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19999 9¢ 209 HEAY AN AL 42E THHAE(KTB)S A=A vyl A
ol BEY AN T2 AGPoIE 27 71ZABY FAZ ABA R A
FEAHQ NEAFLE e F1 FYAF i A Fdoz FHo] AFHWA
AEAWLNA 71 i3] Adee FEHAFLRE A3 k. ol AAANZY
AAE 98 P PEL(Primary Dealer) st ARA/AR7/MATY AW &
Yo F- 37 Fed ¢ ey dayde] U9, @rigEd CDEEel
B8 A5Ao] Ate S4o] A% AER o9 F FTALAEY HEE T/ A
02 Ht} olzd AANHEAZ A Yoz Tultel MEANY AN A
7t EA43E 3 glon 71240 HBAIGe] ARAH o BT glu I §EKE
g2 Foistxe ok

dutH o2 FAAMEL FHEe EFAGE IHsr] 9% A ZAHE
714 Wistete] A BAE o] &3t UAE 09 & FF3E AYAATH] E
ok A9 J1ede s AB/HAY wsugt AE/E Y Wahyegs vz o
2ZH, A AdY 7HANE 279 FANES 1AM E 718 HU A7)
T AFgoitt. 3 FEF HES JAT AYAYE 71EY 58S AFHEA 24
e 71 A olg s 38t ojFoixIE, ol AAAMG AAAH B
=52 A7 JALE 7HAZEAY F2% ¥4 A UG 9FS A 9o

FEAALY MEFAR FATY S50 B3 HAFIATE FEAF/IHY LA gEo
Bo| o|FolA 3 Ytk 7MY V<% GARCHE RS HlE8) o244 e naid Ax-2
At 23 (Jump-Diffusion Model), setvle 2AF Y FEWFY =¥ (Stochastic
Volatility Model) @ ¥E4o] FHol met o 4Hoz 29T 4 YT 58 v
2.3 38R §(Markov-Switching ModeD 50| St SE2Ye| 2AsA gx 379
A8 & ol &3t QAL WEAH JP. Morgan®] Riskmetricsol| A AMg3H= A 715
|FHT(EWMA)ZIH S T3} vHY WFAHS 453 PHE & F Uvh 39 o
ARFAEL FANMAZARZEG3 AN FA E&7|75<T 3T 7z2Ate A5
W& AFR7EAGEY ngdE HFA d5S Tt gloenz v FAe oA
24 FF AHEEHL QoL

o2l EFES VW g Jyd T B ATFES B3 ML gAIA
@3 A webx] JpEHolgte Aol AT Engle(1982)°] ARCHE 3 #%
Bollerslev(1986) GARCHX.&, Melino and Turnbull(1990)¢] #&¥$A 4714244
23851 87 Harvey, Ruiz, and Shephard(1994), Mahieu and Schotman(1996)¢] |7
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g 53 GEUEAN 2ol st FEE(fat-tail) FEAALY AVPEAQ WEA
< BEgstey AP A2 YEl e, Hamilton and Susmel(1994), Ramchand
and Susmel(1998) Z12]3 el B=E - o]F(1997) T FTE T3 FEANALY
WEGo] ojFAHA £XNA & Z$ Markov-Switching ARCH(SWARCH) ¥ <
AHEEt] MR 2 BATEE FEF 2UsdA FEE Rl gEH Yol 4FH
31‘3}.
o AR FAMEN #¥E AdTFERE ¢4 FYLME EYolF

