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GMM= ol &3 BARE EFIERRS #g*
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B =22 1009 NETEE 2AHE tid e 2 o 2 d A% Hd GMM(genera-
lized method of moments)S ©1-&3te] WEH beta)S FH3ATH A7 CE 1982
1~19914 Atole] YA EE AMERITH A EA Ao} o3id, 717 =E TR g&
Abe] 7 %o HEIF E ZIGEY FE7F FE 7149 HEL ddFez #E Aez
Uelgdth GMMe A& 98 souss sAAlFdER FrldFaee] g, &
Mool He At FAER AIRTEZ Q9 x7)AIAL 21 47 AHEEH AT

OLSE A}18% CAPM &3 A3 vls) GMME AHE3 33 A37 $498 + J&&
BoFE3 gled, o)A GMMo AL FehigEo] FulifE IFAZCZN &
AT ES 271A1347F obd CAPMFA o] Ha 3 /83 RAEB(proxy)E #1334 1,
tobzt GMMel BezEsEe] BAERE B9 obul 2 Bt £4rf(conditional heteroskedasti-
city)S & At V) & Ao HerEc) tzk 2 P-valued] &3H GMM S AH&-&
@ CAPM F73ol 48 uvzte] d4dZAe & 23d £ &S AT

I.9 & %

BEAEEERREER (CAPM ; capital asset pricing model)dl] 3t 4F A d1=
AT o] 2ol ¢ F2F dolH, 1960'd o] & H[F & FHOE 2 HAZE
10 8k}, Sharpe(1964), Lintner(1965)2] CAPMeo| ¢AlsteE A2 oJ® At
z23 FolEo] AR MAY EEZ L (market-wide portfolio)?] Z#4<e3 A
FAHLA BA Avke Aol o]gjd M AA Y FAASFE o] Rake] Wl EHbeta)
A T2 digol He A £ 57 AR AA 9 TEE L 9] 345 #(covariance) T
AMFEEEZL L 249 H &2 BAHEH, 5430 o] aHike] BRAY Eki(sys-
tematic risk)2] FEE Jebdth

o]21 % CAPMOl & HE S A WEle AN S8 AR A(OLS : ordi-

¥ @ =olN AR NGTFEE A5 Bo] e 42 ATH F AUty FED
upapel A A= AL,
s+ THKSE EEBH HE
sk MEEHHIS WL
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nary least square), 227 3] 714 (two steps regression), ARCH-M(autoregressive-
conditional heteroskedasticity in the mean model), 12|22 GMM(generalized method
of moments) 52 AlFAA A WHEEE] AHEEHA $

Black, Jensen®} Scholes(1982), Fama$} MacBeth(1973), Gibbons(1982), =12} 3L Ta-
mbaugh(1982) 52 7l Eo] 2R H ke 7IAH FAdde] 5= =t
HERL ASE 49 ol He 715t KEM(stationary)ol 2 7FR 3t A A9
&M (unconditional)E}] o] CAPMS] AF32 AZFo] o|Folx gt} WA Gib-
bons®} Ferson(1985), Ferson, Kandel® Stambaugh(1987), 2] 31 Ferson(1990) &
TR Zl g Eo] ATkl Wi LA Ho] YA &3 Witk A9 EHH(con-
ditiona) B 8] AFEA & A=t Th

CAPM9] AZEA oA LM 3£% #i(conditional covariances)®] A17tel whel ¥
8t Hol wl§- 5 23}7] WjEol Engle, Lilien® Robbins(1987), Bollerslev, Engle®
Wooldridge(1988) 52 ARCH-M (autoregressive - conditional heteroskedasticity in
the mean model)& ©] &3t 2R FEA JA] A1 7hol t) &) ¥ Fth=(time-varying)
7HE &3t Ful dubHl CAPMY A& S8 447 713 sty n
sttt

