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Abstract

Since the 2008 financial crisis, systemic financial risk research has received widespread attention.
Containing risk spillovers, constructing transmission networks, and identifying key nodes are
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crucial to enhancing the financial market’s risk management capabilities. This study constructs a
dual-layer complex network based on stock returns and investor sentiment, employing Pearson
correlation, Kendall correlation, and mutual information methods to capture market co-move-
ment characteristics and investor behavior patterns. The DCC-GJR-GARCH-CoVAR model is uti-
lized to measure the risk spillover effects among financial institutions, including banks, securities
firms, insurance companies, trust institutions, and real estate firms. Additionally, centrality indi-
cators are aggregated using the entropy method to reveal the impact of centrality in different net-
works on systemic risk. The results indicate that incorporating sentiment factors and construct-
ing networks using mutual information enhances model fitting accuracy and provides a more pre-
cise depiction of risk transmission pathways. Moreover, firms occupying different network posi-
tions exhibit significant variations in their contributions to systemic risk, underscoring the im-
portance of market participants in the network structure. These findings offer new insights for
risk monitoring and policy formulation.

Keywords

Complex Networks, Systemic Financial Risks, Investor Sentiment, Correlation Coefficients

Copyright © 2025 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 518

F G0 S b XU 45 4 1) R0 A 5 A SRR R RN SR 4R B I B K XU . 2008 4 4l fE ML A K Hh [
1 “ERTE” R CRR” FARRREE T SRR RINEES M, HER) T e A R A, (R R A ORI
XoF 2R G R 1) P B DT VR AT IR AT 9T B A B AR BIET I 0 AT AE S, A SRt KU A B R (LR}
A

“ROGMESRAR” M E 20 tHAD 80 FEARAS) T Z R T AR Ak . Bernanke 48 H 4 Al Ak R (g
ROLIE IS (E DR M HAR LGS SR T30, AT TSR T R Gt AR 18 [1], Kaufman i
— 35 B L6 AR AT R 4 Rl 2R B2 [ 2] VaR AR AR b v Ak XU B B T, fi J.P. Morgan fJ Risk-
Metrics RZiHEH[3], (HIH 2B 1 S RVLI ] OCHE . IR #MX —EREfA, Adrian T Brunnermeier $2 H
T CoVaR J7i4[4], Ja4kwtsi4si& GARCH A — Bk 1 1% 7532, i Tobias A1 Brunnermeier 2t
TENAS R J77%4[5], Huang F1 Zhou % T~ Copula #5284 4047 1 A Bl il 1 37 1) XUz A% 3 [6],  Karimalis £
Nomikos NHF 7 T KK ICIX & @ik R 1 XU [7]. DCC-GARCH #: %y Engle $2H, AI#E&miim+n
A PE[8] [9], DCC-GIR-GARCH-CoVaR #A i —P 454 T GIR-GARCH [HHEXIFRELN, #
DA I (RS A

IAER, BRI &g S H 23) 72« Mantegna 2 H 55/NAE B (MST) FH b7 95 77
FHOGPE[10], Kritzman 55 A4 H 56 TR0 0 G 1 28 254 0 A 71 [11], Billio 55 A\ i 44 2 S Al LA )
(AR I 2SR T XU HOLHI[12] . Wen BRI FE3E— B4R R T S RHLAL 5 45 RlRH LA 8] R AR o XU
i tHAOR[13]. S UbIRIRE, 17351 4 10 RS RS I/ E R 7R 32 210G . Baker A1 Wurgler 8 Hi i 715 24
S I S T 3 AR R AN [14], Tetlock i ILEEAAR 1 45 24 4k vT T 7 3% 9% 2 [15], Bollen &6 \idid Twitter 1%
25y BT R T 15 28 18 B R 30k HouT i T i sh i) Tt & J1[16], Preis %5 A& Google % & 73t i
T4 R TT IFEM[17]. Wang HIBFFER I, #5058 #5015 46 i sh R e Sl SRS MM A6 A2 4k, 1E T B i JX
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KL id18].

GO EIRM G SIS E M ITHESR, G THERT s EERFERRE T /EH. Arouba 1
Diebold f&tH, TG4 I RBAMA TR ST AT, 1H % M4 E T T R[19]. i kg
TR F NG RN L AT, BT LA G R T 37 HP 00 DG BEE T ORI RS AR P R A2, O R G T XU 5 FRL A it
B o DR, ASCILRE TR SR s S R R A R B R M 4%, IR 455 DCC-GJR-GARCH-CoVaR
AR B A 4 RN [R) P R 6 O, DR T 2R 8k KOG 00 B8 ) e i bk, R 2 R i PRI T SR L B i
X
2. L EmiaRstEmREEEKFEFNER

T TG ) R G e RS Vi KT AT I S 2 AR AR R T AR E R, BE T L SR R g )
SO K AE TR i R B RS A SN . A SR Al DCC-GIR-GARCH #5178, 45 £ 3 M A 5 s A A o itk
YT, AT R G R KPR