%}‘”‘6]-711 o] FojA §=19] 7$ Ederington(1979)2 HEAIZSY A AEAS EA 38l
7] 913} TEETL RYE AMEEl HARAEAH LS EE8a AR 2
A #A8& 3L ZAZ T-bond’} T-noteB.t} EFAHo|g s YFdg o, g
AEAHN Qo #AA7T wr)de] A ET] JFE mIAdn FASH
Chance(1982)= S| E9] sAAHL FHo]dg o] &3 AT7E 53 FRAE 3
AN HAsiAgo] FUF BHS 2t Aoz Fsgen, dEARY T-bond
7t ZEZIZE B FaolAe 712 dolgk T-bond A S/ HAsIa F433t
At} Cecchetti, Cumby and Figlewski(1998)= ARCH 2% & o] &34 T-bondd $
A3 7989 #AE 123t T-bond 7149 Aol Aztel we} ¥sn HES
o] & AR HEE AZ/MHAYE WRTE Crain and Lee(2002)E T-billd &3
FEEHHAES oz FAHE&S A A 1A 4 BARF o] A77hd
& 23 GARCHE oY EGARCHE ¥ Hl&) S| E &4 oA #A g
v 2F4E 4585k oy AAAF o]l % Najand and Yung(1991)= T-bond
Mg AF /1ANFe #AAE GARCHE RS o|&3td BA % A3 F Wt
o] FAZE FAAE " Aol ofve d&Folgte AHdE RYFA

FAHANES #F T dFE dEE A9 FAE olfrel FHE Fu Y&,
A3, 9, LT HARARY, WE L AS-AHARE(VECM), ol¥F GARCH
IDEFEE ol 83tq FHE AAUEE Hadads, A9Ee 27t A2 %
2 g2y, SAF0E foFHoA ¥gute A& wAsY oHE AHE i &
% AE AAGARY EGAAYA 40 dAn &Y AP 5& 183EA
%3 7MY g EPE o8t FAT HAu&E AR AT 2
Aol7t A ol ZAME X759 EARE AHsAch ol - $H5(2002)=
FAEES] Bfrol @2 71FAE5AEE A7) Hd) IANES o) &5t AT
o] E4& BEAog JEANAERY, HLE HAARY, o¥d GARCH(L,)RZE S
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& v AT £4 23 v AAAZAA I FAL
o 3} g HLRAL AAEES AEsHGE HAFdE FEE A2 YE
B - AFA2002)8 979 9dE ZES U
Eol FAAED BN F2 A& AR A ad F4H
S F1 JYE B B GFOME FALET SHEEY FEBAE 954 BH
o7 gk FANER FES WTA 23S T FIBAE Fobae
€ SEvet AP - DA GAAQ dALAH 4FEE SHN T8
 ouiE Zeda & 5 AE Relvk) A Bivariate GARCHZ 3¢ BEKKE 3 &
o] g3t Alzte wWE WEAN FAASF L FAEE FAHL Bt AuF AFE
FQ e XA ge] EHE oliY IUARRI L o83t WFHE =&,
BEKKE¥o=2 FA3 W& measure®} F3E vlwstunz} g},
FAHoR  AFE Udid 22 € /1A BAE AR ojFoAh
AA, A7) AHEE AALGARTT ¥ A3 A (non-stationary) A E AA3H7] 93l
FAA 02 AHEEE ADF(Augmented Dicky-Fuller) 9912 243 PP(Phillips—Perron)
oA AAE APt ol T IALET FIHIAE AL S9Zo] EAEY,
A2 T AAAHA AALER AJANZ F AT EH o] &g}
A4, AXNET FARAEY 7Y FFAAE F437] #3 Johansen(1988,
1991) ZAWHEE ol&3td FHE A& TP
AA, Bivariate GARCH 23l BEKK 28 & o] &3l FAHEFH SAPAEY Al
7hE HEA 2 ARdAAG AN B4
UA, dejeatsAee] XE oiF THAY Y S o] 8dd B Hud F
Algze] T3 #AE E531, B AT AFEIAM E2d SHNES A4
dE9 ¥WEAHE BEKK 2322 FA WEA measures}t 43 vl ect
¥ =89 ADRNe &5 FALAEAF] BT 43S Ads] L8tn ANE
qME FANAEL FIAEEY FERAE Hotsty] s F 79 AALE Bivariate
Mdez BEA8= BEKK 2383 Bivariate-AR(1)-Markov-Switching- VECM 29
of tis] Ak ANVFZANAE AT ol &HE A d2 FARFH THE FA
2 AL - M THEEES A8t 3T S ENEAFAE =93t AVZAA
T 89 € FES A