I3y ARCH-M W& o] &3k
sEito] A FEATG A
ASEA 25 HAF F

tSo] Fat)4do] He 7 2H4ke] 71dl4=2 & 0] ARCH processE ©Ethe 713 o]
FEEHEUAE AIFEZEZF Q= HHEA ARCH processE WE 27} ¢17) o &
FZARE o] &= dHE A7) Q)

o}2{3 CAPM 25 &4 & A% t“t.‘..ﬂ% 2 TAEE AZ3H7]) S8 Campbell(1987),
Harvey(1989) & GMM< o]-&3ta CAPMe] 33 CAPMS &0 Hast o8
AAE M ES A3k Arh Harvey(1989)91 41 E%0] GMM< o] &3t o2
23ke]l CAPME o] &3l CAPM® EE wWHEo| Aztel tis] mAHol gtk
7tBESE AF3AL e Aol T2 oo,

2o 5o ¢ U x CAPM# CCAPMol 3 AZdATE o gt
el E3E wie} o] CAPMOl 83 4AS 71 F83t2 o] AFHA
Aol X3 gk

C 2 CAPMY] FAWAAolA =4
Q) BAO Atke AA 7H o] AA Hojolgt L

\:!
=
=
.

ﬂ—’—‘_‘

D HZ $Puete] AdE e g S o] &3 CAPMS AT2E W4 - 59 2(1988),
B8 oldT(1991) Fol U3, CCAPM(consumption-based CAPM)E &S AH8-&
TEE FEIE1992), S WE5(1992), FF35H1993) Fol U
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2 =5 9753 2o 2dd AZF7EA GMME ©]&3te] Sharpe-Lint-
ner® ZAF Bhqfe] CAPMS HlElE A% o] ¥ <ridt CAPMEF ]
@5‘3’ o] Jle7tE AHEE o Ut

=79 AFEA 3 VI EE TR wE Y Bgedl TRIF FE
el Aol FEb @ lgel Mol MTht Ades de Aes yehix

£3], OLSE AM8-3td 43 CAPMEF 2 dA 322 dAA R 93 717 H 1
Aom, vt GMMe 21§ CAPMS] 3L 2 2L Y& HAFE o]ALS
2 =724 GMMY FXE 3] AHSE FEAFER] FAAFIETR HUlAF
w89 g8z, EAAGC] He A FAEHR AFGETEEZY LY A7IAA 282
34 5ol CAPMFA O 288 f83 AHEol1, GMMo] BEH HIFZ(auto-
correlation)®} HEHEME 55 B(conditional heteroskedasticity)S 2 AE3ta §l7] of
Dol Aow HoAT .

E =Y P4 O 2ok AUFdME ZFRAWMAZREY ) 24 By
£ 2] GMM(generalized method of moments)oll th3| A A 2o} Al F ) A& A5
ek AR AFEA dig 273E A3t v & A7 vugdt 22 AWV
Folre B =89 AFEAN Z2HE g%ty £ A7 A € udgY dF
kel disA =gt

=

II. RAREFFRERT] #ES AT Hikw

1. BXEEERRE HE

725 €9 &) Sharpe-Lintner®] EAEREBHR R TR CAPM)S Ut (1)
= %01 Alg & it
_ COV(I'Jt, rmc/ﬂt 1)
E[I‘j:/ﬂtﬂ] Var(tm/-1) E(tn/Q-1) (1

&, e FIEAN F0) B AL H EATAEL, T MNEEEE
goo 2345+ 8S 4zt Uitk Q8 t—17]9 FARE0] A8t FR e
Agtolet. 2] (DAXAG CAPMO] FAHE RE FAA jof 23 7UFY gL
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AFEEZRY 2R Ed 3] M- BAZ FAE 4 Ads RHoloh
A8 BAE UeplFE Alee o] A4t vlEHbeta)Z2 Y@ oA, o] A}t
BRE fEMi(systematic risk)S YERET. £ A3 AgRw, AAdRLE &
Aol He Ao £AEFH AZF g FHAlIL of FEAS AZFTEEZ
oo Fte g Urd 997 AR Ee] "ot 23E2 A1) FHEALY

A& 3= AFEH FAEY 1997 AP0 Uit Bgo] "o F, ojdd
Aprtel] g 2R B2 G T AREEER] Q9 2055 AR H S F3d

< BRIk 7bAL o] AHike] e i3 Bade] "o ey

Cov(ri, Im/Sh-1)
Var(rm/Qe-1)

COV(rjt, I‘mn/Qx~ 1), Var(rmt/nt— 1)2}'

