MEEHEA% H10% F£--97(1998. 6), 183~205

SuA =gt FA A, T2 A9

F7b i) SE

< °2b

Fvli(short sale)oll th3t A Fo] gl FAGA vla] Fololl g Ako] A FAEA
ME FA7 e JFALY HEL @< Fd HBrHE) Figlewski & Webb (1993)& 30
of g Aletez Qs otAlbad news)7} Frbo] FA wredgrii 31¢.om, Diamond &
Verrecchia(1987)= Zullol] thdt oje] A 2k(short-sale constraints) O 2 QU] FAX|F e A2
243} A H (favourable information)s} ¢}A2 =231 A H(unfavourable information)7} &
2| Aol v H o2 Hh-g3H, Q??ﬂﬂ F7H o =A WwgEde A& B 2, F
TS Ade o Age] & FARR A FA7E FHAGA dAHeR Ha
s e v EEAS AAHET 284 B 47 FRAFFA)EE AT EEEY =Y
o2 Qs oA Frt kg £xo omd FEFE "X A i3 ARG

A 3switching) GIR-MA(1) Z2& o] &3 AFEA Astdl o8, F7AF3A9 A
9y Aol g FuAER A8} GAE FAMNGA =A wYHE vESHE AAS
A Hol, $4 EY o|FE FAAIRS AR A% WFA FZH(volatility shock)e] T A7
89S o wa F450) AR A XA E&X(informational market efficiency) S FA 7= A
g Bk

I. A &

Ross(1976)E A2& deje) ZAL ¢S4 Awr|sls Sdsir) nrke ol
A de 712Fde dF F4S 3 AHrIEE st o] AHn 8
o] X AHASr] wiEd] 340] A A (complete market) S DA3=d] QoA

*2}A 2 Capital Market® 2+

s}%zﬂTuﬁqE@] 1998\d EAQTRE A Fe
gd=aetr|ed AAE ued, Jdstdgtn 34 uad, aga AFgdtan
AlEgy, T3 B =8S AARIE 58 =98g A5E ) FA 493 F
A99% S5 25 o] A=Y
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71 AAE =71 Sk 28 ST 2 dAGEFANTY AELE O 71RA
A 2N $EHS 2AAZ & Yod, =3 XA T 9] FRFA
2 B g FAAEY x=Hoz 3 oY ARIL FAANT B opgt &
A% 7HEE k(e value)ol] Boh H28tA st EAGS % o 587
o7 wEGI Fh
HEANZAS o €422 =& AFEEN TUge 49 €rlss ddA

. o o7k BEAIGS] ZEF(short sale)o]] T A|FH-E AAs EAHEY, 2%

47 Eg40 EAFY 584 Fuol nAE J3ol A5 o gegu @
% it

FAge 27 ARAWIAAFEY} ARANDY $¢ =22 o Folk
o}F 2% 714 F9 hifolth 28y AdAeR Folt o vkl FANRE
HOlE o2 Aok I o} T2 AFEAE Yk Jamow(1980)E, Tek FajA7h
22 A48 & 5 90 A% EEZQ (market portfolioye YAHOZ W
& F o] o} H(inefficient) A3 A CAPME AHE F 3, AANA BHAA HAH 2
29 FYAA AARLZ FPe 20hn HYTh Miller(1977)E Fohol Bt Ak
o} gl FARAC va) Fulol v Aol = FABRNME APAL F1A
o] o] Z7}3ttt 23t} Figlewski & Webb (1993)& Fufo] gl A oko 2 Qs
A7t F7te] T AT FASACT N F4 |
AZEAATE, 4 Ade e AGos I TS AIAFHLEN FAA
Zrol A e} (transactional) E-&4 2 A B H(informational) &
A€ Bt X3 Diamond & Verrecchia(1987)% Fvjoll thd oj2] A 2K(short-sale
constraints) ©. 2 Q1] F A AR o] TAZ FL3}= A H(favourable information) ¢} ©}
A2 R4 A H(unfavourable information)7} FAA| o] vlglAH o2 wesio,
A7t F7H o A ¥gdds AE BAch

FAA G st Qe FAAE AR AEEe FRE HE FAARGD 2
A A%kE A, o] FAATE FAAZAA o] F AAE o] &3 HFHoE FAF
o1& 717l A e F4& WelM vl (short-selling) 3t ®v}. T2yt AA=Z o}
FIM = F Jde TUAES HFEY AS 2%8A &olskA &7] Wi F
AN b7t EAPES W 2 AT FAAA e vgHA] gen. 22y
sAolgte dASEFEC] EAY ASde v=2rh dqustd & FAARG 9

A vl dAg HE FAAE ERAE Iy B FFAE v=FezN

o
2
o
=
o
lo
hu
=
L
i
lo,
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o ShAE ol £o18 WA £ ATk o2 A EgA Aol FxAAY T
284 7170 SeR o) AARRA ATdel Ho) FAA Gl FFAT 22
gHo) gl AR Mimsl 4 Ade sk FAAL o we wgHES
BTD 5, §4 ARE FANAN) AFEA B FUAEZ A A7} 7}
o We) BEA RebE WESHE BANNAY B ARG AnY A
£4¢ FOARTHE Aol
A7 F/HREEAE AT 9% 117 F8371E8 AFUeR 3o
2SS AdZ A3 FAbad news)7h FANFe] FYHE SEo oW
QL WAL 71 AT BAUG. bt FANG] B £E0 Wl
A%E EHa] AaNE BA FANGl BgRez Fese At 45
22 A§3t BAE FRY Wast itk LA AT Sl FHAY £28)
T BR7E oA ol ZAYA mEt FHAFY g F, FPAFHA nX=
FF°] AZ d2de AYde 4T7ZEFHA7L dex 3l [Engle & Ng (1993),
Glosten, Jagannathan, & Runkle (1993), Campbell & Hentschel (1992)]. =224 ¥ <
FoAE Ad BAoz FANGS oA TAE WA TR o)Be] F71W
S0 WS Mo GRS AoRT 1 thge] FHAF ALFA bzt 34
Algol Qs Sxo oug WstE Hole A& BAT

opAiet FAZE FAAIAN wxE vdAA FAHE dotRr] S8 Glosten,
Jagannathan, & Runkle (1993)©] #|¢t3F GARCH(Generalized Autoregressive
Conditional Heteroskedastic) Heje] Zd8 43 GIR 24§ o] &3ttt 283 ¥
AXG E=olF2 A7t FAAPG BgEE S5 oud At AAE AE
A7) 93 QR 248 AT dE(switching) GIR ZH & o]g-3irh

