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[(d-b) » b>0 prpFEXt B2 F#cE 3 £ F &R % 5 £ K & % #ix(cointegrated
variables) ° ¥ & F it > IR LT KRG LT Z BE

1~ SHEFF LRI - R o

2~ 8 FREEFEF O ATREFG -RAPEEMRE B EDBERE -
3~ ek i nBRERNI R lBREBEEELERE A L L B -
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P axBEL 3 gy P& 2 * Johansen(1988)% Johansen and Juselius(1990)
A B 20 E & PRI T 2472 (maximum likelihood estimation procedure) @ 5 3 % #c
AT G L FEM B RTELFLERHD M2 X WIERTEEELET A
T Jf 4~ fEEIE > I 05 33 Bk B dk(speed of adjustment parameters) * /|- o
b B L4k TP o Johansen 2 Bk PEIL 3k ®2 0 F & 00 i) (Trace test)
Z o~ AT E # TUF (Maximum Eigenvalue test)r 12 -2 & B & o & chficp o
TRpEEY TIT AR AR R T ] K TR A A T AB% (Test assmues
no deterministic trend in data )2_ ¢ Z_> B 7 & 5 T A S fAFR (1) & B ETE AR
$OT2 SR - Q)F BB (RABRIT)Z £ A A WA 0 2~ BR TS M
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cause Y) » AR & 0 F HXGEFARRIPE 0 p 0 R P XL FAL o FE A PYiES
AL € WXAER {5 B RIFLY 5 X F](Y Granger cause X) 5 #XEY
B OgHcE RFS L TR MR PIFEXEYE 5 v 4k (feedback) B TR o
BkXt 2Yt 27 2B A7) TR N 4T
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(1) F1* Bif & 2R A7 eARMA HA kB340 & @08 £38et; X

i
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FERALT S oo

T

t=1

Q) 3 EALFT gl 2 p Adph Gdip(i)

pl={ Tle? -0 - S -0 | L o

t=i+l

(3) 1% Ljung-Box Q %3+ & > e @A £ £ F 2 ARCH | %

Q:[T(T+2)ip2(i)}/(T-i) ~x*(n).  GADEF n b g AdpMEEE

I
S

ElmAAPM HL g F p A
FIEB R ERPE > A7 PR A A T4 ARCH #GARCH % o
(=) LM & 2z

Lagrange Multiplier (LM )# Z_d Engle(1982)#7#& 4! » # - L & ;%4 T_
ARCH #c% 77 & » o Bde™

(1) 417 o T 3 2 (OLS) % - % i & P A 5ly t i3] > 4-AR(D)
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y,=a,+ay  +..+ay.  +¢& . (3.12)

(2) #1F Bt Hiy A TR & tB" fbﬁP_LQ’ Tde b ¥ B o ptE - i‘}ﬁfﬁ_%

f2st o Tt

. 3.13
gl=a,+ae, +..+ac¢l, (3.13)

(3) £ KRETR® @ ~x?(q) R* FiwfFst 2 ihdiee 2 e 22N LFaM R
Gl 500 R & g1 F £ EARCH »c% chjh £ BK T » TR &
Ao RdERQ ZTaq ¥ R0 ik TR A 73 £ARCH »c% o

S TE LRSI RS2 VT I SRR TR
7 # * Engle & Ng(1993)% B e 55 i 84 ¥(Sign Bias Test > SBT) ~ § #5514
- T(Negative Sign Bias Test>» NSBT) ~ & {2 5L :%1& € (Positive Sign Bias Test »

PSBT)% & .k~ 474 & 2 3 5 2 F 7 {1 -
2

SBT :h—_d +dS +Z , (3_14)

