH(1,1) #&#&!

%9 FIH T FAEMER FEH r, AR R TR r,, AOES — B B AR AR (1) R A R 50
Ti 2R GARCH (1,1) « T A Z 5L B K ARG TH I Ak df B A & IR S Aok Ao AR, WU
s fEEn, My, B —ME RS RTT Z R GARCH (1,1) IS HUE 1% T #02 B A 2501 .

B GARCH (1,1) AL, i1 GARCH TR & o, Fl oy, M RH B IEHR K, XE&T % of Al
b MR, XU EAEY S T BRI E 3R e BN B A U7 22 # B R R AR, F FL R i A
t-120t, B T BB En MR B BRI AROR

B GARCH (1,1) AL, (T ARCH B & o) fla; | R o HMAANE, KU Lk
MO 25 16 510 1 [0 VSRS 2R 5% 2 T (s s 300t T 3 46 05 2% o, Rl o, g — 2 2

BT o EIR/N, RIS M 5/

12 BUFER 5, 1 GARCH (1,1) AL B BN & 54 )7 % of, IR IR . € 2 R IRIEW 3 45 H
[f] GARCH (1,1) BAL T (18 & 21 5 % o, IR IR

Gt b, FIRRETREUMI SIS T 25 of RRIE I R R 5 3h 25 75 2 o), I3E. 53 50,0155,
0.0175; FrifEiRZ 4724 0.0064. 0.0062; fWfE5r 7 1.2269. 1.2366; U 77N 4.0321, 3.9471; —
T ZIAAEC RECN 09681, WA, “HIEISE M EA 2 AE, FE AR .

5.2. DCC {&&!

MH, GARCH A E 2 H T WS AL & 7 S I Eh A 567 225 1 DCC B LB T MR LA &P
PN Z B BNAS SR AT ARG R B O 1Al DCC MBS F A S R4, 58—t & 4lith GARCH(L, 1)
RN BT I 72 DLRRHE R %, SRR IR AR E R 22 it DCC AL S 4L

N T AT DCC MK SH, HEGBIBRERZE &, &, L AIERSHIIC R p, TEAWIE. bR
IOAIE R I 3 PR EOR &,y Z AV A 56 SR EUME Y 0.9330; H [HIIH AR IR A & o, a,, Z A
FRASAHR R BUE Y 0.9332; GARCH(L)BRUbRHEIR 2L E ¢, &, Z IAIHIEHASAHOC R B0H )y 0.9333. HI T
DCC A ZH IR B KAUSRG T 757 22, SRS ARG REWMERUE N p, =1, p, =1, p, = p,, =0.9333,

710 HHH T DCC MBAhTHEE R . 18 1% T, S80W tia g as R B E AR BAd, &
B o RIHERE o AN 2%, AR Q) BRI TR E &, MK % i q,, M, &
T AR &, &, LIIBIA KA TT 2. £330 DCC MBS R 5, KRR
(dynamic conditional correlations)[{J i+ 5L Z A py,, =0, /0y G0 T 000 = Uy /OOy HEAT

Table 9. AR(1) and GARCH(1,1) regressive models for the both return indices of Shanghai composite index and Shenzhen
component index

£ 9. LIRSS SR EEIEHE9 AR(L)F1 GARCH(1,1) [EY3&EHY

AR R RALSRE AR(1) GARCH(1,1)
— 2 _ _ 2 2
2 20361.45 . =0.9818+ 001881, +a, ol, =141E06+0,06482(,, + 0968007,

r,, 20361.45 [ (()p% 80+0.0323r,, , +a

0000)  (p-00775) 2t1 2t

o2, =3.47E — 06+ 0.0646 a2, , +0.926257,
! (p=0.0000) (p=0.0000) g

21 (p=0.0000)

&V 1) AR (1) GARCH (L1) HU S MR SUR K IR T LA IE & A8 B O 2) 258 ELR BRI 46 , 11 U B
R — AR (1) %L 3) P S z-statistic FRESAE; 4) HI%4 GARCH i & 1F of(1-a - B) , BRI 2% 0>0, >0, >0,
a+f<l, APERKBURM T SR SHR B AR ES A, 5) FRMEREI SR AR 5, —a, Jo,, » St =12

()
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Figure 1. GARCH(1,1) curve of return index from Shanghai Composite Index
[ 1. EiFUgEEe# GARCH(L,1)E R g4 E 7R
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Figure 2. GARCH(1,1) curve of return index from Shenzhen Component Index
B 2. FEW TR E GARCH(L,1)1E B fhik Bl R

Table 10. DCC-GARCHY(1,1) models from the standard residuals
F* 10. HAREIRETAT{S 2R DCC-GARCH(L,1) 1RE!

