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FA NG AAT Y 559 T3 AT Eok T SHUHE FHLASH d7HH 53] Tk U] 2~
Ao thg Hlo]H & 7|REo.E SAE A48t o S8t A7 E 583 EoF ol A 71 &ihe] thFol A
I Ae FA oY FA o Z FIHE g 2AE vt o= 3 Al Rk T gl @]%% Hlelv 7| A FEAAE
o] Ao BxAES FHY] AT T 24 F ahvolth B AT A E gl F s g 2=Add I F
sto] A2 APstPon, b 2l 220 ARE H) o 49 (VaR, value-at-risk)Z 238 Hf o 4 &
2l B(CVaR, Conditional value-at-risk)2] ©] 22 Agtoz2 L4 dEZY HU] o &2 H(EVaR, entropic
value-at-risk) & &-83F 3T} o] 23 EVaRe] Y W&ol g A2 Ex7F At S TE3HA E+ ol

ol thalA o] Fefol B3 AR ESLA o SHAA Y AARA F4 A3E o] AEZT
(transfer entropy) 7H'd & &&3l] A F§ A& A5 A E9 EVaRoll Hi3 B Ho]S nlglo 2 3 2 xt
AVEYaZ A9 744 og‘— A o] AdEZT &4 A BT 4= J= F3=27] E I (finite size ef-
fect)E A=l oA T2 A& &2 Aol dEZYE &3t 18 7R VEY S
B gshel 38 A4 s ol 2zl T %a Holg BAsgor, B AR o] £A] o BB WO
2 34 28 A AT A8 s gl 23 dF A o3 U ES A9 %*J(topology) = H}F/LO 274 T
e &8st 6 A2 s tolH=E AA tolg A EE AT wfo 22 FAS A58, 52 65 U2 o
592 27 9= St nA st olu] o Zol = o AAH YT 28 7o) 22T E 2 28 (gradient
boosting) 71 & AHE-SH Al 28 -& AXE B E(soft voting) WA 0.2 &34 T}

A FAo: Ho] AEZT dEZT HO) oA £AWY(EVaR), EHZ 28, sl gl==
Al &5

JEL &7 7]&: F3

ofN
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g AT EoF T HE B ARt 53] FUhe o
=] Zote AT e 58 EoF WA 7 &3] thFoj A1
o 53], FAA SR E F7F E A Atel] ti gk o S FAAEC] HHo FAAGES FHE] 2
3 T2 A S AAE S BEE 7P T a5t 2 AR A4 F SR
QF=TH(Chen et al., 2017). Fama (1970)° &3l =35 1.2 ™ Fama (1991)°ll &3l A& /Nl 29 73
27 g o ST F o= E84 AF 71 (efﬁ01ent market hypothesis)®] FHE A S = &S 53+
T A By A3 AFE AH3MA o] FAA L JTHWeng et al.,, 2017). AAZ Fama (1991), Malkiel
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(2003), Atsalakis and Valavanis (2009), Kumar et al. (2016)2] 7 A 3}o| A Qg oke A3} do] o] 2]k &
o] A&A0]A FXatthe AT GA| FES| o] FAA L Y om Azto] Aol met oS A=
= 2y 2 A Aol E&H o)A XS ovste FEE TAE YEE Bt olgt 5§ ZEEZF QL &
oA w9 T 837 8 4o]7]of 7] A o] I F o] 445 tH(Henrique et al., 2019).

ol#g T8 Al B4 g o ZFe Qo] AT B2 F HTY FAME AEE SAHE] f1% et F
2 A 3ot} AFATA 7N AAE B4 Be A ATV AHBAE RO E o8 AR 54 tisl
uta] Wl v} QQoH(Plerou et al., 2002; Kim et al., 2011; Kumar and Deo, 2012). =3}, 5§ Al&o] B34 U EH =
2 AR ET ol A3 AF7F o] FAHA Pearson FHAT T A2 Y FHABA Yok BE 58 Al
7ol g2 9) o] & Z3k(synchronization) ¥ = Zl o] ofe} AT A Ztel] AA A o] FojF & FRlstAl A
=8 Al tislA A3 A0 daaA o= vl @A o =34 (dependency)H Q1 33 A (causality) 2} 2
o] AlZtE F FH 5 O E WO E AFE g AgststH = A% A A s 7] Al E ST o] o] AT AE S
olf gt ZEANA T8 AZY HIAFH JEG T AAB/A A Fof| BAAE B S T2 AF3H7] AR

o]H 3 EE A AAE Aol AATAE A 2l317] #1383l Granger (1969)°l 28| Granger 1ATA 7} =
HAom o= AAFe A A JIABAE St AFE d8] AHEET7] A& o] 2] 3 Granger 91 %
TA= dvrx o2 AE 27| 3 ALY (VAR, vector autoregression model)S FA| 2 3} o] 2 gk A E 27| &
ARFL dole o] AAdS ufe o 2 dof shtp= o] At} AT o8] AT A= 71HF g olHuU 9 &
HolHe dRtA 02 A4S WSetA] dom a5 tolB7F A4 A3 A E27 A EE7Fold & #
Z, FAH S ZE Pareto - (Pareto distribution), t - 3£(t - distribution), Cauchy ++3(Cauchy distribution),
Laplace 3£ (Laplace distribution) 5ol 7Fgth+ A7 2345 A AIE ¥k Atk (Mandelbrot and Taylor, 1967;
Bouchaud, 2001; Linden, 2001; Pierou et al., 2001; Cowan and Sergeant, 2001; Young et al., 2006; Young, 2008;
Almonte et al., 2011; Beitinger et al., 2015; Lausberg et al., 2020).

olo 7]&e] AFEL FE FTAFTIHA Y 7|8kt tlolH o] A4S HAA S Granger I A HAE =
A3t A T 3R T o] H 7k A A o] A = o] of 3= Granger A ZTA o] A o Tis A o tite] A A H S
o IR AFELS A 2H YoM A =88 S &&37] AZAT AAT 2 58 EoF FA| A A
EE g8 A2gdA 5§ A 3o BAE BEFsstr] A8 SE3A A 2" 2 AR o] 23 ZE BA =9
gho] d S &85t 43 = oH A7 o] F 0 F th(Mantegna and Stanley, 1999; Noh, 2000; Bonanno et
al. 2003; Zunino et al. 2008; Chi et al. 2010; Bekiros et al., 2017).