DCC-GJR-GARCH #:7 f) g 37 75 MIERE ) ARMA #EAURT GARCH BRI N TF, 3B 5] NAEXTFR i 5
RS AN BN ZS AH A 73T

2.1. ARMA &5

ARMA #57([ [8] 1T F2 50 F B AR ) -l s A s it 1) 2 50 1) 1 B S5 R 8 P9 &R, e sdam
s S R B AR, AU Sl AR R f R B s A

ARMA (p, ) R

Ve =CHAY i+ Yo+ 0 Y HO6 + 06+ + 06 4 +e

Horfr, y WP SIIE, c =EEBEIED), 6.4, 4, 2 ARARE, 6,6,,-,0, 2H3TH
REL, o RAMSIRE, @E BRI IES S0 N(O,O'Z) .
2.2. ARCH #&51

ARCH #RAEINSHE 5 =0, MR s R BEI SR, RS 5EE i Kpsh. HALEN 5] NER
HIER 257 7 DR HEIR W s, Rk

q
2 2
Oy =0+ Zaiet—i
i1

Hrr, ol R KT 2, ap REHI, o —RESH.
2.3. GARCH #=&!
GARCH R38O0 s PR, 8 25 81 £ 26077 Z M, sl Bt . RikH{08:

p q
2 2 2
oy =w+) a6+ oy
i=1 j=1

H, o REBIN, o M P, & GARCH BRI 4.

GARCH (1, 1)BRY 58 ¥ RE 4 A RO K 22 $0e B 18] e A1 OB slie itk o SR, IES A R ook g
SRR B RN R PP B R B SRR R RS . [AI,  ARSCSIN t J3 A R BE AT 1 Fd A i 31 ) R A M 3N
PEBNIE, I B i X 38 XU AR ity PR RS (KU 1A B . GARCH-t AU RUE B AR 2 IR t o0 A, HAER
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F(\H_l] v+
2 & 2
f (q |crt2,v): [1+ J
MF(;) vo!
Her, T()RMILRE, of R t A2, vi2 I EEBESH.
2.4. GJR-GARCH #&5!
GJIR-GARCH &R 5] NJEXFFRUE B8, X o 1E b i sh MR R s m . R 0N

p q
2 2 2 2
oy = C‘H'Zaifm +Zﬂjo-t—j +rliae,
i

i=1

Hr, oy AR SIS EL 1, R
2.5. DCC-GJR-GARCH &5

DCC-GJR-GARCH #4447 GIR-GARCH I a4 DCC BRI B A A e, @i w44
BT GIR-GARCH #AY, HEArELsk 2, BEmifliih DCC AR, Jo e 2 A m i (] 7 51 (1) 38 sh A AH 5 P
AL

ARE A SN

Z A H GIR-GARCH BARLfiliit: X448 X, , it GIR-GARCH £,

Pi i
2 2 2 2
it =0, +Zai,j€i,t—j +Z:Bi,k0i,t-k +7ila6ia
i1 k=1

THEARHEL SR 2 - FIFIAG 1) GIR-GARCH A, i+ SRR ANAZ & X, £EI [A] t AOFRHEALIRE 2, = S,

DCC M fhiit: {EFFRIEMIR 271 {7, ) 1 DCC B, R =DQD, ,
S, DR FRERE, JERHETEN ol ol ol -

Q& SR AH R RS, % B LA NN

Q =(1-2)Q+1zz,
Hr, Q KM RETELE, R EHIHK RECEIHEE R S 4.
2.6. CoVaR 3%

CoVaR HiLiEt %8 45— MK | HRAFIH VaR KT, HAth 4k R G0 skiWUAL B i RIB RS 2K,
o TR AE SR A R AL GeLE] . CovaR HIE SN RS s 7E4F | A T3 VaR /K-FIN i) Sf AR R
B, ~XA:

P(R, <CoVaR{'|R =VaR})=gq,
Hop, RONEMARS s MULEEHE, CoVaR] Fm REAERE KM F A%, @i HACoVaR, o]
PUgE— 2D B A BN HLR N 2R GetE RU  Br ok, ik Kt

ACoVaR]' = CoVaR}' (VaR,,, )—CoVaR; (VaR

stress ) normal ) '

AR 24 DCC-GIR-GARCH-CoVAR MR AT SIEUE 73 HT o FRATTAR 2 1 2 Ge i AU 1yl 55 A =X
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3. HEERTIANE LML : WERMESH FEBTEMEN S
3.1. W SRR R AT 2 ML

FRAE Mantegna 17575, T30 SR a5 26 1 AH DS VA A S Al T 370 I 25 [20] o BBEER i R I SEAE R IA] ¢ 11
YRR, AR

fii = In(Pi,t)_ In(Pi,t—l) ’

Horb, PRI A0S | R BESEAERT A ¢ 01 MU . T RUAIREER, IUBUN IR 23 2 IR AH O R
#[21] [22]-
3.2. SIABHEEREMLE

JUE ISR 26 X 48 BE S A SR R P A B 2 TR RS PR AT RS A S ALH], (BB AR RE 4 T S 1T 3 R 4%
PEEE IR . SR TTIA R AAMSZ AR E S OK s, 10852 BB 15 4 1 B & 5m[23] . N T 9R#h

