SRR NG EH FERE D HAMNE M ]

ik

&
R L SR e B enT A4 N TR @ % Balke and Fomby(1997) 4 #%
NP ELEFETREL  EATFAAET B E S A2 T o o il R ik
FIFREGRERAN A2 IR RUE R SR G I fRERE D FHRE
AFEFREM B E- HUPELEFEATAETIRENRRF T AL NG i i
RN S L PRI ERE 3 TR i %%%mﬁboiéﬁiﬁgﬁi
??WTQyﬂ%&%@ﬁm;%%ﬁﬁgAw&ﬁ@@mﬁmﬁk@m“&%&ygﬁ
BEERIAIFEM G - AR EFRIBP I ERT A RIISEN G2 EREH
A LRGP FERE P FLENNFREAZNFRAARRFRE LT 20

)

XN

AL o Sl o BB B PR S REMER A

*%%ﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬁ’%ﬁﬁﬁﬁhiﬁ%W*“Lﬂﬁmnlﬁ ﬁii°ﬁm%ﬂ1$%m
832 9%= @ 160 3> 7 3510937340640 @ £ :(07)3596734 > 7 5 #X i 2 43 : dcbor@cc.kyit.edu.tw
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1 %32

AR R R AT 1097 E 10 P BN 2o RN R R Bl e AT 2R TR

ET7 02l pEAEER '%iﬂﬁiﬂp% HEH o L EEEY- 'I%I??]F\f'?%“ ° K
PR RS S E R L*@§4’2003ﬁ*%V§I’bﬁﬁi‘4ﬂ‘7°

ﬁ&ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬂ’ﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁ’kﬁﬁ%ﬂ“&i?ﬁﬂﬁﬁ?“
“'Xiga‘%ﬁ CHEEABRIZRREPRIAE AT BRI RAEREET F-F &
B RS AP FHABRBAE  FY P RRFREBRE T EARE 2R T3
g B AR GESIE L EJELETRIAIER LD PR
it 3 K § ARt - % (Converge) - & 175 8+ it fk & (basis) & & 9 T P PF R AR R
Ao A o d AR F A IFR G EEE T EERS D B RG
P T 2HELAL > TTAZHERRFPN 02 G EJER A PEEIRD
B b - EFAE AR FLE P AAT N ERKEAYSLEHR A DA
Mackinlay & Ramaswamy(1988)1z p p Ff ki@ P ERMF G RAEFEJIF 5 - 05 @
KB IR F G b A A 2 EREJ|F 2L E b & o Yadav, Pope, and Paudyal(1994)
WeEFADT A RBPRFTADERIEAAZZHES -
W2 AL D R ERE T HA i 2 MB35 AT B 8 R i - De Jong
and Nijman(1997)z M S&P500 # f 7 i%ép ARG DPHF L CREDFEAALY H D
¥-= /4 4a ; Ebrahim and Morgan(2000)i& — ¥ #ic#t 3R b 7 3> 3 3 S&P500 #p fAF L
BHC N R BT AY P - Ak T FEAMRAAAHERE A AL
LA T R i k42 F] & o Fleming, Ostdiek, and Whaley(1996) 3 3% 7 e 7% %
FARAERBI P ERE A B A RFRS N BRI S F A R trading-cost
hypothesis” : T} A5 a3 s A HATALF REFERRE BRI

A IR i #% 5 De Jong and Donders (1998) & ik] 1} 5% i 4p cdp {47 LI > — 0 fF T
P2 b AN Wang and Yau(2000)4p 91 % % = & 73 tdcle 4%~ B § 1§ £ (bid ask spread)
PR3 M2 2§ o Board and Sutcliffe(1996) 7 in i % b = A H LR E lFLFies s
FERFZ AR E S AR ORI S BF
TERREFAANTFT AT HEAAAENELZHRRE AL AR E SR