X HU K AUSAME DCC-GARCH (1,1)#71 Lo Pa
MLL = 8167.932 47, = (1-0.009881-0.990115) j, +0,009881s7, , +0.990115¢
AIC = —4.414129 g;, =(1-0.010263-0.989585) p, +0.010263 ¢/, , +0.989585q; ,

. g (p=0.0000) g (p=0.0000) o 09333
SIC = —4.407408 0., = (1-0.010263-0.989585) 5, +0.009881¢, 5, , +0,9901150,,,

HIC = -4.411737 0,,, =(1—0.009881-0.990115) p,, + O.(01026351‘[7152‘(71 +0.989585q,,, ,

p=0.0000) (p=0.0000)

HiE 1) MLL & 0 8 K AR Al 1 (maximum log likelihood)fE ; AIC f& Akaike {5 S #ENI{E; SIC /& Schwarz {5 S #ENI{E; HIC &

Hannan-Quinn 1z S NI .
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B4R, 15 GARCH(L LI 0Ll 758 I T A € — LI OB A5 46 77 2 R 7 2525 61~ 2 »
Goess Opos WTAEIER AR BB R TR G G Gy G, WBH B, HE
KEgem, BEEHREEMNL . § BRUS. BI 280N 2 W ah 48 H0 20 1 1) 32 BEARAE

HER LG0T R, BN AL RE py, oo, WFME, BE] DCC B4 514 0.935334, 1]
5n,n, Z A RHE 09330, &y p# AKX REUE 0.9332, &, &, LI HIHAA
FHUE 09333, #AEH L, ®Z%/NT 0.005,

BRI R oy, o, MEEILT U R 1, o a8y~ 60065, TR M AR
ZaAE R RE AR SRR . it iR, DCC &/ ME N 0.8345, & KE N 1, 1B ki a8 25 TRE
aIRECC A AR R A O . H2, FRAAH I8 REULIEAR B A AH ¢ R B — A S R 9 A A 7 45 25 2 R] A
IR I N ) B A AR A R 1R 400 o

3 I T P MR IS DCC BUH R 9B W 7 2% gy, P o, LR . 14 RBLT A
FRUEZETI/E DCC B T MBI A SR RE iy A1y, BARIEIR . K AEHIERHL oy, A o, LRSI
T EE s R, SURIENGEE R H r,, Z A B A IR R R

KAFAR K R py, (55 ppr, — NEA) 5 77 % of Mooy, Z A GUMIHE, H5C R B 5 514
—0.2124, —0.2308, XK, M ETIHIEINERNS, P2 AR k2, MURET st
AR, AT A DRSS .

5.3. Copula B & fk#ix &

e, HIEARHER IR Gaussian IEZ AT G L. B EORUL, AREREDL &, &, R N (0,2)
IERAT. AR, ESUESHT, BT ERESEREZ AFEZER, bl N TIRESTEIEE, &
BT PRE R IES A IE 4« HT % o7, URBRE R RE o -

HWR, HBEARUERZTUR L4 t DAL MRt Carng, WA TR oA 2R/
EIESAG, TEGERSARES, FTLL, FATHEIESAE t A4S N AT 4T

11 FIH T ARHER ZIE Gaussian 1E2 70 A R 2R t 0 A6 N IS EUG THE - 76 Gaussian 1R 7 fi 1
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Figure 3. Dynamic conditional covariance curve of the standard
residuals based on DCC models
[ 3. DCC & THREIRE TS K175 ErhZR B R
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Figure 4. Dynamic conditional correlation curve of the standard
residuals based on DCC models

[ 4. DCC B TR EIREMENS F 18X R Bh & ER

Table 11. Parameter estimated values of Gaussian normal distribution and Student-t distribution from the standard residuals

