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Abstract Gold and silver, due to their unique financial properties, have become
preferred choices for investment and asset preservation. Accurately quantifying and
predicting their price fluctuations is crucial for investors’ risk management decisions.
This paper introduces a rich set of feature variables and employs a forward rolling
algorithm to forecast the realized volatility (RV) of gold and silver futures in Shanghai.
We compare the performance of various machine learning models under different loss
functions and evaluation methods. The results indicate that the gradient boosting
decision tree (GBDT) models demonstrate superior performance in forecasting the
futures market for precious metals. Furthermore, this study integrates the XGBoost
model with interpretability tools to analyze the dynamic contributions of feature
variables to the predicted values in the precious metals futures market. It also assesses
the heterogeneous impact of significant variables on predictive performance. Our
findings reveal the critical role of market sentiment variables, as well as the relative
contributions of macroeconomic variables and volatility decomposition variables under
different market conditions. The research provides clear evidence for the selection of
factors and models in forecasting precious metal futures market volatility, offering
credible investment and management recommendations for investors and regulators

in this market.

Keywords precious metal futures; volatility forecasting; gradient boosting decision
tree; model interpretability
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WM O AR ES SR, MRG0 R, R TN 2 S I &
12 (A, 2024; Huang et al., 2014; Lanzano et al., 2006). HH G204 20 5 5 d
R M2 NI E VIR, LRI EUNET . HEBUE. Tt MBOK ALK&
[l b 57 5 A0 45 22 B DR SR sl SO0 s BE U B 1 (Batten et al., 2010; Dinh et al., 2022).
BN o B 77 [l RS IR DG AR AR, R RIE 35 () T AN 5 Bt e sk A 18 S AE A,
T SR PPAl 55 RS B (1) B AR . B w5 Dt 4 B B U A U S T %) T A R A DA
HINNIERR, NEEE . L5 0. BIREE LHAMTIHS 55 6w 6 B 5% 5 5 A X
I AR 2R 5 A E B IS

LA IR 35 2h 28 000 3 ZEAKE T GARCH AR (JEIUIRSE, 2011; Bollerslev, 1986; Maree
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et al., 2017), RZHEAZ) LHBIHZM 7772 (GARCH) fRAH) AR, X S48 AL IH 5
BT HE. AREAH SR, B2 7 HANZSMESER, o6 S8l 2. b
& H WS AEEE 2 713, Andersen and Bollerslev (1998) 5l A\ T 2SI B (realized
volatility, RV) MIHE&, H4H & SO H W sl as 2875 Al RV S RE R BRI 6 3, &6
PE ARSI S ZBIAEE. Corsi (2009) $& (1 57 i Pk B HE S SE I 2% (HAR-RV) AR
D4 7 RV KACICTERAAE, I R0 v pe. AL & 5 SRR AR I 30 22 Pl 7 T %
PR S, Retl s RS AL AR PEE R IR TSI T A 7~ 1945 & (Christensen, 2023;
Rahimikia and Poon-H, 2020). S A 5EiER, LASSO (Zhou and Lu, 2023), Ridge (Wei et
al., 2020), ElasticNet (Liang et al., 2022) Pl SVM (Santamaria-Bonfil et al., 2013) &4/l
A IR T T ARl i I 3N 2R 0 P AR

A G RPN 5T 1820 AR GubLs 2% S BN e 2R PR B 2 5] AR e SIS . RS )
PR BRI LM 2% (CNN), KEICIZ M (LSTM), 152 T & @h il Fr £ 3 H £ (Shu
et al., 2023). JUHEH A S BIAY, 75 2 TR 8] T4 55 A R 3 e T R £t P S
At (Bara and Oprea, 2024; Mohsin, 2023). 4% I8 3 B AL FE Bagging. Boosting il
Stacking %5577, Elsayed et al. (2021) KILAE 9 /NSRS H o 48 b, 137 50 PRI T4 B i
SRRV R TR 5= 2 B8, Makridakis et al. (2022) WF5H, 2T Boosting T+
YR 5775 (gradient boosting decision tree, UL FfEi#%A GBDT), Wl XGBoost. Light GBM
1 CatBoost &, 7E4zBR A4 I 8] 7 41 Fl i 28 S5+ L T B KB B0 7). Truong et al.
(2024) #8H, GBDT MHA7 FIEMEZAANANEAR B EZE ST T INZRRER, BORFE 2 SRR AR
TR, IR T AE SR A A

BOTEE R Y, BN IR CEHS 1 B E R, (HAE X 5 4% 2 48 1) 4 il
Wi, V575t — Dt 5t AAE =ik 2 2R 0 A ME R P AN S M (Feng et al., 2024). HHT, /£
BRI R S B A, GBDT 3528l 7 sAER IR (FHERSE, 2023; Guliyev and
Mustafayev, 2022; Yun et al., 2021). 7E¥ & H EMA&HMH, GBDT B8 Bkt + 70 2%
(Jabeur et al., 2024), {E% iy 55 2L (1) o [E 55 & J8 WA B 3%, GBDT 8 ¥ 200 5 21 ik i f],
AR FUEAT IS M RAARE. BN, By GBDT BALR) “HBAE” F/E, REMNCH
AFF T A 0T AR S M R ) B B0 R 2R 34T AR (R B 7.

TR RS AL, AT GBDT #, X bilgsr &g s xdtiT 1
T 5 R4 A R a0 7L, BREE DLR LA SR TT . B %, AR Bilgs &M HR
BN FEARIR, Jik TR A 7 St LR () R AR, SR A 1m) i — 25 PR 2 T 8k R 22 ol
R RS V-G 77, AR A BEVEAL %28 GBDT B8 TR 51 4 i@ 11 37 A J0l i 205 S 1) 4l il 22
. HAIR, FBREBINLAE I BRI MR 2 2D S ORI, Bk R B IR B DL R N
BELE 52 (Rahimikia and Poon, 2020), A 7R A I B 51N T 2 A0 I TN AR &
HKH BASEAROACT AT Re. [RIES, 12 RS (e A 50 A S K R 3 % 0 A, BeiE
GBDT 5 AL F50 A5 FE (0 D0 B AR A P S L S B R AR AR, 0, AN T 98 R B 2R 00 12 R )
TETHAIB A AT et T SRR S RE ) B, IR A 1 SHAP {i (SHapley
Additive exPlanation) i th, DA BTN GE S ASFFEAE S, AFT Jabeur et al. (2024)
Al Guliyev and Mustafayev (2022) FE T MR A2 & 1) SHAP 8, ATHE TR s Hil
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THERHIEAR =1 SHAP A, F M ARG 5 FTHEL R SHAP [EfREMREN. @
SHAP HIR AN#RTS GBDT #ERIFELR T g 57 4 8 1 0% T 3% 18k 20 % T I0 280 1 Hh i Bk 3 R 2%
AN 7R T A R T AR 5 %) B 5% A0 A& U BN IR BN AS T2 I, SR B T S AR R TN e 11 G B R
F.OXEERARIE— P FEE TS Em RS R R R T, Mixham 2 s
R M A ) B 2L R XS B BB T AL 1 T I XU SR S, AR S T i
PR A 5 0 50 R R0 AT N T HT IR 7).

RGN LHEU R 28 8504 A 4RBIE FL T30 36 =304y 32 B 51 28 S0 4 FH 1 8 b R 40
P SV S ISTUESE IR, A5 ) % AR TR S0 14 e 1) bR AN g PE A 30 5 28 LT AR
RITE Y (] R E A 4 3R d i, S /NI 23 0 4 SCHEAT L 4.

2 WMRGE
2.1 FUNRE
2.1.1 HAR-RV #&%!

Z e R L IATAZ 5 B (Shanghai Futures Exchange, SHFE) 142 5 i 8], ¥ 4 A1 R
WITR I REANAE 5 H AT AR MR A 5 F H 328 5 W AN B BRI &, 832 55 I AN
21:00-2:30, 1M H #3255 B [E] 434 9:00-11:30 F1 13:30-15:00 BANKFEL. ARG SHFE %2 5
U, G ¢ — 1 R 21:00 AR G BAALNE S H t. 2% Yao et al. (2021) 1
i, A0 RV 2 SUN:

RV, = \l Z(T:Ll,j)Q +(riy)? + Z(Tg,j)2' (1)

(1) 1, (g )? TRARAE ¢ — 1 RIS § MRIEIAS 5 XA o Bl =, (rp_)? 16
I ¢ — 1 HEIBBR RS, (rf )2 FREH0R ¢ RHOEE 5 AN HIREE 5 X e Bliai . My R
152 5 (R RAEIZE, My 5 H NS G RERBEIE. 8W, rp ) = In(p—1,; — Ing_1,;-1) x 100,
Pt—1,5 TN

Corsi (2009) $&H ) HAR-RV B84 32 N -F 040, PRAR SCH HAR-RV A
VERAHE T UERE R (Bench). HAR-RV FA AT DL E B2 52 SUN:

RV, = By + BsRVi_1 + B,RVY | + B RV + €. (2)

X (2) 1, RV, &4HHEE RV, RV, &¥ffE 1 R HE RV, RVyY, ZHE RV (5 H
FED, RV, A RV (22 HFH), e RIRZET

HAR-RV BARIA BTG H B J& BT FER) RV TR 2 o213, k1 o vrfd
F e/ ik Al T R AL
2.1.2 TERFHER

TEAR GRS 2, BB B e8I B 2 5 A MR il Ui 4004 ) /. Tibshi-
rani (1996) #2H ) LASSO BALIE S 7E 2 Ju R PE RN M R R AR NN Ly Y8 £0E W) I, s
BT AR B PRI 4E. Hoerl and Kennard (1970) $#&H 1 Ridge FEALE —FhfE £ 04k
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P B E 403 2% o8 B BB RN Ly Y5 OE W T 46 777, Zou and Hastie (2005) 2 Hi 1)
ElasticNet f28145 4 7 LASSO F Ridge BRI s, FIFH Ly A1 Ly 1E A0SR SEEL AR Y
(1) 1 JU) PE A 2.