W RS R, AP TR B HFE MWL, UHRRIEHERET AR ERE . #85H
154545 47 (Investor Sentiment Ratio, ISR) & X {1 F -

Her, Hi O ML, 7 aless | R AR A ¢ et JFR M AR . e bs St | #5885
WIN IS GOIRES, JREE Sl FOR A ) 6 P A 22 DAY /D W P [24] . R 217 45 9 265 1)1 )RR IR 52,
L PAE R 25 e bs 2 () AR G VERf 8 X BRI 38 7R 17 3 R B AR BRI AT 9 R0 48 D 30 1) XU 15 4
3.3. &R MERREXKEES
I R R DG R B E AR RHE DG R AS HAS B A A e R R G AR MR IR DG, MR A oM
FRRE, FEHET XA PR AT S 2 (AR a5 40, DUTE 4 TR 8 7 11 3 o M 5 R4 it AR A S AL
B /R b AH 5% Z % (Pearson correlation coefficient) /2 1y & 9 AN A8 & 2 [A] 2k 1 5¢ R FE A 7 [ I BE it & o
FKiIEAN:
L))
xy = . — . —
\/Zi:l(xi - X) \/Zizl(Yi _Y)
Horf, n BFEARKAN, X, Y, AR R X R Y FISRAREARSEE S, XY B2 A8 & X R Y IFEA
BIMH
18R HH 58 Z 5 (Kendall’s tau coefficient) /& —Fh FH T & N B 2 MM E, EAKREBT
AW A, @ H TR RS E S A R AN . RE08:

r=2Pr[ (X, - X;)(¥,-Y,)>0]-1

Horp, HERA O R B EUE VSR [-1, 1].
A5 B (Mutual Information, MI) 2 #7 & AR & 2 A1 25 B E. M TR R R R EL
FAS BRSO AT B A 1 RGP OC R [25]. HAS BE TS BMRESE L, HitE AR T
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1(X,Y)=> > p(x,y)log p()x y)y)

xeX yeY p(X p(

Forbr, p(X)FH p(y) 20 R & X MY RIAPREZ A0, p(x,y) R IS MR i .
3.4. SR ALIE RR R RO 45 38R

TERIF 740 Rt 22 Gt RIS P 2 2% DX 28 7 A o, R S 2R 800 I 10 0 e Ak T g 2 TR 4% 5 g F O B D R,
W I 7 AL G BV | Fe/ N A AR V2 [ L0 T [H fe K€% ¥l (Planar Maximally Filtered Graph, PMFG) [26].
] V2 o Y A R R BB R B 9B ARG R B, (H 5 REUE R E K MST Tk B oAl e ik, H AT Rg
WG RAR IR, SRR TRimn; AL N, PMFG J5 it iy 1 i B B o8 2 F B OCHE,  REmE i
PREIRNZ AR R, HIFE R RGNS RR RS, KA 7L PMFG 247080 .
3.5. MEIRIMEHIEIR

(1) oBUE
IALFE (Weighted Degree) 2% fEi% Tﬁﬁiﬁ*ﬁ’]ﬂ%?ﬁh, TE SN

]

Forb, o SRR R ] Z AR . W T R T AE R BRI R, K SRR kR R

(2) PageRank

PageRank W T 73 BLr BOFREATHEAL, KA W SO BR T 0, LT 2 1) OB R I [27]. SRk
W

PR(u)=(1-d)+d 3
ueB(u) Nu
o B(u) R EEE 20 UM u P TTHE SR, PR(U)E 7~ PageRank Hik 4 FL4s TUIH u 4040, N, RN UL u
M BEEE, d BRI RBGER ST 0.85). WA, Frfg 19 51 PageRank {E4 1/n, n N3 A S5
(3) FHEMEH Lt
FRAE ) SO PR T SRS T, T R SR R I AR, HARRE R O R . KR
Kk JZ ] XK ﬁ%%(xl Xe e ) Forb XK 25 K Z AT A ARRIE R RO, T XK AT AR R A
W Xk :ﬁmax
o, W RMATES kR MR EBANEAE, X RWS R R, A™ WK R A .
(4) BEHLME
B2 1 (closeness centrality) i &5 55 5 HAD AT 5T R A E B, AXXN:
_ n-1
I Zj;:idij
o,y TR BT AL ROINBLCEE S, n AR RS N AT
FT A X S FR bR IE TR B E N SR, T2 )2 S 75 B 25 bR it AT R A
(5) REZEF OHFRH
WEE R, BERTRRAR, HERMEXREANEGEMERN ZEMghoEEnEse. B
SCIRN:
R E D TR AR bR el s TR E AR RO PR FR BRI, A5 IR A AU RS IR RRvEAL