D) 2549 vize 78 de Hd9 oYL 7] 4 Zdvigez IFHAAY, X349 iF
ERH dE olde dAY AT} AEFE FAAAAE o £ oldE FE2 HIAN FAE
71 BAAA A ZHAY Wart 2)49 vizEn U4 Frpgeltt. a2dA 34
EE Y ¥R X34 SR A% 9%l o ada & & ok £ AFHom IJAM
o v d@ T Jod HAT, FFAS =g s vpgejF(uncovered) Foll dit F

T wislok 7] dEel, A HE T XA e o dEEA Hel £349)
7t8 =2 Ygol EFAEY oAl g of W Aade] Evn ¥ 4 gich
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II. ZoiAxe} 34 A
1. & - UxHofl MIE F=7PHEMO| HICHRIX BIS

A9 AHE A3 FA7 FHAF Y HE S ojud FFS vA = 7}t
E dotry] A, A FHAF oA} SAE FET AR ol Hre]
nEoz Qs Arle FAARY Pegg v

French & Roll(1986)2 159 dA7M AR 5&L Fr7HATAET AHT &4
7 Avka ST FAAARNA Y NHAMFL L FAIRE EsE A7 FRI Fob
o vtdgozN, T3 1 PR FATI F42 ¢ A HEIL 48 59
FElvEte] 35 A= e uE, AFAG 27N, dEA G A
A%t 2L ZA(good news) R FRIF FE, 7|olage REfddA, dxF
Ao 27134783 22 oAl(bad news)Fol FAAF £28 welt} F7le A4
HEST T o] ARIF A AW AR FEvid, vlH@r|gX e @7t
of met BaAE ALY 7HF LS vy A e @7HE P AAE FHY Relth
T3 Ross(1989)= F7PAEA o] A B 3 E(information flow)e] =8} FA3814 )
A FIPAFTAEL E FHAF JoiA e Fr o, FIHAFA] Alxt
of wzt WEtE olfre oJEE Frhd BHE HFRIT FAR FAAZ] wtgH o
ojFAo] F71& FFolA vt Aol '

a8 HZo 294 AnYe olFE olHF Frtd AFgE FE AR ARG
ol FAel we} FrpAF A wrdE s A=t BldlA A (asymmetric) ol g A
otk FrhEAe] Arol tie vloi A WL Black (1976)9) jal Al H e,
11 o]% =2 French, Schwert, & Stambaugh (1987), Nelson (1990), Schwert (1990),
@)3l Pagan & Schwert (1990) 5ol o8] AT=o] gttt H o S04 &= Engle &
Ng (1993), Glosten, Jagannathan, & Runkle (1993), Campbell & Hentschel (1992) 5
°] GARCH 22& $-8¢% 2] Jejo] vt * GARCH Rdg o] 83t HHoj
g FhasAel v Bee BN Engle & Ngt UE T4 3
ol Arol tg £AMEH) WA B GARCH 2Ug 98d o &
9g ol §ste] UFHoz BYSYT o5 ATAH o, YR FAA
N A6l s oAzt FMEAH o 2 93¢ uAtm S9ch Glosten,
Jagannathan, & Runkle 2 19511d0jlA] 1989137} %]2] CRSP(Center for Research in
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Security Prices)?] 7}X]7}5 %] 4*(value-weighted index)o] ¥ dH|o]E|E o] &3l nl
% 4% A8 BARAT, o713 29 g9 £98-3, M2 A Tk
g2 F/HTAE 7T, AR B 49 FYE-SAR AT FHE-S
FIMAFAEE AaA7le ARE B

agA B ATINE ole@ Aol me A9 2Aow ot szt #4
Ae] ZHAREAC WA e vy A whgg WA ARE

2. SHHI=2t S8 HAY= QUFH AR FAAF BIH &5

FAolgte BA =77t EAA] GE ARAA FEAG F5ol 41’2}% q= F
2] ZAAE vt i, BEAG dtgo] diad W B F
218 WA vEdte ZEE dobgdth Iy FAE BA3t
PFoA BHE, sl 438 dy 2 2A4E HAES B9
Hed), gl dAHAY F& FAAG At HeE R
Fuli(short sale)E of ot 2y AFHoz HAE Fule 21%A AFEAL &
stk 2N o8 g7t FAske A, Fuldl dg Aol YUe FREA A H|
3 Fufol] tigk Aol Ye FARBAME Fuldd A AFor A& FA7 F
7ol A wrg et 2¥d A0 EA8H, o] didEAY F2 A1
A7 LARE o F2& BHiHIHA e BFAAE ESAE gAY & E%
Ag vizgozn Fujy Aoz Ad EANE |2 + At} 22BE FA
V4 F7t 2 Z/A 74 oz Qs GAVE FAAZ o e stgdn 2
A Fufoll tfg Aol AU FAolERE FA =77t Qe I vy,
S48 A EXe Il Aokez Qs ofAZt FAA G W] vgER Xk
HEEAAS AATo2ZAN, dA7L F7hd o we] vtdE & JET gt