2.1.3 X FE2EJFREY

YHFFEFIE (support vector regression, SVR) A& —Ff T [l F4T 55 AL A% 2% S 1.
&G RABEEAALG, SVR AE H br eR 098 0 G g — A “ TRl by, 2y N\ 12 8] B s I RE A
R 2, I /M AR AT B KA TR B SR A AR AL S AR Y. BRIk, SVR T A T E s S
ZIN B Wt P A ) [ U e @, A% O BELABL I 4 T U A DRy — A R ) R, o SR X —
IF 2, 15 I8 ) 24

2.1.4 FERMIER

ASCAE (AR R AR TR AL B BEHLAR AR (random forest, RF) fZ4 AT GBDT AT (AT
& XGBoost. Light GBM F1 CatBoost f#!).

1) BENLARMAR A

BEHLARAR (RF) #22¢ (Breiman, 2001) J& —FPEERS: ) B35, 2 NREMA . &%
O JELRE R 30 T L EBCARCH R FVRRAGE 10 7 B SR ) 2 22 A LS, R i ) FH X 6 o SRS 11 285 SR AE
55 R T T

2) XGBoost 14!

XGBoost (New et al., 2016) 52— GBDT HEZLIER Y S Bk 51E4iH GBDT 75
EACH H — B S 5UE BANE, XGBoost X KRBT T i R IT, IHAE H bRk Ehm
AT IERIME I, 33X P SRS 8 255 7% 18 H AR R ) T B RTASE Y 55 % ik 1)~ 6 R SR A e 0 A,
RGeS T E R R, IR TR SRR, XGBoost f2 1 k AMEBAH ki
5%

k.
9= fulw) = 970 + fulw). (3)

gy 72t POEAURHE o DREARRITNE, fi(z:) £ ¢ AP HITNE.
R B HOT RIS N:

L= Zl(yu@z) (4)
=1
70 B8 40 45 2 R 15 R 5 2P FE 10 T U €0 g
n k
Obj' = "1(ys, 01 + filw:) + Y Q). (5)
i=1 t=1

fit XGBoost HA T B AL H AR R AL, BIRKRE fi(x;). B 1 BIx XGBoost HiETTHH
THEN 25 SR T AR A2
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Tree 1 T(x;a,) Result 1 f,(x)
Residual
72
Training set Tree 2 T(x;a) Result 2 f,(x) F(x)=sum(y; fi(x))
Residual H n
Tree n T(x;a,) Result n f,(x)

1 XGBoost B rEE

3) Light GBM #F5 %!

LightGBM (Ke et al., 2017) & H M EFFRINLE T S IUH , 265 5 75 20 10 56 2%
HR LR, T B AR SRR IS SO T . S NAI P AE R R R T R
Light GBM K 1 2 Al Rk S 7+ il 1 g, e 048 DU SSBEHAR ook, R A B o7 B
KA MBS, IR, JE T B6 B ) SR AE (GOSS) A& — R fb 7732, HF 58~ %
FE, MR SRR, e, BFFHIEMRSE AL (EFB) T 0B m e i i i ix ik
SRR FEAE A, Light GBM S2HL T A B B2 SR FHAE 4, A AR KRS B0 2 FR L .
Ak, Light GBM {EVF 2 SLha M H S 2] 772 MR . LightGBM &k WL 2.

]
7

@
g™ @
: Comeert oo O ’g? e
Data Data Bins
D Float data l:‘ Bin data Histogram @ = Histogram () - Histogram &

2 LightGBM &% REE

4) CatBoost 1Y

CatBoost J& P BT AF Yandex KA —NFEDH, H & BRALE T =8 2 5
FAFAE. AECT HAth Boosting 5%, CatBoost HAL#E I DL N k& 1 Tl ge: w56, 78
Wb PR IFFAER, CatBoost w5 EARFIELA A, JERA T00 MGG R I/ RS, R
2, CatBoost KRR LA & ALK, FHHOBUAI IS, NTTTE B RBUERE. X,
CatBoost N FHE 742 T+ 505 R A BB B2 w22 AN F50I i # 1) J. AEHE 3R T+, CatBoost
S EF X AN R RE AR Y GRS B X S RN 52 2 B AR AR A A VB0 . B fa P
WIZRAORE AR BRI ZR T 2 21 4%, B Ja, EFR5 28 WA I J7 1, CatBoost KX FRAAE Ny

FL Y. AEXSRRI b A R B0 20 B U AE R AN RO EAE AT . T IR e AT Y, B e
A R S & IS s AT

2.2 K FHH AT A
2.2.1 HKREH

FEVEAS AR Y FOMRG FE T, RS R PR BT e SEOTM S R ILE E 2R (BT,
2010). SCHRH 2 ARSI RIRZ (RMSE). “FH4ani%2 (MAE) AU KSR 1 2%
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(QLIKE) =) —AN B AN Sk TR Z HEAT AT &, AR 85I N T 2 /N4 2% s LA SE 4
TR Wb SRS MR R . B T 4R AL 481 RMSE. MAE fl QLIKE $512% 5 £, A0k
NT BRCE TR ZE (CumSFE), VAT — 0 Hfi #5580 T 58 0 o an gz a0, LAk
DU 2K R ) T B 2R

1 e~ F
RMSE = \l =3 (RV,, —RV,)?, (6)
- :
t=1
1 | ~F
MAE = =Y "|RV,, — RV, |, (7)
n t=1
1 — _—
QLIKE ==}~ In(RV, ) + EV; : (8)
Lt RV;,
n __F 2 __B 2
camse = ( (RVE, - rv.) - () - v ). Q
t=1

Hobt RV, , 30288 i AMEUIFE £ FIOHIN RV, RV, 367 ¢ H 9265 RV i, RV, %7 HAR-RV
BRI RV i, DA n 20 BUNIX 1800, BT 5.

7ELL EAKERHl, RMSE A1 MAE #6255 SORIA S ATHIR RS, el h, 22
SRR [ B CRAR . RMSE B P 7 KUK TR BUIIIE 2 (6 [RV,, — RV, > 1)
[ R, AT 26 BRI 235 X 3 th T R 2 K HO 1 77 MAE 4 A (0 BR 22 6k 7%
ALER, A5 DR KN AT . [, 0 S MR P (% 25434950, RMSE 7T A2
— AP, B ISR IS TR B AN B 215 8, A5 M. QLIKE &4
P 0 6 PR K B, 0 TR R SRR R L. 2478
A TE A I, R D R 1) 302 2 2 B (0 08 5 4 KT A LU P TEA 28, BV IR 30 X
T 0 M9 0 0 7 ST AR L 58 25 S A0780 TR o 6 13 ) TSR R
PE, F5 8 CumSFE S22 BV (4 8, DA 00 F M PR A IR 5 2010 B L.
2.2.2 RGBTSR

1) FASL R

e T A5 45 R KRBT R A8 51, AT 36 ) ML 1 A SN TR Rl BRI,
RATRAREASL R? (R2,) e B A BRI T S B0 45777 Tl % % (MSFE) W10
W, % B2, > 0, W#RAE MSFE J7, fFPR R I Tl P A0 T HAR-RV BUEL
IESE R B, A T CW it & (Clark and West, 2007) #H47R 5. A CW
G0 J5B B SR (B HAR-RV 0%, F %4l Bench #7%) 19 MSFE AT
SR TR P AL,

~F 2
" (RV,,—RV
o Zt:l ( it t)2 ) (10)

n DB
> iy (RV, —=RVy)
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2) Doc i3

TR S (direction-of-change, Doc) 18 # FH RIFAGFEA MM ERE. M4 Degian-
nakis and Filis (2017) HIHF5, Doc KIRAETT S 538 BT 5 7™ le B 7 1 K 9555 B 2AE .
A IO R ) IR TR S A RE ). E R WOE — IR R py, WEREBRLIEG TN 1
WL t N5 B shias, WAMER 1, BUEESR 0, BIVEE p, 1] UIRRA:

—~F
1, RV,>RV,.;NRV, >RV,
~F
pe=141, RV, <RV,_;NRV, <RV,_4, (11)

0, otherwise.

TR TR 3 22 A8 B 77 /) B FONAE o5 EEmT BLsE OR: Doe = 1/n Z::;:Hpt x 100. FA]
HMH Pesaran and Timmermann (1992) #2 i HEZHo ik 16 AR 15, RIFINELAY ) Doc
FNT 8BS TR ER Doc .

