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Tﬁqm
7 PSS B R b RO L [ A A
PRI > SR e 1 SB[ o [V | 0 > T4
[PE R >~ jé_?fiﬁ.i%’* E > Black(, 1976 )Z:i[H EflE'lElfJ‘]EJ‘,F;,\iﬁ’?g'qg‘%l ]"“Fjl (il
AT (I PR PYR) - s S E(D/E ratio)fiy A > AFSAFROHEA o
EIpVE faQrgrmg) ; ~ 0 T fuﬁ F' (I [ Ryl gl > T SRR
f’fﬁ’f@%’ﬁ%l’*?@'iﬁfﬁﬁ ° bl FEBINE R ERBE I Fﬁw E TN
IR i@gﬂ[plégﬁ&i_’ﬁ fag i =2 (French K.R., Schwert GW., & Stambaugh
R., 1987) - 4 Fidp E'IJ?FJ?@W”} B EIVRY R
R P*Jﬁl*‘? A R R T e
Mandelbrot(1963) 7 Fama(1965) 7+ fr; 1! & ft [iv 53 [l 7 f E Ly i
(leptokurtic) =" i = iU E[E - Mandelbrot(1963) )< QQ‘VF@@ =3 l*jr\f&pn]@gﬁ
E\JJ: AT }W’j‘g} 4 H-&EILJ?@] E\IH"*F'WEL’E*J e (2 R J‘F“JM’E}J -
P Eh 2 02 PR, o PO B L PR R R | ( volatility clustering )
Uz 4 - Morgan(1976) 7 Poe IR s fURB I it - SRR U
He B I )@ Sl SRR RN ETR@EL - F) Engle 7 1982 & gi
fOFTES SR R fF OB BT AR B! B 5L ®] (Auto-Regression  Conditional
Heteroskedastic model, 7% ARCH model) - thf]%:%tp gl Gl R T
AR 5T TR T Y - ) Bollerslev 7 1986 B M — 4
[ F I 3[R o [ B TR A8 B ] (Generalized Autoregressive Conditional
Heteroskedastic model ; % GARCH model ) > }[ﬁ’llﬁ'ﬁf F o (A el Bl
ARCH T+ SERPEMEIIFT A s - g i e
B e AV E SFE S R H J?[%HF'JF[ TR e ) EL
RN "EIUF%J%EJ['%T’: ° [H75 IF'EJF\'Elﬁﬁ'ﬁ"@éﬁ@ﬁw%ﬁ% = ﬁﬂﬁ‘ﬂ = U
T IR 3 IR o [ IR0 sy A
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RS SRS LR 5 gp Nelson 7 1991 = $iLU1fY Exponential
GARCH(EGARCH), * Tong 7+ 1983 = {41 Threshold Auto-Regreesive
GARCH( TAR-GARCH)...= -
ﬁvf = E'ﬁ}?ﬁé]’ ﬁ?ﬁ GARCH LBl gl 0 - D Rt
PR EERPE R YRR o fpc] F”TUW?IE}%“ ’ %TE‘%%
FVESIRE (g Wk PV ﬁﬁf"ﬁf—'l‘iﬁﬁﬁ [Fil— (S - A[LRLE B E)
LR R EIY o B R A PR TR
PR o ——éj&pl]% ; SFP[ SO TRl = P S =t s I‘PtJF, A o r+¢$&r,
FIHBP 4 i, = [log(5, )~ logls, )]-100 » [ipByYst 4= B ]y

H o BRI P E A R R RO G (B AT R
(Andersen and bollerslev, 1998) - & | L#ﬁlﬁﬂgy M= RS [’Fﬁgfjﬁmlz
FIEY e iy # I GARCH fSLR]ELRLRE ™ S P2 EAa I ALA] e R
(ALY EE 5 [ ZERUPR B R [ T ] DM 5 E B ( Diebold
and Marino, 1995 )3t'sY o =¥ Basel M. A. Awartani, Valentina Corradi,
(2005) 5 HERAFIIZ DY > BT WERPRUIAT 5 5T 4T S R i
out-sample one-step FUILESERH] 232 H—El[jl—qtt TE F‘L”E'?EUF Juffi e DM
AR 2[R o A AN R - RIS o 2 AT AR R TS AR R
RIVPIEREATEER RS o B 3T A L SEERTR [ ERARE
P k> S i RS SR > ST HIES ﬂ*i&ﬁ s
A PP R o