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2025.152094 417 BE 51


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2025.152094

PULESS

Ja LTS, B GE O TERERR . LA 208

! H (XI norm)
Xcombined = Zn—y Xi,norm
i=1 Zk:l H (Xk,norm)
SO, Xy WG AR, 0 BV H (X, ) 955 | IR RO AL IS o0 S5
T o

X oo 8 1 IR O B A

4. WIRSSIES R

ASCERIFEARSE TR AT 28, HE TN AN BB SRiasE S . BiE
e Mur AT E ) 2. BEAREE R E 2013 4F 1 A 4 HZ 2022 4 12 A 30 HIf A I b7 S i
ks, 3L 33 KEMMLK, FE 16 FET. 7 KUEHAF . 3HXHEKAF . 3 FEILA A 4 FK b=
YA 1).

i)
AN

ol

L\\

Table 1. Names of financial institutions

=1 ERIARIR

RAT EZ RIS 516 22 0
LRRAT AT SIS A7 EIRIINiN JiREA
EWARAT P RAT RITW e % e [ 15 PRA
BV HRAT JERERAT RIS SHEP N T BE A e 5T AR
TR RAT AT THRUESF e A
TR AT TRARAT B IESF
ALIRRAT JERRAT JTRAIES
Yol AT e RAT JERIUESF
HEIRAT R UERAT

AICAEH 33 K E i &R0 H B R R 2, THE IR AME, FAZE TR E 33 K4eRLL
R 22 Gt AU s H (W42 2) . 2013~2014 4F, Tilghase, BURSCRERT Bk, REGIERREIK. 2015 4
6 HMTm AEKIE Rk, SEOTRN, RS b 2015 KA, TIHRE R, BEEEE
OEFE, RS RE. 2017 FhESFEKRE, 1R E ORI, RAEMERGREK. 2018 4, ZHER
AN E IR R, T ORIE Bk, R G R 2 R

Table 2. Ranking of systemic risk spillover effects of financial institutions
2 2. R R G XU U HE R
2013 2014 2015 2017 2018
ACoVAR Rank ACoVAR Rank ACoVAR Rank ACoVAR Rank ACoVAR Rank

fRFIKE  0.01096 31 0.00869 31 0.01283 32 0.01172 1 0.00380 33
LT 0.01673 22 0.01248 22 0.02323 26 0.00751 20 0.01392 25
KA E 0.00929 32 0.00817 32 0.01834 30 0.00519 32 0.01165 31
TRRAT 0.01573 25 0.01223 25 0.02514 23 0.00616 29 0.01543 20
HREAT 0.00172 33 0.00306 33 0.00867 33 0.00717 24 0.01579 18
HKIES 0.02114 10 0.01765 4 0.03358 3 0.00919 13 0.01666 14
JTRAES: 0.02206 5 0.01686 9 0.03316 6 0.00981 9 0.01729
MES RS 0.02223 4 0.01773 2 0.03355 4 0.00916 14 0.01778
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A 0.01813 18 0.01377 18 0.02414 25 0.00787 18 0.01692 11
EFRUEH 0.02309 1 0.01770 3 0.03407 2 0.01022 7 0.01874 4
EESER 0.01424 26 0.01114 27 0.01881 29 0.00665 25 0.01382 26
HEEHAT  0.01857 16 0.01416 15 0.02767 17 0.00861 15 0.01642 16
#MAT  0.01640 23 0.01302 20 0.02850 15 0.00751 21 0.01622 17
ZTARAT  0.01900 14 0.01400 16 0.02772 16 0.00778 19 0.01562 19
KA 001759 19 0.01389 17 0.02602 21 0.00920 12 0.01534 21
M4 0.01263 29 0.00986 29 0.01913 28 0.00620 27 0.01084 32
THARIT  0.01998 11 0.01489 13 0.02869 14 0.00838 17 0.01658 15
FOVERAT  0.01688 21 0.01210 26 0.02606 20 0.00604 30 0.01481 23
FZERAT 0.01851 17 0.01472 14 0.02922 12 0.00930 11 0.01675 13
WRMAT  0.01881 15 0.01495 12 0.02891 13 0.00616 28 0.01361 27
BeEH A 0.01390 27 0.01236 23 0.02450 24 0.00593 31 0.01205 29
HEFA 0.01691 20 0.01310 19 0.02739 18 0.00643 26 0.01681 12
HHHEA  0.01148 30 0.00878 30 0.01689 31 0.00402 33 0.01298 28
MAVERAT  0.01970 12 0.01563 11 0.02996 11 0.00992 8 0.01696 10
BFFHEA 0.01365 28 0.01094 28 0.02039 27 0.00724 23 0.01191 30
W4T 0.02161 7 0.01644 10 0.03128 10 0.01052 3 0.01881 3
AEIES  0.02140 8 0.01720 7 0.03229 7 0.00936 10 0.01738 8
FEF42 002182 6 0.01722 6 0.03180 9 0.01051 4 0.01911 2
9 6