S RGBT A RF D TS IR MR S vEG é BRmEARDNT
SADRLFFEEE S g NRMEFE 0 A2 D8 4R (mean reverting) > i B;i}i
dp i po if%%gé AAnFKaELPYoFg - P )]?e? 4%+ Mackinlay and
Ramaswamy(1988) » Yadav and Pope(1990) -

W2 A MRS A APEE ALY IR AR A RRALEY
HimdpsF s = A3 - e > N AERKAL SR A FAREL TLTTHHR
PiogeE 30 > RA S OFEAKFEF T BN hd oo A g -

PEA AN A ERALIFEAFETR2ZRPA R TN A B UEREM
HEA i GE(MVTARET] & d i b £ 230138 AF i A2 - i - Mﬁ%‘:i&i'ﬁ’ﬂﬁ RN
Tz BFend fo B oo VI PAERCR REF AL 2 PR AP AL A E A A%
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ﬁ?é%*&ﬁ’%u’§é¢mﬁﬁma’m?ﬁiﬁwhéﬁﬁﬁ%@“’wé
ZAFER RN A FEa - A2 ¥ jt4e : Yadav, Pope, and Paudyal(1994):% =P
Threshold autoregressive (SETAR) #-7] iz 3+ vt’%{% TL_FTSE 100 4p 8t fr &30 en i 2 4
£ - Dwyer, Locke, and Yu(1996)f1* L&+ 73] % 4 47 S&P 500 4p #ic & 1 2tid g+
s 0 g A Jeatd R RS HCA] - - Brooks and Garrett(2002)+ # * FTSE 100 45 #<
Ppamy o E4- B SETAR #3] » 3P F ¢ L 330 rpE > 2 AIH0E SR
# }{ it 3% IE.%- FEASPET AR LT ARE I I’r?’r%i;‘t;ﬁ,g T % #p %“ » Bogd 3Nk
ZIHEAE T FP i dF b o & kL i< - Monoyios and Sarno (2002) #
smooth transition autoregressive (STAR) 13| » +& i#] S&P500 45 #cp § & #- -
LR LIS N L IR RS S N T S
ERREFR S FTRBE ARk oW A FTFENREFEL D b R
$(2000)45 38 & Aok B An B f 22 8 B AR P 2 4RO B s G B B ¥ & w % (2002)
AAT B P HRE D FaTadiock o
L IR S R S E R S L LA
A A AR g o F]pt > A8 3 1 Balke and Fomby(1997) #7 3% 11 enfR R B & ih
BAE R oD P ERE I 280 P TR EAMFRAT FIE A AT 2
B PEREDFDIRRFBRSNeEJFT S o200 d PR AL 2 EET] 0 &
TERAEFRRA R SR P ARG R I BN s R e A
kf it AR Z FESEN KB A7 0 0 Tsay (1998)#i sk g 2 B3 2 e BF B 3 HALIL
FHEEARJRFZGE  E- HHFEFAPFERFAENFFELAZ/RFOERF RS
FANEATZ BB T o 0t - BRI B s S S AL el - S
Fo I SETAR 3l L 3 AL hE FI R8BS » L)% - 2B R E7 b 2
T B ends gy B % o (Dwyer, Locke, and Yu - 1996 ; Brooks and Garrett - 2002) o #] »
A2 FAF P
(1) #* 3 REMEP AR FHARAR B LRI &Y P EREFLT LT
SR TR o

(Q ML FEHAS T A PR T ALIFNRGHED FERE D F PP
Fode- HhEFEFHAEHIEL o

() W MR AT KRB ARPHA G kA L B R A

W
N

5 $H07
ai}%ﬂ%%ﬁ—§%ﬁ$’$w%$#iﬁﬁﬁ éz%%é?éé SRR S
2

)‘_
«
ot
=
|
oy
koo
o
e
e
]
|
B
[l
i\4
N
>
>
e
W
%%
33
-
2!
S
-
%’&n
33‘
|
B
1

2 2HmH-a

W dp B B K AR EE G & A 03] (cost -of-carry model) k-0 g B R R
ARE B REFSEE Q)N FREF ETIBEF AN R &AL
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Pemmg e S At ML B pesrutiah il gl T
(PP A Ca b Fr RIGH B2 D FEFE %\ «:_“:m'%‘fé-&r—f;\? 10