2. WA

(-) Rl
eF £, S&P-500 Composite Price Index, adjusted for dividends - f'i
Datastream vt I/ g [’f’F]'ffﬁE YR o @ﬂf‘,ﬁﬁ[ﬁlﬂl 1990 & 1 £] 1 FIZ= 2001
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F9 F 28 Uil B EGEEr T = 3065 2T o A A I Y Sk
= [log(s,)~ log(s,.,)]- 100 f74°E » S, KIEY t HERffrEs o & LEIT R

ARETEL o =g L T SRR BRIV L B S RO 5 e
I B4 IREPRRY 2 (55 1) SRR TR >8 5 Fhflyei o R TS )
RENRE S AN Fe 2. FRN DRSS, U P-value L% E AR

__!

»@g

Ay ) P-value<0.01 s A SN s SRR AT AR oy |1

2. SYMIEE 2 r PRSI  f B L TS DT AR ) A
B ] -

() AR E A

o [l S A [ ISR R P e RO B AR R o STy A e
fq_ E’@T@ETQ i f0H] Ljung-Box a#FEN 2 LM test fmit: ARCH
Effect » 55 £RPUH R -

Stepl. “LEfr, (BRI IZSAIER L, =g, + Al + + M +a,, k=1,...T, T=3065,
a, ELTRE o [HERAG I AR l’ﬁlﬁl}ia °

Step2. #*I= fif 7 i T il a? i g P E 125 AL Sa b RL 5 2
ARCH(0) 87 = o + 7, 82, +++- 7, 8l o+ &, AL (FHER? -

Step3. THMFIEI LM =T -R? ~ y7, > Ljung-Box sk a? i Q AT E!
Stepd. i L Hy iy ==y = 0@BEIFRITTIE), H i =Dy PF > I
LM > »2 = HiftiH,

SN A 3. QAFHE Y LM BEFHE! Pvalue iSUJ > B BIETRBEI 0T
i > [P GARCH 1] -
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(5) EPaRERE
PR P AR R TR B {9 Jﬂ%;xﬁ” S B
PRRVR I » P T AP R L B B RS g W PR 1= 30 55
(T Lkl r[ﬁﬁ‘ﬂ@fp‘wﬁ UL SECRL S T SRS GARCH A

51 - fji7] Engle % Ng (1993ﬁLr%zia$~ap~u@n,ﬁﬁfari 53 IS PRI

fwits (sign bias test - SBT) ~ p1AE % *ﬁﬁ'ﬁ%i (negative size bias test -
NSBT) ~ A% |ﬂ§%@%g (positive size bias test, PSBT)EF”JE’;': F,fﬁﬁi (joint
test> JT)Rgctss [k Eh[pIER A T a? = wy + WS, +W,S 6, + WS e +4,
Sy BHT A G EL il S, =1 > > VEE 00 ST ERNEE S A » SBT
= ol TR AR TR A S P lF‘IFIJJ\J“?ﬁ‘?EU?@'EI* ° FIAE L e R,
U Scagey SAA T Il T AR S o R PUSLERL I F ) T IRISRY,

FER [T TR R S, T I T I

Il‘\

PUSRPVRRRL fy Fp (IS S (A0S Rl SRR - I s

S 6, = She — B R AR o SBT ~ NSBT == PSBT puf A hLI] t 3#5
BT RIRE F SR R B, w, Ew, o IT PORRE AL S

T RG> B el & p il 50 3 g o5 fid o 3 O 3 4. fl1 SBT
fa LR CHFHIED 2.7 - P-value BEFF - 7 1[0 1 @ﬁ;?”ﬁ Qs
1 EI RGP RN o A SR PSSPy sy 35N o 7 NSBT
B Eaf il > t2-10.15 ARG SRR g e NIV [ﬁﬁ L
PSP (D EORRYA ] 19 1 o WLV R - PSBT i
B 12016 ZHi R A oA AP AR OB T RL YV -

“?fﬁ i [EEF P-value<0.01 » Al | & (ZRAAE L B S 7 -
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3. PPl =g 4t
(- ) BRI
AV iAkB R E) ARCH Effect ZH g3 » 871 |25 (M| et
GARCH f7] -
AR(1)-GARCH(L, )R E {1 ™ :

rh=a,+¢,+¢ -1, & =0 &, o.=a,+a,-a’,+p, -0, (1)
a,>0 0,20, £ >0 FLEERSE BT (positive variance)ElfJ[Sf«Lﬁju?U o+ B <1
F| £ 4 g ! T 7 (covariance stationarity)ElfJ[SELﬁju?L‘ o