Diamond & Verrecchia(1987)x= F-uljo] thdt of2] A|2f(short-sale constraints)o]
Ao =2ste ] ARIE FUl g EE S ojud 4TS n =T
gs] Awnrggth. o5 A7 A I, Fujel Wi A2 HF HR
(private information), 53] FXA L 727t FUbo BdHE £2& Ui e
Rolt). &, FAAZY A2 243l A H(favourable information)$} ot & =&
&} A H(unfavourable information)7} S5=2] A&} oll vlU]lM A o2 wrg-3hy, kA7) F
7t o =A e A& 2k

A
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AZ Fojo] g g2 AF2 A FAANG 9] £EE A o F4A
F& HEEH R WA Hed, ¥4 EAE olHF Fujd o A%z U3
F2AXNZ A7t vtgHE £5& o e AL 2T + o F, dAE
o] &3 A i % ZAH viEE XI34HY M A ¢ E349 71HE sge
Z ool o]& A A} FAA G W] FFHOE, ¥4 SAE oJHE o
A o] HFAAETL A WS o w@e HFEHA o FRAH AFEEA
(informational market efficiency) & ZFthA| 71t}

2 dT7dAe 4 AdE d8 AA7F FAA G dgEHe X0 ofd W E
FE7HE BA3] 98 GIR 2492 $3% 213 GIR 24 g o] &3t

III. GJR-MA¢} A% GJR-MA

1. GJR-MA 23} FIIHSY2| HItIEH S

N
ﬁ\‘_.
2t
ft
ox,
10

A5 /3L Azt whet Mgt} (time-varying) ¥t FIPAEAS oS3, o
2% 47}%%“01 AlZbel) w2t WEt=te) RS A e A2 Engle (1982)9] 9
3] AlA]¥ ARCH(Autoregressive Conditional Heteroskedastic)y = @A Zagic)
ARCH 222 Bollerslev (1986)c) o3} gutzlslgjon, olejd Hele e go
A -F(French, Schwert, & Stambaugh 1987, Akgiray 1989, Lamoureux & Lastrapes
1990, Baillie & DeGennaro 1990, Lee & Ohk 1991, 1992, Campbell & Hentschel
1992, Engle & Ng 1993 3)olA ¥ o], 4 FHTdE YHE & FH)F
T Yot a9, GARCH o] RdL oA - TA|9 oo wpat A% F
IREdel 277t vdana & o o] FEs %P 7} /ity &, GARCH &
DE FAN N =astE ARV AV ofUH sAv et g vhgEe F7t
WY vgAA dHE 24 4 QUok 24 ek 7R 39 F4E
FZ0] 22 A9 ¢ FYE FAET ¥EFEA ] & 9FE £vhd, GARCH
29 ool g WFAe AVIE F& HFsta Ao A7 MFEHY AVE
Ao BkgetA g
F7HAEAEY HRo| i vdAA B3-S FJY 5 e v A (asymmetric)

GARCH el 2dZ Hd9gstr] 93, R, € t-19M 7]7Hx]e ddFd &)zt

N
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&1, 2,8 t17]AM AT £ e ZE JrFolg 0 £AAE -1 7))
EAE g d t1 719 ARE BT vkn #oh A 1719 FHE ke M
sollMe] zAR JULYEd =AY B4E 44 R,k B2 E AL
R=ER,| Q). h=(R,;| 2, °lth 284 t7]19] o}7]x] Zgh(unexpected)
8L e =R,— R, o4, e/ ]9 722 Afolgdtx & + Yk gy &
9 ep o71A XGF F7t Ae-© FA9 EA(good news)7t AP E RE L3
I 29 £ %Al(bad news)7} F7te] wrgEo] F717} s AL oW
ot o7l AR F@EE o7IA BE FALAE] AdXA | e, | o Fol
ade AL F7 A dEde 3ol
Bollerslev (1986)°] 93] A|A]¥ GARCH Ed&, t-17) AR Z%Q F7}te] o7
%) 28 W3l = t-1 719 A3} AF, -1 7] Ao RE HRE vk -17]9 =24

B FIHAEA, t7]9 AR F/RIEAHES BEE § U=EE ¥ Edorh
Bollerslev (1986)¢] GARCH(p,q) 22 th33 2t}

-

ht—7’o+20'16 +Z7’jht1 H

i=1 Jj=1

1

Bollerslev et al.(1992)& A&7 dFE E3] GARCH(1,1)°] 7} AHgsicta
. |

ARCH Edoll} o]5 Uutsldt GARCH REdo] F7higAe] Aztels & F24
e F7HYHE & HPAF= ZHT WHECAT, o] AL HIZd 54 o5
7F He AR dig FrREAY vgRA EE AT £E itk F, t-17]9]
2o AFAYD e,7F 719 PR AFA FAIA SIS E FA4E
GARCH 29 FAdzives A& 9vdtt. 24 GARCH 29SS 3 o
Peje] EUE - Nelson (1990)2] EGARCH(exponential GARCH), Engle (1990),
Sentana(1991) % Campbell & Hentschel (1992)2] QGARCH(quadratic GARCH),
Glosten, Jagannathan, & Runkle (1989)2] GIR 249 -o] FHId| So] FrhiEAl9]
H A A whE-& EAetE AFIHEc2 AASHA Engle & Ng (1993)0] £HZ
2 A EYolAdS ol&s) B4 Aol std, oleldt 48 2d FolA Glosten,

ok
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Jagannathan, & Runkle®] GIR 2do] 714 U2 whi&od AFHUY GIR 24
< o33 2o

he=yo+nhi+aei | +apSiiei )
7] A
-_[1, K0
S ‘{0, e =0

A7l S, & 719 IR 7k e, 7F FolW 19 S, Sl ohE 09 TS
7HAe 7b84(dummy variable)o|th. A& B & F YRl AF ap & A
Sigh) 50l FPASAS Aue) g vAdLe A AF ap 7H B
o} g Bold, ol & 1719 59 &, (FA7t ¥ e,y (EAETG V]S =
AR F/HEAES O F7AGOE AL Andn aHA 99 2L FAAA|
AolA 9 otzjet SAE TR EF ojE9 B H WSS AT 5+ Urh