F 11, ¥FREIREDE Gaussian EASHMFE t S THSHMEITE

Xl Gaussian IE& 54 ( &,,6,, (6,06, )
S 2 O, H, O, p Y Ve v p
U —0.000186  0.123462  0.000534  0.131790  0.933391  12.16330 13.37605 7.489979  0.952569

DU, WRERZE & BB Z N 1y~ oy WHERE &, IBENTTZ DN 1y« 0,5 p RERE
AR RE . EFE AN, WHEIRZE g Mg, A t 200 H B BESI AR v, v, - BE23AT 1 H H
JENV . HREEN p . REESHCEH R NIRHEIREE & M e, 7€ X Gaussian 3 Fror A A28 t JAFR7
i o

RIE LM SE, $T DR 5t 5 HAs e iR ZE R & o, F ¢, 7E Gaussian 1EZS 7317 FI% AR
t AT R AR SRR R R AU, DU MR AN R BUE . ik, BT AT Clayton Copula 1
Gumbel Copula 1Z4fE . XJT Clayton Copula, 20 2 2% o > 0; [fiX%f T Gumbel Copula, ¥4 &
ZHa>1.

2 B T AR ZE AR & Rl g, (R Gaussian IEZS A AIA: t Sp AR RSB, BTt 5
f) Clayton Copula #1 Gumbel Copula ) Z# {148, LA Clayton Copula ()T %7347 Al Gumbel Copula
R AT .

B AR ST AR ER R o M e, ZRIAAHOC R BN 0.952569, F1 2 & T-7£ Gaussian
IEAS /AT DL T A DS R 5L 0.933391. AW wntt, 7E2%2E t Aol ™, Clayton Copula 1T EMEZ(A
0.986292 £l Gumbel Copula [¥] -2 M#E#{H 0.980082 i T-7E Gaussian 1IEZ&5 4> A& L T Clayton Copula ]
T EMEZAH 0.847796 A1 Gumbel Copula /) I MR 0.815683. X i, XHFMFk e Eokin, 4
t 4347 bt Gaussian 1E 2520 A E A5 58 4 (1 1 57 R 38 IR AE A0 33 5 SR VAR I UAL 265 418 52 1] X s AR S bk L DA%
FERBAH M Z TR IR 2

., fF Gaussian IEA /Al K, Clayton Copula T /> #i % A 0.847796, Gumbel Copula &
Iy AR 2 0.815683; FE24E t /AL K, Clayton Copula R 2201ty 0.986292, Gumbel Copula
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Table 12. Parameter and tail distribution values of Clayton Copula and Gumbel Copula based on Gaussian and Student-t
distributions

2 12. ET Gaussian IEZS 2 FIZEE t 27519 Clayton Copula #1 Gumbel Copula 2¥F1E H & i+HE

Copula B %k Gaussian IEZ7 10 ( &,,,6,, ) A NT(8,.8,,)
Clayton a 4.197961 TR 0.847796 a 50.22091 TR 0.986292
Gumbel a 4.097447 TR 0.815683 a 35.14641 LR 0.980082

FRAMEEA 0.980082. BT ASHEAEN, EAIN LR, NRESMAMREEIRE, XUV 7F
—MEHIR S IO T A MEEdR MR E MR s R, E—MEEE R T B — M8
ORI AR . XA %i’%ﬁﬂ AR R TR RS PR UF IR AR AR B ), BEAEAE B3 1 L ARG
R, WAERERN FRKBOCR. X—a, S5 Ly et 58505 TRE S 8 2 1R R s 22
AEEX R T
6. MNEESRMR

KHACLR, PR 9 T I SN A U s Pl 5 TR AR S Il ), — B2 B N A R0, F 2 i
WORPPER R T I BRI AR AR B AT AEAR SR AR DG, H2, B TRAAE ANKIAFIAIHE R G R, K
ME A SC R ISR KR BEKBOC /ST, AHRBONRTH, B LAJex T R m
JE SR P A (R IR SRV — N SR A MR R BRAR o A ST B30 T o VP R 7 7 I S R A ] A e
HATERE T, DM Il A — AN LR A TR A

AR EFE 3699 A EAEZRTR AIVRTE R H B INRE et e, il THo, e T BRI s R BRI
UECRS R B0 AN R B AR B, IR CABK R FER, B TT TR T I SR R A B 4R B TR R R A A S 1
i