S oWt 3ol nA = gI=At FEEA Frh

2 =&AMe 4 8 HMautocorrelation) T B M B4 (conditional heteros-
kedasticity)S AN & F Je AFEATH HHEA GMMY EAA At
L 2ME ZIGTHRE ANFAES AHESIY AEAMANZZZRY )T WEES
FA38kaL, Yolr} o]BA 2 E WEHE 438t a, B OLSE AR 3 359 vlus)
2ot

2. 7FEE 1 R1ERY GMM

Sharpe-Lintner<] 45t €l (conditional version) CAPME 274 3}7] $)8) A Han-
sen(1982)9l 23} AtE GMM S A18-3ch GMM S 3 29l Campbell(1987) Harvey
(1989) 5ol 218 CAPME# | FHH# AZE& Y8 A143lgen, g& nig #
:g]aol-tgy_x:} %_\% 2}-24 o 71-__,'1 o]q.

AR e GMME FAHALA 2 (DA B HEFEol wteA] AFEEY Fart Qe
Aol = AFE-715 St ch(distribution-free). ‘i’}‘ﬂ o] ARCH &2 HAHEE ¥ (maximum
likelihood estimation ; MLE)2 FB#AAHFE] AHiFEXolojol Fitte AZAF
7} el ¥g3it),

EME GMM2 ARCH®l HI3 BEHES) AN 245 B(conditional heteroskedasti-
cityy@ A714#E HZs=d ul$ FE3lth ARCHE S S #xidle] ojf4ts
AAB7] 8] 2HF BAbo] BAY Eato] &) o Z5ojot dtie A9 F 71A o
oot 2y GMME ©l2idt 473 713gle] o gwrEgl Hbhdo] o)
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ol ¥4 A7 RS AATHEh

t}20] ARCH 282 Z+ 7§ z4te] 71d)429) &9] ARCH processE W2 T
AFEZEEZZQ2E ARCH processE TE Z L7 §17] W7o FZAEE AHE3t=
ZASdle a9E AV Stk 53 GMMY A FAWA 0] v ddd A9, F
AR =¢ 7Hd3] 317] ¥ law of motiondll th3F AFoluyt 71Hge] g
flo] FAWAAE AT TUE FFE F A7) A wig LukFHolxn, g E A
F7IHEG 48 F AUt GMME A3t CAPME FA317] HalAe 4
FAu A o) EAAL A (othogonality condition) 2. 2% ¥l E BB B (criterion func-
tion) g =&31, o8 BFTFE HAZstY it HEE FHe Aolth

Hansen(1982)°l &3t GMM F#%& $1dixes $4 4(1)& Aelste BEHEX
(error function)& =& 3= Z o] A3t} At WELE 4 317) 98 CAPM (DS
oAl AEstE 22 BAIE 4 Uth

E[rjt/nt—l:l = BE[rmx/Qt—J (2)

p= Cov(rt, rm/Q-1)
= Var(rm/u-1)

H@zd 24T UE B9,
Ut:h(r‘, Bo)z[Brmt—rjt:l (3)

]‘—{1_’ I'g:[rmz, rjx:ll, BOZEBI; BZy TN Bn]" __‘_la]:ﬂ_ n7H_°’] —?—X} EH)‘O}‘OI QL‘C_‘ X}ﬂ—%o]
T FF@h THAER hiROXR > R

CAPM (D°ll 9JstH E(U)=0 (4)
2o FEH(instrumental variables) Zol th3F AHo] HQ 3y, Zv AR}
59 t7]19] AR JF Q8 FEFFolL, At ZUFYES A& ¢
- 83 prlle] AREI M3 o83 S ZE o] 83 T (2 Ao,

f(t, Z-1, B)=h(r, B) ® Z~ %)

@, RIXRXR ™R, q=nXp, 283 ®T Kronecker productE ¥EAIFcH
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o 71 B3t & (othogonality conditions)®] ++ ¢717} k.
AWHEEE @)y #A7 AP

Elf(r, Z-y, Bo)1=0 ©)

