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Abstract

China’s A-share market exhibits notably high volatility and the characteristic of “short bull markets
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and long bear markets” often resulting in suboptimal risk-return profiles for single-asset holdings.
Traditional static asset allocation strategies lack flexibility when confronted with extreme market
fluctuations. Building upon the classical Fed Model theory, this paper introduces the Graham Index
as the core timing signal to construct a quantitative dynamic asset allocation strategy that rotates
between the CSI 300 Index and government bond ETFs. Empirical backtesting using A-share market
data from 2015 to 2024 demonstrates the following findings: (1) The equity-bond yield spread model
effectively identifies valuation extremes in the A-share market and displays significant mean-rever-
sion properties; (2) The proposed dynamic allocation strategy preserves the long-term upward re-
turns of equity assets while substantially reducing systemic drawdowns during major downturns—
such as the 2015 stock market crash and the 2018 bear market—by automatically lowering equity
exposure at high valuation levels; (3) Compared to the CSI 300 Index, the dynamic strategy achieves
higher Sharpe Ratio and Calmar Ratio. This study validates the effectiveness of fundamental value
investing logic in market timing within the A-share context and offers a robust asset allocation so-
lution for long-term capital.
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HERET S = REMNRE, CHRONERRE KRN A, A BRIHKINGAE <3

s AREERKY MRHME. BdE SR, JUR 300 A Z T AR T 2 Rt IR 3006 )4 BE EI . T
Wl F 55 AT S, Baif) “ SENIRA 7 SRBS AR AL I B ORI O 2R 7 A I 5 KU -

MEMIAEEARTE, TR E S5 R e TIRZ18 . — 7T, X TTH55(2018) [1]5- MM 7T 45
H, SR E S MA TS AT R, WA RS B S s sh B VI e, A —Jr T, BEEIL
HHAERE VT BRI, [ P S E UG 4% 5% 3 IR T 50 BT ARG AR R 2 A 5 Bk . /) £.(2025) [2]48
o, TEAAHFIRAW AT, “APaifx” A RNE =T, HRNRITEE OXM R E (RME 3 E
MR R . XESChi(2025) [t —0 ki, FRI A R 55 5B HUM s 55 s U 2R G i i K Bt e e
BAEL, VISR FATRIE .

SR, A IETT % B AR RCPERFAE (6 75 147 B ) i B SRS T I B ik P B SR T AP AE B35 1 “ A Aish
PEEA T, RIS R R A SRR s I XS (M . IX R WREAE T R BRE i sh MU e i 3, A2
AW ESTd. HUbEE, $5EF %0 s ha B8 IKEER, &R B ERERN
FECR PN L B S AT

TP EEIRTE Y, BT E 90% LA FI A ZE ok 3 T B A EC B ¥ i% £ (Brinson, 1986) [4]. R
[ Py 22 1 A 9% (2003) [S]8 SRR T ahA& B Rl B SRuE N, (B S Z R T HRARA, Hak
AR w14, THXMERIZRZEWAEES Sk sh i BN E S d, Ao <l sBiES N E SR 21E
Bt A o 2T —MAUNE N . BT M E 2R R SN L) KEhAS 5 I B, DIERR K]
B LRI R RO R Gt . AT A SR 5 iE . EHRET, ACEERN
FEIAE BV E Nl B S A & LR bR, TEMCRIR AR B F N Tig R SRR E M. &aPEN
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RIT Al B S AR BPEAT OARAE, G SRR B0 5 T A A A 5 [ i AR LU R BRI e, WA
RS A PR AE P [ T IR W TE o AESERJR T, AN SCORYEE A SRS AR A 1) SR AR 5%, T2 2
TRIFHIERNG S . 2RI R = S AR AN “ e+ SRR sl I 5 R, X0 FOF 2
& BATHEW AR KNSR E R T B '] KT SRR R RS E TR

AT FHESR S HEA R - 5, MBI B ZZ R R a7 B B A R SCHR, IS B R ik 2% 5
HK, VEANIEA S & C AR R TTVE AL 5 KOS A2 128 B, A 2015 4R 2024 SR )77 52
BB AT A BN, JFE RIS AE 2015 4EK . 2018 SRR T M MIRA AT N IR &5,
BEAT ZHUBURNE S A8 5y IRAS R PEAR S5, LSS IE SRS 1A Rk Sl F AL 5