>
_&:.,L
o
o

1) ZAe B3 HEFAE ¥ WEAdY A3dAd ANAAFTE F34 AAEAI ] v]X s Gkl
3§ =2)2] 9FE Simpson and Ranchander(2004), Mao and Zhang(1995)%& %
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0. FAE
L s4429 ig 32 54

SAAES] A HAFTAAD A IEW] 39, TUFE 8%, a7t 194
A MY ZFAR o7 2AE FFdE FAE FAAAC EASA gorz HAE
w71dd HFAANEE AASE AL BVl w3 dEANLE FALES
47st7] Aol ZE7E 3@l JhE FA I w2AFES A AFAAY
e o 3/ F5E A BEFETTYES 7MY A FHEstd dAMF S A&
o 28 FAMEE L duste] g BREEE BAG

370 vt AFE T HEHEFAEZRH ASE 7MY AR HE S EEA
ojgtx dt=dl, AE/HELS AYAIFNA ZER7] 330 49 7HEQ whd A A
EAZGAN PGH e AEZEAL AFAAYLY FEWZE 3de] He 7 FAY
7 olth, FAAZL o2 d FALNEE Ay A HEIA FATE ¥Y
stelok sl W7k 39 FAMNEY AS FEZAZL Aok 18030l T, 2003
d 8YEE AL o]FAX L Y& w717 5] FAMEY] ALE AYE 28074
oltt. 1 ol ¥ FAFE AUMAF HEVF AT wel o] FojAE LA
A o3 =g zA9th

¢, TALNEY 7MY & 42 dFHA(cash settlement)¥4] o)t Aolth i
£ AAzdMe HFANYZAA AAHA G Agel daie Azdd 2=
FAE AP FFE(delivery settlement)E o224 A%E FANAT Lyl s
HFAA AL vl 7FAZEe] Afpent Habste WA S w2 T oy EFFAA WA oR
Asf A=E AAS FET Ddart §lo] 2A 9 HYYo] Fel FAAEC] Al F
A F28 + doe o) AT EAFAME AEFE FaA9 Zv| Yo
P B FEL 7SS, AEARANE o)&7HE ANATFe| 4 E o1&
zste] FAIEF HEANFI B AN Do) Ha ok FF FAHE
HFTAAT o] Tod A dA7|To] AHE vtx=A FE FA A o AAH
7] & 7 HZo) 2P FAE /AL JE FAAYRFAIAME wolAlx g2z
7t oA E FAAES OA Frh

AL FAT AT BT £9A] oANE R FEHY EAH
suz e, $4 TANEL AFTHE 0] o]&71A ) HlE) F4 #e FES B
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ot} o)zl sk HAto] wAbs= ]%-‘——— )\]7&}7]-7_—11} o] 27}AZke Rpolr}t ANARIIAE
o] x}¢] A (arbitrage) & A Al

Aokt S0 S48 AFFEE 0] Aol K 7Y APz o

el Bl BAHE olFE HEATA BAZAE AAsk 52 FH FoAE
(short selling)@ 4+ & 71517 274 ABsel 9132, S
AFHE AL & TAUBAR FAAE 5 o9 A ASH 89o] BgHo

2 g3t gl7) et maN IAHAREF HAEATY dANE =oln 73F
2AE AsiME olHE aUEol HA AAE ot ok '

FALAEY AAH 715 A HAE B § ded, $4 F- 37 S 9
ﬂ@’&ﬂ"?}&i dg 50 MAS EAE FAL FF FErt et AdAA
ol &g A& gAY o] FAAE FAAES L9 FHYSHES T
g Q. B4, FAHEY 7HEL JAEAF Fqdte F871FoY Vg Ee] 433t
€ " AEY FYFE FolE NI EE 7187 715 (Price Discovery)S Z1 9]
o et FAXNENEE T FA7IFYY z4‘%}{‘: AAFAEY] Y A R A
grgd 224 F & Utk AA, IAMNEL 29 - FAIAL - 1D -AQ T 2
FAREANA FALET JAT GFT —,—x}z‘jéf,] 718 & AFd. vixges 2
AAES 6 TSt FAHEY §82 FADEANG A5} sz, e
AR 459 S HJFAGA oA AAAAA Y BRHE AnAA TR A
Aol WE AAAFY] A 3}E olFd 7|93t