NSBT:h—_d +d, S e +Z, (15

t-17t-1
t

2

2
PSBT : h——d +d.S el +Z, . (3.16) » £ ¢ ’i—‘ﬁé\ﬁ’iﬁi%%i%

t

v Zod,~d, ~d; ~di~da s E R EAEW S Ly > Ly~ Ly i v R

02

5 AL ©

Fsign(et)=-1- RIS, =1: F2 >Rl 50 S & xeS  -SBT ik hik

Aot f e AW EARPAT T SRS ET RIS RIS A
R REw AP HEMEE 5 AP HIFPH AT 2 Rk FRASR
BAlT i X T EFoNSBT &g % ki &7 b % [ ARE hf v A R4
BTG R FRF R TRIAS PR BIRC T R F
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BAEf o KT AT PT B BEPSBT % KR TA b % [k b 4

FHFEPHAS LT F P F vk o

(4) GARCH #-4] :

bfedf b EAIPE > $PTEHECILR 3 SHERCI & M0 GARCH( > e

TGARCH % 5 &~ & ¥4 7.2 ©

ARG R G HCA Y kT BRI AL F B IR0 - R
BAEPFI MG RFIEF L2 S AL S LR RS o Ay
BE g A B ER % o Engle (1982) 5% 7 fEApRF A ¥ 8 817 -
R KA ENp AwpF ROk 2 % R B3] (Autoregressive Condtional

Heteroskedasticity, ARCH) » o3Fif 2 %2 #icg < w0 4

e
=

P

I3 B8R, 13
3 m,\?_ﬁ.’

o

3

-n\

»

R R G EFPR B Rk BRI BTRB RS &

T 3K © Bollerslev (1986)i& — # # ARCH #2135 B - & 01— & it p e fg

Boog i % 2 ¥ #C 3] (General Autoregression Conditional Heteroskedasticity,

GARCH) - # ARCH 4] ¥ £ 2 SR #eendf A e Ui I » 305 if 2 $ B #ch &
* 8

KPP FE T S e

H

LA dpik it g R TR S - GARCH #7 &

i ¥ ¥ ARCH HoA] engdfs ¥ 4 if 2 % B een B+ { £ 38420 &~ 42 GARCH

i * oo iR Sk~ F 5 GARCH (1,1)5355¢ » 515 GARCH (1,1)
TR IS TR AR FEATAFPNA 0 ¢ 50 R REM TR 0 -

B LR S e B F BN AT 2 N T

a = he & ~N(©O,)) (3.17)

h =«, +0¢1atl + A.h_
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H ¥ h i a2 i # ¥ & (Conditional Normal)4 fie e B #c o

ROFERIFERBERL I E  E LA ERG 2 D AEE 000 0,pi=00
PR i<l o B fliE L 0 Ao s ap, c Br 2 B FBIURE A s B
PR S B fs 3t Km0 3 Gt Epr BHHH 2 &J2 -

TGARCHZ #4172 £41% % - A LA ole, B f5%ARY 10, § D

#-GARCHHEC-A| 38~ & & & 1% 2L GARCHECA] » % AT SR Y B 7)) 22 AL TR

B0 WHFT RO At Ao T
Y=¢,+2.0Y, +&,. (3.18)
i=1

LT ol 4255 ARy
=a, +Zo¢1 t1+Z,Bh + (o, +Za 5“+Zﬂ h ) if I(g, >0).

(3.19)

#t % Threshold GARCH Model °

N3N (3.19) Eo* i #— BRI GARCHESR| » & P S Bch &3 324
B GARCHHEA] » A 45 H £ L ARMARCAI feig T4 X HhAREA L E ¢
ARCH#»< % [ £ 12 Threshold GARCH % &2 ARCH»< % 2% £ B 5| 24 fE 4 > R
B % #0404 5 AR-TGARCHH -

Al & % GARCH 23] 2 f 5 ¢ » F b4 & 5
(1) PHEER b4 iF %8 8 30307 WARMA(M, DR 45 38 TR A 72 2
FHEF MG A PR BRI 3 B GARCH(p, q)2 %131+ 338 T = 2 B

o

EX

(2) *HAEH > 52 P HABLPERAEF - B T PARE L2 F
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(5 GJR-GARCH #-7] -

GJR-GARCH #£7] % Glosten ~ Jagannathan ~ Runkle(1989 ~ 1993)#73& &} » H 7]
4T L

rr=xpB+e 1, |Q, ,~NO %)

ﬂo+za5“+7lsu el + B ZUH'Z 2o Ps i=12., q

. 1 ife <0
S =

(3.20)

0 otherwise.