2. kA
2.1. BEFEEBNEREMS S

JU AT AL B LA S 58 Ay — AR B 7 8 0 A0 B AT 95 7 1] Campbell & Shiiller (1988) [6]41 Fama
& French (1988) [ 7] 5 i A I SR U i e 2 v SR AU, AR ST 06 - 4K Lo A% e Al B AR B 2L
AR s R fabr . Horr, 395 - 2R as % (Bond-Equity Yield Ratio, BEYR) & HAR AN T
Bl T H

CRAR 2 AR BB W A - %5 JE i (Benjamin Graham) [8]. Mh7E GIEZR/HT) iR,
RA MR A 2Rk E]) AAA BRI 20 2 50T, BREA BA RSN T albn. “RBAEH
A7 (Fed Model)\ 5 5 K E 512 PTAH BLEARI B2, BEYR AT LA A 40 W 93 2 AH BB AR 1 A
FrifE(Asness, 2003) [9].

R ZRERLEN SR T2, BWHEIESAR TR, R B ST HAH L U R (G %) S5
S BRAR B (e SRR AR ) HEAT LU, PIRERR S THRBEE M “IR DALY o SR, MAREAUIRH, BRI R
Ll BRI SR IEAHOCOR &R, B B R M@K R, IR fR st 2 R s R 2
MR ERA RSN

2.2. HISHEFEERBIEESSE

5T BEYR S5 AHXT M FRAR I 245 08 77 i B 508 B TEARIE T PR BB A . Levin & Wright
(1998) [10]%4 25 E i (WF 0 KB, 4 BEYR & T 2.4 B ROK I EER6 4 /s %, 11024 BEYR (KT 2 BFJS
S EEAE o TP I T R 140 2 P SR s 0 R R0 S [ e i ) AR ) P BOR T — s IR R

% Gregory & Hansen (1996) [11]#2 HALHIFEHAELE, BORER 2 152 35 06 51 N IR B K IX )4
ARSI AL BEYR %% . Migiakis & Bekiris (2009) [12]&FL, 2 &I ERAS T % I R 56 50 i &
SR T AHASH A AR Y 25 26

EFETY, XA 7GSRI M. FRIEB5(2008) [13]F- MWL, B
BEYR W& REIRIFHL i 44 U A, (ATEH AL 5 A ISR A AR . X 3R T 78 SSIEW AL 2078 7
HREEEENA . BfifE, T 1#45(2017) [14]1# F Markov #EXT BEYR AT AL A =& AT 700 -2 e sh 24 41
&, GRRIIOVGH BT HEHE IR SBAL . 5% (2020) [15] FFHESR, HT BEYR #)E
8] 1L 1Y) 2 A T B SRS B 2 AR F BT MRS o X SRR I, T R LA E R A IR Zh A SRS 7E A A
A RS SIE IR, (TR A U0 AR AL o

2.3 BREFMERBEETETINERER S

S B A ZE A T e A 2 T O SR T A P ), (BB AL L5, e v WA T A
GRS RE A E, AR T T BRI  EONA R I — BLR TE BREAR T o [ < iy R o 0
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BARRLRL, 07 £ T 043 5538 S5 0 DA SR 22 58 L) R AR

B2, TEESMTIS KR “BE7” MEsRN TG S BT 2 AR B AN .. BT ER
R AT SR AN AT IR, R EEEERM . REMGEZ MR BE “RBEAY” BUER%E
SEANERAT BRI FT RN 56, B SR S5 6005 2 AT “ BB R8s ” B Ok i E s sy, el
WENR ARG RZIMR. XFh T STE RGP m PR S, HA T Fed BEAUE RCE MO SRl . X —
MARTR R T RIS (2017) [16]6 TR BN PES T RES ¢ R T SRR, BIBE St apxt 85 7= e i B 3%
A