2 ATAME H71eA FHE dort FHES A71A 2 £4EL T
71 918 B2 Y8 A7)EE EAE 28] Hs GIR 22E A% ot}
Ze GIR-MA(1)(Moving Average(l)) 22d-g A gt}

R=B+u, ©)

K=€,~0e, “)
et | .Qt_1~N(0,ht)

hy=yy+rihi+ae %—1 +apS :——H‘—"%—x 2
o 7)ol A
-_[1, eK0
St _[0, >0

GIR EddA MA() 2d& E3J& R F71x S H9E £ Yot AA,
FAZ FHHE 71X RFunexpected) 9] FAER T2 FAY F & o

712 2@ @ £olFo] ZAR FAWEAe) tlAE W] MUY Hote of



FohAEe 4 AW, 2ga 4AlY FrF g = 191

g 2437 Q84 FH4AE FA 2715 Bpredictable) F2E Aol
Itk olg YHH MAQ) RLE GIR Rl TIT. 423 B 48, 3 1)

(white noise)& T3l7] 913 t719] FAFYES FHAFTE st 2 F

=
)
dlo

9 ) IJALAE Y3rlx @tk MA(D)S s&Z(nvertibility; | 6| <1)7 A
F &9 o] Algho] Aol we Fagrie 27N HESE AR(©)9) 2t
[HA5 AHS 2siAl= Abraham & Ledolter (1983, pp. 214-215)& #=2] —LaiA
2 AP FAFAEY dF715d &S AR 98 MA(L) =98 GIR
Rdo] 3.

EA2%, GIR 2972 GARCH #H9 2de 29 x4 HAAAEE 7H
steg, old FAE a8t o X3 JudAdd sy B FHAAT}
I8 % Qr} Scholes & William(1977)9} Cohen et al.(1980)2 ZE2] d-7dA
F2) o] u]% X3 7 @ (nonsynchronous trading)$} HA7MAWMEFEZL '71“7}‘}1:943"1] 2
ol ¢x73  AB A (serial correlation)E  oF7|A|ZIttm Ft}. Scholes &
William(1977), Bollerslev(1987), French, Schwert & Stambaugh(1987) % Lee & Ohk
(1992)e]l ol&td, F7HAF FJEY 23 ABRAAE MADWEL S oj&FosH
FFE F oz Aok 2PA E AP E € FIEY £33 FFBAE
Q% GIR 29 43 T8 AFHE WRE7] 93 GIR 2dd] 43 o) F
HErdg ¥ |

2. M&KSwitching) GJR-MA Z&]

M HHE GIRMA 29e FHAG] Sxsts uk bk ohid A4
Tt & - obale] wel FrhAEA0) oA th2Al weste sHE B4
A8 mdolth. Ayl B Holrh, £ AT FEA FANFEA 4

2 A3 oAzt FAA G NI E Sxe] of| W YErtE BHE) D
AE GIR-MA(D) 2L AN T, |
GIRMA(l) RHolA, ZAY /P34 28 ofels Zo] £AFh o] AL
T4 EQIFZ ¢1 719 Brel AFA B AFol v)e FAAFH) WAL 3
Fo| Z7le] oW A WEI} & AE Yo

lo Ao
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he=vo+ 7k Hael +apS 1ed +8pL 1165 ®)
o 7] A
- _ l, 8;(0
S _{0, €,=0
_[1,e=¢"
L‘-{O,tu‘

N [

A7AA t* & FANFFH AAdeld, L, £ vl F/RFIFA 439 ¢
2 O o)FY de 19 @S, AFYE o)L AfeE 09 #&e JHAE JhEs
(dummy variable)olt}. whebd B mdo] ¥3EE JPESFA L, £ A9 FA00A4
4 F %o, FINFIFA A4Y 7 L I ojFolm T F e, 7t SR 1
o gk, 39%E 09 e IR E Mot A AF 6, & /M L
F2o] FA 4 olFE FAANZY ATt FAAG vHE SE9] WEE

RstA drk A ZHAA t 7o) FIPAFE k£ 1 719 AXAF ezt_l 2

A

a1 olM e FAMAF e?_z,e§_3, v S RS & Tk adM Ly 9 AF
A Sp 7t 00 ofd HAHQA ;L JHAHE, ¥4 =Y olFE o A AF
€2 (€,-1€0) & 1 719 A7} ¢ 719 F7PAFA ] nAE G olw A}
gsiths A oujant wek §, 7b el e Holw, ol t2 7] olHe] WA
ka7t t 719 FIHAFEAC A= Gl Bid) t-1 1o T A7t t 719 Fob
HEAC vlXlE Gl ¥4 EoFR ¢ Azve AL T dA IR
o, F/HMEAEL FAA A UM Are] wigo] T FHoln, WFEH FAH2
2B Z-&(information packe)oletir & 4= Ut} iR §pe] Fhol doldtes AL
A =9 o]z oAz <l H“.E%}b FANZ oy WMFA ZFZ(volatility
shock)o] 1 AlZel ©-5 o W] FFEIATYE RAE v,

rl

l
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B dFoE FHASF £989 EAL ARyoz EAIGE 2w AF
GIR-MA E2¥xt ojlg} F7hAFAH S ANHEFEES dA¥o g Br198) iy