o] 213 & 2| A Schreiber (2000)7} A o] A EZ 3 (TE) /N3-S A A5t T o] 9l E 2 3]= Shannon (1948)
o] AT AR JEZZRE YAYstH, 58 fFolA MR BR EGHAA Y TAE SAH s vIEST
A Hzolth, Mol AEZF & A28 o] vt o8& x&sta T3 L g 948 88407 T
& F e 59 wiol A 73 9 ALE] 78F Foko] AT 8T} o & E°], Vicente et al. (2011)
A7 38 Bofo| A Ho] AEZF 7} vjAE Jazt&o Uit &84 A2 S A3t 58 & S F U=
= &1l A AL, Faes et al. (2013)2 %lo] JEEZIE &3 A A 9 AATH A A Fe] £40] vj-¢ &3}
o, o] & T3l Mo] AEZTE &8 A sty WAYUF ZALE 9% Zd A A2 E A A A Kim et
al. 2016) o] AEEN & o] &3t FAZ 714 glo] HEFA AL A U EL A Yol A 39 =5 AE A
o] & 7|REo & 3t QI FAA A o] 7hsdS st

olF gt EEoA ST AF{TAA = vl HAHS T™o] Yo, A7 A 22 AAAA U EL A 7wt
o A7t o] Fol o et B Aol A= 58 AR AF A EY AAAA HWEAE FASHL o7 56
A AF AEL d & FE5stax st ol i S ol B AdolAe 58 A A5 HAEY b8
g0l thgh o S8 P A Fe HEo] EA 5§ A AEY 2HI 6 A2 59 HolEutS o] &3
o o g2 HolHE o] & ARG O U2 EHE H F A=A E Fdstaa et ol g 58 AF U E
AAE d S &8 o= Kwon et al. (2005)°] 718 F2] Do A WG BAFE o] &F VEYIE F
A H i dags E S AARS S8 dSES Sl v 2L uE AFE TS AT Livet al.
(2019)°] 5& AT A Ee] FAALE S8 AF UES T OHUAE B8 717 8t By S o] &3] o
=3 AT Sol Aok

> o ol F
n

H
ol il o

B AT = olHF 550N o] AEZ VS F83t Fo 58 NG AT AHAEEY BE 55
S HR O 2 A JAAAA VY EH LS 7St TFEAE HMEH ALY A2 AR EHMEG o2 A4 5§ A A
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2 AT AL e 2o 2F oA HelE el dal sty 3FA s AT W ECl da) A
T 4ol E 380 AT HHES HIE R 3 56 AR A A2 shY g0 i HEYAE 74
D} 5= 4 A FAE VEYIE MR OR &t 3 5§ A o Al tisiA £45A
o 6ol Ao AE, A R o ool Haf At

2.1 "ol 4% R 3

EH Ao A=200213 19 1€ HE 20213 12€ 319 7-A] 2] 7]3HS AFE 93 dlolE 3 9
Atk ol T FHAFAF AE ] FUEY sEo U U EH T =435 95t A3 7]
stxo] S A AE 7171220021 1€ 195E 201719 12€ 319 0]} KOSPI9] &<53
H2E 7]7F2 2018 1€ 195 H 2021d 12€ 319 2 AT AFo) A9 =4 38 AF A
+ <Table 1>¥} 2Z0] 2020 71 A 56 AZY AF 2 FFEE 1HEIS T 3INE, ZF A5
°o|HE &8l tolHES AT =g AlZste] Hold S 98t 4 7 S5 AR AT AEE
2= 2] 3} 2ol B 7 (ticker) 2 EH3IATH B AF A= AFolA &&5= F57PEE Ao A&} zto] 7 24
A7t o] o] ' w=, Y dlolE o GA7F et el whet B Aol A At st 1A 9] Azt
g AA7F B ash B Ao ALgE S8 Al H] H ol AR} 2Fo] = 2441 R T 2o B 2 Q1A 9
Aabol &= §-olu] gk xpo] 7} & Ao 2 Batan AH S st
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Table 1. Selected global market indices

Ticker Financial index
AEX HEHE S5 A AT AHE
AS51 ST AR AT AHE
ATX Q2EFo} FH A AT AE
BEL20 A7)0 5 AN AT A=
CAC ZF2 g F AR AT AHE
DAX =Y FH5 A AFAHE
FBMKLCI Z oMot FH AF AT A=
FSSTI ANNEE S5 ANZ AT AE
FTSEMIB olgg ol g5 AN AT A=
HSI I3 aE AN AT AE
IBEX 29l S5 AR AT AHE
IBOV B 25 AR AT A=
INDEXCF Ao FE AR AT A=
INDU v -2 A FA = A E
JCI JAEUAIo} T8 AF A+ A=
KOSDAQ R e B = P R R
KOSPI 32 IAY A AE
MEXBOL WA 5 AL AT A=
MID 1] = S&P Mid Cap A= A &
N100 -3 Euronext 100 A= A&
NDX 1] =+ NASDAQ 100 A<= A&
NIFTY = 8 AN AT A=
NKY YEFFANF AT AHE
OMXS 29 S5 AR AT AHE
OSEAX 2o g AR AFAE




PCOMP Zodas AR AT AE

SASEIDX AF-tlolgd] o} A4 A E
SENSEX AEF§AZATAE
SET50 B 58 A A A=
SHCOMP T as AR AFAE
SMI 292 FF AR AT A=
SPTSX At =5 A Ar A=
SPX U= S&P 500 A5 A E
SX5E 4 EuroStoxx50 A+ A&
TOP40 H—o]._La]ﬂ__Lg],;]L SG AR ASHE
TWSE o Z4 AR A5 A E
UKX T FT AR ATAE
VIX U= WEg AFAE
W>000 1] 5000 A A E

3.9 9 E

31 dEZY HU o4 &4 Y (EVaR, Entropic Value-at-Risk)