TERF 5 7 B, ARSCRHA Jarque-Bera J7 VKA 3G AN 8] 7 41 4% H 2 AR IES 0 A, KA
Ljung-Box J7 KA 50 P AN I 8] 77 51 % B & B AEAE FAROCHE, KA ADF J7 R A5 7 AN I 18] 77 41 % H 2
N AT KH Johansen-Juselius 7732 e 46 15 A 18] PP 41 2 [ 2 AR E KT 8O R, KA VAR
Iri) £ [ [ DA R SR A 56 P A 1) 7 271 2 ()2 TR A2 E K Granger RIARE R, KA VECM ] & i Z 18 IR
RSG50 79 ) [F) AR B 2 (A2 AP 7R Granger ISR R KA GARCH(L,1) BEALSR - 5 4Nf [A] J7
TR & AN XMEF T2 KA DCC MRS5S 8] 7 51 2 7] 1) 2 48 2 A A C R 8 R A
Copula 7347 bR AR 78 5 A (7] 28 45 1 2 [A] ) R AH O, Lk, Clayton Copula 4347 e £t I Sk it
HH Z AR RIS R R, Gumbel Copula 73 B 30 SR THAE L BAKHEI X AR ; MLE
KRG T E R RS M S HE, Hd, 7E{51T Copula B#Z 4, Gussian IEZ 734 Al
A3 NN (R 2SS 1Y) CDF 2T iR BB B 1E 9 Copula 12 B5 73 A BB EUE N LAST A

X E U & i EOR RIS 2 8 H50 05 1 B TR BUAFAE, Geit oA R, 1 iE S 2 48 B0 5 TR UE YR 26 45 2L
g E AR B, AT W DURARIESME AL, #RAEFEALL, AR A
BRI G o X E R A A REAE LUBOE A 2245 t 20 A BR AR R IUT B ME S 0 AR fiE . Ljung-Box
Gt B BRI R, 78 1% T, UGS e HOMRIE IS 2 48 2% 5 AT 2 B BAH SR A
75, EA#EY AR HMEAL. ADF HARKIIGRET, 76 1%M%ACF T,  RuFUaEs fa SO iRiE Ik
i f AR P AR ()P A A &, P AR )7 41 AR il A S L P AR A

XF bR R TR BRI R UE YR 28 F8 5 AR DG ME R S 2 b, £330 T 45

% —, Johansen-Juselius P%OC AR, IR AR R EORIIRUE Y 2 Fia Bl e [a] BAA KA B G R,
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EATZ A K BAZ 5 FEAE 1% HEZ KT R t K056 5535 2.

F, MR ERBE(VARB K IG R,  FAIEIR a8 505 TR I aE $8 Bz (8] A 5535 1 K XU
Granger R XR; MEIRZEBIE(VECM)BAGIG LR, IR EECS RIER s e d (a2 B
[R5 3 X7 Granger ISR R .

%=, DCC A KM R RECAMUEINT FuEas a5 RIFUL a5 FE B2 RIS A G, e
IR Gt 3, DCC ¥ME N 0.9353, #/IME A 0.8345, o KAE N 1, #i# FuFWas FR 35 IR uE
Wi s i Hl oz o) A 1R s A OGPk

00, Copula BES AT KIN, 2F4 t 404 b Gaussian 1E 2573 A 5838 & S EFUS 38 680 S5 R IE
W RSB HS B B AR 762225 t 20 il N, Clayton Copula B2 i ME = {E14 %] 0.986292, Gumbe
Copula IR/ filEZ A5 ) 0.980082, i8] FiFIaifia 8 SR UFUR st E e (8], BEAZLE B3 1 B RS
KER, HATERENTRIKBCR.

YA, FUESEA TRBUS O I 75 I IE S T3 B T B B AR, IRt e E i it
HMAERYRES 3 BT 500 RACEVERZAI, —H MR RE, mH, RIS BAE 2015 4£ 5 H
20 HZ BT R 40 RYERYINESE i3 Bl pARR MR 52, Rk, d-FASCE A 7Y as e 2047 20 4T,
MR B NS TR EOEAT 0T, LA, FEAAT DU 28 it A RS [F) T3 Jl 1 22 5, XA
B, ASCEAWIRE—RE, DUSKBHERECE IR,
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