3) MCS 5

R T AN AR A AT AR T M R B, AR A T Hansen et al. (2011)
A EFE (model confidence set, MCS) £t 771k, £ MCS i, A ZEE N H
T MSE. MAE bk R2LOG =Fh#i 5k s BV E R VE BERI VPO Fi bR, MCS gk 5547
PEA 56 5 318 B B JEUN, oAz O A T8 Je i B0 T A LR ZE TR PE e B B AR, A4 AR
W (BP A A PERESEAT) I, MCS fa St A4 v B SR MZ P HERR e e i Z AR, B2
AR LM B N Ik, X — R AT - MR E B E KRS, A
L, AT E T RAA R EEKE Alpha, 437008 0.1 F1 0.2, HHE—HAR) P KT EE
MBS (0.1 8L 0.2) B, FURE ZBAEREAR SNV RE RIS, BRI R g ALY B
B, ERERERR, P EMRN SRR R, B P {EBROC, SXF RS (1) P kG
P, O T S A T pEAS LAY (R I 1 B, ARSCR A TGRS T & (range statistic, Tx) Al
F RS THE (semi-quadratic statistic, Tsq), FiE X1 T:

T (Fn)?
Tr = max, M.g') 150 = 0% vl
M REBES, u,v € M, d; oy NIVKBREZEENINE, diyo =m™ Y7 diwws

T DA BV T R A T IR S AL 2% 5 SR BIs AT ROR, A SO IR N BB AL AL 25,
TR MR A B, AT I PO AR Bk B4 e R ARk BE . BARSR U, R, REE A FOEM
B2 S AR p F00I 5 T A 5 B R A P T e B, 5 BT A B4t - 110 i % S A A o)
To R 72 )9k D FEFE. Doc 22 0] 3= 2 MG S5 00 1) £ FEVPAS RS, SCyR AR ARLAE Tl F — A
28 5 H 77 ) R HERAPE. MCS FZ W ET7 AR R 58 4, il 3257 (booststrap) 7£%
PIGAT Ja i 1% R I e A A2 BT RO B AT HE S ANV UK. DL 4B AR A1 7 V78 5
AR ST IR B I SRk P OB 12 R (RS, 2022; B8%E ) 2015; Feng et al., 2024; Fu et
al., 2024; Liang et al., 2022).
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2.2.3 ZFMNETEFE

Br 7 gt vrAh, 2 538 Ak R AL IO A A 2 IS st BRI, Rt
R FHME, AX5IN Bollerslev et al. (2018) $& H ) S B HEZL AT & BRI E . %
HEZEA AR T RV Flil, B 7E S0 B 13577 22 I I IR 4 95 38 AR 4 55 T R N AR e s Z2 e
JE 5 LU AR R 5% 77 5 1R S SO A AR ST FH 3K A HE ZE R N 5 < 8 31 B 1) ~F- 38 T A%
H, B ETTEWT:

U(ﬁft) _ 1 SR? ( VRV, 1 EV;) ’ (12)
n+l tz—; v \/ﬁ\Tft 2 RV,

Horb, ~ A1 SR 73w XSG R e 2R 2O 2 5 LG, ARHE Bollerslev et al. (2018) 1 Guo et al.
(2023) TS, ASCWEE SR N 0.4, HHBRE=AARET v E, Bl 2. 3 F1 6. 24 SR~ 04
H o~ 2k 2. 3 F1 6 B, an AL R 52 A Tl RV, 5 R3320 7350l 4 4.000%
2.667% F1 1.333%.

2.2.4 EIRI—HRHFFMNE L

AR T AL, A4 HAR-RV FIFTA LA IR SR A T Ay — iR 3 T
% (B, 2010), TP TAE AT fe WA 3. DU & T A2 (0 VR0 25 B8

1) #iEH: BFEARIEE 20% & AR, I EESEEM 2020 4F 5 H 27 H A 2022
2 H 11 H; WERSE K E AR S ER 80%, B MASNE S 1675 MEA, H
T~ —A%2 5 HE) RV;

2) EURFM: LA 2013 4F 7 A 8 HZE 2020 £ 5 A 26 HEWE, fENII%5E 1, Xk
BT YIS, i TR B A S A N B, R L 28 e 7 =X, 2 FREA N
RMSE /MU 38 e A 8. ) % e A ASE 28RN 0 FR A0 A T AR 5 il H X2 1D 2
AR (WILE TR SSONFEA 1676). HR 4 T 45 SR AR A e NI VIP Al SHAP {E
(A EMARETEDL 3.2 71);

3) BH: HE, KRG L IMETE s — K, HREIIZE 2, K5 EEINGPIR, wHllils
(38 —ANFEARZEAT O (FOI SOAFEA 1677);

4) EELE: FFEPUT BRP IR, Rk A BIE A ok R TIONAE, B2 5 R
X IR AR H BT AR AR () T

ASCE I X AR BN E T T 3, DTN, DLE SR AR, ek, i
FCAE T A AR AR 1 T 5 S bl PRSI EL PRE A ST P e

2.3 BEEEMN

BLAS % SRR PR R A2 2 S 5 AL 19520 (Rahimikia and Poon, 2020). A 71R
FAMIS 8 2R 07 1k R G008 [ S50 B A BT 4L, @ Wl AR 4L & R 19 RMSE Sk U 4
ZHECE, UMRILEAL 4% LASSO. Ridge. ElasticNet fl SVR X PUAMEARY | ¥ 5 B 1) 2
A VG St S HOR . X TS (RF. XGBoost. Light GBM Fl CatBoost),
HT B SR REAE B, AR EE 7 F3hH S0, DLFHRAENE b 2 5 B il
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(- === Vil (T ~ I"———\
1 ( |V mepms D IR RN : I :
C
Ik~ ! oL
U Somrer || ! [ V| memm [ e || : |
| 1 ~N
o ro [ wesa [5] | oy !
| | Lasso 1 RMSE
Ridge | 1
| I | ElasticNet ! | Iz s 1 DI/_[JAI?E
| | 1 Q |
| | | SVR \ 1 | VI Foi | | 1 Ros I
1 HARE K \ ) 3 1 DoC_rate
I HE ] ": |_’: EE I|—>I CuT-SFE I
I I . I I
| I —— \ J
1 | r | wgsen | 5. Lo !
mrax ||| I |
I I I RF I I \4
" N || xcBoost | | s 1 1 ( N 1
- LightGBM 1 | I
| | CatBoost | 1 SYFHE
I apowmm ' | | 1 VIP I
1| sramm 1 J I 1 SHAP
B I I T = (7, V) oy 1
| & | I 1 VIPED = {7, } | — I
i J! \ SHAPIES - (5, ) I
\————’ \————I L S U U —, ! \————l

VA RSy A AR SRR TN 45 SR AR ) VIP R SHAP {8, A E T4 B XGBoost %8 [ AR BEAR.
3 HIEEFE IS TIERE

WRe IS HEA G, RSN, [EE 7 XU B 240 XA, a0 R A B
BAYLE [ € Z 40 N REORFFARE I TINPE RE, LA 00 T HARREAL, T BE fg ™ AR 35 . AR 7T
BEBRNGENRFTAERTEME RS LU, £ 14 THLS IR SHORE.
2.4 RETFERM A

AL A Greenwell and Boehmke (2020) #& H 1977 7248 BCREAE AR 5 78 0 A (145 7 E
EM: (variable importance in projection, VIP), LA SHAP R i & 45148 &7 T o 1)
TTHRTEE. SHAP {H -1 Shapley (1953) $2i1, & & EMIRE P — M, SRR
e A (lundberg and Lee, 2017). SHAP B i & A0 A&FANRFAE X A5 28 T 11 D7
MR, SRAE T — AR N A S AR R . HARBBAE T, AR AR AR F500 ) 5Tk
FRE, SR 1E AAE S REARRAIE AR B0 PRI AR AR BT AR5, SHAP B 7€ AN R

o= Y BEMISE= D su gy - o)) (13)
sCN\{i}
¢; N SHAP values, N NN PFHERIERS, M OB NFERANE, S % NRFIER T4
(lundberg and Lee, 2018).

ASCH VIP A SHAP B4 SIRE IR S, RIEIE 3 Fros iR sh i TAEsRE,
FERE S R R — D IME g, J5, BRERTHRAS ] T A RAL(ER) VIP A SHAP {H. IXFf Rl
B INEAMLUAE TS Z P IRERTRINE I 22AL, 38 BEBh A VPl B 5 AEAE &5 — 22 00 o (Y S 2R AN 57
Wk, ST 1 SE VAR SRR A AR AN A TR
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F= 1 NBZIERNSEIEE
R Rtk 25 SRR
LASSO LI R H (penalty) penalty = 107seq (—2, —0.1, length.out
=20)®"

Ridge &SR 2 (penalty) penalty = seq (0.1, 0.6, length = 20)

ElasticNet L1 Lt (mixture), &5 &% (penalty) penalty(), mixture(), size = 30 @

SVR iR (cost), ML (rrbf_sigma) cost (), rbf_sigma(), size = 30

RF BENLRFEMIEE (mtry), MR (trees),  mtry = 11, min_n = 10, trees = 950
S R R/MEASL (min_ n)

XGBoost IR RIREE (tree_depth), 221 % mtry = 8, min_n = 8, trees = 1000,
(learn__rate), 43547 m F e /NEEARSL tree__depth = 9, learn_ rate = 0.02
(min_n), FFLRFEMEE (mtry) &

LightGBM B HIRER (trees), A4 RIRE mtry = 7, min_n = 7, trees = 500,
(tree_depth), 2 >]% (learn_ rate), 4354 tree_depth = 7, learn_ rate = 0.019
T/ MNEASL (min_n), FENLREER)
i (mtry) &

CatBoost P IIARM (trees), I KIRE mtry = 7, min_n = 7, trees = 500,

(tree_depth), %] % (learn_rate), /3%
TR R/MEAEL (min_ n), BEVLRFER)
& (mtry) &5
VE: (1) seq(): FaRERITH, U1 seq(—2, —0.1, length.out = 20), 2k —2 2 —0.1 MEZEHF, BILH 20
MNILE; (2) size=30: FRA K 30 HiBS .