8 7% G54 HAZ A 9P A= MFdS T2 A3 e A A BEE AR S A Fs)et
+ o AHEE T A 7EA] B2 sh gl 2ol thEk A 27 A FE QO U‘1 Zt2t B8 EAES 7HA L Yok I E
23 Hol 973 &4 A (Entropic value at risk, EVaR)= Ahmadi-Javid (2011)°] =43 434 = 9F
H, EA o 7 SFAlA A 2= 52 (Chernoff inequality)oll 2|3 & o ol /3 <=4 H(VaR, value-at-risk) % =71
2 A o4 £24A(CVaR, conditional value-at-risk) 2] A3+ o] 42817 0 2 Zm ¥ o] QJt} EVaR-S F3F A+
O AEZT 9] M-S AHE3t 5dE 5 At oA JEZT HO o4 &A= B2, EVaR
CVaRe] IF AL vl a &4 S s A5t~ 93l A= Aok o]l EVaR-2 90 & GALE do]H & AH&-3te] Y
ol g o R ZAHINAY. S5 I3 (2, F,.P)ol A S&EMST X} Borel 713 ¥+ X: 0—>R IF
L, Hal BE 2> 00l thell HEYRTF My(2)E AT, 1—a A FFANM XEL,,.2 EVaR
S g 2ol o= oju, EWSF Xe L, & LEZE 249 £3ll(losses)E AHE-3HA Tt

EVaR,_,(X):= infz>0{z "In ( M);(Z) )}

B A A= =001, = A1F] 3 99% 3}ol| A o] EVaR-S Al4+st 12} 319 o1, B Ato] Wik o] 317
@ 7o) AEZIE AHGoHE o] f7} clolE] Bxo) Aol ol AFEE BAE A= DA FH O 4

A2 v (historical method) 2. = ©] 2] g EVaR< Al 4F3} A Th.

3270 JdERY

W3o] gle 7| EA e AR AFAAA S A=317] YA e AFA, BAAL, AP 2L do)
B o] A Al g 7t o] AA ATt tAI T 2740 AFo A Rl o % B AFollA AHE-H H o] E
AE= AR A S ds ihEebA] eplon, ol 5§ oy o] Haka Fﬂ olE7} YA o2 HHAS
WEehA] XRtE 7)1 EY AT AHE BEHI = 5 AT ol B E Ao met & AFolA = Aol dE "
714 glo]l AL ¢ e WHES &85t &L, 1 AN AE o] E& 7|W e R st IAAAE A
3}+= Schreiber (2000)©] A A g o] Il EZ 3] (transfer entropy) 71'd S &-83F3th o] IEZ = Shannon
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JEZIE 7|RICE F | Ao o] AR 558 &Rlst7] 913 HES S HEo|t. o] AERI &=
AAAAE AR 55 I dlid ESHUL S SAHATE ofo|to] & g o2 A28 U JIA}AAE
A eFslsta A8 M (source) ZHE] T4 WM (target)oll I3 AAAAE 271 E A3t} 0|23 Ho] A E
2 AR e 28T #oFE dolA A7 B8, A7) F8t, 318 &8 Eoboll A = A AAE SA st A
EEA AFEEHI T JERED] o] 22 Hlo|He Ady FHstA RE S &8 F 9o, v @83751 Q1=
A A SAS F Atk Aol o o)gd AP JNERES 7]H}°i SFAF|AA ZER] Mol ql

Egy QA RS

ol g Ho] JAERIZ ] 5?] HAeire A AR JAEZI S A7t Hesit & ﬂ?ﬂlﬂit
Shannon (1948)°] A A1g+ AR NE 23 7/HdS &85 S, Shannon®] AH AEZ3 HF(X)= FEFT N
NH FEAFTT plx)E %%‘: i‘iha_rtﬂ Xoll tisiA 4] (1 )JJrﬂO] AQolgt} o]2)3 AEZT S ugro g
Mol AEZIE F AIALD W X, 9k v, o thall 2] (2) o o] Aot ol 2} (2) of k& 1& 7 AAL
X, %t YoM Aol AEZH ALt ZE&EHE AlxKlagE & PIshH, mt :{xt, Ty_ 15 "'7xz—k+1},

U0 = {yo v oo v a1} A AA DL 2B R

H(X) ==Y pa)log,p(z) (1)
rE N
TEF), ()= HX X o X))~ HX X s X Yoo s Yii)

_Zp<zt+1’ zik)a yt )10g2p<$t+1|$t ) yt Zp<zt+17 xik)v yt )10g2p($t+1|xt )
i

_Zp(l't+1a ZL't ’ y£)>10g2p(xt+llzt , y§l>)
p($t+1|l‘t )

(2)

B AFANA = F AALY ARk o disA k=1=1% A& 7IF3stA ) o= 7HE &2 Al A S E
2 olg g At FHIE AFEShe A2 oFY &3 A7 (efficient market hypothesw) & 219 dH o2
(random walk behavior)S 7} 8}7] ] & o] th(Bekiros et al., 2017). ¥ &&ZF AA7ME2 714 234, &5,
o] lolEl7} Frtell F&FE vIX A Rl FF WIS St v AHEE F flte Z"O]U% ol gt el
o] 7} & otH 7HE &2 AlAE B3l TEE AlLbstA == Aol 718 A3tk A A= sl4E o Ut o] A
HHA Ho] dEZN &= v5¥ o] xdE 5 Ut

p(x |$ ; y)
TEY % ()= Ei]p(xt+1a T yt)log2ﬁ

p(zt+1’ L, yt)p<zt) 3
p(zH 1 zt)p(xt, yt)