BEFTEAES gB)=Eli(r, Z-, B)IZ H3E AE)2ZH-E glB)=0°] BH

33, gt ted 2ol 281 £ AUk

—t

o
gr®)=- 2. ft, Ze, B) M

t=1

J(B)=g:(B)'Wr gu(B) ®

@, Wis X q 8BRS E B INE 175 (symmetric positive definite weighting matrix)
oji W,o] F48L& HEAFH HF Z-.9 o5 ZA AL

Hansen(1982)c <J3lH Z4MleEhE FA37] M= 2438+ 8)S
Fozx rhsata, oldd WEos FAE WEELE Hao F2FH FEAHE AL
§3td A3V Wil HHoE FHAHUGL E 5 Ut

ot A2 GMMe 338 93 AE INETH(weighting matrix)?] Wr8] 3 o]
A eojop atar, 2(9)ol| A BZo] AP AR, gdFE o] §3tH W9 FH o
7b& 8t

k—1 T
Wi=L> UT 2 f(tirm Zoy, B fCenmsy Zemy, Br)'17 9)
i=—k+1 t=1+j

&, ke 2213 U9 471389 A58 FAHT

A©9)9) MEFTIIE o143t FHE GMM FHAE9) oA FEN 3 Te
2102 FA

Z,=(Dy’ WoDo)'= [(E[-—"%g@—")']) WO(E[—"%@J)]‘I (10)

T T
Sr= Oy Wiy '=[(/T Y, MBIy y,p Y, S BBy
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@, T 243 8 (true parameter) S AF&§ FEA Y Pol1, o= AAREE
AH&3le FRE FEA FES el

FAE o} & FHAFEC] n7 Y3, FALH Yo 2 RE g(=nXp)He 3
w3t 230] A 7HASE BEAES )2 HasFo N Ao FHAFS
Br= Y A5 F(consistent estimators)®]™ (q—n)el AHEZ 7} chi-square(yd)
TXE A2Foz Zevn 32

T :B)=T gB)’ Wr* &) B xq—n) (11)

@, Wit W] Y X374 ZF(consistent estimator)©] T}

H5o] AINERE BASES Hl¥=(overidentifying restriction)?] %
H@)e] AR ZFdES AHERSY Eviv fE37HE Lot

AAARE o83 CAPMY FAHE AT GMMEE sloiMe F ﬁﬁé}"ﬁ &
#HAaz}sl7] A3 7kE P EA Wre] o] edta Wo] 3L 9JsiAe= ol 34 o)
Za3t7] dZof 22 Al(two steps)®} FA o] glojok Tk, ¢4 A GAN A2 B2
FAE A% W,Z2Me 993 A(identity matrix)o] 2Rt} o3 LW HL
AHRE EXES JE 7S, F5 JE Hasto 2 AR 9A Y S F A

A gAldAME AA QANN FHE FHAF 35 AFES] 23 A (error
function) g Wrg oAl A3, o]E2 A FHE g9 WS o] R3ld ZRF J&
FAE 7 Jdvh. 2H22 E54 @A BT‘—‘— 22% JE HAgsto 98 4 U

ml'U: feb)
:I

AA FZo) AME 4 DAY FAAAHC] BAHYSF JE 4 & g7
FEe ukE E-(iteration)°] L 3}7] W& KEA GMM(iterated GMM)©]2}3L 3it},
. Fpgl BEE&Eo &R

1. B#
B =iodAe Mg 2ol o wEele] FAsE 5 A (stylized facts)S & Aol

2) B E=ENE & PEAR £8E AMEEY Y] WEe FAHoF & FHAFE
1707 S3, A BEo] Sadfz e 40, Fea), ARXEER ] 2
ol g, dHA At 2757 AFRE o2 3 w3E A (orthogonality condi-
tions)2 1><4 47} Bt A E(degree of freedom)e Hist 219 £ 40X F
AEojok sty FAAFTY 9 12 W9 30]€.
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W FRFE2 7H e 2719 JPEAAMREY JdREs A & NLEAA
1070F 22 Uro] HEetE F43axt o2

Ao He RE7|HS 1982, 1~1991. 4€7HX 8] €EAFI}F AHRE T @
29 & 112707 Bk
HEtS FA37] 98 CAPMEE 31 A JdojM NRTEEZLE YEM &
F Qe AE3 AT (proxy)E e Aol vl$ F83% d, B =FdMe /1A