HR, 8P RSB AR ER S A IR, NS 7 SERIEMEh . A R
WA NG G s, B EERENL, S EUTTIAE TR Sl . TR B R . FRDESE
(2014) [17]F01E ¥ 455 (2018) [18] IR Fu 54 v I B T A7 A2 bR P B A0 S AR R iE, IX SR I 4l ) Bl &
SREMEAEAE R, 12 Tk B ] U gl ) S s B L@ M o A T TR ARy — A e S AR TH R JE KU A
RIEMIR R, HA KRN “IRAM” FHE. ERES R IX PR B FERE, FEAETT I IRE R & H S H
5, EWRERNER KHENGES . £ E T e s T, WEEEIRIEE R, 5 5
TE AR AN 2 25 [ SN o 3 -5 X ASER AN B bR (2025) [19] LA K 4R 35 BH AN T 25 111.(2024) [20]2< 4% %t &
T @I AN TSR PRI S5 VI, RIS s e O Pt e i 1

e, FZET A SCE PR AN HEE A A5 B U a5 2 H 28 0N & B 5 B M % O B . fEA DRGSR
H P AR BB, BGR 57 B EAA RIEAE . S A i EE TR R AL, MR 2] LLSE
P ) PE Ko T GR) 22 B 80a@ 0 5| NE Gl st 224 0 0 BE, BT TASER) “ha R, AR
& RS R RN 2B R T e . X R T ONMTTE 2022~2024 - BARZ UK R, HRIS I AEE
PRI 26 SR (A G G B AN EL I 3R . 3 = AUE AR IN(2023) [21] 9 FE b s, BIE7E A i 1 o
T, A RH RSO ARIARE, 3R TR R ZE AR BT AR A AR @ B A A
R =gz

gx LRTR, B SCER B B RGBS N A T2 R, H B T IR ZE A A AT S 5K
WEAAEE, 4B OB IR ZR RS A0 A I BMOMLARRAE (1 SEUE B S AT 2> . ASC B RN — 2 [ .

3. RERIERIE
3.1 HiEFkBESAE

ASCHEEY 2015 4F 1 A 1 HE 2024 4 12 H 31 HAEAFEARXE, e T A KA 2015 G415 A
St NI E R

KU BE 7= EHP R 300 $8%((000300.SH) Xk A A% O 08 r=, SLRLAE 5 RIS NP R 300ETF
(510300.SH).

TERE %= L 5 EIE R ETF (511010.SH)/E v W Ac & T A .

FEAEFRER R E 10 A3 E 5 2 R AE N T RS IR S R AR AR &

fEAE B EEU 300 FREUE S T R (PE-TTM).
3.2. #ZliatRiaE

AR B VR B B AN LeFR A, BIAS 7 JE i 46 2 (Graham Index). & X t B ZIHFIFEFR1E Gy

E/R _ ]7/PEttm,t

G: =
" Ry, Yieldy,,
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H: PEume N t HYPTR 300 FEEUINRZI TR, Yieldioy, N t HI 10 SEHIE G R . Y4 G HUE M,
EURE A T B, R Sk, SRt bR .

3.3. X5 REgIT

AR —MIET GUE MBS O ALE BN .

(1) Bbrehrits

B B 4= 10, B M IS A RIS % T R BT, R R E A 0. BLRH 0 B A7
BT Watookt THELA U -

W,

stock,t

= max (0,min(1,G, - 1)) 2)

B IETF S ON:

M Ge< LA, BEMENIEAmERG, TEREW=0). 1< G <2h, KECMHEEMN LMY
e 2 Ge=2 I, BEEMEGr R, WHOBEEwW=1). GiFFEAN 1 — Wsokts

(2) TR

NI G IR BRI/ N Bl 3 BRI A Sy Al 4238, K SIN 6 = 3% XA L& R HL -

BE Weurrent A 24 I SE PR 7 A ISR B A L. X >0 I, PATHCERAE, Koo
Z HARE Weookte 170, PREFHATRF G AL