2 1

FEAE 002117 0.01692 8 0.03199 8 0.01027 6 0.01840
FEKME 0.02276 0.01826 1 0.03560 1 0.01093 2 0.01963
FEMRIT  0.01605 24 0.01233 24 0.02546 22 0.00738 22 0.01517 22
{EEAT  0.01921 13 0.01257 21 0.02628 19 0.00850 16 0.01460 24
i{Eifs  0.02237 3 0.01735 5 0.03319 5 0.01035 5 0.01847 5
2019 2020 2021 2022
ACoVAR Rank ACoVAR Rank ACoVAR Rank ACoVAR Rank
RF%FE  0.00187 33 0.00169 33 0.00223 33 0.00283 33
R8T 0.01322 27 0.01531 28 0.01126 24 0.01333 24
AHME 001284 28 0.01437 30 0.01071 27 0.01291 27
TR4R4T  0.01354 25 0.01530 29 0.01064 28 0.01175 30
FREAT  0.01384 23 0.01678 21 0.01202 20 0.01529 18
HKiEF  0.01710 10 0.01882 10 0.01327 15 0.01581 14
JTRIUEZE 0.01764 6 0.02036 7 0.01483 8 0.01782
WEEIES 0.01771 5 0.02052 4 0.01473 9 0.01812
BRI A 0.01606 11 0.01800 12 0.01120 25 0.01588 13
EFRiFZE 0.01798 2 0.02121 2 0.01604 5 0.01909 3
R 0.01268 29 0.01534 27 0.00826 32 0.01186 29
AT 0.01540 15 0.01729 18 0.01292 16 0.01537 17
HWRAT  0.01470 19 0.01771 13 0.01214 19 0.01396 23
AT 0.01433 21 0.01701 20 0.01161 23 0.01406 22
RAMRIT  0.01442 20 0.01642 22 0.01359 13 0.01490 20
FERUHT 000993 32 001146 32 0.00945 31 0.00999 32
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TUARIT  0.01557 14 0.01762 14 0.01412 12 0.01597 12
FOVERAT  0.01327 26 0.01613 23 0.01031 30 0.01247 28
F24R4T 0.01560 13 0.01760 15 0.01438 11 0.01645 11
WRIRIT  0.01506 16 0.01748 16 0.01357 14 0.01577 16
BeEH A 0.01240 30 0.01573 25 0.01166 22 0.01331 25

JikkA 0.01485 18 0.01566 26 0.01239 17 0.01579 15
HH % 0.01414 22 0.01735 17 0.01224 18 0.01520 19
MAVARFT  0.01594 12 0.01824 11 0.01515 7 0.01689 10
5 0.01113 31 0.01265 31 0.01064 29 0.01163 31
HWRMIT 001743 7 0.02040 6 0.01717 2 0.01932 2
HWIES  0.01720 9 0.01904 9 0.01462 10 0.01772 9
RS2 0.01784 3 0.02067 3 0.01649 3 0.01895 4
FREANFE 0.01732 8 0.01991 8 0.01625 4 0.01812 5
FEARM 0.01904 1 0.02233 1 0.01726 1 0.02037 1
EARAT  0.01375 24 0.01604 24 0.01081 26 0.01326 26
HFEMRIT  0.01493 17 0.01715 19 0.01199 21 0.01441 21
HEiEgE  0.01772 4 0.02049 5 0.01578 6 0.01796 7

Figure 1. Pearson network diagram of financial institutions in the first quarter of 2015

TAFIER
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Figure 2. Kendall network diagram of financial institutions in the first quarter of 2015
[ 2. 2015 FE—FE SRIHIHAY Kendall L [E

Figure 3. Pearson network diagram of emotion network in the first quarter of 2015

3. 2015 FE—FE 1FLEMLEAY Pearson 4% E
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Figure 4. Kendall network diagram of emotion network in the first quarter of 2015
4.2015 FHE—FEHEMLEHY Kendall P2z E

REEWE—AZEME, HR IR — IR A [F] 2 0 09 2% KA [F] I S F] — 2 R, R I R
FEHIBCE AN RIFAME E . Flan, K 1~ 4 P eyl = Mg b a5, RYR— 2 T e fe 2 A R 5
FE. Bk, ZEMGBREHESHLREMEHEZMEE. & 3 340 78k &% 2 O v B8 KRR 15
it
Table 3. Descriptive statistics of centrality metrics
= 3. UM E SRR ST

W 4% I 24 25 KA RFAE A% P 1H YN R/MA bRt 22
AL 1188 8.0488 29.8020 0.5627 4.7587
pagerank 1188 0.0303 0.1115 0.0170 0.0133