FAAE o]EAL FFQ APl £ THY dd wa AFHR]
AENAR Qb S5 3H9 Jd o) A=Y, AEAH] A+ 512757?“
4 ANFdAME dEo] Hol AT dE e TEo) gAY o] AENAL HEY
TEE B Al 23 dEMAA YHT BAE HABA FHole ERHE R
olAl €t o2l AARFH VEIAE 7122 AEY o8/t xFo| JMEdd,
ety oz g 2 GAE AF Aitddh

@ u2AE TR e 4 T4 AFFAES o834 T T AFHE

< T

@ B71ggrt ddd 2fu8S ol &3t 7 Il MErHAS Ateitt

@ Mz AEAAE AT FTAY 7HAAL T4 gAY =&t

@ MEFTAY AeFAES deP Tt nafo) NeFd&S ALt



® vteAe] HEFAEE EZEY TANE ALTHA dsle] o|EstAL 4E

2. TAAEANZS] A

ABAANB7IAE Y] =3 S0P A3 P A flight to quality) &2 F2% 4%
S B FAANZ JFE ol ZAME NG AYFE WE FIHAE Boln 9
. £9%7]Q] 1999d0] = £ 2 o] 2058337 2ke) Q.01 20003} 2001l bz
1,538,507A1 2k} 9,323 430A1F 0.2 F43] Frhatdon 200220 12,777,991 Ao g
AEAYLAA 7P 833 Agse FFo2 A oA A [2¥ 1]¢
2002\ E 2003 997HA FAMES] 49 AHFS T FAF 5 Yok gurze
2 FANEY A ZFE HITLEY AFANY A JTLEL AN2LEES 1A
e AEAH dojudaA F23] Frksta, AV AdE: g FF3AGYL
107159 AE AFI A7AEZ ZAHAAN Fol== JA4L 2=t gy EAQ A
UM 2 dE 21 Wld AR FHo] dAT dPHont 1) WY
ANED AdgE A% SYstet.

o}
€

(3 1] IS ¥y HaH2H2002/1~2003/9)

1.600.000 (<}

FH MEAHYAME v 2 A %A (open interest)o] F 2§ oujE =t dhksid
Aol BEdE AR JoAA FHFoly MEA BAvte s REG B |
A FAe] NS B3 2AE £ Y] dFolh [2F 2]+ 20029 FE 20039 9¥7t

JPN
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A FALE vZARY S Fol2 2 AAFH FAE AL Holm i A
PlAAGYE gt s HFAYYE FFL 10~154AFHE A AVEER o
Astele FAAEY @oig e Aoz o3 vldAFHE] FH3 Faste €3
€ s

(29 312 2002 <o SAMNE dal S ARuTos 23 T A
e AA A Ao ol MBS BfFe] B 23o] AEAZES B3 FU1HA A
geot 2299 e AT AAANE BF 787 & ALR A EHy FUAL
€ 20002 7€ AEA N hE 7A 3 o|F HEAYAA FAVFAF BE 9
& ATt 7] WEelth

(23 2] =22 ojZHtH 30](2002/1~2003/9)
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17.30%
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m. AR
1. BEKK 23

AP RBRAE 2Y5atr] A8 AR FRAHA ] 42 GARCH(,D)
€ wEvs 7] 99AAY GARCHER & &3¢ t&3 Z2 29% AR(D-
MGARCH(1,1)-Mean® 8 9] 739-& 1wzL

oG A4 :
Xy =Sntdpr 1 tdyod, +dyol tdyuoy e, )
Xo ¢ = ¢21+¢22x2.t—1+d21021.t+d2022.l+d23012.l+e2.t )

CXANFA A .
o =aptayel . +By0% ) 3

Q

3
2 _ 2 2
0% = ayptages, 1 +850% 1 (4)

cZARFEY BAA :