(3) K& A

(e 00 e v XA AR < 9 5 3 2 =(0.08%),  HLAE S H I 52 B 7 I A MR T3 2 —(0.1%) I ENFE R,
KL HMERIIN S T,

4. SEELERSTHR
4.1, (EEIEARHH L ES S
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Figure 1. Comparison of the earnings yield of the CSI 300 Index and the yield of
10-year Chinese government bonds

B 1. 3R 300 BRIWNERE 10 SRR R EE XL

M LRTEAE Y, YR 300 8% & RIS 5 26 (E/P) 5 Hh ) 10 4 HT I £ i & 2 52 30 e A S5k P 7 AH DG B
BEOLBY IR, TRZIRM T A BT i) F Re e a2 . 2015 “E T AR BEVE SR IY], BtoR Labs At
7 5178 #i, IR 300 ) PE AT, FELEFINEEHREP) SR TAT, — AR T 2 ity ffl s %
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MRS, B KigE, EP 2Tt Ewmf. SUEN, EfUREEFRITR T, MERDEEY K,
PR B ot 527 HEACER S| I “ ARG X .

2022~2024 4 “fIRANZR” P s, BIRBTTRIUEE, HAEE LRI, 10 4501 E G R M 2.9%
BT E L6%INIT. XA B AR, S T 2 ks R SO R R AR A P S e AL X TR XK
W], RE WG PRAL, (EARK T HARARMIL & A (i at), A %088 i B A E b Do 52
PR AE X 3K

5 JE 1 15 5 (GLEM) [ 52 & 4

& & & & & & & & & &

\?\»\\ Nb\x\ \N\ ) \N\ Q\\,\ '»\\’\ \'»\ %\'»\ q}\\\

M M S N S >
—GLEM

Figure 2. Historical trend of the Graham Equity-Bond Yield Ratio (GLEM)
Bl 2. t#&ECEIER(GLEM)ALEES

W 2 3t — W JeoR T R A% OG5 —— M TR EU(G) B [ A - 2B AR e 2 4E rh R 2
1.5 3 3.0 Z[azh, HATHEWRE AL, EHES: 24 G M5 1.5 HAIET 1.0 (U 2015 4, 2021
SEHD), AR TT I AR BOME KT, SRBS AR 7R X IR T B, A RO T B . WIRGE S
M Gy JM 2.5 I (G0 2018 4EJiK. 2024 4F), AN N T KRS X 8. DRI # % 2024 fF)E,
GBI FRFEA T =i iR - AR UL I, AT A IR EARIE R, (HER S FIRRITE GRS, FhgERr
TEEPIMGEAECE, FREERER L.

X B B AT B o (300 1 S, ISR AN SRS RS SR AR RE L TR B T 34 1A% 0B R T AE

4.2. TREEEIMIRI

ARICAE 2015 41 A 1 HE 2024 4F 12 A 30 HIAMEESAT 7 32 B0 . T E R T SRS E 5 35
XEH:BT%%

Table 1. Backtesting performance of the investment strategy
= 1. SREREIMZE SRR

& F%(Metrics) AN E A YR 300 FRELCENRFA H )
FEME U 76.95% 29.80%
Gl g 6.04% 2.72%
= FNEIE 26.85% 45.45%
JER RS 0.138 —0.055
R 22.50% 5.98%

MASHEES B R 1 AT, Bha vt e B SR 1 h 20 (I (a2 B AR U “ /B BRIk, ReTift
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PR IRREERRIE . 7E 2015 4F 1 H & 2024 4 12 HAFEAREIEARN, 12500 Rt a ik 76.95%, 4
i #4 6.04%, ¥R FE T VIR 300 FEE (R iU ai % 29.80%, FALUL A% 2.72%). X —45 5K,
BT AR ZAE 5 KIS WA REmE 7 A BT IR AT, RIS T3 T AR Bese il 135
3 IR A 38 o

AR T B A WA A 7K DRSS TR S PR 5 R0 4 T e Pl SRS s P58 B2 A« A SRS 11 52 3% LL 28 (Sharpe
Ratio) v 0.138, &3 i T-I7 300 F8%411—0.055. X RAMEA , FEAI AL B 2 4F T, ZRIERENS
AR AR ) (B A R, T () B Al PR 300 Fi Hi i PXURS: TR F WAL i B 2R 3 BER T SRS AR AL
a0 R BB Z (B BN A TP A i il e i BRI S o, e 7 T R e g M 1)
E i ETF, MIMA ROKIEG S 0= T BRI “WGERE 7 (E/H, BRI ARz %,