tree__depth = 7, learn_ rate = 0.02

3 #HiEHR
3.1 RERBHSIHIE

AW 3ET SHFE 3 &M AR M 5 2 8hm g b7 704, & 7218 I b RaE A
A RACHIEE T 37 oW 45 R M 75 T4, LA BEMEAE AR Fi H A BESE (Liu et al., 2015). #ff
T BUE 5 AR Z St AR, A 2013 5 7 ) 8 HZE 2022 4 2 A 11 HI5ERZ S
. B ERIE Y Wind Hodl FE. 8 KW B BE 85 1, AHE A RES IR A 23 A i K S A
ANAS, NEETIHAT AR T 8 RIS, A BT A i i ) ).
3.2 T EHIE

T A2 SR E I RE RS E FE 2, MeEhitHaa G EmNEEE S, XE
PLER 2 21 A8 B b A OC E L) XT3 AT A U 14 e AT SR A (Fu et al., 2024). [F, &
BOAMR (R, 2022; Batten et al., 2010; Dinh et al., 2022; Luo and Ye, 2015; Wei
et al., 2020), AR SCIEH T LR X 51 428 I 30 2 Tl e ) A2 AR N T AR & iX $eAr 54y,
Fi: ERETFECRAH EIREL (gepu)s FHEAETFFBURAH EFEEL (cnepu). 1 E R 5 A&
FEEL (entpu). MG EUA KBSTREL (epr) HEHEREDMIEEL (cpi)s FEE=MI%TE
% (ppi)s FEVEREE O (cci). EIIREL (usdx). EEPIFESRFZE (effr). FfH
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B T P (R S A A (wtd) s AR AN A% (brent). FHE 1000 $8%X (221000). ¥ 48 H
W HZ H & (vols. voll0) ' FHEFREL (baidu) 2. CBOE ¥4 ETF HalRIEH (gvz).
CBOE H4R ETF #8155 40 (vxslv) 3. 234 (londongold) FEFHR (londonsilver) 4%
B, S350, A TR A B AR S I I 8] 5 S RRE, AR SCiE— 25N 1~56 B
SEELBE AR IBRER A (Jt) CSEELIEZE (rsm) FTESEEL 22 (rsp), ARG 1~22
1) RV, fE8 RV W70 fifAs &, Bk A8 & i) HAR U B W3R 2.
%2 TEHER
ot A & RS Ab PR IR
RV W 1~22 B

rsm

Daily ‘ https://www.shfe.com.cn
rsp WifE 1~5 B

Jt

gepu
cnepu - ) .
P a1 By http://www.policyuncertainty.com
cntpu

gpr Monthly

ppi
cci https://db.cei.cn/jsps/Home
cpi 1 Br &2 E 1 F

usdx

brent
wti
effr
gvz

vxslv Daily

baidu 1 BrZE e 1~5 B https://index.baidu.com

https://fred.stlouisfed.org

londongold

londonsilver

https://www.wind.com.cn
volb

WEE 1
voll0 a1

T SRR vol5 A1 vol10 MBI N T FRIAH F 9 H P84 5 RON 5 i, S UM 3
SN A S A

baidu XA <34 A EHR BN TR B, U E T A 2 R SR
B2

Sgva Bl vasly, fiFRE95 B R IAA AR ETF MPROR &A%, tihcle “BOHREe, Rm%kE
WL S (CBOE) SRAHISLER MR S S nAf 51, Fm B # MARR RO 2ok 30 REO T35
B, A< SCHFE 1145 500 U3 1 R0 s A, i B Bk, R L1 B
W


https://www.shfe.com.cn
http://www.policyuncertainty.com
https://db.cei.cn/jsps/Home
https://fred.stlouisfed.org
https://index.baidu.com
https://www.wind.com.cn
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4 USSR
4.1 fEIRMET

x3ILETHALREPCEFBBRES I, OFETFIHME (Mean). w2 (SD). fWfE
(Skew). UERE (Kurt). Jarque-Bera Ziit &= Augmented Dickey-Fuller (ADF) ARG 11
. SRR, RV 2 A HA B ERTEA, HAmAA WK 2 LEmE AN E. Jarque
-Bera it &R, iR ENAE 1% MR EHEKFTEL 7 IESEER. A, ADF
e R RIR, B gepu Ak, HoA 0 AR & (1] 8] FP 5135 o~ A

4.2 BRI R
4.2.1 HEBITUNE BEITMN FOEL B

AT TN RALHE 3 G0 AR B BT, AR HE, & 4 1 Panel A 1 Panel B 73 VE41 &
N T PAFR DT & B REA S 25 SR, B SRR A IR 1005 A =X

MEER 4 AT LRI, BT HLAR S IR R 8k s AUE L P #/N FRRUERE R (HAR-RV),
AR, X SRR Sl T IR R, fE AR T2 HER R ) Doc 3. BhAbh, FEARSMERESETH
R2 B CW SRIHEIAE 1% /KPS 3E 35 03 X WIRGIESE T HLAS 5 ) B 7 F0RS
AR T R A A

BARE, 78 Panel A W, SEE&IHNRMTMLE R B8, GBDT HEATERTA LA >
PR A PR BER T B N L . R XGBoost £ 38 & sl R T 5 R DL o, R2, fH
ik 29.210%, #8id T LightGBM 1 CatBoost, {H7f MAE. QLIKE 1 Doc ZFiFflfEx
H CatBoost I B H St 1 RE. 38T B A AS (R 43 2% oR B i 2B M BE it ik, mT DU H,
XGBoost TEE/MEZEERITM A FRIFE I, M CatBoost MIFE A 34 r F 58 2 AR,
# 3 W RV 1) ADF K36 45 R RoR, B 8]F7 515005 R 00 07 5 () PR MR A, 32 01 g s 404
FHFR AR B e S A IR R L. BRI, AR SRR TK RMSE Rl R2,, 15 R 3 B Pk RE VP A b
. TERTA LA % R Doc FX —J5 VAN Fa A (1 SR BUAR I, 110 4 e B 2R Ak B AR
TH AR, Xk — PR S T AR BT I AR R B AU R ZE k0N, T2 BT
R ZE IR BEAIT.

Panel B 1, HEHA LTS 2 2 0 TN 25 S 5 2 SAEA, (5 A AR A B 38 2 6 i B 2K o 40U
Wk = T A X BRI FAR A R s S AN ZE A T A, B AR o i
TP RS, (A 0 IR SR AR B BhAh, TSR AR O AR AR AR e I T
GG R, fETRIaErh, $8tas H x 3 & R I = eV E BRSO, IX S EUAAR A A
T a0 B A 1S e b, AT I T R S S TR A . TR VAR W B e s e T
B LightGBM JEIL T &M HIHERE, 1T XGBoost ) R2, HEEHR TS Light GBM k% 2k,
RMSE #l QLIKE %% R BEEM AR Z T L. SR1, 78 Doc 485 L, WA AL i Tl 45
AR EZER. Light GBM TEMRE R A N FH T B R RFAEHR SR 525, ks T v {5 1 L 4R 30
BRI EE 4 5, @ 5 R S D I RFIE SR S /MR 58, $E v T TR I HERFPE. XGBoost W
RWETIF IR pR AL, SRS A b R AR 2R MR IE X R, PR 2 ST I TR 22, CatBoost

AR B SEAEHRE AR AR AE ScienceData Bank, CSTR %45 4: 31253.11.sciencedb.20174.




2 B F, EIERR, A5 T E R TR 2 597
%k 3 A MLt
Factors Mean SD Skew Kurt Jarque-Bera ADF
Gold RV RV 0.730 0.432 3.287  23.787 41451.379%** —6.618%**
Silver RV RV 1.182 0.782 2.864 19.303 26039.974*** —6.116***
rsm 0.353 0.795  10.640 167.028 2385855.406*%*%  —9.112%%*
rsp 0.368 1.093 18.462 463.589 18619429.349%** 9 428%**
Jt 0.346 1.189 14.877 318.484 8757049.372***  —9.073***
Gold
. volb —12.915 21478.404 —0.417 13.661 9971.955%** —14.460***
predictors 110 ~14.346  11986.851  0.463 13.694  10048.042%%F  —12 859%**
londongold 0.288 13.184 —0.601  9.640 3970.776*** —12.425%%*
baidu 0.107 0.248 1.316 4.195 728.418%** —10.500%**
rsm 1.022 3192 20551 612.321 32525351.634%%% Q.97
TSp 0.986 2.173 10.124 159.669 2176311.592***  —8.463***
Silver Jt 0.861 2.688 10.234 141.266 1703729.271*%**  —9.606***
volb —31730.480 149289.272 —0.238 10.108 4425.836*** —12.252%%%*
predictors
vol10 —5066.469  98455.504 —0.083 8.126 2204.115%** —11.645%**
londonsilver 0.002 0.340 —0.905 22.618 33847.681%*F*  —11.728***
baidu 0.161 0.575 0.992 3.273 349.949*** —12.005***
gepu 193.983 77.163 0.746 2.881 195.302*** —3.886
cnepu 221.335 131.282 1.050 3.876 451.385%** —5.651***
cntpu 221.335 131.282 1.050 3.876 451.385*** —5.651***
cpi —0.001 0.485 —0.405 4.329 211.268%** —8.339***
gpr 94.434 20.026 0.731 3.101 187.248%** —5.588***
ppi 0.128 0.877 0.534 4.580 317.357%** —4.261***
Common cci 0.211 2.472 —0.449 3.263 76.453*** —10.369***
predictor gvz —0.015 0.933 0.147 15.795 14285.538*** —13.378%**
effr 0.000 0.032 —9.904 282.643 6853919.244***  —10.149%**
usdx 0.008 0.331 0.176 8.525 2672.493*** —13.331%%*
wti —0.006 2.023 —4.251 394.475 13371217.633*** —12.416%**
brent —0.003 1.268 —0.660  8.985 3275.873*** —10.869***
vxslv —0.011 1.941 2.612  49.909 194274.985***  —14.008***
771000 1.634 138.865 —1.463 12.533 8671.807*** —11.492%*%*

T FHEORFE 1% KT BB, ** ONTE 5% KK E&EE, * ORFE 10% KK ER2 (TFE).