(value-weighted average)Z #2159t @ o (equally-weighted average)Z ##]4<)

FAG AT E ALGEEZL QR 4 AR, 2BR5YES 74]*"3P7] A F
Ao 2 e F|FgEo] AHGET

(B D2 FHIA dig 235A &9 712F5AX 3, BFHA 2 B
FHRf(sample autocorrelation) Al 5+ &S YEF I Qlth $4 = o] HHF & AHEH,
TR7E AL 7I9EY BEFdEC] TRV E 7IFEd vHA FHFHoR ¥
Acz yehuin, F2AAE 1QHEst Fe J1ge] 2 el Blsh o3t xe
Aoz vehtal o

EAdge] He REZHYLEY A EY AEE AFEY BE TEZFL
Eo] AT Fust zoz YL glo] FAAAY 5L 2 wgsiFa

At

3 FRE FEEIURE 10709 EEZR2 sizele HATRO|L sizel02 FHulF 2
ZEEYLY. NS ez FFANEAY AVeor BHS F 1049 XE
Z2 08 o] TSIt v TEZF Q9] I} A4 AAHA ¢E ALoe
Al7bEdol e XEZL Q0] v2F €5 A¥E 71Y9e TEZ L TAANA A
A A



GMM< | &3 EREEBBRERR S #5E

(B 1) BelkEEC E BBKEEze| AREtE
HE7|ZF 1982, 1~1991. 4(LEA g, BEX 9 £=112)

65

FEEYR BF A}717¢ T (sample autocorrelation)
- | e | #x 1 2 3 4 5 6
7 8 9 10 11 12
sizel 0.0144 | 0.0839 0.219 0.090 0.024 0.067 0.026 —0.110
0.068 —0.087 0118 0330 0314 0.092
size2 0.0126 | 0.0748 0.141 0029 0016 0.147 —0.008 —0.012
0.008 —0.145 0120 0323 0220 0.009
size3 0.0090 | 0.0704 0106 0.106 —0.030 0.178 —0.073 —0.092
—0.058 —0.140 0.085 0.294 0.224 0.042
sized 0.0080 | 0.0694 0050 0.064 —0109 0133 0.003 —0.079
—0.081 —0.133 0101 0.312 0201  0.023
sizeb 0.0094 | 0.0663 0.139 0.146 —0.055 0.157 0.029 —0.026
—0.028 —0.096 0109 0335 0167 0.035
size6 0.0070 | 0.0631 0.058 0.087 —0.095 0154 0.005 —0.028"
—0.044 —0.058 0.016 0322 0.188 0.087
size7 0.0041 | 0.0679 0009 0117 —0.143 0157 —0.035 0.010
—0.069 —0.070 0.129 0.314 0.127 0.173
size8 0.0081 | 0.0689 0072 0179 —0.130 0138 0.010 —0.053
—0.128 —0.044 0183 0313 0116 0.202
size9 0.0024 | 0.0681 | —0.089 0.207 —0.137 0.218 0.026 0.159
—0.064 0.064 0.089 0.280 0.015 0.185
sizel0 0.0001 | 0.0710 | —0.085 0.141 —0.085 0.198 0.096 0.115
—0.030 0103 0.031 0234 —0069 0.176
F) Ttz FajFgo] AFSE. ‘

2. BEI BR

() TEREHE 7] A3 OLS #3823

ZEEYL e 232

AMA B =AM ALZAAM 278 GMMES A}
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€&k GMM < o] &3t SutE AFEAATAE A7) Y= FAF FEH S (n-
strumental variables)& Zolof gt} Uytz
HHEUFE 1}7] AMRAES F
CAPME & o] A QA=
HFE A 1}7]/‘12}7} YT ES 01]§°ﬂ EEgeF
FHA S BEWITRS BB (variability)©]
e dutaom W] ool
agez B =EdAe BRI BREEOLS)S ]88t CAPMS 34 A&
1=

80
£
2
T
o
(2

Hir

o} A7) 77} A

He ARZEEZLY YT FHFNATY FUES 245IEY o =0
Eas E T Ue 83 #AY & E(useful information)E 21, o] R-& GMM* 4 ¢
FaHsE AFRST

4 (E 2> CAPMY AFZEZL9 t&Fdd FFF7HAG5 43
T2 EF F JE FuHFes = 9 OLS 32 Fo).