B I S e R 5 2Pz G » PR
JESAIEIE] > 47, B EGARCH ~ TAR-GARCH Ryffif] -
AR(1)-EGARCH(L, 1)fEi=0 g™ :

h=a+d+o -, , & =06 , g(gt):‘gt"\/%'g-é‘t )

|n(0't2)=050 +a1'g(5t—1)+ﬂ1'|n(o-t2—1) (2)
MNEG o ?;ﬁﬁﬁg‘ﬂ@?%ﬁ’?[ T %Tﬁ' = ?'é”#‘j gl oy - o

AR(1)-TAR-GARCH(L, L)f#i=8 g1+ :

rt=at+¢o+¢1'rt—1 y & =0 &,

o =(c) +o*&, + A0) (o) +o8, + AP0l

l,,=1if a,_, <0, 0, ow. (3)

—i
a? B >0, o +a®, P + pP > 0 ELEAB BT T-(positive variance)isl
ﬁ]ﬂjﬂ . al(l) +a1(2) +ﬂ1(l) +,51(2) <1, al(l) +ﬂ1(1) < 1HJEEH Akl T AF (covariance
stationarity)p~ {5 [F f@ﬁjﬂ?“ o

PIEAED Y EE A 222 BHHH R (Berndt, et al. ,1974)
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fé?‘[’ﬁ[?r ; ﬁljﬁ?\‘iﬁﬁﬁ%{gfﬁﬁj Ljung-Box (1978) Q F&F &l » AH | I[1 A 5. |

'Y HRI ST PO B R T 5% N B BRI 10008
ME o P 6 HIED QRFHEIFVASF - TR RIS 1% Y Q ARG R
T« TS -

(=) I
& (SR SRR R A P RS A R
W o TR iiﬁiﬁ (il PR R putst T_’F’*, o P YR] T=3065 75 £ R~ P iy
90 R B EHRELY Bh B P HBTRHE R BT - =P 2 330
o BRAHRIR T I9ARM) AR (one-step) » 3 3.(~ )
Y AETRPL R R IV 1R AR B ] S S E T IV Y-
ST one-step YL - ([0 H ] 2~R+1 B A (SO FHT AV BT AT
one-step JLEFEIIE - ... - i1 5] R-R+P-1 504 Bn L ff 320 1 57 330
ST one-step R o PN LR RITEET > S5 AR EF R

BTV i 2o F FEFC I BRAOPLE o PO g i EE T AT s 5 4 4
ﬁ”ﬁHE'JF"BEﬁ Hiu, (rm ai mj ,a: va FLEY hABLEAY t+1 Sl

‘:E?EUI’@ ’ h:(l), (2), (3) , t:R T ) El“ I:I rﬁ ”330 5 ]I[ﬁlffqugﬁ?ﬁ”{j%%

Uy o * [ 3.4~ 5. 53H[HE GARCH » EGARCH ~ TAR-GARCH I/ {5
G - FERD o T RO T 9 AR(L) YESE T (one-step) ™ = K
SFPLEATERRIN € CPHRER B S AR T - R
PP FI[JE 1 DM test 2% At -
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(=) DM test ==5E

RS BRI S HEPEE TER
i u, o RIS P B 2 L Ry By P - L R
AR(1)-GARCH(1,1)'H. - El(r2, =2 V= (r2 — 2. J |= 0 gz

(1) (L1)-Hy B\ O (1),t+1 M = Ohea) )= 0 h’*m\[gﬁ

7 SEEY o Tl £t ) 2 2
AR TS FIY=] (RSSO (LSS i B

A 2 A 2
T o, v b GARCH 7 53 t+1 2B » o, wa KE2T h ARV L EY
FFR - DM REHEI ST

2 2
1 1 T-1 A 2 A 2

DM ; = ﬁ SAP 't:R [(rtil - O-(l),t+lJ - [rtil - Gh,tﬂj J

N

Sp £% Heteroskedasticity and Autocorrelation robust Covariance(HAC)fF‘I?r
Bl S5 PR SRR E IR - 9 A 7. ) MSE ELELRE 19 DM

o i N jf’F‘[H TP Ho = 1 — B V.S, Hy: GARCH F=EGARCH ¥l gy ™ DM

TR 4D 3.12417 » ¥ P-value ¥ 0.99911 23 A0 I ISR+ AP fi 8
B fﬁél?s? H<EGARCH F GARCH stsissiibpy » DM i FH &l £5-3.12417 » P-value 1%
0.0009 FiYE 2 G » (11 41 EGARCH MURISRELELUHE GARCH
PUBR e puferts o [AlRpUAS N [ 1 3 8. B4 MSE FLBLHE [V DM
i AN BT TAR-GARCH I GARCH BUFIHIFVEERE « (55 e & 7.