FETE < TN b R I BE A, X A5 2 T HAE B Sh AL B 73 BAE 55 T5 T BB K, H BRI B 10 e £
bEsE LI ROR, S EAE AR BT BN _E AT G, ASCN R A TN AL A A GBDT
BEALLE f TN 45 e (22 31, RN Light GBM. S FU 7 1) 4 7 56 #E R, 1] XGBoost A H
AT R ZE . XA KIS Deng et al. (2022) %4870 T 0 45 SRARML. Bk, £ 4.4 /)
TR ASCREG R R A 5 N AR I RCR 2 AR B IR T 38
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® 4 HFRIMNIVER

Model RMSE MAE QLIKE R2., CWstat CWp-value  Docrate  PTstat
Panel A: Gold
Bench 0.358 0.227 0.787 - - - 73.684%%* 9.734
LASSO 0.331  0.216 0.779 14.844%%%* 5.583 0.000 75.120%%*  10.282
Ridge 0.328  0.220 0.776 16.293%** 4.326 0.000 73.445%** 9597
ElasticNet 0.341  0.224 0.784 9.615%** 4.790 0.000 73.684%**  9.704
SVR 0.331  0.211 0.775 14.360%** 4.632 0.000 75.837*FF*  10.588
RF 0.326 0.215 0.773 17.078%** 5.439 0.000 76.555%*F*  10.871
XGBoost 0.301  0.208 0.767 29.210%** 4.465 0.000 75.598***  10.478
LightGBM  0.310  0.213 0.768 25.299%** 4.327 0.000 76.555%F*  10.871
CatBoost 0.309  0.201 0.766 25.565%** 6.241 0.000 77.033*%**  11.070
Panel B: Silver
Bench 0.668  0.463 1.530 - - - TL.770%%* 8944
LASSO 0.639  0.441 1.526 8.666%** 4.249 0.000 74.402%**  9.990
Ridge 0.613  0.426 1.519 15.903%** 5.217 0.000 74.880*%**  10.188
ElasticNet 0.651  0.449 1.530 5.202%%* 3.994 0.000 74.641%%*  10.088
SVR 0.624  0.424 1.521 12.865%** 5.064 0.000 76.794%F*  10.975
RF 0.651  0.457 1.524 5.155%** 3.728 0.000 72.010%**  9.010
XGBoost 0.586  0.412 1.515 23.201%** 4.742 0.000 72.967F**  9.408
LightGBM  0.585  0.406 1.515 23.350%** 6.349 0.000 76.555%**  10.879
CatBoost 0.619  0.430 1.518 14.225%** 5.561 0.000 74.163***  9.903

4.2.2 CumSFE kot

Bl 4 FTE 5 40 B 2B T 38 S B AR SR I AR A CumSFE 2R, Wt T 7EIR 3]
T Elﬂ%ﬂ%ﬁ%Wﬁmmﬁ%ﬁfﬁﬁiEﬁwﬁé%ﬁﬁﬁa’];’i AR e AP SY NI T SR RS
B, AL8S 2% SRS () FOUIN 14 RE AR T S HE AR 7. A, BIE M EE CumSFE Bk riksh, v L
SV ARE 2R £ 000 14 E%Hﬁlrﬂbzaﬁz%ﬁmwﬂc mrﬁmm;-:immum PE A 7E AN T X [
(A AN AT SEME. 72 M U B B sl F A I, XGBoost Ml Light GBM B8 £+
AR X (8] P 3 3 o ) CumSFE {8, Hf X S {E FEARFFRR B F B, 1X 3% B X L fid
TUTE TN X [ (1 A AR B ) 0 e B2 (At T R oSS 20 B RE A (X0 T, AATTUE S T BT TH B iz Ak
REJJ. AEOTHE, oA — U188 52 SRR ARE € X ] CumSFE B 3G INE /R T 751X L& X [i]
P, X AR P TN R 22 T R I T AR Y XA AR AT TR R R M A

4.3 FREMEIE
4.3.1 MCS &5

5 Box T MCS RS mI45R, #R 7R A Sk m B g it J7i%4, GBDT
RAEFRE BEACF M AN TIRIEMNESG N, X5 4.2 TR AKIAEYIEG. MCS ik ke
% LU R ) B AR Y, s e A R TR i i, GBDT B AEAN [F] 401 25 bR B2k A T
IR R R, FE B SRR T, XGBoost B AE MSE 45125 06 80N i R IAE A 46



252 1

WS, LR, AFE: HHESE)R 5T
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Wi oL, 5 XGBoost 1 RMSE fi/IMHXTR; CatBoost # A 7E H At 453 25 AL R 11
TR AL, X — e MCS faie G 3] 7ok, SR, MCS frds R4 B A i1 i
W LightGBM F1 XGBoost 158 Tl 280 5 A A RE AR A, (LI /AR AR (10 0000 28 SR A0 T oAl
R S5 18 ST — 800, 78 FAR ISR U 4, Ridge A1 SVR ARAY7E JELE45 5% s H AN Ge i
JiiE T BIERILFEREA S /ANBE, 7238 4 A R I /RS (1 0 PE RE [ 28R S CatBoost #210T,
IEAE MCS HIHER 73 ar 56 AN BERVRIR. (HIX FEAS B RS 1K M AR 1 F0000 R 41 GBDT.

4.3.2 BEUREEOKR /N

BRI & 1 AT Be 2 s T 45 3 (Inoue et al., 2017). Bk, AW ERSNE
F (M) RN RINEREAR 70% F1 60%, AHRNLHL, BHRA) TN E H (RIERER) 1Lk
BB RN 30% A 40%, DRI AR fETE. 3R 6 4 RR W], ££ IR BN & 1K/
Ja, BRI S RIS A — 2, GBDT B REARRI RS . TAE 30% HIRSh Flil
wWHT, AR Ridge M1 SVR BRI b GBDT AR EALHI T AL R, X5
MCS i sont H 8RR 3 K ACBUH — L

#* 6 ARETUNEOMRI
RMSE R2,, CW stat  Doc rate RMSE R2,, CW stat  Doc rate

Model

Gold Silver

Panel A: 30% of the entire sample set
Bench 0.473 - - 72.133%**  0.779 - - 69.745%**
LASSO 0.436  15.077*** 4.730 75.000%**  0.749 7.507*** 2.869 72.293%**
Ridge 0.439  14.003*** 4.689 74.363*¥**  0.718 15.031*** 4.011 74.363%**
ElasticNet 0.431  17.098*** 5.275 73.885%F* 0.749 7.563*** 3.696 73.089***
SVR 0.429  17.524*** 4.930 75.796%F*  0.708 17.286*** 4.606 73.408%***
RF 0.460 5.272%%* 3.265 74.363*%**  0.804 —6.442* 1.483 72.293%**

XGBoost 0.424  19.716*** 5.361 75.000%**  0.743 9.061*** 5.382 72.452%%%*
LightGBM  0.420  21.111%** 5.661 74.045%** 0.739  10.041%** 5.560 74.682%**
CatBoost 0.432  16.409*** 5.885 75.796***  0.767 2.914%** 3.614 74.363%**

Panel B: 40% of the entire sample set

Bench 0.432 - - 71.087***  0.687 - - 68.698%***
LASSO 0.412  9.018%** 4.311 73.357*¥*¥*  0.666 5.993*** 4.423 71.685%**
Ridge 0.411 9.564*** 3.859 73.955%**  0.653 9.691*** 3.963 71.326%**
ElasticNet ~ 0.403  12.875%** 4.881 72.999***  0.670 4.833*** 3.081 71.924%%*
SVR 0.398  14.904*** 5.685 74.194***  0.680 2.073%*** 3.158 73.835%**
RF 0.427  2.394%%* 2.719 73.565%**  0.721 —10.166 0.972 70.574%%*

XGBoost 0.407  11.072%** 5.475 73.716%**  0.698  —3.285%** 3.059 71.804%**
LightGBM  0.389  18.962*** 6.955 75.030%**  0.641  12.736%*** 5.855 72.760%**
CatBoost 0.402  13.264%*** 5.513 76.344***  0.680 2.004%*** 3.322 73.238%**
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4.3.3 EIRBNTUNLSK

W FM S, BRI ET— 2 R s Wl 55 Bh TPt s i 37 3h [, (H A
TG I FIFE R SCE L. Nk, ASCEE T 3 K. 6 KA 12 RTING K, PR T BLAAEIX
PN IFEARSMERE, BIVEARLAE AR JOR ) P00 T RSk 34 6 B 12 N2 5 HIM s, &
7 SRR, IR TN K S, BrA LA 22 S B B O v re 3 R FFAR E. GBDT %
RAER AN SEE T, H R2, Al Doc REARIUK IR bk, B I81E 1 HAETR
5% 45 0 7 I 5 26 7 T (1) AR 8 P AN ] S