= ZP(ZEHU T yt)10g2
I3

o] k=1=1 AZ} 3l A B AFgA = QEZFE 7|02 3t AfBA =4 A8 Ho| JEZ T
(transfer entropy, TE)®] &€ & EHE ﬁze_rx o] ol EZ 3 (effective transfer entropy, ETE)E &-83} 1.2} 3} %
o olgd &4 o] AEZD = {3 AAGAAN DT 5 & {32 7] & (finite size effect)E Al A g+
& g o] t}. ©]+= Marschinski and Kantz (2002)01] e A& AAHReH o8 71A FERrt ot B Ao A
= Boba et al. (2015)%l| A A1 A&+ F Alﬂ] A& BT 4o AltE 2 (4) F 2Lz 22 HE o 284 7o
AEZIZE AL Z 3R o™, F 1,0008] 2] Al E#H o]HdS Attt 4 4) 9 T_Eghufﬂe% FAIAE
< BF 410 1,00038] vHEE Ao AEZ O] HH G 0y, 0. < T AA LS ZF 410 1,0008] vHEH A 2bE
Hol AEZ ] Hghel gt £FUAE 9|3t



TE— E’sh,ufflc

ETE= (4)

O'sh,uffle

Hol AEZI = 5§ woFllA T2 20008 FRHEE 824444 55 A9 dAB/AE el T
AH8-ith 200013 i of] Marschinski and Kantz (2002)+= =Y DAX Xetra Stock Index (DAX) <} V= Dow Jones
Industrial Average Index Abol o] JAAFJAE B3R 2™, Kwon and Yang (2008)2 FH o] d o] 3F-& Hof
= A, A AF AEo] vl FAIY A FAd dFS mte ASs TAA. 20109 o] Foll=
Dimpfl and Peter(2013)‘” Algd e 718 Ao ek SIALA Al tigk Al SR A2 QA o
VIX ¢} iTraxx Europe®] /\]7(1'-:']644/} NEE Aol o] &2 AAE 917] o] A, 97] o] & 7138 #A o A &4
3t} Sensoy et al. (2014) & B&H o] JEZTE A§3te] 2 A&7t 8&37 F71 1 AR 559
A=) wreke AT 780] AdEZHE 7|¥FO Z Bekiros et al. (2017) &= "= T4 2 4F A FA HE
Y3 95t Ho] JEZFE 7|He 2 4AHE31 Y th I8 A Lim et al. (2017)2 o] JEZIE 7]Hto 2 4l
SRT 29I AT} ujSto] F2] A 7he]l AR EES FXE BT ol Jang et al. (2019)= TES
AHES}o] MIESISL, T, S&P 500 A5 A, 015 e 1] Q1A E AT S0 Yue etal. (2020; 2020)

&2 24 AE o] o8 AR ) Uhe) TES o] §ato] BT, B3 1|23} S| 2§ A4
Hﬂ@iﬁéﬂmmuuﬁﬂwW+ﬂaaH@@%EWHOEHM%ﬂagﬁqﬂéimﬂ%@%
o BAQl Fg A A5 MBS 2l 20] UF UEY D] TE o2 HEOR & KOSPIS] ¢ S0

Aol Agsirta A8 L, o] & AAAA Y AR=E &8
olwf, Aol AE=I= F AAE ol o SEEZE o433t 5:—
HE Ao 2 AgE = AAE oy o]4tsl HER Y 408 HoH | 2EIWS &85t 0H,
ojuff S| ~E 15 FIHe] =& Fo %l HlolE o thal 5| ~E1H g 2 G AEZIE AT W 54 3f
A 07 A 1t & A A3t Hacine-Gharbi and Ravier (2018)8] A& =313t

ol 7bsaH & ATAAE 7P

m j:" UHN'

33U EYT &Y

3.3.1 Y E Y = ¥ = (Network Density)

weﬂaqu%w 3w =E Aolol A AZE AEE o|uITk DE FE NG AL NE i) T
NZ AT AZ e shY gl i VE I B2 Ao o, 5§ AR A5 A& s g ==l of
Sis LﬂE%EL el F24 8] 7 pet &, A s n(n,— 1)) AABA F FAHSE Fm| g <l
SAA L] N ko) vlE= A oRt o] & 8.9kt 4 (5) 3 2Tt
ki
T ©

>
oX
>

178 (Degree Centrality)
< o] AEZI I osf AABAE 2= F4 9| /HE At A2 WEF A2 A= T
AA= FHYoE TR

FZ*L



Nj[:(S%j):% (i—3) (6)

N 1i¢j
NP (G §) =~ 3 (i) (7)
17 ]

21 (6) ¢ N]-[E sk 92 54 A (in-degree centrality)
HEHZ S &2 Ho] AEZ T o3| 4FH S I &
(7)o NP 98 94 T4 4 (out-degree centrality) O & F§ A& A5 A &9 E

3 Sl E&4 o] AEZT ] 93] FFH S PASIAL e THE 58 A AT+ =9 & 9

ot ol i # joltt.

& o

3.3.3 ¥ o] #] 2§ = (PageRank)
FAGSUES T B4 QlojA 71 gol AR EH = AREZA, =27 /A= 43 S SA37] 98 T
Aol YA et AEE =43 AT o|t}. ] F Brin et al. (1999)°] 129}k PageRank= AHAF 7 A dll 7l ofl A <1 )

AR S AR A E 7 A SAAE AR F 7 e B otk 53, A
B F4l A (eigenvector centrality) ¥} Katz 54 A (Katz centrality) 52 A £ & & B3 W
T} PageRank= & L2 i (directed graph)o] A4 4 WHOo B, 7 o] I Te|a A B vl
AE S5 A 845 BF SAY 7 U

PageRankE 7| 4AHsl= WH S th-g-3 2ok M EY A NA Y =7t 9le o, o) IEY 3= AR Y &
+ 14 3 E (adjacency matrix) 2 VEFE = ot o] I P E S B3l 7 = E9] PageRanks VAR 3= G4

B re RV E ook Lol oA o2 AT 4 gl
r=0-a)I-aATD" 1)1 (8)