GARCH-MA R4S 33t , £3F o] 3 AR F F7HAF4 vdAd v
£ 2198 GIR-MA Y% 33t 183 33 GARCH-MA R4, GIR-MA
2d, 323 Ag GIR-MA Y 249 3934 X|(maximum likelihood estimate)&
73}7] ¢13] Berndt, Hall, Hall, & Hausman (1974)9] 2¢]3] #|A]¥ BHHH <13 E
o 7128 ¥ U5$¢E¥4(log likelihood function)E Hujststs v]Ay HA sl
(nonlinear optimization technique) ©]-& 3%},

g3 zt 29 8§ EA S A8 GIR-MA(1) 292 GARCH-MA(1) 243
9] o= #(log-likelihood) w7} HastH, ¢ HI GIR-MA(l) Zde
GIR-MA(1) 2d3te] d49Ezuart Be3ich. 2934 2H(maximum likelihood
estimator) 7} #EE 2 BHBAHATE AT AR YYo= Wald ZAEH, 2%
] <%(Lagrange multiplier) 9 2 $Xu|(likelihood ratio) *3 €] AZEA17E e
g, £ dFME 71 gtz o2 o8&+ $-T#|(LRilikelihood ratio) EA %S
AAn BARSE L(@g) (47104 0,=(8,0,70,71,0) F L(® )(71A
0.=(8,0,70,71,a,ap) ) ° ZZt AT/ 2d7 dF7HEQ 7SS 71
3l wmdo] ?E]—?—EH—T—@'—’}‘—Q(maximum log-likelihood function value)ol&}x & of,
LR=2[L(0 ) —L(y)] & FSH@symprotic) 74 (<1711 % k=DPEE wevh,
2+ = (degree of freedom) ki= ti {7Hd 3} ARIME e FAHRS Ase Aololn, 5
A9 LR ABEAZ gl x4 o gun 2 W ARspde 7124

IV. ASHEA
1. ARCNA FIIKISe| SAN =4

(1) EMUYD Xtz £X

iy

B ATE {49 4350 At FHAG BGHE Sxo] JuT FL )
E7he Qohurl A5 AA FAAFFAAGe] AP Yk 14T FANZ

2]
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< BHOEeE .

<E 1>& 229 F/ASFEA] EYAVIL RS 22T 33 ARLT) of

a2 & BoFo

<E 1> 3237k FARNGLA hEAFE 2P

e WA 5 A& AFEA EYA7I
Atk TSE 35 TSE 1987.5.27.
Zga CAC 40 MATIF 1988.11.3.

%4 DAX DTB 1991.8.16.

33 Hang Seng HKFE 1993.3.5.

Jr Nikkei 225 OSE 1989.6.12.
ygds EOE Index EOE 1987.5.18.

r2g ol OBX OSE 1990.6.28.
244 OMX oM 1986.12.18.

292 SMI SOFFEX 1988.12.7.

CES FT-SE 100 LIFFE 1984.5.3.

W S&P 100 CBOE 1983.3.11.

) CBOE: Chicago Board Options Exchange

DTB: Deutsche Terminborse
EQE: European Options Exchange

HKFE: Hong Kong Futures Exchange

LIFFE: London International Financial Futures Exchange

MATIF: Marche a Terme International de France

OM: Stockholm Options Market
OSE: Osaka Securities Exchange
OSE: Oslo Stock Exchange

SOFFEX: Swiss Options & Financial Futures Exchange
TSE: Toronto Stock Exchange

Z+Ed 2 FIRAEZA EUH7] A 250AHYR R =UF 250A QA7 A] 2
of 2o A g FUIAF A8 E o] &43th AFH EME Y AR 459
g X3 e O3 oo o] F7AS4 dolete] F3 & Datastream ©|T}

7§13t} Toronto Composite 300

x gt X: Datastream Market Index
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£ 9: Deutsche Aktien Index (DAX 30)
%% Hang Seng Index

A E: Nikkei 225

ygd & =: CBS All Share

=29 o]: Oslo Stock Exchange Index
29 dl: Datastream Market Index
2=9)2: Swiss Bank Corporation General
od= FT All Share

v S&P Composite

(2) 23" FIN4 2B BAX SA

F7INF9 9 FEL gutdos Z o|&3tE FUAF WEASF vl A
dAzaz AHodn. & R,=mI(P/P, ;) 719X P, £ 149 F7FAFzkolh.

BN MR FAAFEAY At AFHY A T 7 2504 AL E
okl FAA A F9 g0 tid EAS dolith <E 2>& A9 FAFFA
N A =YHAF o 2d0) AR FUMAS £9EY B, EFAAL a4y, T
olzk, Huoizk, 9 S (skewness)D X3} T (excess kurtosis)E B FErl. FIHAFESA
A AEZ FAAF] 7 oY et FFolen, JHE ARG G
e vdS=Edd 2831 FAYNEE AFY EEHAL M & dEe M
2FAE gd FFojlen, F/5AdEY FEAXNI MY FARDE vEe IF
o] Th.