Pearson
AL ) O 1188 0.4162 1.0000 0.0899 0.2203
B oot 1188 0.4080 0.7805 0.2238 0.0771
IR EE 1188 6.2249 25.8444 0.3959 3.7111
pagerank 1188 0.0303 0.0873 0.0171 0.0132
Fendl SENAGTE G ARG 1188 0.3970 1.0000 0.0873 0.2109
B oot 1188 0.4116 0.6957 0.2462 0.0747
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Ty 1188 3.1478 12.9121 0 2.6752
- pagerank 1188 0.0303 0.0870 0 0.0180
o REAE [ A O 1188 0.1232 0.4409 0 0.1230
P Y 1188 0.3602 0.7989 0 0.1824
JAE 1188 7.8465 24.0143 0.6150 44314
pagerank 1188 0.0303 0.0870 0.0170 0.0124
1% 4% Pearson
HFAIE ) 5 O P 1188 0.4296 1.0000 0.1040 0.2241
Y 1188 0.3974 0.6809 0.2520 0.0739
Iy 1188 6.0105 23.5990 0.4010 3.4152
pagerank 1188 0.0303 0.0972 0.0170 0.0126
4% Kendall
REAIE [7) 2 RO 1188 0.4082 1.0000 0.0928 0.2134
O 1188 0.4009 0.6957 0.2286 0.0742

N T ORI AT (R AT PR AR, A SO 1 ALl e A2 24k DO 4 A1 45 2 X 2% XD I ASLEZ « PageeRank s
REAIE [ B PO VR RV RS 2 bV 9 B AR, IR R AR B AR A AN X 2% rh 2571 s ) B A R O R et
9 <2 R i P 1 i 7 S NS N S VRV e M1 S X S i T B 2 Sz SN
BRI AR 1§ B IR A E(ROE) . B 7 R LI KA . MBI (ROA) . AL e, x4 it
FUBLLN A7 657) OGS B B8 7= SN 537 A5 i hm . I e B AN RERS A 242 il o ) P I 95 DR 3R 3L
I BEPR AR 23 ] W 55 K51k 45 1 37 S5 AR A X XS % 38 A T 3790 3 (R 52

4.1. R?#I45 DCC-GIJR-GARCH-CoVaR &AM

T VS CoVaR FabrxF R Gt RS IR RE 11, AR R2 K656 k1T B4 4 GARCH-CoVaR All
DCC-GJR-GARCH-CoVaR 1144 1) CoVaR {8 5 Yk 52 m A8 5 2 6] [l S48 .

Table 4. GARCH-CoVaR Goodness of fit
%% 4. GARCH-CoVaR R &SR E

N i AR 45 1Bkl
| R R2 P JF R?
R2AFTH F{HASTE dfl df2 SEM AT
1 0.415 0.172 0.160 0.172 14.785 16 1138 0.000
Table 5. DCC-GJR-GARCH-CoVaR Goodness of fit
%2 5. DCC-GJR-GARCH-CoVaR #EBIH & E
N i R Rt
i R R? THE G R?
R2ASEH F{HAREHE dfl df2  BEMWFEAE
1 0.627 0.393 0.384 0.393 46.021 16 1138 0.000

M 4 F# 5 fiin, DCC-GIR-GARCH-CoVaR A4 (1) R? (0.392) i 3% = T4 4t GARCH-CoVaR 1544
ff) R? (0.172). DCC-GJR-GARCH-CoVaR &AL 7E fif e 28 G 1t RS 7 Thi FA 5 9 0 3 FH 1 A Rt . AHER
4t GARCH-CoVaR #M, ZHMAMY BE 68 S LF b4 T 7 3 A AR ME A X FRIE BN RS, 38 R 23 12
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51 28 G XU P 0 B . R, AR SR A DCC-GJIR-GARCH-CoVaR #RE AU EAT SIE 404, DL N RS0k
DS B SRS R (1 AL A

4.2. B8 (Mutual Information)5 R*#&L& 434

TEA T, Jy 13— AR T R G KR i Hh I RE e 77, A1 151\ LA B (Mutual Information, MI)
PR A2, R H AT A B O MEFR AR AT REAGES, VPAY AL LA BE (5 m,  LASR I (5 5.
T4 22 Ge v AR Hh R A

Table 6. Goodness of fit without mutual information
6 THEELEHE

‘ BE G B
it R R2 WS R?
R2AFFE  F{ELHE dfl dfz2  EBEMFELE
1 0.569 0.323 0.314 0.323 34.010 16 1138 0.000
Table 7. Goodness of fit with mutual information
=7 BEHEEMNEHE
. \ BEG YR
B R R? T R —
R2 AR FAEAR  dfl  df2 BENEFHAH
1 0.627 0.393 0.384 0.393 46.021 16 1138 0.000

M 6 FEL 7 MEIASIT S BokE, RIINEAERR, AR R2{E N 0.323, MEIANEERE, R?
PFE 0393, XERW, HASEP ORISR TR ERGE T, $2m 1 RGN XU H il

4.3. EREYVIS

M TIEFMRER R, HARIEE TRK NN R, TRZMREFEILLNE, PrelRAE
[B] Y1 BT R S 6 I F A B s AN S BN AR i . A SCIE ATIZ D BRI A&, a0k 8 P

Table 8. Input and output of variables

% 8. TERMANIZLE

it BSIRL 1PN TR OB
1 TR LN i
2 PageRank LN 1 fi
3 HEAE [ 2 A O 1 4% PageRank
4 B e R ] H 2
5 e TP [ L 2
6 15 L RFAE 1) & O SRR ] A R
7 IEE 3 E iy i
8 FH I
9 SBE R A
10 R aR e
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MR TC RS, WP RE TG I AR AT 128 3050 BT (ANOVA, Analysis of Variance), LPATEAli#5
RUBAR P B . BRI R Wk 9 k.