2 @)l IeRV N g9y doln), 1eRN e BE U7t 12 d¥Eo]a, DeRYV N E max(K/ 1)
2 947 st gy ot oju] K i T joll A Mok 48 HE9 A4S ofuldith ak 004 1
Atol 9] k& 7HA = 74 X (damping factor) 2, £ Aol A4l = PageRankE 1S ATl A ALE-H T4
52l 0.852 A THBrin et al, 1999). ¥ 218 o] &3, AFAHF WHEH (power method)S E3 o2
PageRank®] #t& =Z3¥ = A At PageRank®] gto] 45 1 =29 F4HA o] sttt Sol7] W&
of 2 AFNA FHAE F§ AF UEHIANA T 58 AF AEY st e 2art 2= dFH o] A3ttt
EYmz T 5

gué and Perez (2015)9] -3F U ES Z o th g+ Louvain

HESZY #3-& A3 Y3t th53 22 Du
gl ol B3 ATE LA G AT E FFUEYIY FHIE A5t 23 2 HEY
9] 2 E A (modularity) S Hth3}al= w2 0 2 831tk o|u) 25 A (modularity)S W E Y 2 WA AT
Aow UHI AAE B e ske] IS 27 A8 FEALSHE AERE, REAC Attes A2 JdE Y
BAAEFE A AF AE)E Abole] TAZE o 1k F5E Atol] A ol vla| e A& o) oAl &
3], 3t9] 1Fol BESH ERETE REXR Y @l F& ov it



d; d;

w vy

omsly w=17410]9 §&
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Ae AHYE, o5 =52 9 T, 4 9 ¢ = 9% L UWFE FAE
Kronecker®] @E}o|t} vpx]ut o 2 ~&= 34 = T 4(resolution parameter)©] T}.
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41 7|2 EAF

Table 2. Descriptive Statistics of Global Indices’ EVaR

Standard - .
Financial Index Average Deviatio Minimu Maxmiu Q1 Median Q3 Skewnes Kurtosis w prvalue 1B p-value DF p-value
m m s W) (IB) (DF)
n
™ ™
ATX 0.0388 0.0198 0.0137 0.0975 0.0262 0.0317 0.0478 1.5680 1.9470 0.8175 O'DDED 41434145 O'DDPD -2.8002 0.0582*
0.0000** 0.0000**
BEL20 0.0338 0.0185 0.0116 0.0981 0.0223 0.0276 0.0403 2.0825 45972 0.7638 N 11699.2099 N -2.6755 0.0784*
ek ek
IBOV 0.0464 0.0211 0.0211 0.1140 0.0327 0.0371 0.0506 1.8849 3.1008 0.7595 O'DD*DD 7244.8270 O'DD*DD -3.1223 0.0249**
0.0000** 0.0000**
SPTSX 0.0281 0.0192 0.0117 0.0898 0.0182 0.0215 0.0278 2.2509 3.9746 0.6390 . 10965.6460 . -2.6277 0.0874*%
ok ok
DAX 0.0369 0.0169 0.0140 0.0846 0.0246 0.0289 0.0476 1.1129 0.7088 0.8730 0'0030 1659.6170 0'0030 -2.7397 0.0674*
ok ok
IBEX 0.0400 0.0210 0.0136 0.0973 0.0241 0.0353 0.0451 1.2921 0.9991 0.8521 0'0030 23348133 0'0030 -3.0204 0.0330**
ok ok
N100 0.0344 0.0167 0.0132 0.0826 0.0233 0.0276 0.0433 1.2891 13167 0.8635 0'0030 25487157 0'0030 -2.7260 0.0697*
ok ok
SXSE 0.0370 0.0163 0.0136 0.0756 0.0241 0.0314 0.0486 0.7026 -0.4545 0.9205 0'0030 663.8427 0'0030 -2.6755 0.0784*
ok ok
CAC 0.0382 0.0190 0.0143 0.0852 0.0243 0.0302 0.0474 0.9880 0.0294 0.8818 0'0030 1188.2465 0'00?0 -2.6777 0.0780*
ok ok
UKX 0.0305 0.0157 0.0111 0.0752 0.0207 0.0250 0.0360 1.5987 1.8548 0.7986 0'0030 4155.2297 0'00?0 -2.4603 0.1254
0.0000** 0.0000**
FTSEMIB 0.0423 0.0238 0.0163 0.1183 0.0262 0.0370 0.0511 17223 2.8249 0.8081 . 6034.2429 . -3.0343 0.0318**
0.0000** 0.0000**
MEXBOL 0.0312 0.0106 0.0155 0.0568 0.0221 0.0283 0.0398 0.5279 -0.5547 0.9329 . 432.9327 . -2.8011 0.0581*
ek ek
AS51 0.0268 0.0150 0.0096 0.0697 0.0175 0.0215 0.0307 1.6452 1.8964 0.7826 O'DDED 4386.1330 O'DDPD -2.4246 0.1349
N 0.0000** 0.0000**
FBMKLCI 0.0270 0.0222 0.0066 0.1014 0.0149 0.0186 0.0310 2.1396 3.8234 0.6794 N 10012.4346 N -2.6237 0.0882*%
ek ek
FSSTI 0.0282 0.0127 0.0109 0.0635 0.0184 0.0250 0.0330 1.2014 09168 0.8814 O'DD*DD 20115161 O'DD*DD 24261 0.1345
ek ek
HSI 0.0350 0.0171 0.0158 0.0930 0.0242 0.0289 0.0415 1.9049 36121 0.7827 O'DD*DD 8380.0378 O'DD*DD -2.4960 0.1164
ok ok
icl 0.0390 0.0163 0.0100 0.0802 0.0265 0.0337 0.0491 0.8573 -0.0471 09178 0'0030 895.1825 0'0030 29424 0.0406**
0.0000** 0.0000**
NIFTY 0.0388 0.0225 0.0119 0.0899 0.0231 0.0298 0.0471 1.2343 0.2429 0.8028 . 1871.9926 . -2.5141 0.1121
ok ok
NKY 0.0403 0.0159 0.0155 0.0885 0.0305 0.0351 0.0448 1.5167 1.9944 0.8398 0'0030 4007.7432 0'0030 -3.1400 0.0237**
ok ok
PCOMP 0.0371 0.0198 0.0154 0.0937 0.0238 0.0297 0.0449 17171 2.1192 0.7615 0'0030 4952.2887 0'0030 -2.8998 0.0454%*
ok ok
SASEIDX 0.0449 0.0190 0.0132 0.0848 0.0282 0.0429 0.0601 04912 -0.7930 0.9412 0'0030 485.1801 0'00?0 -2.3078 0.1695
ok ok
SENSEX 0.0373 0.0213 0.0113 0.0911 0.0232 0.0286 0.0476 1.2352 04169 0.8255 0'0030 1909.5021 0'00?0 -2.6269 0.0876*
0.0000** 0.0000**
SET50 0.0407 0.0241 0.0114 0.1079 0.0258 0.0348 0.0416 1.5478 14380 0.7801 . 35434381 . -2.9623 0.0386**
0.0000** 0.0000**
SHCOMP 0.0403 0.0155 0.0156 0.0734 0.0277 0.0377 0.0517 04813 -0.8618 0.9404 . 508.1430 . -1.5804 0.4934
0.0000** 0.0000**
TOP40 0.0324 0.0132 0.0141 0.0711 0.0253 0.0284 0.0341 1.6563 2.0464 0.7838 N 46103043 N -2.9070 0.0445%*
ek ek
TWSE 0.0330 0.0102 0.0108 0.0527 0.0234 0.0324 0.0418 -0.0639 -1.1368 0.9555 O'DDED 398.3386 O'DDPD -2.6676 0.0798*
0.0000** 0.0000**
INDEXCF 0.0512 0.0286 0.0153 0.1501 0.0308 0.0490 0.0614 1.7935 4.1560 0.8164 . 9162.6587 . 23742 0.1492
ek ek
AEX 0.0351 0.0176 0.0115 0.0760 0.0226 0.0273 0.0425 1.0929 02189 0.8576 O'DD*DD 1467.9882 O'DD*DD -2.5517 0.1034
0.0000** 0.0000%*
OSEAX 0.0352 0.0164 0.0136 0.0810 0.0236 0.0326 0.0432 1.2672 1.1550 0.8648 . 2359.2416 . -2.1471 0.2260
SMI 0.0314 0.0151 0.0124 0.0653 0.0219 0.0237 0.0390 09188 -0.3819 0.8615 0.0000** 1071.9775 0.0000** -2.6609 0.0810%
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*