AP EL AT ETL 28 A7 °4]u 2l S8 AHINSL), S A4 g2
FTAF & £ E 9 2o](INS2), 13]1 ANHFEZAE FF3TF(INSI), &&

(INS4), F+HFAHAINS5) 131 HFAZ(INS6) 5ol AHEHA.
£415) kel slopm A4 B 21N Felel 2420 INS1e] 713
W7t 8 5 X, INAFYES AU TAFYEA Y 5

& € A5 4 A

o 1% Ho
¥ My oo
Su % ol
2 ‘W
g:‘ﬂ
N
=
o
oo

¥
N
X
als
lo
2
i
-3
i
M m

Exﬁ%l(lnstrumental Variables)E 37| 2|8t OLS #HTEHR
Ru=Bo+ BuINS1,+ BINS2. 1+ BINS3,- 1+ B INS4._,
+ BsINS5,-, + BsINS6.-1 + U,
&, Ru=AZEEEZYUFHF7IAF)TIE
FEE7IZF 1982, 1~1991. 4(2EAE, BEXTF9 F£=112)
8O B1 B2 B3 B4 85 86 Rmt
=003 | —12.83 | 1143 0.55 0.0001 0.001 0.005 R?*=0.123
(—029) | (—2.28) | (1.45) 1.12) (0.98) (0.64) (0.30)
0.07 —1553 | 10.94 R?=0.101
(—029) | (=337 (142
F) 1 INS1=@ A5 g - 2337558,

f
2
_P'-H{
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INS2= (A4 & — 24 F), INS3=25537F,
INS4=th "] &g, INS5=F 95X A2} INS6=HHEA&
2. ( ) t3e UEH.

o9} Tol FHFAAFY 2] A% F2F WEE oA Fasl Bk AL
BelZ3 glon], ojZe ANAACl Bl AT B EFE $YHDL YSL B

(¢

d&ste U =4S Ft HFES VY Y FAFY, FEFMAFY BEk
##(dividend yield) 5 ¢ Ao Z YeEl}T Qlo] B =F 9] 399} o] Ax IX| 3=
AHE HAF3 th Campbell® Shiller(1988), Fama®t French(1988) 5 v @4
JEo] vy FHFIIFAE dEFged v 8% dunsetn 393, Nam
(1990) GAl g Eo] FHFIIATE AYsted F7HHQ Aol L
go13t¥ et 183 Fama$} Schwert(1977)5-2 17HYE w719 FA¢AE JA
YTt T dFd Bgo] Eue A& BHAFYHY

AFEt H= Afdde FHFT7EA S (value-weighted New York stock index)E
]

o o

(2) e HEE

ol$} Zo] @ OLSE ol&ste] dojxd s JAasd & 23474
= 789 2 AZFTEEY 2HLAEY AVINAL BNl He REE
gl e o) I E e A7IARL 2Eal FEEl GMME FEHFE AR EH AT

(F e FEF/HATE AREZEZLLE AHET GMMO FHZHol1, <&
6> 80F = A FRFHAFE AGZEZYLE AR FHERE YehlaL
At

NGt EE E7ol o7 ver TR ostd, I E 7]del FEIF 2L T

4 o

4) ETF715AE 99 AUFAE o2 &2 FE HEEN B3 A= Campbell )
Shiller(1988), Fama®} French(1988), Fama®?} Schwert(1977), Keim# Stambaugh(1986),
: Fama(1984), ZLg] 3 Stambaugh(1988) 5& FZ.