FHAY hlics, <OPF > f % chA TSRO B PLenB SR 1 201 ek

EHP AR AR R e e 5 o

(6)EGARCH -7 :
E-GARCH #°7] & Nelson(1991)## % &1 » H-3 4
r=xpfB+¢1|Q, ~N0,0)

log(c})=a, + iZI_)lloqg(fyt_i) + Z:: Blog(c’) : (3.21)
e(n,)=0n, +7[n|- Eln,]

E-GARCH #-3]* # 5 35 #2]GARCH #-3](Exponential GARCH Model) - ¢ -3

Forap 2 LA g(n,) Sk R0 h A2 F HHE S .

(7)NGARCH -3 :
NGARCH #2)* 5 227 $H4E- 401t f e (7 B 5% 2 B i)

#4177 % Engle and Ng(1993)FE ] p A%k #5973k 2 HEX L2 L K407

17 P L EH 4 AR e-Paper(2005 &)



RLRR RIS RE SA) s XeX Sy
Yt - Xtﬂ + gt ’ gt | Qt-l ~ N(O’ 0-2)
ht =0+t lBht-l + a(gt-l TV ht-l )2

CRE S E S S A I I

(3.22)

0>0B>20a>0B+ay’ >0 a+2ay>0a+ <1
FEYy<ORIEZFARATHE TG 2 H M Vb2 y <006, =-7/h, >

IS ALHE D F B PHAEM B 5 Akl £h =0+, -

(8) ARMAX-GARCH #4

- R EI(y) o FHEAT BN

¢.(B)y, =0.(B)e, +1x, ¢, | ¢, ~ N(0,h,)

q b
h, =a0+;ai85i+;ﬁjh3j » #9¢ p>0,9>0,a,>0,a,20,i=1,L;5,>0
$(B)=(1-¢B-L-4B");0B=(1-0B-L-0.B")

(3.23)

yi: %+ £ ARMACR 2 P B 21 55K > oh 4 e 5 xeehdi i o

@, FI1H LT TR TR E o

- Y 4 4% 2N S 2%
Xi + % ﬁ"“/%"gg}’tm*ié&ﬁ;:"

N I IR

=4

GRTEE
g % > 5 - GARCH #73 -

A

\\\Xr

Hc o
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>

FIXCFEFALELSAT

3 gl Foit SR o AT A
A I

S&P 500 HANG SENG  Crude Crude

Index Index oil(spot)  oil(future)

BLER A 1544 1544 1544 1544
T 3a#(%)  -0.0011 -0.0008 0.0005 0.0005
i 1.1776 1.3343 2.4523 2.1683
Bt E(%) 24204 2.3601 4.5876 3.5735
] 5(%) -2.6080 -4.0326 74772 -5.2555
8 A 0.1177 -0.4126 -0.5553  -0.2520
% 2.3832 4.2636 3.2363 1.4123
Jarque-Bera 368.7246 1212.4804  752.6390 144.5785

Probability  0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Hd AP T 5 IRE R S&P500 Index {rg #4524 dpfic b gk AR 2 2R
PRAE ATV RBREEY F2ZHFMF LT E; 7 F S&PS00 Index & R
e B Ry S 2 AR A BT WY R R RS B R
(F & k) @ S&P500 Index £ & 48" b #) | % 5 MB% o d JBH 27 Bm%E
Mptw B RET AN B AR

L2 F B S&PS500 Index frd B 124 gz ™ SR A 7 B -
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T O g R 4 ez M HAT

d R AePE R 7 BT 4 3R S&P500 Index v i 2 2 dp A fdp e B - 1Y

<

A2 (% 5 TROL B H - FALE PRI T BB S A B4

Y

2z~ HEPRR T

ADF & % S&P 500 Index HANG SENG Index F# R  Fd i §

tist g -2.0541 -1.9024 -0.9211 -0.4719
p-value 0.2637 0.3313 0.7819 0.8940
FRARSE Ry 3 ER o GE-AL TR T REREFER T
EEERT
Fow ~ £ KL Z(S&P 500 Index)
S&P 500 Ind / = Pl b &F IR
fdex RTE N SRR BIE &R
& 2