F=5e"?" +C (1)
()FERHET &

b—(p-d)r=c @)

B o b A RAALD T F R G FaLe .
FORGRARE g A AL B A >0 R AR R 4R

FAVRARZP P EIRE DI v 2ESB o pF o FH LR RE B HE D

Ripif £ <0) # AW FH B BT AT RERZRF T IW [ E > 2

Faedmt o eflE b RiLregeflant 2 o dius i B4t
’f W MEID G R ATE P o F 2 IS € 8 4 iE 4o

b, —(p-5)r >

®3)

BEE-(Q) &M AAALLENRRA VI pe s 2 IESR ALY
BEARET R FARE AT AL LERNERF > B v RHES FIREHES
AF - T ALETARBERIIFRT RIS E PR AR e BT E <k
R AC(C,) o Bt T NQ)ERAD P OB BRI T > G &
BB E %A =T 5= 4] (regimes) :

#WHl-()j=1)if b,>c
A= (j=2)if ¢ <b,<gc (4)
WA= ()=3)if Db, <c,

FALIFAMY - M FALANE A A A fIBE T -2 6
ot A AREAI o p o RIAZL S Ak @m g2z B o Ghosh(1993) - Wahab and
Lashgari(1993) - Brenner and Kroner(1995)# 21 #F i fri p B R F X FEM > 58
S fELEARRT d E l fE IR AR ed B Bendk £ KR 18 T ers) ok
4 3 & 55 (ECM) - Balke and Fomby(1996) 2 F* 4+ B3] ke f 3 28 £ 13 & 38 44§ #p 3% p¥
LS B

%@ivﬁﬂifﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁbmﬁwwm VECM i 38 (4) eff (24 =& =
BRG] AuRY PR R AT EHER()=12 3) 2 REHFR(j=2)2 8
BB 5 AAT Y enE B o TRt A PR T 2 PR L 2 0 #03] (threshold vector error
correction mechanism > TVECM) kg it 2 5 & AT en2 17 5 82 5 £ & chpf 1% o

Lo¥ wde #iE 42 & Dwyer, Locke, and Yu(1996)
4
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s, :ao,+71 Z . ,JAS_1+Z ﬂIJAftlJrg

(5)
O, —ao J +7/J b, 1+z LG JASt l+zi:1ﬂi,jAft—l+€t

B ob, 2 A B A(RA) JAA RMAcERF I Hry =08y =0
BEBX  AFRLNEHT URBRFAD TR A TEHEL A ok P4

Hoi7; =08 =0 i=1.K ek g %7 A, > A 2 et o3 cfh 5 3

PRALRE D S gms i y- 26 > 94 Hyiy =0 =0 i=1.k >

I
2T AS, A TEL DR R ERFH PR APFEH >0 (sz);/jf <0~

P A j=12 3P FEENTEN s 0y Aoyl ) s R Y A =2

Bod S ERENEE ey =y, =0 0 K(E) 5 - A WAIPP R > T F 2
11 Tsay(1998)“ 2 2 2 2 » A LFHELE 5 b, & P HES BN G)M %
- AT R AP VAR & VECM hiek 16 > 4% 0 £ 17 Tsay(1998)#riz sk 1 5 %
B AR 5 PR PR EEC 2 (B fhlice T - & ARP
Tsay(1998) én e3> # % 2 B s 3~ 2 # 3 o

3 % #EF e fF(Multivariate Threshold Autoregression; MV TAR)