8. Pl 7RG - T MAE FRELEE™ [UF) T B @l% HaTAR-GARCH =
GARCH ¥sstifivgy ~ » DM 7#5 £1 £1-3.36576 £ P-value £% 0.00038 'FJ‘ZTE,%’:FI
Ho: iR ] Jﬂﬁ;ﬁ‘%‘é&ﬁﬁz?@% TAR-GARCH I EGARCH &= S 275
S HAE S DM AR SHEM Y A 9. 7 MSE ERELRE™ iV DM fi < P-value
ﬁﬁ‘%ﬁ% PR A o T MAE SRELRE Y DM AR ST E

F%EZ Ha TAR-GARCH F=EGARCH ¥&pisififivey 5 DM 7k Ff Ei 11-3.10483 E P-value

£%.0.00005 - {I¢E - > A | TAR-GARCH F= EGARCH S -
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4, a\EFF i

FEE 2 ol B FEPEE ) R ORI 1 - S BT
e N S N e e e I e
YT AT R BHHH JFERE « 7 50 55 S A
BEESRAB T PP (EIAEF 1 DM test g FSEFA 8L 2 E AP B 1 i
O plgn” g - ECURMAR TG > R W AR DR R
TAR-GARCH =" EGARCH RIfZ ¥ s s s -

E'Ixﬁfﬁ%“ﬁﬁ%’?%‘ P R e Sl [ P IR =
[FIFREF T I AR By~ 3 S T SRR 5 TR A P (g
GIR-GARCH)HUEL -~ 5+ B RLH P92 FEAPIS R i Ly~ o B
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3. GARCH VIl - B 153 1 (SR BRILAA. » e Y KT8 -

GARCh Forecast Plot
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4. EGARCH Vgl - F &1 17 (O ATIBRILEIRE - oo Y LTSt -

EGARCH Forecast Plot
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fffEs (=)

ES 1-q§¥¥f5 ﬁ;?E'iﬁpmikLV§$7k§%§+§10

N Mean Variance Skewness Kurtosis(Exc)
St 3065 707.9301 168466.8177 0.62751 -1.14787
I 3064 0.0447 0.9826 -0.24224 451653

Mi

nimum Maximum

233.4600 1549.19

-7.2540 4.9371

2. S, r Ryl ADF i H UG ¢ o

St

t RSHE! P-value t RSHE!
-0.782592 0.8233 -53.92302

P-value
0.0001

PR 103, Ao € JRL 1 TR 1 -

#* 3. Y07 ARCH Effect test ©

Q and LM Tests for ARCH Disturbances

Order Q Pr > Q LM Pr > LM
1 110.3657 <.0001 110.1911 <.0001
2 196.2931 <.0001 165.0361 <.0001
3 223.0719 <.0001 170.2407 <.0001
4 238.4483 <.0001 172.4744 <.0001
5 286.0438 <.0001 199.2765 <.0001
6 332.4339 <.0001 216.7605 <.0001
7 363.1395 <.0001 221.2996 <.0001
8 385.2093 <.0001 223.6441 <.0001
9 416.2167 <.0001 232.2094 <.0001

10 444.1642 <.0001 238.1915 <.0001

11 467 .9694 <.0001 240.6396 <.0001

12 491.1897 <.0001 243.1787 <.0001

i Q ES Ljung-Box s#EFE! - LM £) Lagrange multiplier fg s St &! > P-value ﬁ’J*J&‘G‘ 0.0001 -

SRFE_FEEE o ) BTSRRI o

IV SRS X

[
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4 TEPERE -

R SBT NSBT PSBT JT
A E 2.7849 -10.1521 0.1697 118.5579
P-value 0.0053 0.0000 0.8652 0.0000

i Engle = Ng (1993) i ikl i o € ZREPRIE 1 4% - SBT A FBETH AU L »
NSBT 6 {174 (i@ E: ~ PSBT #BT [J@U& L% IT %7 A4 - SBT » NSBT » PSBT £ t i

SRR IT RIS F IS 3HEE

pul

ERN SN B A

(1) @ 3)
ﬁilﬂ (AR(1)-GARCH(1,1)) (AR(1)-EGARCH(1,1)) (AR(1)-TAR-GARCH(1,1))
. 0.0513 0.0274 0.0318
bo = (0.0149) (0.0142) (0.0145)
. 0.0613 0.0677 0.0674
= (0.0204) (0.0197) (0.0203)
. 0.0231 0.0016
%o = (0.0036) (0.0019)