Hypothesized Trace Trace Trace

No. of CE(s) Eigenvalue Statistic Eigenvalue Statistic Eigenvalue Statistic

None 0.011 20549 0.0105 19.753 0.0299 66.62**
At most 1 0.0022 3.4013 0.0022 3.4028 0.0106 19.9
At most 2 0.0021  3.383

(e #9% 5 q=1%BE % ~ ** 5 0=5%B % > * 5 0=10%5F %)

d PSR AFTHIRS&PS00Index & B HF R IREEF I E G L FEM R i

FREFARFIFIHEET ZREEMG A7 3% 44 o
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%1 ~ £ & # T (HANG SENG Index& 7 74 8 p 2230 §))

HANG . . .
‘ . ‘ . A E&EHR . ‘ N
SENG Index RLE b h . FRIRE& TR E
& J
Hypothesized Trace Trace Trace Trace

No. of CE(s) Eigenvalue Statistic Eigenvalue Statistic Eigenvalue Statistic| Eigenvalue Statistic

None 0.013 23.212 0.0114 20.686 0.0302 66.31* 0.029 49.439%
At most 1 0.0019 29933 0.0019 29977 0.0104 19.05 0.0026 4.071
At most 2 Trace 0.0019 2.995

(3 #5% 5 a= 1% % ~ ** 5 o=5%A % > * 5 0=10%587 %)
dOGIRATHER ABEL R BHE R R P BTN R R EEM R e

PRALHRFIFA P FEFEFEERG A7 G I IF

“
%
|
a
er\
5
;‘F‘m

R
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i
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BY R L LM G

Flo BT B Crde

A~ FlE M e T
Pairwise Granger Causality Tests

Sample: 1 1544

Lags: 1

Ji & B BLZ e F-Statistic  p-value
HK 7 ¢ # 3 FO 1543 0.4181 0.5180
FO 7 ¢ 3% HK 23114 0.1286
SO # ¢ % FO 1543 1.9876 0.1588
FO 7 ¢ #% SO 45.8261 1.83E-11
SP % ¢ 5 FO 1543 0.2018 0.6533
FO # ¢ #25 SP 0.7554 0.3849
SO 7 ¢ % HK 1543 2.4270 0.1195
HK # ¢ #% SO 0.5238 0.4693
SP % ¢ 5 HK 1543 23.0901 1.70E-06
HK # ¢ #5 SP 2.9366 0.0867
SP % ¢ 5 SO 1543 0.1364 0.71196
SO # ¢ B SP 0.9044 0.3417

(32 HK @ 48424 458> SP : S&P 500 Index » SO & Z i | » FO: z @ )
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Bt 2R Ay de2 B AT g

HABBE TR DL ERERDRE § 12 S&P500 Index § 258

H

é%ﬁfﬁﬁmiﬁ’ﬂ@?;ﬁwgmwﬁo

BTRtE A3 ARCH c% & 3 $Hfith 2 A ek & el #4023 7 $4i
A e
% = ~ ARCH »x % & =_
S&P 500 Index LSRR R S
L LM 2t
Order Q *t3*& p-value o p-value Q $t3* & p-value LM 53+ &€ p-value
1
1 1507.784 <.0001 1501.4151 <.0001 1498.103 <.0001 1490.459 <.0001
2 2979.549 <.0001 1501.4287 <.0001 2941.009 <.0001 1490.9627 <.0001
3 4420.587 <.0001 1501.6313 <.0001 4334.917 <.0001 1491.1327 <.0001
4 5834.509 <.0001 1501.6902 <.0001 5684.887 <.0001 1491.2629 <.0001
5 7220.755 <.0001 1501.6926 <.0001 6994.556 <.0001 1491.2978 <.0001
6 8577.309 <.0001 1501.756 <.0001 8268.377 <.0001 1491.3441 <.0001
d + % 2 ARCH Test ¥ g% 1! » S&P500 Index {4 & 1= 4 ip ey ER-& o4