A ATERY 2 R R AR A Ep; #-%| (Threshold Autoregression Model ;
TAR) > &5 d Tong(1978)#& &1 - TAR Al e s fice o p & FIfic2 j3 18 8 - 2 )
# = Self-Exciting TAR(SETAR)#-%] - = L;Lrgg WARP PR T EF - 7 0 (1)Chan
and Tone(1990) » Hansen(1996) r & i v* # T 2L 4 H7) » (e 5 Adt s Bk ™ S8/ 2 T
& 3 B 53R 32 (nuisance parameters) - (2)Tsay(1989) £ ¢ £ & i R (arranged regression)
e Rl £ (predicted residuals) & T ¥t = Bk ™ 08 % & TAR #°3] - Tsay (1998) 4% o
PREMEP A FHAle R 2 oS- HERT wondREE -
SRE AN T BA R RRFEES B F TR L RAM AR K
A0 F R AR AR B PR LR 0 & F S A T R
Fit e A 8 F 50 g o B AT
(D3l 2

TRk aER A Y =Y ) TV AR X = X)) 0 4
—0=Cy<C <:+<C, <C,=00 » Y, FHE(6): P 5 % &M -

Yo =8, +z¢ij Yioi +Zﬁijxt,i +g/ Ci1<Z 4=C (6)
j=1 i=1
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He o ¢ A SBREMPIEE » 2, 5 PiE%d d 3 ud i

eal

(2) # A

ey, X,z)  t=12,.,n - Bx p,q,d 2 fro ApEfpso] T 2w e

3 e
y; = X[ @+ &g t=h+1..,n (7
#e¢ s h=max(p,g,d) » Xy =@ Y g Vipr Xigre Xt
& GBciEL o
) E] R PEFS et Bodw g

Lpk+qv+liam

Sy R
ey B X P AEREL

Yiiyea = Xigiya @+ ElGiyra i=1..,n=h (8)
@?ﬁif
Tsayﬂf plzy £ & vfie &) T 2 % (Recursive Least Squares Method ; RLS) #

y ,afﬁh‘?’ (8)3\#Lﬁ~*‘3’ﬁfsm R ] T2 BN DR - R IR

LR T
Y, 5 PRSP R  ERIAR LA S0 R o

RELSG B FA 2

2D L DA i=l.medo] T R o
ét(m+1)+d = Yi(m+1)+d _ci);nxt(m+1)+d
ﬁt(m+l)+d = ét(m+1)+d /[1"' X It(m+l)+ V t(m+1)+d le

29V, :[ i 1X It(|)+d t(|)+dj|
A 8] (8)} Ip Hp A Zl_’fr"f“'—.?l“?

n' t(y+d — X 't(l)+d \P+Wt(l)+d I=m,+1,...,n-h,

Beomy &7 ihw ko] T3t oade 4 gk

m,~5J/n : %% 1(0) » my~3Jn -

A e R R B R

H, : ¥=0
H, +¥Y=0

2 AL - wFS

©)
o Tsay & A 7 5 1Y) B >

Tsay(1998): # C(d) i3t £ & {7 4 2

Cd)=[n—h-m, —(pk +qv+1)]x{ In[det(S,)] - In[det(S,)] }

n-h
o =1/(n—h-m) Zﬁt(md Mt(y+d

I=mg+1

n-h
S,=1/(n-h-m,) Zwt(l)+d Wiy

I=mg+1

B0 RO AL
fj;% Tsay(1998) yt p ‘ﬁr’} :‘J’J};‘ _ﬂj_ ]F)\PQ H T C(d) _:‘L—F‘J-_El m’réxqﬁo\ﬁo g ij’ﬁ/»
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s+ pd B 5 k(pk +qv+1) ¢ Chi-Square 4 fie

PR TNl o Al S ST @fié;ﬁ%#? A N A RE
Tsay(1998) ~ Shen & Chiang (1999) i 3t 4 # P 4= AIC fr SIC % A F 5 if &ﬁ;
Hansen(1997) 41* Sequential conditional LS » i% #% F* 4§ % #icfraf 45 -8 f@_ iLry £ %
PRI S o A “}\ﬁx o Tsay(1998) & * Recursive LS L F 1 B sjeng B &
®REL ﬁ #ARALT S frdc )