Table 9. Analysis of variance

= TR

R 7 A df R elER F BEN
E)E] 0.022 10 0.002 71.804 0.000
1 B 0.035 1144 0.000
it 0.056 1154

R—aE R R, ARSI T BRSSO ORE A B AR R R G
ot A AP RE RE IR0 . BEAh, F B, R AR R BRI G L, 2D SO TR
INEERS gL

NPT a3 R P4 5 15 B 15 48 P46 R Do PR AR R Gk UL IR 2, ASHIE 7 LAACoVaR 1E N
AR, U 3 R AR N ZS I INALEE . PageRank, Rk [A) & O VEFN B2 i, BLACTE 26 I 45 1
BUEE, RREf RO A & o B 2R . AN, SINE B I 3 (ROE) . & B Ik 2 (ROA)
AR R BN oA T, STk, IRATESL 1007 [ AT SR 4T«

ACoVaR; =a+ BWC, + 5,PR, + BEV, + 5,CC, + S, WC_Sentiment; + S,EV_Sentiment,
+ ,CC_Sentiment; +»,ROE; + y,ROA, + 7;Equity Multiplier, + ¢,

K, o AFEHI, pE g NETOMEIEIRIIEIAREL 5 2y, MEHRERFARE, 6 AIRZED
N T SRR B, AR AR H R GV AR B He o AR, I XBEH ACoVaR, 1%
JEFEIME, 0N PR

ACOVaR,, =—>" ACOVaR,,
q t=1
Horr, ACoVaR, | Fnss | N ARITESS q MM RGNS, N, A g MREAIE S K EL, ACoVaR,,
RE A5 H B RS RRE -
SEUES AT, P A R R, DR DR [0V 40 A 45 SR v e A — Bk . Aok 25 Rk 10
Hr7R o

Table 10. Correlation coefficient network regression results

%< 10. X RBMLEE)TAER

A ARpREIL R 2 T pfH VIF
constant 0.014129 21.387 0.000

wcC 0.065675 22.207 0.000 7.562

PR -0.035651 -11.319 0.000 8.548

EV -0.017823 —8.477 0.000 7.118

cC 0.007929 3.148 0.002 4.818
WC_Sentiment -0.012340 —6.210 0.000 3.888
EV_Sentiment 0.017205 10.244 0.000 5.035
CC_Sentiment -0.013493 —6.466 0.000 3.655
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Bk
ROE 0.014620 5.847 0.000 1.378
ROA —0.000384 —3.649 0.000 1.667
Equity Multiplier —0.000246 —6.057 0.000 1.690

FERA S Hr e, J7 Z KB T-(Variance Inflation Factor, VIF) &4 & £ 8 JL G ML F B4 bR . AR5
(FLERPEAG B0 45 TR, AT AR B VIF {39/ T 10, BF5E Ap ArAa 2 1) [l VAR 200 7 8% ELAT B 4t P e e
RUERREGE S, RV R EOT LA RIS il %48 F 6t R e e UG s HE e o [B1US 2 A &8 SRR B, AR E s R
vk R s 3 (8 . 2R, IBLURE (WC)XT R Ge itk KUK A 53 IE R 52 (R % = 0.065675, p {H
=0), 11 PageRank (PR)FIREE [r] & H Lo M (EV) W 2R IH Ay $ 3 67 1) 8200 (R 2504 7l 9—0.035651 F1-0.017823,
p 1B A 0), ThBHIX P AR b MR R IR A 7] AT BELE RS 2 B iR 2IE

PR EE LM%, IR (WC_Sentiment) AT % % HhC 4 (CC_Sentiment) $i 3 B AR 22 4 ME KUK (R 3L
535l 9—0.012340 F1-0.013493, p {E¥K 0), FHA1E G5 45 Hh =8 BT 50 0] GRIE I (5 AL i KU . AH
S5 HEAE ) RO PR (EV_Sentiment) b 2 S PR AR A7 0 35 1F ) 52 (R 2L = 0.017205, p fH = 0), #iiAtE
SRR S, RTRE IR L A | 1) R G U

AR R I, 555 2 (ROE) A RS XU IE 20 (R4 = 0.014620, p{A = 0), Wit
FEHR I 2 (ROA) FIAL 2 e £k (Equity Multiplier) W SR 30 171 7] 50 (22 25053 1) /9—0.000384 F1-0.000246, p fE
N0), KRR FIRE BRI A R 2 A, WS AL m ) A R AT BeH — i M A 2 E T . ARYE
TSR, BT SHON T 2022 G5 DUZRAE M EE, THEAS 2IRIACOVaR fhiTHEAgCoVaR 5
HACOVaR [1 345 e 11 5L 12 frw.