Opi=apntage; 1€ 1FB5012,:-1 &)
TE vech( ) 7138 AHE3IY

; = OX ,+ Dvech(H )+¢,, 6)
vech(H,) = A+ Bvech(e,_ & ,_;)+ Cvech(H,_,). (7

@ vech(Z) QA BE Z9) AR YBE AR 45 o2A A He 29

EE Y 94ER FA4E HEHE UEdt d& &

123
G=[456] —  vech(G)=
789

O 00 =3 U b =

A=(ay, ey, ay)’, B=diaglay,ay,ay), 183 C=diag(B1, 8. B:)E 3
dgd. o9 De 4 1)~ £FE ¢ JAFER TAHE 474 2x2)-, 282
(2x3)-29 9] PFHolt}, 99 RY L VECHE Y olglnx Rar)
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AZEA A VECHEZS TEAHE H = F4 AR Z(positive definite)7t o}
= itk A7t N(N+1)/2 789 stete|el g zhe spidddZEeln B9 C7F 4%
N Qe 948 z+= AF9PEY 9 Engle and Kroner(1995)2] ‘BEKK=Z#' (Baba,
Engle, Kraft and Kroner %) tt23 Zt}

H,=A’A+Be, ¢, ,B+CH,_,C 8)

AN 24300k @ & BevlEle] & GN2+N)/2olth B Col 94
& A%Ge ke 4% o R¥e P¥ PPREY IRUYIS 2PV ol
VECH(H)E 27e) AAQS A% 2ART ojeh AAG0Y 223 2
EgSuz, FAAERY AEA JRRAE 48 ok AWPA 4B
BAE Thesh go) AL,

0 12t-1

9

CoryY ;1=
=t 0 10t-10 24¢-1

£ AvoAs JELAN dAF J¥e w33 BEKK HHIEAEEY 44
& AgS 7te O3 2L 2YS FHH

AF j=apty S, 1= 09— 8\ F - )+B1pdS 1+ BpdF , \tepR (10)

4S,=astr(S =)=\ F - )+816dS 11+ B3dF e (11)
e,=(§F:)|?F,_l~N(0,H,) (12)
Si
H,=QQ +Ae, ¢,.,A +BH, |B’ (13)
Q= [‘”u ] A= ["u 0] B= [Bu 0 (14)
Wy Opn 0 B

2. Markov-Switching =%

= HH B 5 8 (regime-switching models)ol@ A7 EolA B33 53, #&o o
74t A3 -7;‘—’5]/~]"J°1]/~1 bullish market?# bearish market, 283 °]&A}-& WEA
dURez & 7% L VI F BEFHUT 3,9 FERHC] ol w#AS BH
He S0 F48e Z4E g9d wd AdHRsst #Eobssitd dgds
(dummy variable)& AHg-3te] 7 FFo|v}t AATH] HEE & AR

19.
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oy AAZE B2 BASHER olF AYste AYrgel Basit
FANEE WEY YEAQBARD ole} BE 2 4
1382 H83tn HEHLAFYYo) THD TheF 2e ouF

e Bivariate AR(1)-Markov-Switching-Heteroscedasticity-VECM =&
ps)l_{Bu B AF (| s(s,-D
%6 ] [a§<s,>] ﬁéiﬂz‘f]([dsff] [,,;”(s, f)])
7 er s,
8 AT e a9
Pr(s,=0ls ,_,=0)=p, Pr(s,=1lls,_.,=1D=g¢ (16)
u,=S,—60—61F, (17)
u(s ;=0 =p,, u(s,=1)=ypu, (18)
—(erds)) o
e,(s,)—(eg-:(st)) NCO, H(s ) (19)
H(s ,=0)= [huo hlZO] H(s,=1)=[hlll h121] (20)
210 22,0 211 22,1
V. AFE4
1. 2 =

E AFoA ALgslE ARE 20008 1€ 495E 20039 102 30¢74xe] 98 =
ABEAF(S,) % AEAF(F)E, F B5AFE 9B HEAFE HIYE)
o ME)do] THstd tg HTYLEE wr]o)A(roll-over)dte Ao 71 ES
ARE FAHIAG2 <E 1>& 98 FAMED FAEE £YEY 7xEAFLR
BEL 42 15109 1456 ol en ZTEUAE FAHE] B5622 223091 T4E
Brt A SAHJY. $98 X F FHAHEE Yele ) =(skewness) ]
73S FAAETS FAEE 2F 47 07618 -0565%2 9F o2 70 mel(left-skewed)