Foesk o Flpt v @ % GARCH i3] — # fie B & i) o
(¥ AH-Z(GARCH(L - 1))

H Lz ¥ S&P500 Index fr4 #154 d ¥ & f PR 4> GARCH(1 » DA > %
RHERE SEEEE L B AU T QR B F 0 47 GARCH(I -
DE-A S & i el -

B EpSERBREEYE B EEERAREEY G R LR

Boo KB EE ARG HRF 2 R R L it

H &% 5 & S&P500Index 2. ¢ » § # enfais Wb & b & B4 S&P500 Index
FREFORE LREIERBREEY F I M o AT R I
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% ~ ~ GARCH(1 > )#54] 4 % % (S&P 500 Index)
Stock Index of S&P 500 Market
Model

AR(1)-GARCH(1,1)

Forward and

P2 Joh s with constant  without constant Forward Forward term Spot Spot term- Forward and Spot ~ Spot term-
term-Current  Current and Lagl| term-Current Current and Lagl| term-Current Current and
Lagl
o 0.0076  ** 0.0076 o 0.0071 * 0.0071 * 0.0070  * 0.0069 * 0.0070  * 0.0069 *
(o 0.0722  *** 0.0721 k0 0.0712 *x0.0709 x| 0.0714 0.0711  **x* 0.0713 ko 0.0709  Hxx
Bi 0.9238  *** 0.9238 wx0.9251 kax o 0.9255 ek 0.9251 0.9255  *xx* 0.9252 ko 0.9256
w 0.0245
01 -0.0460 * -0.0456  * -0.0432 -0.0440 -0.0430 -0.0440 -0.0429
a0 -0.0242  **  -0.0238 e -0.0077 -0.0049
o, 0.0063 0.0099
0.0 -0.0234  *** -0.0232  ** -0.0173 -0.0196
0,1 0.0055 -0.0024
*EL 0=1%EF L o=S%EF 0 *E a=10%HF -
Szt P-value(Bg ¥k 1 1%)
LB-Q(10) 5.9468. 5.8595. 6.4518. 6.4911. 6.1224 6.1605 6.2362. 6.2558.
LB-Q(20) 19.1614. 19.0178. 19.7400. 19.5422. 19.6360 19.3636 19.7019. 19.4999
LB*-Q(10) 5.6244. 5.3587. 5.4012. 5.2818. 5.4919 5.2615 5.4783. 5.4164.
LB%-Q(20) 11.7826. 11.4935. 11.06009. 10.8914. 11.0412 10.8025 11.0374. 10.8819
24 WYX EH 442 ePaper(2005 &)



%4 ~ GARCH(1 > DHAI® B4 (3 B E2 fpi)
Stock Index of Hong Kong Market

Model
%8z 3 GARCH(1,1) AR(1)-GARCH(1,1)-Current and Lagl AR(1)-GARCH(1,1)-Current
Forward term Spot term Forwazlrarlquld Spot Forward term Spot term Forwaﬁr?;ld Spot
o 0.0269  ***  0.0263 ok 0.0262  *** 0.0231 ok 0.0273  ***  0.0265 *** 0.0238  ***
o 0.0795  ***  0.1272  *** 0.1274  *=*x* 0.1239  *=*=* 0.1276  ***  0.1275 *** 0.1240  *=*=*
Bi 0.9088  ***  0.8741 ok 0.8740  *** 0.8784  *x* 0.8733  ***  (.8737 *** 0.8779  *x*x*
u 0.0575  ** 0.0561  ** PAS52 7y ** 0.0551 ** 0.0547  **
01 0.1400  *x** 0.1411  *** 0.1348 « *x** 0.1450  ***  0.1411 *** 0.1339  *==*
0Lro -0.0082 -0.0508  ** -0.0068 -0.0557  **
of 1 -0.0030 0.0190
Ols,0 0.0086 0.0466  ** 0.0092 0.0514  **
Os,1 -0.0111 -0.0251
w0 L o= %A F  FF L a=S%AE > * 5 a=10%81 %
Q szt £ P-value(Bg ¥ -k # : 1%)
LB-Q(10) 9.9684 11.1176 11.4564 10.7485 12.0306 11.3700 10.3182
LB-Q(20)  23.8732 30.4013 30.9280 30.8264 31.9147 30.4016 29.7053
LB*-Q(10)  9.4297 8.1239 7.9695 8.6828 7.8313 8.0081 8.6770
LB%-Q(20) 23.7586 18.9903 18.7008 19.5036 18.1319 18.5004 19.0799
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(2) 7 $HFHE -
BALEALR* Engle & Ng. Test o T A F i d 5 7 {HAL T & SH40T ¢
# -+ ~ Engle & Ng. Test