S KB E T B BE 3 S0PR e AR RE” BOCEEFR bR, VAN SRS SE A E T R A HE R . [
DUHE], PR 300 48T T 2 REI IR, B K IIUA—45.45% (4 2015 4 R RAE Mg 4): ML
T, ARSI I A (A = Ar B BN FEAREGS BAr, H 5K B 35 i £-26.85% . itk — 5 B AL SRR AE
[ R R R ReR, A5 N RIS (Calmar Ratio), BIEALIL R S KR . 45
BoR, RS IRIDHE N 0.225, £27% 300 $541(0.060) 1) 3.75 fif. IXFK M, %R ME 7L A% 42 il B 34
ARSI, A RESEIL PR RIA m4, BEE IR T TR 5 R ST AR, NH AR R T
() RS 4T«

4.3. KBNS R IR

(1) 2015 4 “ALAFA” JEIIBK: Gtk T 5]

2015 F E4E, AL BEEAESI T, IR 300 FRACPUESETHE 5000 VAL, MEACTEE AT, T
f R (PE)Fi A, SEOLEE(R A a2 EP) 2RI T . R, 10 5 HIE Gl as R AR FaE . ARHE
TR JC R R T SRR A, T I PO Bz AR bR R A 1.5 R ERR A, JF—BEEIL 1.0 A9pT S
A

SRS AT 9 BRI BIRLES B3 A TR M PE O b O A TR AR A5 RS, T 2015 4F 5~6 H R 4ilk
MR IR PRI R i, BT ¢ [ 5t ETF

ZiR: EREE R T 7 B, TR L QL AR, SRS LR A2
i, HZRBOPRES, SEhiRE 1 AT SR A (L 3).

(2) 2018 4 “RKAG5H” PRGN A SPILRETT . AR BT S BE 7 -

2018 4, 32r ST by EESEINE 5 B N R B AT BRI, A BT Rt TAT. RS ERIIRER b
WAL EEIXR], (20 10 3 GRS R 4ERFTEL) 3.8% 1 mihr (7 BHEECK), Hikl 1 4% 5 Je a8 5o 147
2, EHARRMA FmEALE S

FUEAT N AR TS, WA B GGERCE, EE e T E A ETF.

it R T HETRIIIN KA AT, B AR T RE RSSO, A TR
MIBEARIG, AR T BCRR BT, R, SRISTE 2018 4F 225 MR U IR 300 FR 4L, AABLH RAFI
TR BE

(3) 2022~2024 4F “ W7 W T HVRAARIALL: WA 5 A G E

ERT B R T R AR A ZE S Y B B KIS B 00 o TN N 7R 59 S A PRI KRR, A BRI S,
MG 2R, AR, TRMBORFFETR, 10 SFE Gl R B 2022 @ s M T,

RUAT N SRERA RIS, (HHR TR B R N, 16 H O E ISR 7 2.5
PA bR, FFeAth Rt ” (55 . BRI R EOS B B AL, DONTERRIRHL S A, Bt Bt
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Figure 3. Cumulative returns comparison between the dynamic asset allocation
strategy and the CSI 300 buy-and-hold strategy

3. FASHEFEERIESIFIR 300 ENFFA RIS LR

5 REMen
5.1. SHEBME ST

TR RS A5 R I S A GEERME) T U, A RNR T 2 = 1.2 (PReFEE) T L = 0.8
(BB ) 1B TE

Table 2. Results of parameter sensitivity analysis

* 2. BEHRMSHER

SRR E i=1 A=12 1=0.8
FEME U 76.95% 74.43% 59.10%
A 6.04% 5.89% 4.89%
JER R 0.138 0.172 0.049

= FNIEIE 26.85% 18.24% 35.38%

R2HHRER, RPH(A=1.2)F, WX el Pr R sy, SRS A A IR PR, B AUk
R T “REM+” o BEARIHE TR BAT R, (HECK AR T AR IEE], S E i N

BB =0.8) 1, HITHUE T NIA5A:, SRIEAE 2019~2020 FF 1 hiEA S m i F e, it
FAGEE R A PRI EAN, £ 2018 SERE T AR AIPEIRES, SRR 25K,