F 7 TR KR
RMSE R2.. CW stat  Doc rate RMSE R2.. CW stat  Doc rate

Model
Gold Silver
Horizon = 3

Bench 0.359 - - 73.558%**  0.669 - 71.635%**
LASSO 0.327  16.923*** 4.317 T4.760%*F*%  0.644  7.349%** 4.323 72.115%**
Ridge 0.334  13.076%** 4.946 74.038%F*  0.612  16.358*** 5.217 75.000%**
ElasticNet  0.323  19.023*** 4.179 T4.760%%*  0.627  12.080*** 4.265 73.558%H*
SVR 0.304  28.387*** 4.932 76.683***  (0.586  23.140%*** 5.601 73.558%%*
RF 0.330  16.078%** 5.708 75.545%*%%  (0.656  3.699*** 3.427 T2.TT1H**

XGBoost 0.306  27.225%** 4.306 77.404%%%  0.616  15.055%*** 5.160 72.837H**
LightGBM  0.309  25.620%** 4.920 76.442%%%  0.597  20.309%*** 5.754 72.596%**
CatBoost 0.307  26.904%** 5.668 77.885%F%  0.618  14.673%*** 5.230 73.317%%*

Horizon = 6

Bench 0.360 - - 73.850%**  0.671 - - 71.913%**
LASSO 0.329  16.349%** 4.867 T5.787F**  0.657  4.002%** 4.006 74.092%**
Ridge 0.327  17.304%** 4.345 76.513***  0.615  16.046%*** 4.487 74.818%**
ElasticNet ~ 0.328  16.984%** 5.046 72.397***  0.646  7.448%F* 3.899 72.639%**
SVR 0.321  20.110%** 3.984 T7.240%**  0.618  15.252%** 5.100 74.818%**
RF 0.329  16.324%** 5.707 76.029%**  0.654  5.038%** 3.846 72.397***

XGBoost 0.322  19.699%** 4.271 75.303%%*  0.627  12.821%** 4.983 73.366%**
LightGBM  0.324  18.783*** 4.511 76.271%%%  0.598  20.628*** 5.196 75.061%**
CatBoost 0.312  24.571%** 5.619 75.303***  0.630  11.956%** 5.090 72.639%**

Horizon = 12

Bench 0.362 - - 74.201%%*  0.675 - - T1.744%%%*
LASSO 0.325  19.295%** 5.763 75.184***  0.645  8.569%** 3.989 74.939%**
Ridge 0.326  18.936%** 4.913 75.921%%%  0.623  14.824%** 4.759 73.464%**
ElasticNet  0.325  19.447%%* 4.615 78.133***  0.661 = 3.926%** 3.751 T4.447%%%
SVR 0.335  14.386%** 5.177 74.693***  0.670  1.246%** 4.245 73.219%**
RF 0.330  16.909%** 5.289 74.939%**  0.667  2.228%F* 3.081 72.482%**

XGBoost 0.312  25.726%** 4.055 75.430%%*  0.595  22.192%** 5.466 73.464%**
LightGBM  0.315  24.358%** 4.307 75.676*%**  0.593  22.791%** 5.767 T4.447%%
CatBoost 0.312  25.792%** 5.614 TT.887***  0.638  10.695%** 4.706 73.956%**




2 MRS, FEHK, AFE: TE 48T 1030 % T 603
% 8 EUKEENEATNIRK BIHA R AR AR SN TN 14 AR
Market Model RMSE MAE QLIKE R2., CW stat CW p-value
Low volatility period
Bench 0.224 0.189 0.476 - - -
LASSO 0.192 0.154 0.466 26.276%** 7.005 0.000
Ridge 0.202  0.163 0.467 18.527*** 5.524 0.000
ElasticNet 0.203  0.159 0.469 17.553*** 5.799 0.000
SVR 0.182  0.136 0.461 33.682%** 8.001 0.000
RF 0.224  0.197 0.478 —0.237%* 1.871 0.031
XGBoost 0.221  0.174 0.471 2.775*** 3.453 0.000
LightGBM  0.222  0.178 0.472 2.021%** 3.253 0.001
Gold CatBoost 0.208 0.177 0.471 13.390*** 4.553 0.000
High volatility period
Bench 0.455  0.266 1.099 - - -
LASSO 0.427  0.279 1.092 12.093*** 4.091 0.000
Ridge 0.418 0.278 1.085 15.784*** 3.444 0.000
FElasticNet 0.437  0.290 1.100 7.69TH** 3.548 0.000
SVR 0.432  0.286 1.089 9.686%** 3.443 0.000
RF 0.404  0.233 1.069 21.278%** 5.297 0.000
XGBoost 0.365  0.243 1.064 35.624%%* 4.067 0.000
LightGBM  0.378  0.249 1.065 30.959%** 3.924 0.000
CatBoost 0.385  0.227 1.063 28.513%** 5.570 0.000
Low volatility period
Bench 0.437  0.333 1.185 - - -
LASSO 0.393  0.303 1.181 18.866*** 3.781 0.000
Ridge 0.392  0.301 1.180 19.492%** 4.408 0.000
FElasticNet 0.405  0.306 1.181 14.051*** 3.627 0.000
SVR 0.332  0.250 1.173 42.111%** 6.283 0.000
RF 0.411  0.335 1.185 11.403*** 2.586 0.005
XGBoost 0.429  0.295 1.180 3.592%** 2.861 0.002
LightGBM  0.406  0.299 1.180 13.558*** 3.444 0.000
CatBoost 0.396  0.307 1.181 17.577*** 4.000 0.000
Silver
High volatility period
Bench 0.839  0.592 1.875 - - -
LASSO 0.815  0.581 1.872 5.803*** 3.527 0.000
Ridge 0.774  0.554 1.859 14.839*** 4.312 0.000
ElasticNet 0.828  0.594 1.878 2.703%** 3.363 0.000
SVR 0.819  0.599 1.870 4.859%%* 3.435 0.000
RF 0.825  0.581 1.863 3.357HF* 2.842 0.002
XGBoost 0.710  0.531 1.851 28.415%%* 4.130 0.000
LightGBM  0.722  0.514 1.851 25.921%** 5.573 0.000
CatBoost 0.782  0.555 1.856 13.214*** 4.470 0.000
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4.4 5. KKEEETHI DT

BN IR LA [F) 3 sl I T EE DRI % 7 (Liang et al., 2019). A
W BE S X 53 R v e ) S AR BN PRI AS T REARIT A, 3 PP A AR B AR IX AT REAS B RE A
HMRINRIN. 2 8 4K, 1E SIS AL B 1, HLEs 5 IR P24 I I ] R2
[T ae 7y, BRI S, EAREEN T, AR SRR AR SVR BEAE TINAE B E IR .
KRR A A AR R Ly 1 Ly IENRIRRASIN, A 2B T AL K B R E
BRURFIESE LR PRI (13 FO0 5 AR SVR AR AL R FAZ B2 15 A S A 4 7 2008 ) AR 2R AR AE. 7
IR sh 2 X 8], 11737 B R P A 1A 5 A o i b 0 ) 2 ek R ] Rl 2 e 56 R, AT B8 588 17
AR B IR PRI SVR, PRI [ A AR T 00 v fff 2k

T ARIE NS &R IR, UIHIE &, T 1% M@ 1 i 5oy i 2 T 3 A 1 1) 5%
BREEbR. DR, XX B 4 W BT AE i 2 X (] TIAN B RL 45 T4 50T, TER ST
BBV H, XGBoost BLATE BT A 1% A ¥R I A, Won BRI % 2. 75
HERMA L7, XGBoost Al LightGBM #8535l /£ RMSE il MAE ERILEAR, P&
QLIKE #f°F. Xnfe2&F N XGBoost 1E ik 3l i #A T A R i 2 1 B0 (19 98 £ 1 RR AL,
JUH A AE A B A R R 22 B W 24 R . 5 R, LightGBM FIH H EFP 5L
AT RHE IR A EAE Y, X AERA R I T A R P R T HARH. XGBoost M
Light GBM I ixh 34 5 56} 17 3% i 5 s AR IR BZ (0 RA, B 3 20 A DT AN 52 5y 573 O B e 88 A 0 00 7
AT R, WITITE i Bl 6 77 32 R 5% w0 L B B R ) e 5.
5 1RBIRIERRESHT
5.1 EFMESH

® 9 JBR T ARRRES B RS T (Guo et al., 2023), FHHLLE B 5 00 b B 72 A= 1)
SEITN O SR 45 3. 0P SR AR IR 5, GBDT 1 O SIS Rt ik T Hofth
PR BRE AN [F] RS R I T 2 5% 46 GBDT AL [F9% 3 R P o RE g /15 5 K &
SEPURLH, AT AT BESRAS S s IR, BL y = 2 B & TR 3 A, Bench 17 5

x99 ZFMEST
¥y=2 =3 =6 =2 =3 ~v=6

Model

Gold Silver
Bench 3.853 2.569 1.284 3.876 2.584 1.292
LASSO 3.872 2581 1.291 3.885 2.590 1.295
Ridge 3.879 2586 1.293 3.900 2.600 1.300
ElasticNet  3.860 2.574 1.287 3.875 2.583 1.292
SVR 3.882 2588 1.294 3.894 2.596 1.298
RF 3.888 2.592 1.296 3.891 2.594 1.297

XGBoost 3.901 2601 1300 3.910 2.607 1.303
LightGBM 3.899 2599 1300 3.910 2.606 1.303
CatBoost 3.902 2601 1.301 3.903 2.602 1.301