Negative  Positive

Market Joint Test Size Bias Size Bias
(t test) (t test)

SP  63.0053*** -0.1989 -0.9403*** (.2889**

HK  8.7381** -0.1454 -0.4379*** 0.0301

(i **% 5 o=1%8 F ~** 5 a=5%E F > *5 o=10%4 F - HK: 4 B2 4o SP:
S&P 500 Index)
5% % I S&P500 Index f-4 B2 2 a‘% BcH g d AT AL Flpt v ie-

RiEH %R AL HAERCAI A H g 0 -

T\4

(I) S&P500 Index:
51 R R 8 R B FF st 4 5]~ TGARCH #02) %+ # H05% 2
Bh T AT

SETAR- S&P 500 Stock Index With Oil Spot

fh=p+y x0r +a,

a, = \/Egt

¢, ~ N(0,1)
h =a,+a,d’, +a,h_,

t
+{B,+ A%, + B.h_ ) if 1(4,_ >0)

SETAR- S&P 500 Stock Index With Oil Future

ro=u+a, x fro+a,

a, = +/h, ¢,
£

~ N (0,1)
hAt = a, + alétz—l + aZHt—l

+{p, + ﬁzﬁt—l} if1(d,, >0)
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(D% & 122 4p d
AR RS IR L R 8 f§ 4 R~ TGARCH #:3) 7 - #4558 2
B AT AT

SETAR- Heng Sen Stock Index With Oil Spot & Future

rI: II’I + al
a, = ~Jh,e,
e, ~ N (0,1)
ht:a0+ala,'\tzfl+a2h(l

t B+ BEL + b pl(E, > 0)
# -+ - ~ TGARCH #-3] 4 % %
Stock Index of S&P 500 Market Stock Index of Hong Kong Market

Model

St with oil spot with oil future with oil spot & future
1) 0.0573 ok 0.0601 hE 0.0943 ook
oo 0.0731 ook 0.0788 rokx 0.1663 ook
o 0.0637 ok 0.0822 ok 0.1911 ook
o2 0.9263 ok 0.9078 ok 0.7989 ook
Bo -0.0631 ok -0.0688 ook -0.1563 ook
Bi 0.0309 -0.1597 ook
B2 -0.0956 ok -0.0699 oAk 0.0814 ook
Vi -0.0211
O 1 200224

Bk L g |BTE ~ FF D 0=5%ATF 0 5 a=10%AF ¥

Q sz £ & P-value(3g ¥k % : 1%)

LB-Q(10) 0.6939 0.6299 0.4815

LB-Q(20) 0.2701 0.2567 0.3072

LB%-Q(10)  0.7411 0.6755 0.748

LBZ-Q(ZO) 0.7226 0.6481 0.329

(3L %55 5 q=1%BE % ~ ** 5 0=5%B % > * 4 0=10%53 %)
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FREFORE FHABEI HERIEFOVE LARFIERMRE EY
[ iPeh 2 g lchrdt S&P 500Index X § AT F o o e AT 4 B2 4
BEFORE e b N2 P R RE &Y h & 4 #H S&P 500Index § A F
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