AEE 12 B39 gHES 9u)siy, = B¥o ME3 A X(peakness)9} A1
ZYEE FEHE AX(thickness)E Uelith dEE HE, 45& AQdslas BE
Z7te] F7H g9 EI HgA S o]F 1 Qe A& ¢ 7 Joh B AEE
HE 4§ QlKo], BE Fle] F/YE AR BEXE HATEEAA HAY A
FEER) meERie] T¥au Jhed Siio] wZ3Jl(leptokurtic rather than the
normal) £EE 7Hdg. 9 FII4dEo] AFEEE ©EA gevE AL @

ATAT) oa) 2 LR Ao

4

flo
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<E 2> F2F F/AS 9 £g9 4

=7}t H(%) | BEUA| i@ | F9#% | Ad# = =
sAuct | 0153 | 0114 | -1201 | .0005 | .0865 | -2.6529 37.9555
(.000)*** (.000)***
=Fx | 1035 | 0101 | -0650 | 0008 | .0362 | -.6399 4.5941
(000)*** | (000)***
=9 | -0018 | 0122 | -0987 | .0000 | 0729 | -3649 12.8429
(00LY*** | (000)***
zg | .1541 0159 | -0835 | .0010 | .0571 | -5600 3.7039
(.000)*** (.000)***
B | 0334 | 0092 | -0683 | .0004 | .0472 | -1.0796 10.6661
(000)*** | (.000)***
ydP= | -0217 | 0153 | -1199 | 0000 | .0984 | -8570 15.5228
(000)*** | (.000)***
=290 | 0285 | 0117 | -1116 | .0000 | .0407 | -1.7410 17.2666
(000)*** | (000)***
- 299 | 0365 | .0153 | -0809 | 0009 | .0745 | -.8599 16.7440
(.000)*** (.000)***
2914 | 0612 | .0086 | -0939 | .0006 | .0382 | -2.8917 32.3902
(.000)*** (.000)***
g= | 0778 | 0075 | -0259 | 0013 | 0267 | -.1325 0.8570
(.228) (.000)***
B2 | 0619 | .0099 | -0405 | 0000 | .0465 | 4219 1.8324
(.000)*** (.000)***

F) B3 pEdd.
*

0% RASE, 5% RAFE, 1% FU5E

2. ¢ Aol xiTt FI0l gl £S5

FAANZY &8s EXQE-S AR (unfavourable information), & <tAl7F ¥4 ©
Yol F2 FAAZ NPHE &xo ojud Ro|E Ho|eXE dotry] A5 £
dTadlM e WA 7 yete FIAsEA 38Y AF 250AH LY £ E dlolE
£ o]f3le TUS J/1FXE F(equally weighted) F#] TEZQE TS} A
A FAANGY FAYL FRFEFAY A opjet =8 Fold A4

iy



FriAEe F4 A, 23 Al FI} Bg £& 197

3 A8 AXNBAA 849 ¥F, AXA W, Ax ¥ D AFFRY Ae] Fo
Fold & v B2 a3 ARHO vk aEA ofd FAAIGE Sl o
B} 8JAES FA ik 4 =gt 219 tE 8UEE FAEY] 93
o] ZEEZRY FYEES o] 83y HAFHoR Mg oz d FAWMEL 4%
o] ‘AlAddF(event study) WHEOSZ BEFH F gtk

FANZC =2Es RO I - dAE FEIIY AU oA TA Y] we}
F7FAEA A BHEHE AEr Bt A (asymmetric) o] L] A RE WA HFHOE
oto}x 7] 93] Glosten, Jagannathan, & Runkle (1989)¢] o3 #¢tE GIR 2&& 4
3 GIR-MA() 248 3. £ F7PEF49 BgqA3 93 dg 4%
ZAx 9] HRE 93 933 GARCH-MA(l) 2N E 433}

<E 3> 39 FrAe #9889 Y 15AQA 34 TEEE 2.9 GARCH-
MA(1)Z GIR-MA(l) 42478 2 Fth2 GARCH-MA(1) € GIR-MA(1) =49
#]-9-3A X](maximum likelihood estimates)Z 3l=d] QQolA ¢A AF3s BHHH &
1PEd 7128 F H|A3 A3} 7)Y (nonlinear optimization technique)-& o] &3t}

<E 3> & -otAle] TR mE FANEAS WY Be

GARCH-MA(1) GIR-MA(1)
B FAA P& 34 p#k
A(x102) 0.0857 0.000(***) 0.0768 0.000(***)
6 -0.1835 0.000(***) -0.1727 0.000(***)
7o(x10%) 0.0157 0.002(***) 0.0155 0.003(***)
7 0.7767 0.000(***) 0.8073 0.000(***)
a 0.1180 0.001(***) -0.0130 0.686
ap - - 0.1903 0.001(***)
S =gk 2549.46 2556.57
LR EA1X] 14.22(***%)

) ABATL 10%, 5%, 1% F5FolA 2zt 3.841, 5024, 7.879¢] c.

* L10% FOSE, 5% FARE, 1% FFE,

2) Ytz o2 GARCH ¥Ho 2d& JArt A2 & wedy 7Hasch gy 337t A
X 23& FENINA XE FE JoBE oo gt HFo) Wasrh 2 wef FFEE)
27L& FZA7)A E3818 Bollerslev & Wooldridge (1992)2] robust standard error® -3} HPd
oz mae] A9FAANE Talok Bk ol WL ARAFA oY) A YA A=A,
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%3 GARCH B4¢ WA d& olfre Yoz Frx4 g WEA
Azl wret e dl, 0]E9 7HFR o] FR FA XEZE R FYE WF
T ARt whE WEEstE Avea, £3 8|93 F 299 GIR & o] 43
A Aztete] HlwE 9YsjAlolt}t. <E 3>¢] GARCH EA Ao o3, FrhdE
AMAEE Yetlle AFd o & rnd FAAT 25 FA4A ¥ &g /A

o] GARCH ¥gj9o] Rdo] F7HAFAY AT E FAY  gvhe HoAM F
 Zeolge HHE UEhiE ofF FA® 2YYe ovndt. 24 LEZS 49
£ &34 F@BAE JehE AT 09 FPXE 018352 F43% &9 @
& 7M. o)k IA XEEZLL F£9g°] %9 £47 AFAAE e RE
oujsty, =8 I TEZYQ FENAM oF7H5 Spredictable) FEo] glti=
A ¢inj@rh. 294 GARCH U GIR 2dE 0|48 Aol MA 828 o)
EFAA oleldt o7 FES AAS} Tt