2 e SR, FILAR, AT 5 T E 5 W 6T (K 3h S 605

CatBoost #5717 [B]# S S2 B RH A ZE 0.049%, 15 BHAE C0 %0 1 R PR3 22 B0FN 5388 be R 264
T, WEHETELZAIH 0.049% A GEXF Bench BB IR EAL B CatBoost HIMMHE,
T X B 43 AT RS A2 78 72 A BE N AN SRR, X — RIAMGIER] T GBDT A8 7R Fill 1
W0 4 JE B SR A P O HE R M, TR T AR S R RO B SR EOR A RIS 13 7.
Rk, GBDT #AYTE 57 4 8 B 1% 17 3% I Uk 20 26 Tl A 2R 30 o 02 25 (g AR e PE AT s F ) ARAe T
PWRHGEEMRCE, RN E IR 1 5 v 5 H & [l ) SR ms ik 4.
5.2 VIP #RE AR M T A S

AP VR R R T R A N AR X A A TIN5 SR RS ) B o p AR
FEAE PSR T K073 RN P R (A5 2 2 B DA FH R PR A O TN 25 SR s X — R AR
F2 L R A AL TR A M 3 T e H AR RE ). A SCER 7 GBDT #EAIH 1) XGBoost
TE AR MR, st EEENE, B 6 AIE 7 oAl 2R AR T XGBoost 157
)% B E B A BT 5 R

AFETHE T XGBoost AL P AR & B EE ) Jfxf X S 8 BV AT TR, DS
H AR B R B B R R R TR T AR 5 e e K BT A PO AR . fE T S TR
W ZE P H, gvz_lagl. londongold lagl Al baidu lagl® 435l /& F B0 A = H 4 &, JF
Hsgmfe e K FHE AR, f52 CBOE ¥4 ETF B RI8E (gvz), HX i E
ST T B AR & S VI OCEE, REfS RS EHM PR T 378 k. 78 AR TR I 3 & 1)
T, lag 1. londonsilver lagl Al vxslv_lagl ;& RN = TNAZE, LdEmA

gvz_lagl
londongold_lag1
baidu_lagl

wesly_lagl ) [

lag_1
rsp_lag_1

Feature

gvz_lag2
rsm_lag_1
baidu_lag2
lag 3

0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08
Mean (importance)

0.025
0.020
Feature
0.015 HAR_type
4 MACRO_type
H MSENT _type
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o.010f"

0.005}
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R
v

S N
\p’" &
v
>

& & ;
g 5 X &
N +

S
2
$ S

N
2
) Q

o
» )

v
6 EEHIE XGBoost HREIH VIP iR

T TR AT, A “lag + BT IR TINAR R SR, AR e SO B R ACE, lagl WA
— WA, 5 SO ELR AR A B TR SN, AR R AL
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lag_1-
londonsliver_lagl-
vxslv_lagl-
gvz_lagl-

rom lag 1 [—

Feature

rsp_lag 1-
lag 2-
lag_3-

rsm_lag 2-

lag_5-

Mean (importance)

g ;3“, R ‘*\ ‘»1\‘.‘ il 1 I \ | ‘, B " ’I :V,\: Feature
¥ i A |
b ,

HAR_type
MACRO_type
MSENT _type

Importance

>
X

o
» >

S
3
» >

o
» '»

)

7 BiRHI% XGBoost &8 VIP B

S
N2

S5 & A TR bR AR, K] CBOE Fa & I 2 F 48 5 S AS 204 BRI 0 i 45 Hions o
o &8 i ah R B B, EAE RN, BOR A FE R AR EE & I B o0l b A
A E R, (BAE B AR5 N A O R BoR AR R B EE . 1K T B8 T < i B 10 J A ARt
FhRe EARMA R, FENHS 5FHNE SRS B OGE T &, dEmaEm&Eks) L5
e

ARSCE I IAR &4y N =2, Bl HAR 28, MSENT XA MACRO 2%, RJ57EE 6 F1E
1 BT & RAT R B A AR S, Hodh) HAR K #Ep2 RV A MER,
& RV MBKERE S (Jt) CSEBLIEY-Z (rsp) AICSEI A2 (rsm), LG 1 1 22 B
fJ) RV. MSENT *E%}iﬁ%??ﬁiﬁrﬂ%‘ RGBSR EN R (gva. vxslv). B EFEH (baidu).
TG (volb, voll0) FE# 4 /8 (londongold. londonsilver) PUFf4F&. MACRO JH 455
SWTE & A&, ZIKB'CZQEJHL, MACRO 275 8 X 15 8 i sz M F2 K 2 Ab T8k, HR,
FEREANX A Y, 35 4 I 0 D Bh SR I o MSENT 245 B s B R F0 () i — Bl T HAR 2K
Aghe, I H W A EORFRRSE, SEIAE—EJE Bl N BN, 1 E AR EA BT I AN R 0 MSENT
AR BRSO RN E 2020 4 R4 T HAR K&, B G RE M2 fE B A Y.
I, T AR 7 37y, AR50 I Al A TN P 5 00 A8 A 15 UM AT AN [R], - BR300 A 1 F) e 4%
HORLIZ T EIX — 5. SR, BLEIREIER], ST 48 MSENT 2848 8 78 il 51
<A B Bl 77 ThD AR A L S AR A
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5.3 SHAP &5
5.3.1 SHAP =¥ N5 BN 7

HF XGBoost #RITE 2 K5 5L #BE S5 325 52 T T00 1 7 76 T vEE A - R B
AT SHAP fH 7 A4 LA AR B3 AT 4 R AR PE 70 . SHAP (A TH 50568 T3 3l Tl 1 13
DUAE, SXFPERSIHLHI S BRI A W AL, AT RE % IR BT 37 sh A& k. B85 A 7 1
SHAP 18 T 5 A & AS TR0 AR 5560 0 45 R STk AR, (677352 538 56 4 Hh B AR AR A T
WG R, MAh, AutticdE x SHAP {EF1 7 f#, 135 SHAP FMNAEH SHAP 22 H AN
1B, BPRIR T AS & 2 (8] 22 HAE ) SHAP A2 HAH. X —25 S8l J R4 i 10, ER8AE
SR LA, S BN A AR R e A B B IE it SHAP 22 HAE A EHEIH, A8
VRN TE X ST H SHAP A2 BAE BB 5, % 35808 A28 FUN 43 FE .

P T4 il 71T 32 A M L AR I, DRI A S F 232 2008 R A2 FLRRURE 433l % /s XGBoost Tl
DFEE HIAE 5 R SRAIT 7258 2L 7E TR 72 Hpoc e RS 5 IRl R 7). B 8 A 9 1
B0 A2 3 4 3 DR AR I 1% XGBoost #ERLK) SHAP 2200 A8 FL N AL RN (14 B ]
s, FEENNTTISE RV BEPFIE. AT LS B A GRS B 28—, TAR & Xt
THDAR () DUBRFE B AR AR e, (EBE A B (R (R HERS , X Fh DT iR AT 98 22 1B M ek 55, X AL R
FEH, TN AR B e B AL 26 15 S AR 59, DTRRE IO R BRI B R T B R e TN AR
&, In] B FEN AR A 7 58 ) DR i S ML 2 R TR, LN (Interaction
Effect) 7E 2 3 Al i T E 0% (Main Effect). 33X 75 W25 76 T FL o, 5000045 & 2 8] iR AH B
SO L EATT & B I R 52 58 g 3. g i, P AR B 2 (A AE I R AR R &,
A SO AR SR AR 5 ) PR A 2 1 5 ZR T . IR R () PR A 45 ) 1) R A A e G 2 M A Y
TCIERAER, MH T GBDT ) XGBoost AL e A 80 B F T S8 58 4% 185 S i il

RV

N N > N N N N N NI N

4 Ay Ay

&
A w“’

>

8 HEHI® XGBoost ##EH) SHAP RN S5 EMM

Q Q i “ 2
N\ v & & 3
RN D D
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linetype

-~ Interaction Effect
Main Effect

— Total Effect

Q S S \ & Q) S S
6‘90 N > Q'\'w\ 6"\9 Q'\’\IQ & > o > 6\'\0 & N4 >
5 ) 5 5 5 5 ) 5 5 )
5
4|
Z 3
2]
1
& o) 3 S & ) & ) S S
F & & ¢ & & ¢ & & &
5 ) 5 5 5 5 ) 5 5 )

9 HIRHEIK XGBoost {#8If) SHAP TN SXEMMN

5.3.2 BEWIATUNA SHAP E5NH

F RN H RGN 2 (8] (A BLBR R 7 T XGBoost REH5 M TITII AR & 1 $2 HUE 5 FFAF H
TIOME. PR, AT A RN SR 2 A5G &, B 10 ATE] 11 23 2 B 4 1R
ARG A0 SHAP EHIE45 K (summary plot) FIKHiE (dependence plot). FHH

Fig. A Fig.B
0.4-
baidu_lagl | 008 5mmmmen « g 0.3
< 0.2
e
rsp_lag_1 =<: 0.1-
@ 0.0-
-0.1-
= lag 1 0.5 0.0 05 1.0
g baidu_lagl
E lag 7 Fig.C
3 0.8-
E Feature Value 2 (.6
wemers © oo ve s cature = V.07
g londongold_lagl | 0. - High §
‘Q 'Y 0.4-
E- <
& lag 12 Low 5 0.2-
Py
2 0.0-
<
Z lag 17 -100 -30 0 50
:<|z: londongold_lagl
7 Fig.D
rsm_lag 1
0.6
©
2
vxslv_lagl g 0.4
=9
;C: 0.2-
gvz_lagl @ .
0.0- =& s
02 04 0.6 0.8 2 0 2 4 6

gvz_lagl

E 10 HE&HK XGBoost {28 SHAP ESHT
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Fig.B

lag_1{ O

N
IS

rsp_lag_1| 0.