0.0000%* 0.0000%*
OMXS 0.0354 0.0152 0.0127 0.0721 0.0225 0.0318 0.0476 0.8077 -0.3576 0.9032 N 833.0575 N -2.8345 0.0535%*

0.0000%* 0.0000%*

INDU 0.0304 0.0187 0.0119 0.0917 0.0172 0.0257 0.0356 1.9035 33317 0.7647 N 7781.8830 N -2.6453 0.0840*%

0.0000%* 0.0000%*

MID 0.0343 0.0214 0.0149 0.099%4 0.0231 0.0270 0.0340 1.9364 27233 0.6974 . 6816.3574 . -2.6236 0.0882*

ok ok
SPX 0.0310 0.0185 0.0127 0.0849 0.0186 0.0269 0.0339 17527 22974 0.7617 0'0030 5341.9011 0'0030 24543 0.1270

ok ok
W5000 0.0312 0.0188 0.0129 0.0868 0.0192 0.0268 0.0318 1.7782 23628 0.7561 0'0030 55439132 O'OOPO -2.4780 0.1209

ok ok
NDX 0.0366 0.0182 0.0178 0.0857 0.0233 0.0312 0.0410 15194 13187 0.7884 0'0030 3337.3305 O'OOPO -2.7750 0.0619*%

0.0000** 0.0000**
VIX 0.1650 0.0389 0.0774 0.2296 0.1266 0.1694 0.1969 -0.4030 -0.9781 0.9382 N 488.9859 N -3.2387 0.0179**

0.0000** . 0.0000** .
KOSPI 0.0356 0.0183 0.0134 0.0828 0.0223 0.0301 0.0470 1.1106 0.5030 0.8722 N 1577.7501 N -2.8233 0.0550%

0.0000%* 0.0000%*
KOSDAQ 0.0496 0.0178 0.0182 0.0836 0.0356 0.0447 0.0621 0.4460 -0.8502 0.9395 N 462.2144 N -2.9026 0.0450%*

21404 A" HolE e EVaRell thak 712 FAIFF 62 919k 2ok Table 2004 *, *#, *xx2 Zpz)
a=0.1, a=0.05, a=0.01 FFlA 3T AA A ZFo] FAASE Fon| TS on|3tt. 1 A, B4
S B =EoA do] AEENE &83tA d Fa3 olF T ol 2= d9 71‘Zﬂ‘é% #13te] Jarque-Bera
@qufﬂrShapiro—Wilkﬂ%Q] T A A A8 AdstR o™, 1A 39709 BE HolH ol A F A
A BFol A A S TESt ol H E2 $l5S Jarque-Bera A 9] AA FA ‘%k JB 2} Shapiro-Wilk 77 9]
AR BAZF WS Sl AT = Aot =3 A (stationarity) S S 57] 9135+ Augmented Dickey-Fuller

= AAstA T ol 8§ TA AR A B AFolA F&S W& 2ol Granger )1 H#A 9 vl wE F

AES
5

AR AN D AAZRE AR Aol AEZ AGE ol F3ke] F§ A% HEAE TE3HE vl
Bad 548 2AE #8985 Ak

42V EQA A 27 2 &4

E AF A= ETEZ F4 8 29 32 T3l 4t=d p-atoll tial 72 5 a=10.1, 0.05, 0.01 ) thai A 9
o} 22 A 7HA M EY AE FASAT VEN I AAE 7EL 2 ¢ T8 AEE= a3 2ot oj, 397H«l
=z gisA 7Hes F A2 Mg = 39x3870, S 148270 ot % & S 93] dole +
(data leakage)= WA StAF 912 T == 2002 1€ 19 5E 20179 12€ 314 7kA1 2] 1670@ X 9] ) OlEi
o et = Al 8§ A A S AEQ ey glaTol digt Y EY Il ZF §9f FFol tla] VEY A 5ol
Aol FQ AwE eI 2o

Table 3. Network-level network measures of global financial market index EVaR network