. 0.0975 0.1176
* = (0.0091) (0.0101)

. 0.8825 0.9815
1= (0.0109) (0.0023)

. 0.81741

0= (0.0993)

. 0.0567
a® =

0 (0.0091)

. 0.1373
a® =

1 (0.0121)

. 0.8526

,3(1) —

1 (0.0121)

. -0.0567
a® —

0 (0.0091)

. -0.1211
a® =

1 (0.0134)

. 0.0736

ﬂ(Z) —

A (0.0135)

v Ep A igf’l ePaper(2005 + )

=

)



AL 2L 1 GARCH #0732

*6 FRELY B A R

SR

Diagnostic Checking ( Ljung-Box Q-Statistics )

ey 2 €)
L (AR(1)-GARCH(1,1)) (AR(1)-EGARCH(1,1)) (AR(1)-TAR-GARCH(L,1))

Q)

Q) 8.7504(.1194) 10.1138(.0720) 8.6197(.1252)
Q(10) 11.6104(.3119) 14.4409(.1538) 12.7553(.2376)
Q(15) 26.0930(.0370) 27.7067(.0234) 26.0137(.0378)
Q(20) 28.8554(.0906) 30.0021(.0698) 28.4634(.0988)
Q)

Q(5) 3.8474(.5715) 2.3900(.7929) 3.7610(.5843)
Q(10) 9.3940(.4951) 3.6504(.9617) 4.7843(.9051)
Q(15) 13.8940(.5335) 10.5161(.7860) 9.5322(.8480)
Q(20) 18.1166(.5797) 13.8424(.8383) 12.7472(.8879)
QD

Q) 6.9823(.2219) 10.3048(.0670) 11.4106(.0438)
Q(10) 12.7081(.2404) 16.8744(.0771) 18.0328(.0544)
Q(15) 16.1508(.3721) 20.5445(.1520) 21.8765(.1110)
Q(20) 21.4708(.3699) 25.2042(.1937) 31.4506(.0495)

Qe )EbfEvE (= &, 1 QRFFE! > Q'+ ) EbEE (PR

RSV QikFrE -

D QARFHE! o 1Q( « IEMARE [FFRE

iAW HIE, =a, /6, -

%4 57, ePaper(2005 )
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#. 7.GARCH v.s. EGARCH I DM f&: -

1 2.
Ho Flf= 10— B Ho FHIf 0 —
H,: GARCH - EGARCH ¥ FEFIZE[H@’E#J H..EGARCH - GARCH ¥ PE?FI]E[HELE{%J

I'} MSE £33 DM test

DM AfZEl 3.12417 DM k5| El -3.12417

P-value 0.99911 P-value 0.0009< 0.01

I} MAE ELELYE D DM test

DM 5#ZfE! 0.85830 DM sz E! -0.85830
P-value 0.80464 P-value 0.19536
MSEsarch 10.89046 MSEgcarch 10.31494
RMSEgarch 3.30007 RMSEecarcH 3.21169
MAE garch 1.83838 MAEgsarcH 1.81717

s> 1) MSE £RELYE™ B9 DM test adifA 2 EGARCH Fosgfli fiup 05 GARCH &R

(1)) MAE FRELYE™ 19 DM test i i 8- oy 12 F |8 o2 )]
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% 8. GARCH v.s. TAR-GARCH [V DM gt -

1 2.
Hos TR 11— Hor FIRIfE 11— e
H.: GARCH - TAR-GARCH L%’F@QE‘]EHME*J H.. TAR-GARCH - GARCH i@ﬁé’ﬁiﬂﬂi@;ﬁ

I'} MSE £LELYE D DM test

DM k£l 2.79406 DM 75t &l -2.79406

P-value 0.99740 P-value 0.0026 <0.01

I'} MAE £5EL¥E D DM test

DM G &l 3.36576 DM &l -3.36576
P-value 0.99962 P-value 0.00038< 0.01
MSEgsarcH 10.89046 MSEar-cARCH 10.43228
RMSEgarcH 3.30007 RMSEar-carcH 3.229904
MAEgarcH 1.83838 MAEAR-6ARCH 1.76020

7> 7 MSE fi¥ MAE FREL#E™ 9 DM A I PHIRER L TAR-GARCH SRR Epiug= o=
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