5) ek AR oS B2 AAES THIHCIEEY, NLAG=4) I3 U9 =1F
o] 22k (conditional heteroskedasticity)@F 2+71%) #(serial correlation)& A A= =-2-]
g}, 28y Tauchen(1986)°] A& YRl 7t3 & Ao FUHFE AHEE 9
Al A2 HHFHo) 7Heshh

6) UM e n =22 HeHPE FHFIAFY & =&
sHFYd WFFdEgel nHE 5 gk 2y gL L ES FRHAFE AES

CAPM®] ¢ thg A7 nlEoh
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v Aerdog A AFAET B2 A2 YR o, 71T ES At
AdEA=dE FuHBAN AE 5 LS E9F Utk
2E WEY FHEL F7HEA AYEHo]l YLE BAF L, size9d] FFE A9
1 GMMO 98 =49 CAPMEHo] dadoz & H3=57 Q&S BHoFrh
(F 6o dehd AR TEEZR Q9 gEUFEAN FATLATE AT F¢9
2R3 A= At o 2 (R 59 ¥|d AFA=Z FE7FE 7ol TR A 71l
vla] zpate] AAY 9P FxE vehiie HEeE & AeE Jehdt

(E 3) OLSE BT HEHETE BRGERSHERHROIE)

FAUA A | E(er)=BE(erm)
&, ery = FHEA A ] i AN 19 2ArdE
erm=FH P2 ] g AZITEZYUFTEF7HIAFY 23578
g=w]E}
HE7IZF 1982, 1~1991. 4(€EA R, #EX 9 +£=112)

XeZI & B SE(B) D. W. P-value
size 1 0.85 0.08 1.68 0.01
size 2 0.80 0.07 1.66 0.13
size 3 0.78 0.06 1.65 0.04
size 4 0.80 0.06 1.74 0.04
size 5 0.76 0.06 149 0.15
size 6 0.78 0.05 1.63 0.05
size 7 0.84 0.05 1.66 0.004
size 8 0.89 0.04 1.42 0.000
size 9 0.91 0.04 245 0.000
size 10 098 0.03 1.73 0.46

F) 1. SEx 2&2A}
. D. W.= Durbin-Watson % %
i .%344‘915‘% AsE7] 913 B2 e FAFYE] AMER.
. Pvaluee #HF7Hd0] 7178 4 e FroA &9 7P 2 F3
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CAPME 9} AT HE5 S Vel E P-valued] 933 (& 59 (&£ 6)9 GMMol
ojgt FBAH7E OLSFA AT vja +¥3itts 2Ae ¢ & Utk

(R 39 OLS AFEA ZFA BKo] size29} size5, sizel02 A 9J3tis 5
%G olFE A B CAPMEF ] A5Ho] gl&& BF 1 3lov GMME 2183

(E 58] A3oIE size9d] AT AsnE RE AUS 2} CAPMEFo] 87
A 499 Ags AL ¢ & Ao,

o]# 3 oy BHEWMFESo] HOHER(autocorrelation)®] =7t oFste] OLSY
GMM E5% 2o A3 E BHo & 4 glou, GMMY] 2§ FAAZ 9 5 & 9f R
R4y (conditional heteroskedasticity)e AEE & 7] WE GMME AH&3l=
Ho] & utF AT ZAE AT F USE BAEH 53] £ =54 AHgH
Fousrl BAgde] He AdFdER AZTEZ Y A7 ol A
Asded ArldaEsay FERE Ego =M CAPME HAP3s] Adsi=d

S~

(E 4) OLSE AIE¢et HIEHETE HR(EBRECILIEH0|S)

FAA A ! E(ery)= BE(erm)
@, er = F-H A A g A4t i 2H(FYE
ern=FH Gt e AFZEZL QBT AF)Y 2345408
p=wlE}
HEE7)7H 1982, 1~1991. 4(AEAE, #HHH 9 $=112)

FEEDYL T¥ B SEB) D. W. P-value
size 1 0.87 0.08 1.67 0.13
size 2 0.84 0.07 1.67 0.23
size 3 0.82 0.06 1.70 0.000
size 4 0.84 0.06 1.80 0.04
size 5 0.77 0.06 1.52 0.44
size 6 0.80 0.05 1.61 0.51
size 7 0.87 0.05 1.81 0.06
size 8 0.92 0.04 1.80 0.02
size 9 0.89 0.04 2.44 0.03
size 10 0.92 0.05 1.98 0.03