Attribute a=0.1 a=0.05 a=0.01
Total Connected Nodes 39 38 24
Total Connections 143 78 27
Network Density 9.65% 5.26% 1.82%
Maximum Degree Centrality 12 7 3
Minimum Degree Centrality 3 1 1
Average Degree Centrality 7.33 4.00 1.80
F 753 9A 9 50%E 71Fo2 @, RE YEYIE v]$ A2 (sparse) EY A2 EFT 5= Aot

ol ALt 717kl Ao AFF freojm Aol H% S AR BN 7N °lf+?+7417} ”ﬂl Hb ETES] E4
o] Mt Ao E M = Ut} 2T a=0.1 72 FFolAqt
AN AT AE T AL BAHSE THE A A5 A EC] glas &l

olef, 2 AFNAE =015 7IELE FHEYIAE &3l 3T AP ﬂﬁﬂo}ﬁiﬁ} a=0.05 F
TAA TEE A 28 AF AT AEY sh g 2a Y ES Y FA2 UEYA AR teiA == FE

o 4 Aok 0g3} ek
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Figure 1. Global financial market indices’ EVaR network



Figure 2. Clustering aggregation of information flow
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Figure 3. In-Degree of global financial market index EVaR network
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Figure 4. Out-degree of global financial market index EVaR network
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Figure 5. PageRank of global financial market index EVaR network
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Figure 6. Net Degree (Out-Degree - In-Degree)
of global financial market index EVaR network
Table 4. Key index futures by centrality measures of EVaR network
Rank Index In-Degree Index Out-Degree Index PageRank INDEX Net-Degree
1 NKY 0.1842 SX5E 0.1842 OMXS 0.0736 SHCOMP 0.0526
2 SENSEX 0.1842 NIFTY 0.1842 TOP40 0.0600 FBMKLCI 0.0526
3 INDU 0.1579 SET50 0.1842 FSSTI 0.0479 FSSTI 0.0526
4 TOP40 0.1579 W5000 0.1579 MID 0.0458 FTSEMIB 0.0526
5 VIX 0.1579 NDX 0.1579 SENSEX 0.0439 DAX 0.0263
6 FSSTI 0.1316 BEL20 0.1579 NKY 0.0379 AEX 0.0263
7 FTSEMIB 0.1316 SPX 0.1579 NDX 0.0373 JCI 0.0263
8 OMXS 0.1316 NKY 0.1316 SET50 0.0369 NIFTY 0.0263
9 OSEAX 0.1316 OSEAX 0.1316 INDU 0.0353 SET50 0.0263
10 PCOMP 0.1316 KOSDAQ 0.1316 SX5E 0.0324 N100 0.0263

Figures 3-63} Table 40| 2¢F8 47] =& 2o YEY I AE Ao E o3 2o HE FE2T 5 9

AW AE S8 A A 58 AR A9 NIKKEL 225 (NKY)S] A+ A3 = & Al
7 A=<l BSE SENSEX (SENSEX)9] A= dEo] b gl2a Y EY I HelA 71 2 UEF 944 A8 S
7S At =g 2 A2 TAA Q] -9 SXSE (F ¥ EuroStoxx 50 A7), NIFTY (%1% Nifty 50 A <),
SET50 (Bl 5+ SET 50 | 57)2] A A &9 ah} ] 237 A A Fo A 7H 2 3 A4 FAAL 7S &
APt o= AR BAG a4 SHAA A28 Al M 585 A A2 3h gl=a7t e 57 58§ AR
A 4=9] sk gl T AFAAAE 7FE S o v goh =3 18] 31 Figure 69141 & A2 SAIAH S ZHE Y&
A4 FAALY S W s IS o, T A TH T F(SHCOMP) O] A &9 ghol &Fe] gte
27 F s 7H ol whet EF AR o R o) 9Fd o] FH o VMY At AS FlE F AT F
A3HA L o] Ao} A& A= A& (FBMKLCI), A 7}FEE STI 30 A 4= A1 & (FSSTI), ©]&] o} FTSE MIB A|
A& (FTSEMIB) 5 9A 7H8 S 9 92 9FE S Adta & ¢ Jot. 3 g 2T Y EH I A4 oA



E A5 vud sgolr ol AR T AZ ALY AATE ol HE& FEE o Utk o, ol AU &4
o] ofym™ st} 2] ~70] FZ]el thgt Aol 7] ol £ E T A 55 A UESNT B4 B9 o
ARt E2E F AT

43 EY T FH 9 74

32404 A3 A 2] Dugué and Perez (2015)2] 3 W E S Z ol tl gt Louvain 18] &S &-8-314

O3 2ol 32 Ul ES A 5 23S Figure 1914 & d 5 ot
TAARJ] LF A A I Table 59+ 2T

Table 5. Clustering results

Country Financial Index # of Cluster
AEX HEHE S5 A AT AE 2
AS51 STFEeANRATAHE 1
ATX QrEF} FEAFAFHE 2
BEL20 W7ol 5 AF AT A= 2
CAC IZAFHF AR AT AE 3
DAX =Y S5 AF AT HE 2
FBMKLCI T o] Alot 85 AR AT A= 2
FSSTI ANMEE FHE AR AT AE 1
FTSEMIB olgglol FE AR AT AHE 2
HSI TF IS AN AT AHE 1
IBEX 2HRl FE AR AT AE 3
IBOV B S5 AR ASAE 3
INDEXCF Ao FE A AT HAE 2
INDU H= -EA ARG HFA A E 2
JCI JAEY Ao} F& AZ AT A= 1
KOSDAQ el I AFAE 1
KOSPI el I3 A A= 1
MEXBOL AL FHFAZ AT A= 2
MID 1] = S&P Mid Cap A= A& 1
N100 9 Euronext 100 A= A& 1
NDX 1] =X NASDAQ 100 A< A& 1
NIFTY AE S5 A AT AHE 2
NKY YEFHFANZ AT A= 1
OMXS 29" S5 AR AT AE 1
OSEAX 290 g5 A AT AE 2
PCOMP QAT F AR AT AE 1
SASEIDX AR-Holelulo} A 4= M & 3
SENSEX JIEFE AN AT A= 1
SET50 Ha a5 A AT AHE 1
SHCOMP T ae AR AT A= 3
SMI 22 FH AR AT AE 2
SPTSX Nyt 25 AR AT AE 1
SPX u] =t S&P 500 A A& 1
SX5E 9 EuroStoxx50 A<= A& 3
TOP40 otz 7hg sty 8 AR AT AE 1
TWSE g S8 A AFAE 2
UKX ST EFAFATAE 3