EF <E 3> o7lx BT &9 £AE-F, A2 A3 FAHEE-T qr)X] £
Fo] £AE-FAZ A7 F/HES-0] F/HATAC PIAE HUAA S EAE,
A% ap B 7HA S5 $ES T3, GIR-MA(1) 34 A7E noZch F7}
WEAY - oAol i vdIPE B 947 S, & )9 B @ e
7b o)A 19 s, Fold 09 g 7HXE 7otk AF ap & 0.19030)2=
FoAQ g FE Bolud, ol T t1 79 9 &, (Gt F e, (&
ARk t7]9] 23R FAAFAEE o FMAHATE AL gndth o ArIt F
7HA%30 HXe whgo] Bl Holm, E Zk AH JlojA FIHAFAEE 435
& o, FAANGe =@ R A 2 TAGRE TR} FhE AL o)
Lig=s

a2)3 =3 GARCH-MA 293} 7/}¥4 32o) L3+E GIR-MA 229 433 9]
t) 4% & gk(log-likelihood) & BT, GIRMA Rdg o838 A9l agt AL o
£ Atk <¥E 3>9M9 F38 LR HAFTAX, LR=2[L(0®,)—L(®y] (4719
N 0.=(80670nrLaap), 0=(86,70,7,0)& BB @ & A%, ol
FogH oz ARIAE LS 7]17Heit} =, GARCH-MA(1) Bt} F7HHEA ) nx|=
YA wee AT F£ Ue AT apE M S BES TS

9

2.
R&

flo

it
ofN

3

lo Hr ox

o

ol

GIR-MA(1) o] o egaic}

rr
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<E 4> §4 A7} oHAe Fh g Sxo) Ve 9

A GIR-MA(D)
B2 FRA p#
A(x102) 0.0725 0.000(***)
0 0.1752 0.000(***)
7o(x10*%) 0.0193 0.009(***)
” 0.7923 0.000(***)
a -0.0268 0415
ap 0.1154 0.033(**)
5p 0.1247 0.083(%)
L2 e GRS 2558.44
LR EAx 3.74

F) 24 BARE 10%, 5%, 1% F45FM 247 3.841, 5.024, 7.879°|ch

* 10% GOFF, ¥ 5% GO|FF, 1% GofFE

4 A olF2 A7t FAXNF WgHE S0 ouP Wt AUEAE
ol 193, 11Ze] FAS FAEE o]FojR IA| LEEQE o]8F A
3 GIR-MA(1) B4& 83t <E 4>+ & - AdA7F F7PaSA vxe vy
g BAET, £ 4 EY01F2 A7l Fold wgHE R0 W R E
z3317] 98, A% ap B AR Sreho, FEI A% 6,8 M LA B
233, 18 GIR-MA() 24 ARE RAZth L; & IA H3A%0] F4
Aol A wlolelrt FARFRA AFY o olFolm A g e, 7} Lol
19] zhe, 29)E 09 e 7HXE psot. 2 A% 6,8 7HR FEL {4
AR 0)FZ t1 719 &9 A AF el (e,<0) 0] 719 FPR FIATA
hy o HXE Qe oju g Wiyt YE AE BAFth

<E 4>9 A daA, L; 645, 9 AF 6p o) $958A Il #e 7HAh
ol &4 A O)FZ t-1 719 AT 2Y o 7 (e,<0) THtr]e] 2HR F
AREA ko vXE ] ARTE Relth F, ¥4 EYOIH(Sp=0)lE t-1

el BATF e A% ehsh vl 2AR FAESH k, o AAE Fge

4
tlo
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0.1154( a+a p=0+0.1154, o37]o|H @9 RX)E -002680] A7 M foHolmg
002 Erhyolm, 8 EPIF(Sp=DolE t-1 719 A7t &Y AS ef 7kt
719 z7AE F/PEEA bl e 9L 02401(a+a p+ S p=0+0.1154+
0.1247)Z ] ARG AL ¢ F A+

27 &4 A, & A 2ARE BY el 7t vl 2AR FIHEBA kb
d vlxEe Gl o AMke AL GA7 Frld) BFHE £571 o wEige
A oFTh A0, @, G4 & FUARC] vl AR FHATH b, £ ¢l
719 FAREAR ko 1 719 ZA AF el o FFolnk TP EF ¢
719) =A% FIPATA b2 2 719 FIPAEA hp T2 719 2R AT
g2, o FFolth A 1 719 FAMEN b, =12 7] 2 12 ojhe @
AAE eig €0a,... 9 FFYL € FUh <E 4>0] A L7 9] AFY
8p 7 ¢S] FAA gg 7HEE ol& t2 7] ojHe FAAF| t7]9 FIPAEF
ol M e Gl vlEf t-1 7] TaAIFo] t7]18] FIPATA A= ?‘%}01 =

),]1

BN -lNL

A E2gelTE o ARve A& 2k A JdEARel, F/HATAEL FHA
RoA Hreol dkge digh @, AFAE F4L AR FE(information packet)
olgt & & Utk ZYEE §p9 #ol Folzte AL FA EF] o]FE A= <l

3 Gt T o8 ¥EA FZ(volatility shock)o] 1 Al BS ¢
g FFHATHe A& 97| gtch Diamond & Verrecchia(1987)¢] =2 ool o
& 2] Ao oA Fele] BT/ HE7F F7h BFHE £5& €U sk,
FAolgte BB EEE] ZUE Solol dF o AGeR At FHA R
A vt EHE EAEE A A Ho, FAAAe] AR A A3 A -84 (informational
market efficiency) Fdjo] 2 98S Ivn & 4+ Yok