4 FH XL R

R PR IE R S AN JERIEFE SN ) SR S TR ) R
Hood* BAEF A T A48 P PN (intraday) AL T AT 0 FORBR S 2 b o eRT
FFHE 0 FHWE A 200247 895 200290 27 p o deF WAED k7 %
%v ﬂi"‘iZNgﬁAEM%r%miﬁﬁﬁ°ﬁiﬁ$§;%ﬁgig%ﬁ

BT e -

d B EENAETT PENALEEZBELEMERDLE TRY RTINS
BEREHGDHLE TR 2T FLD LR RLDNID Y G 3 HF R G-
FH2ZALFTHEE T TR ARAH LA RIIBRLE TR AFEL FTAE
FARE > m i3 é:‘.fbgi_p T A AP A T A s 30 AT -“””'J“% .
P RF R R p T & diurnal R oo x REE UEART 0 FE L
FABRBRES AL B A2 UE AFHATRELS T AP0 0 RS RS N
KjEAT e ek o

5 F@EE L
5.1 4+ T &

B 2N R T B # 7 (2002/04/08-09/27) & Bt fE R B Ap B B T AL D < 30
A £ be Wl L

—r 1 1 T+ 1 T T | v T T | 7+ 7+ 77 [ T T 1T T [ T T T T [ T T T 7
02:04 2002:05 2002:06 2002:07 2002:08I 2002!09 D ate

—e— Futures price ——o-— Stock price

DERIERECE ST N
kv @7 0% & {4 4 1 (2002/04/08-05/03) » S HFF & 5 0 A8 £ 0 £ 940
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BRI o A M AR AR AL TR - e R R 3 E

NE’@Z‘ BR - B iR B AP ERE PR
As, =100(log S, —log S, ,) » # § p 47 % Af, =100(logF, —logF, ,) » ¥ ¢ » # &
Iﬁ.‘%‘u T%"Fé-rﬁﬁ}zl_ b1 =|Og Ft_logSt ’ .s’\:’%at'lir'f\' 1’#ﬂ§;ﬂp %. I }ggﬁﬁm ﬁ?iﬁd%‘ T
IR R T TR RN T AT S S S e g E Oy
AR A B A AR T W BRE AL B=-00058 B L > & A
THREY R BT HEEOT IR § e

2l oBdplch PR ArNTE

Bk Mean Std. Dev. Skewness Kurtosis Sample

A, -0.0012 0.1393 -0.1662 4.5464 940

JANR 0.0046 0.1181 0.0961 3.7070 940
bt -0.0058 0.0051 0.5491 2.7728 940

Fp i L AS AR b A A TR TR PR AL

S2EREFLHBT
EEFEFERTL T OLEAKET RIEFERKR T T BREFRIELTE L
g g &R EE g & 52 o Granger and Newbold(1974)z > 225 2 &

& ki G e PR ARERE 0 BA 2 ) B i (spurious regression) - ¥ 5 i 34 e
WAL o AT

N b

>

Ay, = u+ym1+ZﬁAm.+8

H, ty<0- ysER2 ZEZ-
22 E R TEE > o g P ER Y B RS ADF H 134e i 0 & 1%k
FoRBET g 2ESE G AR R G A7 $ELEE TR R 0 T 1

aaa’uﬁﬁﬁan%ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂwﬁﬁwﬂ*ﬁ'%%o SRR
B H ek 4 b b 1%FREERET S dES G AR TR o d 2 24P 5 5]A
s, Afz2bsep s 1(0)sEx - AabUI0)AraFE A0 05)5 - £ ECM ih
Ml 23LHEHREIHAY PRI FURE LRAP R TRHLANREE L
HIERIE S AN Sy

302 il [ S 2 ADF H TR T

B g 1S S, f, A, AT, b,
75t Hp 4 5 2 3 1
g2l g -0.76614 0.3247 -19.5952***  _30.5164*** -3 5]153%**