) 1. SEx= XF:937
2. D. W. Durbin-Watson %7 &

3. 2358 AN 98 RAYANL2E TS Eo) A1EE,
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7l Aoz Bayn,
(E 5) GMMZ AIES! HIEHETE HBRIFEHEIEHOIS)
FAWA A [ E(er)=BE(ern)
9, er =F AP A4 ] Wi A4 19 295 E
ern =T AP0l e ANFEEZQUETFIIAF)Y 20598
p=rule}
FE717H 11982, 1~1991. 4(EEAE, FHX 9 F£=112)
XEEZZL 7§ B SE(B) x(3) P-value
size 1 0.77 0.20 4.82 0.19
size 2 0.71 0.18 358 0.31
size 3 0.65 0.17 207 0.56
size 4 064 0.17. 1.82 0.61
size 5 071 015 365 0.30
size 6 0.72 0.12 4.15 0.25
size 7 0.79 0.14 3.31 0.35
size 8 0.89 0.09 402 0.26
size 9 0.74 0.18 1651 0.00
size 10 0.92 0.07 7.22 0.07
) L A% AdozE FA 98] AHSE.

2. GMMF4 < A& FiFae A& 2P 7558 S,

Bgel HE 44T B AVAR, AFEEE 08 A7), T2) 2

Al
S|
&7t A,

B
U
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(& 6) GMMZ AIE¢et HiEHETE HRERECIIEHO0IR)

F73v 4 ¢ E(er)=BE(erm)
S, oen =FH @A A A4 i8] 2HE
erw=F @A ] didt AFEEZYQFAGEAFY 225 E
p=4lel
FE7I3F 1982, 1~1991. 4(¥HEHAE, FEX 2 =112)

XEEZEL T B SE(B) 1(3) P-value
size 1 0.72 0.20 6.28 0.10
size 2 0.66 0.18 5.10 0.16
size 3 0.62 0.17 3.11 0.37
size 4 0.62 0.17 2.38 0.50
size 5 0.66 0.15 4.22 0.24
size 6 0.68 0.14 3.59 0.31
size 7 0.79 0.15 1.17 0.76
size 8 0.89 0.09 3.89 0.27
size 9 0.90 0.13 7.07 0.07
size 10 0.96 0.12 1.75 0.63

F) 1. GMMY] FA o] AHgE FEsd g 432 (F 58 F=x.

E =7 AE GMME ol 83t ©@¢ CAPM 282 F33dch E4013 A4t
S2E 10708 7T ERE ZTEEFY U AHEEHAL, 7S 1982.1~1991.44)
olo] HHAE (112709 #EX])7t AHEFH A

NATEE 7R W& XEZR Aol dAHeZ /AFES} Fe 7Y
FEEYR9 HED TR 2 JIFdETEEE L4 B3] A& AoZ Yehe AR
(stylized facts)& B2 E 4 Ao} o) RL 7IdF = AFHEr vr=A] wie) ) 8 7)
Hoie H(+)e #AE M FE ASS FAId

t& & p-valueo] 2J3tH 719 TR WE TEZFL I Foido] ¢ w3,
HrA o2 CAPM Z¥o] s-gvate Q445 93 & 492 &= IS
o F o}
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g Fed 2arg AL8§ OLS 3 Ao o)8tH, size2$} size5, sizel0d] ¢S
A 71eF Artel B 5% FEo A 7] 2bE 1, g GMM S AHS-& CAPM 9
233 Ao 93lH sizedS A3 BE S YA E CAPM Edo] d4
Aoz Z AYPHe A& HAgFL
olZ| et AFAAEH YHEN WE HFEA A zol= GMMe] BHER
Bt opgt SN EEKIEERS] BEIM(variability) & R 5 #(heteroskedasti-
city)& & A 7] WE Ao 2 FPE) 53] CAPMER Y 34 A48
2R g9 Rp7|AR}7} ol FERBE(AE B, A5 EH o) FFe 9
TEAHE TFAFHSZN CAPMY HAHEE =0l & A=3.
ek 2 =% ]’\1 AHEE CAPMY HlEL:A 9] 7o 71t & o)y wEl S0
ot A3tk ZHE 3k FHEHIA ] o2

2AYR1HE o1 W5 A2k T
P TeishA RS BRI MRS 1Y 2Ye 2 AT AR MR

=8

r
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