Table 11. Fitting results
11 EER

ACoVaR GACoVaR GACoVaR/ACoVaR ACoVaR GACoVaR GACoVaR/ACoVaR
0.0141923 0.016941848 1.193735229 0.012315 0.017240234 1.399937768

0.004254879 0.013352891 3.138253838 0.0186092 0.020374141 1.094842403
0.0149583 0.018511542 1.237543197 0.017369 0.018528958 1.066783253
0.0125954 0.016925365 1.343773552 0.0142449 0.016087533 1.12935389
0.0167641 0.015398788 0.918557393 0.0172166 0.01583412 0.919700749
0.015936 0.017880284 1.122005776 0.0147656 0.015464822 1.047354771
0.0197613 0.019622846 0.992993698 0.0186993 0.017922048 0.958434168
0.0197363 0.017920773 0.908010795 0.0125384 0.019120193 1.52493087
0.0191504 0.013812543 0.721266567 0.0209192 0.017279287 0.826001324
0.0208032 0.020501793 0.985511486 0.0190629 0.018537343 0.972430359
0.0146533 0.012755482 0.870485257 0.0209845 0.02007289 0.956557949
0.0173195 0.017291182 0.998364962 0.0194332 0.015413382 0.793146861
0.0146587 0.01880988 1.283188814 0.0209613 0.016496704 0.787007655
0.0152583 0.015793413 1.035070274 0.0136544 0.016342193 1.196844474
0.0162228 0.015576321 0.960149946 0.016541 0.016127131 0.974979179
0.0109401 0.016114239 1.472951695 0.0200889 0.022285882 1.109363001
0.0187416 0.016026441 0.855126641
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Table 12. Error evaluation indicators
12, REVHEIERR

SEI a5 iR ZE (MAE) Y71 25 (MSE) Y77 HRR Z£(RMSE)
0.00253865 1.07892E - 05 0.003284685

AT EE Rt —DIGAE T RCANRE . JE I [ R AN T 2022 SRS DU B, Al E S R
U LR 22 SO, ST I 36 R 2 (MAE) S 0.00253865, 3475 1% % (MSE) 4 1.07892E — 05, #4 /5 1R i% % (RMSE)
4 0.003284685, ‘L AR TR UL, AR REF. REN T SAFEmE, B REERES
PRI A

5. HIRGILSBIREIN

A5t T DCC-GIR-GARCH-CoVaR B, SEHUARAT . UEFR PRI 5 HE 5 s Hu =47l (1) 32 22 4 b
WK, FHESEI R SR TE B AN IR M FAT /0, FHRHERAR, B E/RA G R B0 BAS B2
HKR R, GREW, LSRR RS RS TTERE R, TTRAT E RN G5 b= A7 Mk HE A4 AT
G, SR ARG RV ETT A I Z R . [ A S R — DR T R AR Lk A A%
B R G KRS B AL . IS e Ze i 2, DA BE(WC) 5 R GeME XU IEAH O, PageRank (PR)A
AL 1E) B O PE(EV) B0 HS XU M 258, 45 28 R 2% b () WC_Sentiment FiT EV_Sentiment [F]#F: & 2 5401
RRGNE AR, S bl 453 5% 287 175 28 1R B v 55020 O AR A% G FRIE o 1006 23 B s B ARG, wR 2 B/ IN(MAE
= 0.00253865, MSE = 1.07892E — 05, RMSE = 0.003284685). 5t~ 1 4 BiH LA 7E 52 2% 00 & b [ AN ]
CoVERFIE XS 2R Gt AR, ) 22 A5, O 2 WL e I I 5 AR B 3R 4 17 SR SCHE

BUREIN

BT PRI FAR, R LT BN, CAOL Rl T 0 2R G U 2

1. ARBEXTUE SR AL RIS AT Ml B ARG HE I o P T UEFR ARG AT ML AE 2R Gk XU b 4 L A, B AL
Fey 7 R AU TSR AT ) RS H s R ) R AR i B AN TS A R ESR, ISR A VR B, DR XURS i HH 2L
o

2. X7y PR S H S 22 S A MR o X AR 2R R P R IR e v BT, IS 5 B8 AR R 50
VRS, FRAREAE R T 7 P I R GE R RS AL 384 . X T PageRank AIRFE A & O PERS = LAY, 1&
TRTETANELIIR, LAl A% XU SR8 D e -

3. KL GG S (RN . FETE L RIS R, SR A TS I R R AT RN R a3 . Ik,
251 3Rl iE I, SE5R(E SR, Db Wit AR srE g b . A, AT LB ST S R
AR B LA HBOR, WA B 2R .

AR TRt — B E LRI, SINH S B AL RS 2555 58 b8, IR VRS 0 R Gk AR 1Y
. [FINY, TE5EE 2GR AT ME S R, BRI S RE A REE L, $2TF R GETE KRG
i AR HEE .
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