WLl Y AT A l% HEFORET ZEFSOLIE -
2. =% & %_MacKinnon critical values 5% ¥ 13455 & Bk
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%3 Sodpdcd) R P 32 Johansen £ & &
Eigenvalue Arruce Ao
St 227.4934*** 135.9279***
BP0 L e Ama B 1% 3K BT TRR @4 N 5 20,04 - 18.63 -
2.%%% 27 1% BEKET LHFSORIE -

5.3 g R F1 &M ik T
Hasbrouck (1995)35 21§ & & 31 .73 & f{b B 2% VAR ﬁfﬂ‘l 7 i * > Engle
and Granger(1987):2 % E#% * 354 2 & oA (ECM)HCA] o Ade it 5% 4P | bh’Ibe G
FHRaod MY kPP EREERE t+_~;5¢mIFL€L JERTE i PR L
HFRE o IOGTRE R AR 0TIt 2 OF B VAR BRI 4o r U 2 bl S=fa-sy
deor LR 2 A VAR fE 5 ECM -
Os =5 +7°by + zizlaisASt—l + zik:lﬁisAft—l +&
Of =ap +7'b, +Z:(:1aifASt_l + Z:(:lﬂifAft_l +g
LR RS S S RS RS 3 F SY(RIERAFAN-+ SEEX -y L 25 FS
ek TR A R R
A S W R E D HEAL TN AR ERRERL AL -
BHELFEENRRFR AT HRPAALY - B B 2L A2 2 Granger’s
Causality # T %) % M % » 3P 40T @
W7 VEFENF A7 ALLDERERFIR@DFRB) 24 4
WA B HRFTADEJRE Sz B E(FIRE) F—%m’gmw%i
oo EHEEIYROERE) AP TEL MBS EIHA -

Q #=yep i=l.k E3 2% 278 FHRPAALRERM > B
1

FEEL Rt SR
G) £y #a i=l.k B¥Fr 57 AFRMEWPAERY TP

@ 3Q -QFmFFAipE, LRDPERFHEMEFINEL > L5 v

G Ey -y BEai=lk BEF RYPFEREEMTI A EE

H
Bz Bk o
Eimt o REvAREp AR R g g PRI R A A fe caiE 1o 4
B A EHAITHA - 2 ORRECHESDLI - LSS HES L
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RRZ2EE A AL BE TEHRVZRBI - BGREDRERLZ A 20T
BeeE 4R s o) A LT 2 o2 AIC R

5.4 BRE PRI PR PR T
AW PR G RIF T S EPE S VECM K32 6 0 7 2 AR
R P B2 B AT G adest (B) e g B A o FEH AT

o

(1) Tsay fresg #F p 2B B+ 5 AR(pP)= F?‘F"*};ﬂj’nzAIC—FE"-‘ T hE R (S
Bpfok P ERED X LB sd=p=2 > 15 huPir

Q) #PiEREh 0 [ 3 AR5 2 Pusfr armperdesd  ER

C(d) s B 32 & p o] 4 T BniE (5 9 #c p foaf & Sdied T 5 B
ERERIE JURCE <R R X N
o PSRBT FREATREIRAAM O R A TS AR

N e e e s RS SR L SRR
FAAE LT R ER S U R erf pRd e g iy

HC(d) s 2frp i« & 5 P fu A R AW ORI B RSN 0
B EyEsp =6 wkygd =3 -

4 B E P 2Rt e T

delay g d=2 d=3 d=4 d=5 d=6
lag
0.68 3.14 3.22 3.5 7.64 3.06
VAR (0,99 (0.79) (0.78) (0.74)  (0.06%)  (0.80)
3.32 455 9.14 4.99 6.59 6.03
VARR) 097 (0.92)  (0.05*%  (0.89) (0.76) (0.81)
6.14 12.39 13.26 1317 10.04 12.20
VARG)  (096) (003 (051 (0.51) (0.74) (0.59)
7.60 13.47 19.83 19.18 15.07 23.43
VARMA)  (0.98) (0.76) (0.34) (0.38) (0.66) (0.17)
vaRs) 202 18.96 30.35 32.05 21.74 26.41
(0.57) (0.65) 0.11)  (0.04%%)  (0.48) (0.23)
ARG 2399 21.49 39.03 35.90 33.11 29.85
(0.60) (0.72)  (0.001%%%) (0.004**%)  (0.16) (0.27)