<¥ 3>¢ GIR-MA 297 <X 4>9 A% GIR-MA 24 3% g9zt
(log-likelihood) & X ¥, A& GIR-MA 2E& o488 A7t adeE AL 4 + 3
o} a2y <¥ 4>9A4 9] FAHE LR AAFAXNE 3.742 ¥z AFIEE V)
7—}6}11 £3th. &, GIR-MA(1) 2g0f H]3] A% GIR-MA(1) 24| ] E}Fsltix
& = ok
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<¥ 5> 7% W¥ GIR-MA() £4 A7

EH/\
7 | A(x10%) 6 |r(x10D] n a ap | O | .

x5k
A} | 0.0260 | 0.2366 0.0786 0.6627 | 0.1833 | -0.1196 | 0.5348 | 2198.22
(.519) (.000) (.000) (.000) (.008) (.127) (.000)
kkk *k%k *kk *k%k *k%k
x| 0.0804 | 02354 0.1933 | 0.6244 | 0.1397 | 0.1546 | 0.0210 | 2067.36
(.149) | (.000) (.000) (000) | (044) | (102) | (.795)
*%k%k kkk *kk *%
=59 -0.0353 | 0.0483 0.2430 0.7446 | 0.0049 | 0.3361 | -0.3105 | 1993.33
(.604) (.401) (.000) (.000) (.888) (.000) (.000)
*k%k *kk *kk *k%k
3 0.1329 0.1362 0.2083 0.7590 | 0.1226 | 0.0836 | 0.0108 | 1864.18
(.066) (.005) (.000) (.000) | (009) | (.081) | (.870)

* *kk *kk K%k *kk *
QB | 0.0703 | 0.0663 | 0.0457 | 0.7915 | 0.0195 | 0.1459 | 0.1130 | 2227.52
(018) | (.196) (.000) (000) | (448) | (002) | (.028)
% k%% * k% *kk *%
yaz=| 00214 | -00117 | 00946 | 0.7897 | 0.0472 | 0.0779 | 0.2586 | 2008.27
(618) | (.831) (.000) (000) | (217) | (205) | (.000)
*%k kkk *kk
w29 0)| 00378 | 0.1510 | 04706 | 02639 | 0.7713 | -0.6437 | 0.4135 | 2005.34
(497) | (017) (.000) (000) | (.000) | (.000) | (.026)

*% *okk Kk Kk *hk *k
2499 0.1014 0.1659 0.3484 0.5559 0.1496 | 0.0105 | 0.3663 | 1956.34
(.114) .007) (.000) (.000) (.042) (.918) (.000)
Kk KKk sk Kk *hk
A299A 0.0927 0.1443 0.1120 0.6095 | -0.0268 | 0.5216 1.1169 | 2165.72
(.026) 027 (.000) (.000) (.421) (.000) (.000)
*% *k *kk Kk sk kK
:E3 0.0683 0.1450 0.1109 0.7031 0.0485 | 0.0155 | 0.1323 | 2210.14
(.057) (.003) (.000) (.000) (.249) (.776) (.097)
* *kk *kk k% *
)= 0.0516 0.0269 0.0754 0.8553 0.0677 | 0.0522 | -0.1145 | 2075.04
(.236) (.586) (.000) (.000) (.015) (.382) (.034)
i kK *okk %% *k
F) 232 pEY.

* 10% SR, ** 5% RAEE, 1% SoE
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2 Ao 34802 7 A Zrbe] tig BAE 3. A dF Pz
Z 7 Fobe) WiE AZEN AdE A2 FANFE $HolE odE 2AE
EAEA Ggt7] WEe) o 438 2AE 29 £E Aok 1Y FARNFE
A 0152 74T Bo|d APAY B, A W L ANPFRY Xo] o2 EE
& HEdze] A% deE 1Y 4 JE delE B7sn A TEZe 9
o AZEA ATE oldE AL AFHY £x Yuke FolA 4E Ik BAE
.

Zk AE F7he FANF g A GIR-MA(D) B4 AFE < 55004 Ko
zoh 84 A £9 0% A7t Frld HAHE $Eo] W JRE HAFE
§pel 2AANE uy, T2, =9, 37 ¢ vTY FANGE AAG YR TAF
AME FHA P e B FIAFEH A oFEZ FANF 9 otAs} W
4d5E 227 ANFIPTE AL ¢ 5 Yok 2 SYF 0T FANF N E
238 g 274 2Qd 22, o@d & Jsbdze te Ave 43y
29 E4F A% F24 798 £2 I ol ¥4 A% 4H A AF9 o
2 ofe} AAH ¥4g EAsA 2¢ f2d $5 ok

Mo

V.3 &

B ATE AR FAAS 982 o)Fl7 59U 715 34 ZEEHQE of
§3 FAFEHY £QU0 A8 At Fk] VGHE SEe WP FPL
AlAE Aol s AvEgkeh Azt Fbel B SEo] ojwE WSS Hol:
Ag BN 98] 2 Y BHOE FAAG SRsE Rl - oA oiiE
FESHTL ol 3 - oAl whe FhAEAC) MAE WYY Bee @
Btk 2ol a7, dr1x R 29 FUF 5, 47 sART FoHAEA
H 37M070E A3E Rtk ot ARt FAASAHH WAE o) wRH
B, F7ASAS A58 o, FANP ERHE AuY oA L TAIRE TR
o} grte Ag ofmgeh
g ¥4 ATE vPoz ETF B ATE A¥ GIRMAQD) EYE ol §ald]
$AY EYOFR obAst AP BGHE SEo] ofd FEH WEI Yk
& BHFORA, TS §49 Adt AR AFEEA NAE 9T 4F

ne}
2L

o
L

o

L
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FoAH
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