SHAP Value
=}
S}

rsm_lag_2| 0.

lag 2| 0.

Feature Value 2 06

IHigh

rsm_lag_11] 0.

lag 7| 0.

-4 2 0 2

londonsliver_lagl| 0. -
londonsliver_lagl

SHAP value (impact on model output)

Fig.D

lag_3| 0.

lag 5| 0.

vxslv_lagl | 0

0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 -20 -10 0 10 20
vxslv_lagl

E 11 A4iREE XGBoost 1#EHIR) SHAP AN

Fig. A FRHEZ AT IEA B IEME S5 SHAP B2 8] (2045, B iR K (A2 5t Ak
P [ REAE AR B A A A FE ARSI IX [R] FRE R =, K ARG, REARAR RN FFIEALR 2= 1) SHAP
{8, SHAP {EERK, 5 B T AS &6k FUAE = A= ) 1 [m) SRR 10 SHAP {ELER/)N, 28 BH F
A E S L TR 2 A2 F A7) S R K. Fig. B Fig.C Al Fig.D JeMt RV ELSEAH . FRE(E A
SHAP A =3 M HIRR. 1EIXLEE | BAARRINRHIE(E, DRI XS i SHAP {H, 3% 51
RE=IENI RV, LS ARERMRBEI RV (RV ESHEARYE 4.4 sl sh Rk 5 R).

HE 10 41 SHAP 28T Fig. A |1, AR baidu lagl XS4 I R 1)
ik K, [FIEF londongold lagl Fl gvz lagl PANTIE & BRIk th R . Rk, A
ik X = AT AR E R 2R EE AT SHAP EKIOC R, #i%:H Fig.B, Fig.C Al Fig.D. 7
Fig.B #l Fig.D 1, [ifi 5 8 4 OCVE BE 4 TH AR SR TR 9 0, BV 45/ PR e Hsi(E 3 Kk
BRI, 1195 5% & TR S S T 3 Sk, RN R R R &
KeBesl). XMINE L GAT R FECE SIS RN, wEERA R EEN S, Fig. D 1,
YRS SRAERT 2 B, BT s A, B ESHEEE T msh %20, Fig.B Ml Fig.C 1)
A AR I AR B RRAE : il 25 5 AE R (0 38 0, e A8 FOUN s 2 v 1 DT R B Bt 2 38 58, AT 5
FOIAE T, M ESE AT i 3 X (A G SRR AF AR i i B s TR, A B (50 T 45
SRR AT SRR i3 Bl 1 L

WEHEREEE RITHS 585 e A GERE, RSB aIFEN K
Mo T Aok — A& IR S). bEE L MR T E AR TS shibn, TS
5% 2o TR I R RE B S B TR IR B kT, SR RSk B SN RS k). X P E AR 51T N7
| S W TR I, W FigB M Fig.D A RFHEMFE SR, £ Fig.C F, {5 EA
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SHAP fHZIHfFAE “U” BK AR, “U” B2 P sl sl 5. XGRS 1R — RIEH
BRI AR AR AT S e B R S MR A B s, DL AR S b 35 K0 1 X T 45 R
TR RIERTY. 2R LPTIR, 3 A IR, e RE AN FAME Bt = MK SHAP &
R 7R XGBoost AMUAETRIVERER DL L, i) HIE L 40 S04t SHAP {5 5 50 8E4:
AL Z A AR, BE— ] 7 AR E. X — RO s F e ft 17— o
A TR, A ATTRE S AE HE UM IR RT3 h B AN &, 3E 0 SEBURE R KA. XAt
THHE KB BT ik, BB AR R 2k HEh AR e R IE RN LB SR I 1 SIS

5.3.3 BIRMIHTNAEY SHAP E57H

K 11 () Fig. A %7 T RV B 5 (lag 1) /210 b STik i ms (A0 AR &, 1X 5 5.2
W5 VIP M aE R — 2 AR RIS, R E B RO T B DTk D, IR R S T
W2 555 R GEEA B &, AN TTREHEA AT H R RS, HAR R4 & K%
H, Hetn rsp (IE2EZE) M rsm (FR2) WG R, XERY] HAR KRBT 3R EshE
JIHRINEZE . £ FigB 1, lag 1 (A —KERENE) 1 L5 SHAP (A4
REJIEMRYE. 2 lag 1 KT 2 i, RS XK HE s EHE, RURT— H B &)
FXN TN A 5 HA R, XSOt BB B sl B WY R i Rt R an R ni— H k)
R BE ORI H i) T IR S, R 11 e BUR (Fig.C) M BRI S s %
(Fig.D) fHasiE d, SHAP (B SHHEME R R 5 mE AL, LTTHS 5% Geld kK I
[F) 28 B R 55 7 I RIBL 2, T b I8 Bl Al s T

FEMT B AUR, 24 CBOE BB M RSB (gvz Al vxslv) HILEE), SiE 163
S A BURAN % B0 R AR B, R XGBoost FE 7 S (14 5h 28 4k T 3 s 98 5h 26 1) v
ZNH, 84T LUIE IS 7 B TR AR B SHAP {E KA e P2 AR @it %t b s s SHAP 14,
AL U ) 2 20 e 3 T e SRR T AR 5, A R AR R N R T R an SR T4 R R
AN R AN A R 5 D s R, Xl R TR T IR IR, T BT B
Lo BIFE 2019 EJEA 2022 FFJRAE L, FEXFMEIL T, 5583 AT DUR HUS 22 3 80 Z 1 IRUR
W, WIS (Straddle) BLSEEE R (Strangle) WAL 4. WL 4HEK SHAP E4047, 7T LA
SRS R S IR AN R 2, AT Bh T2 5 2 i BB TR R4 R k.

6 EELREEBT

ASCUL Eig Bt R B T AR, EE AT ST LS AR A TN, 1 5 N H 2 R L AR A
BERY | FFAE 22 Mt 2% pR ORURSL6: 77 7% T A THT B A 1 X S A g T A . SRR 28 SR R, FEFE
ARSI, GBDT A I H 2 35 A OL 5. I8 0 T s e sl AT = A 7 S AT, R
I XGBoost 1 A7E 5t 42 J& A LT 16 my i sh R Tl ik 2 /. LB b AR SC A R &
T LA I B B AT R TR, TR AR AR T XGBoost EALFE U7 4 & A T i 5
RPN L 5L R ISR R 2R . BRI, AT SR I A LR LA T

1) /£ XGBoost~ LightGBM #l CatBoost —# GBDT &L gE L H, XGBoost
TEFB 53 T A b J 300 H BE /N[ TN % 22, LightGBM £E 00U 4B 77 1) 1 40 0 b SE R dff, 1o
CatBoost W FEAFAE 73 K7 IR IR, X2 g AR OB, R R IR A
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MCS #46.  JHRR SN & 1 NATIN A 1 S LR 2 5 A Ja, Bos 1 R4 A2
f k.

2) FE 51 & RPN F MR BB X 8] (TN o, GBDT BEAL7E iy g 3 2 1 0 v R L8
M, X—43R5 GBDT 1M s Z I A BT (Fu et al., 2024). X TIEIXKHA
ARFPR BT R AL B, ERA 0 B s R TN RE J0, Bl 1 R R Y ] T 37 7 3 e 80 77 T 1
SR KVEBE.

3) EIRIT XGBoost HERILE Bt )& W BT s Z N p PERESR T A SR RIS, VIP 73 A iz
T AREAIL: T4 (MSENT) SRR P 7 EXEZNME, HIGE HAR
RAZBI TR, 2 WAEAR (MACRO) JEAR B MARNT BN, X — KBS 1 i 4 ot
&R I BTN AR B (1 5 2 5.

4) A HT SHAP ERN SHAEE IR R, KA EREMRE R R 558 E. AR
WIBL BB B S AEA . RN, R F e SR #E 5 SHAP (2 [AFAE U BUR R, XL
AR TN RS EE, JEXI T2 5 3 e R TR B DR SRR AT BB

AW TE I 5t 4 Ja I BT B AR PR A (KL PR (1t 1 BB SR SCH, R 1IN T
R EE A S LR S AN (AN o SCE AR ELAE U JUAN T T 8 o, i plas o o
TR BE A AT R TR, ASCE B T XGBoost A5 BTN BEFE T R AL 1% A AR AE
iz R GBDT AR 7 — M Rl & 77 1%, BERESE Mt BUE e, SCREHY i L AR
P, JLR, ABTFUR VIP M1 SHAP BRI 55 M AT — DR i SLE M &, AUER
AR ST A5 R % R R EVE AR SR, IS 1 IR RS A T R . i,
IR AL B DR 1 7 o M, AR SCOmIR T T 3 2528 B A B < U BB sl AR N v ) B
L. SULEIR, AR SCEERN THRAEE S SHAP B2 (81K R0 B sl 3 5% 51 iR . 45
b AT B 4 31 B B0 A T AR AR e 5 R X sl PR AR IR T 2 T R R AR R
J7 SR T A A SEIEUESR, AR ST 2 5 3 ) 58 B 08 4 A SR LB iy 3 e 2 e IR
S SR S O T ROV ELARAE A XU EBEME SR, g A < B B 7 A Y B i T 4 A B B
SR TSRO T m S S
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