AP Lo R Hy & SR -
2. 2 fepdcim s C(d) s 2B #9"p A P -
BoARE KX Lok oS AT 1% 5% fr 10% B EF K EhRE -

5.5 P e o7 af & ket 3t

Dwyer, Locke, and Yu(1996) - Brooks and Garrett(2002):#-8p b &2 30§ % # B 71 4 §§
it = (reduced form)zk £ en¥ - = 42582 {2 > f[* SETAR #A| i 4 k 35§ P HE
BC - TR P IR PRZF A ¥obod - AL R R34
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H2E@gCc 2 LESFO)AFETOBRFC NP L 0 jRAEL v prift ikl
AR Y Tsay(1998)e e s @ * kM I L S e B P EE  RREY R F Y
ﬁt%. 3 ?f",’*&.«'%fé-ﬁ‘zg % { A £l %n _P/E’IFL% l% 73R

PHEEEOR > REAPMF FRDZ B2 2 o blde  Tsay(1989)3#%
J102 AR a2 t-ratio &2 P 418 8 - 47 (% Bl (Scatterplot) L % H # % 13 f B2 H g
@+ #& Tong % Lim(1980)#7# * 4 i=#c(Percentile)®H #7i8 2. NAIC & | » AT R E
»c % o Hansen(1996)% & 112 Least Square(LS)iz ki 7 P B enip 3t » H G2 ag iy
BTk F ARETET FARRE L 1% Bootstrap 2 F R Fi AR o A2 g
* Dwyer, Locke, and Yu(1996) - Monoyios and Sarno (2002) - 1 grid search = ;% i #
WEFPEE  HARME R 7 Fehd BREEAFERIPMF Kb R LTS oo 172
4o

(1) trzriEaceras ffikdz ™ 3 VECM #3) -

(2) BFVECM A L %R 2 ngRapd ) o

(3 & = 1 * Weiss(1999) 2 3% ch & B| » 24 A b C T E P X 0 &

“ﬂn

BT R ke o PR AT

S SR
() &3 REFBAPRRLT

AIC(p.q.d,8)=>" n, |n(\ij\)+2k(kq +rg+1)

I ut ik Sdkd a3t 4«7\7r'a B3 X E R ihET O R A BE @
EHREEA T EHEFOF BAEFRSE 0 AP Ed a2 prE R wd=l
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The nonlinear relationship between Spot and Futures Market
for Taiwan Intraday Stock Index

Wan-Chen Po
Kao Yuan Institute of Technology
Department of International Trades,
and
Department of Economics,
National Chung-Cheng University

This paper uses 5-minute intraday data and employs the concept of threshold
cointegration developed by Balke and Fomby (1997) to re-examine the arbitrage behavior and
the function of price discovery in Taiwan stock and futures markets under different levels of
transaction costs. The main purpose of this paper is to investigate the nonlinear relationship
between the Taiwan futures and cash indexes. We use the methodology of threshold
cointegration to analyze the effects of bid-ask spread on the futures and cash indexes and
explore the function of price discovery in the futures market under different arbitrage bounds.
Applying multivariate threshold autoregressive model (MVTAR) introduced by Tsay (1998)
to investigate the dynamic relationship between the Taiwan stock index futures and cash
indexes is the major contribution of this paper. We find that the bivariate model that allows for
dynamic interrelationship between futures and cash prices is better than the traditional one in
revealing both the price discovery of futures and cash indexes and arbitrage behavior within
and outside the arbitrage bounds.

Keywords: Indexes futures; Price discovery ; Arbitrage ; Threshold cointegration ; Multivariate
threshold autoregressive model
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