VIX o HEA ¢ AE 1
W5000 n) = A A5000 A A& 2

43NENT THE o8 FA Y T AF ABY Y P23 57 A5 2
431 /\16‘-] }\—11:!:]
2 AT A E 7]

L2
st

w3 2ol AHE TS ol §ate] ShY g s $7 S
Che7h e AL TR oful B Hlol el s H e 4 glo] W

Al
’\] 0}09\1:} A HAAIE sl nk3 4
< At oS AH A o2 x3eA| FUTH
e Experiment 1: 574 E}ZlS A A F W AA A A A5 AE HoHES o] &3 o =
e Experiment 2: T3 19 &3 4| AR X 4= A& dlo]HES o] &3 o =
* Experiment 3: 3 29 &% A Al A5 AE HolEE S o] &5 A=
* Experiment 4: 73] 30| &3k =2 A A A E HolHEE o] &3 o =

* Experiment 5: 75 29} 30 &3k 2] A A A E HolHE S o] &3 o =

g Aes SAshE A3 7Ixbe 2180 Z713 A3 o] 2018 1€ 1 5-H 202119 129 31247}
o], 2002 1€ 19 5E 20179 12€ 314 7kA o] Hlo]E] & 8¢5 o]l = &85t}
5 Slsl E?HE tlolB o] Fel= Al A A A= 4 FHE ez £3o] Hlon, &
At B2l 7] A A Eol A i g 237 Y B FrhebA Y W dde] glo
H 1, Zasd 002 A3s ]’C‘:] o] 7l ¥/ &A(binary classification problem) 2 g 2| 3} A Th 18] 31 A A HAE
A A E 2018 1€ 19 3FE 2021F 12€ 31 4019] FAL Atolo] oo AR toll thalA ¢t —1 AIA
) FF AN AT AE HMEM" o] &3t A FS Ayttt

ol# g et 2] =0 THE A F3tr] A% VA St E¥ e IHHAE F2E dags 7Nk 2EQ
XGBoost(Chen and Guestrin, 2016), Light gradient boosting machine(Ke et al., 2017, ©]3} LightGBM), 18] 3L
CatBoost ¢ 11.2] & (Prokhorenkova et al., 2018)= A]—%O}ﬁiﬁ} XGBoost, LightGBM, 12 1. CatBoost .8 2 &
ATolA Z&E= A dolEH el A vl¢- T BF A5S Bols Eg] 7|vhe] RPEE dejA 9o
ol# g Holl Aetsto] & Aol e T RE =S AHEsHAT 3, 2 2 (hyperparameter) 3| 2] 315 9] 3}
& Python2] Optuna (Yakiba et al., 2019) 3| 7] 2| & &35} T}

43243 A3

AY AHE F2 4F ARE Tl 2945t e 20 AP S RYFEE 729 G B A =S WA
3t Optuna® 203] 35S 3 & ¢ ZRFES A3 2 1003 & st o™ 2+ 43 F7h A%
of Bagk g 2EUAE BUIST £ A4 E A R¥E TAR LR AR Y FE EF77(soft vot-
ing classifier) 27 %= A @S P2 A5 FUstaa 2kt oluf stx AAE H7hshr] A& A&
2= J &% (accuracy) & AH&3FS T

Table 5. Experiment results (average accuracy of 100 time simulations of 39 targets’ EVaR difference)
ML Algorithm Experiment 1 Experiment 2 Experiment 3 Experiment 4 Experiment 5
XGBoost 54.00% 53.18% 45.24% 43.94% 46.95%
LightGBM 53.94% 53.52% 45.04% 44.15% 46.75%
CatBoost 54.35% 53.59% 45.11% 44.22% 46.95%
SoftVotingClassifi
0L YOUNELassIer 54.83% 54.96% 45.59% 44.90% 47.64%

(with equal-weights)




I A3, AA HolH Y-S AHE-3F Experiment 10] 71 £& AHE RHole A& sttt &, Al 712 B
FE L VTR 2F/3 I FE E7719 4 ¢ Experiment 27} B £ AIAE HYS A AT 3
G502 ALgg WX nfao] -9 dF 2 5% A 7](coin tossing) T Aol 7HEAY o] BT B R dEFES
Hlo) w2} EVaRe] 4% oy & &4 A&7} (weak form of the efficient market hypothesis) =2 | & 4~ =
A5 dojd F IS AT &, F249] & E(random walk)°ll 7172 22 4-S BTt AT 5
ATk TF28}F FH3E o] &3 Experiment 3, 48] AA7}F 7P T4 e AL Sl on 7F 15 AT F
T3S A A3 Experiment 59 7 -$-oll = Experiment 1 & Experiment 220} T2 A =& A2 Z3t}

AEAHOE HEHOHES AHEste AR AR 55 7|9 U EQ A 7Rk =4 58§ A% A5 A
o et g2 FA VEY A YollA o] & S vl BEEEV|FE YRE FS AW ESHEAS &
A = A o= sh gl Sl thal A B S A2 HolHIA R FFstAU T ol dF BEEE
ds T s Y|t =3 5 58 A A5 AE] b gl2=ar £33 7 99 17 58 A%
A g AE S g 232 o &3k o] w g A9 2 I (Experiment 3, Experiment 4, Experiment 5)}:.TF E} 7l o] &
= T34 58 A AT Ao Sl THOE s Ao AFEE 7|Eo 2 B VA st 2¥

A EedZ AR et 2e #1859
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B AT AE Aol A 42 T gl
gulgo R & Anal YES 2E FASAT

=

Fe A Mol AEZAE JAAAA 9 A ARE FAAT 1
b= = f3=7] & F(finite size effect) S 24 5= o] AAA G732 Q A

B ol A BV EHAE TP O o] 8 ol §3te] FE A5 AE
o QI AAE BB FA F8 A AF AR b 223 B3 ol Sol FLIAT. 1A, F AR
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