TS HI A, =R = LR R R, R Z TR 300 $%L. XU
JBA5 R AT A i i —— BTN (B B 7 SR AR RS, SRS (R AL SR YR T A TR AR B o il
(IENE R IOE e (ST E Ak S (UBUE S

52. XGHMAHRME
FESKEFRLV Y, 25004, G Bt A (Slippage) & P ARG . AT HEREZE T o1 L2
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AHEES, JBTARSERNS, (H08 7 PP HEAEAR SR AET T RIEAFRE ST, ASSCRXGA A 5y A IR HE )
Ji03 Z =R TH =T 2 —(0.1%) 73 2 —(0.2%),  LAREIUN B <5 B 1 K5 B b b B A

Table 3. Results of transaction cost sensitivity analysis

3. XHMAHRBM ISR

A8 5 B B (L) AR R WA 2 ik e
FEE T 2(0.03%) 76.95% —_
11 2% %.(0.10%) 72.56% 5.71%
15 %% 2 (0.20%) 72.56% 5.71%

N 3 fiR, MLGMANEER 02 2RI ET 02 —01%), ER2HE-PRIAETHZ
(0.29%) 1, S AR AR AL i A SE A O BTAR PR IREF — 2, FF R LI 2 S8 (e 2 SRl SN 5.71%) . 1X
— &R NI T AR AR A T AL o b TR U R RO 2 T 2 A B AR 3R K IR b
FEB AR 218, HIARIESIN T 3% AT 22 pi X, I A4S SRS 7 K H 20 I 18] O 2 3 ) PR
FER, WA AR AL B B PRI, SRS XA 5 BER B A s (6 “ e 717, RIS A KR e siitis
VB, BB SR i e A G DL T, MR BE DRI AR A B A 2

6. Lit5RE

KRR TR T R R TR R A BN B RCE SRS, IFEId 2015~2024 4R KA 1 SRR
WE T HARNE. WHERW], BETRZERAE A BT BAT B IS e, SHEHTIESE, IR 300 4
AU 5 10 FEIE Gl as 5 2 MAAE KRB &R, B TR E I8 B RE 0% A 28220 11 T 370 1A ik 390 o
AHEMGE L AL N WU R, S T lles - KU B BT, AR OR B BT R A
SRPER I, AR OHBEI T 72 AR . 55 AE 2022~2024 4F [H UL R SRR FATIBL, AL IR
B 7 BERARACA R BN AN [, BMELE T3 R 4 ARV D M 35 R e B2 7, BRIE 1 HLAE 58
i NS A A E M

ST EiRgER, ASCHHRBREMBENR T I E. H, B SaIT R kmE. A
BE WIS, FEORBORER. AHMRSEOt 7 — NIRRT, B A A SR £ %
F AR N BEAT I R0, A RO T AER S s FR,  BEALRRIR AR G e FEE
TEREE R AP T, FAL ) FORSE BT IS as R A AT AL 7 K o HURIER B AR i o B 4E, B ok
TR Z2 A R AT BC B AN B, AEARA RIS NG R T G K. B, 0 T fREEE . haEesE
KRS, 2RISR T REHBE R AL AT S A B R, AR Ja g 53 M & (SAA) % 0 2% .

JUEARWEFCUESE T AW 1A RE, B RIRYE. B, £ G s Sl T % i ki
BT, MR DR RO RE 2 M BLAR LN (R ZUB B, Rl T S S sAh, PRSI AR
B, ARG IR 08 7 37 R 31 B35 5 (U SR ) ) e SEAEAE — 58 B o AR R BIE 7E AT A 2K 51 AR ZG
PERER S HLAR A I S0E, 2RI ZE SRR R Z R IR AR R; B R EEA TN ER T 51351
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