2) el AAde MAY2 79 FAN WIERH 1FY T 100AF o] UAZL Ad
roll-over 3% &3 W7|Ye roll-over 3MH 717 9] JIdA o] MA HAH dyo] 9#L & £5 U
& Aol
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mlm

zta glon] AFETEg #E3 Y& vehlle HE(kurtosis)e] A-¢ FALNELS

532, =31 ¥ %‘—‘_’- 95022 25 AFEEY FE #9 38t F A& X(leptokurtic) S
°]—.—_TL Atk wiAlRo g Jarque-Bera BA%FY S FAXEF FAPEo] 7
889.363% 17356011 p-go] 022 F4¥ S 7IA=EE & - M8 & EF AFE
3z g Aew B £ gtk #%9 12xH(ag) A/ AR BAA S (partial auto-
correlation function)& EWE 2709 AAE EF 70”51 1% 94433 A (serial corre-
lation)7} EAEE & F UL o|F9 AFME FAFd ASAFBAE FAHA &
ot

<E 1> 71X EAZ

B S SR - A R <
Bt 1510 1.456
FEHA 28.56 22.30
g= -0.761 -0.565
Az 7532 . 9582
Jarque-Bera 889.36 17356
(probability) (0.000) (0.000)

HA7) 4B g

lag 1 0.045 0.126
lag 2 -0.005 0.023
lag 3 -0.005 -0.014
lag 4 -0.017 0.020
lag 5 -0.020 -0.055
lag 6 0.004 -0.023
lag 7 - -0.066 -0.037
lag 8 0.013 0.047
lag 9 0.024 -0.053
lag 10 ' 0.017 -0.011
lag 11 -0.002 0.000
lag 12 -0.033 -0.023

Z) ktbf : SHAEA 59 £
bs: TAREAFY £98

(29 415 24712 599 SARER TALE HAAF Fo)8 BFT Yok
29¢ Fa ¢ 4 UKo WA AEsHA0] ARAARTY Red olx AAY W]
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7} ZojA4F duistAgn] @QlFo] AR 7] die] £ETH(yield curve)o] -4
et A9 UeEhE B9 b o)A (backwardation) @402 A2 AAY Y A
2(basis)7t F4HI HFHAAYAE XA "ot o) TAHAEY A

E714 e glojA] wAse AE7AY AYrtade [2d 518 F3 tS A4
3 g9t} [29 5l FAEER FANEY /AR HILEY B 5 AEW)
d JHY ANFE DR AEARAE ABIL Fo] Fx GuiEx o) F 14N Hx9
71 B¢ HAAHeE FolEE FHAHA Egg Holu 7RI 5§ FEZ 7
& magnitude@olA o]l side] 20029 6€9& 71F 2R FAY EgH M3

2o Aotk & e HE /H4A(GAP)FEO] 2002 64 TRy oif
05013t2 F43 Z43n itk o)A@ HES] AH7F @] AHE olfe Yt
Z 22 ReporlFol Aul828 AHY7tE AN 4T = 2 2002 °A7HA]
HAANGS A vFez FAHoR gAY to] SEsA AYH7) HEY
Ro g AAE=o] givt webx [2¥ 519 FA% Ad 2719 Wk A gl
A A gAsteh 2 AU F2A AL B Aoz #DHH, o&
FALEA G AEHA FHAA o= AxE AsdAA HoASUSE or

Mo &gt

(28 4] IS IAMEIIH T8

115
——KTB ¢ 8 — KB ¥ @

110

105 M

100 Wﬁ
95

90

3) &3} HEIZ FAe &L (AANF-0]&71F)/el€7MF 02 RPEAL UEIAF ol&H L £F
% AFol A9 Hxstn HAAZ HEAALIRYIAE QEHAH WEA ANALE ZY3er) g8
o [2¥ 5] E des] 883 AEIHAS Aolg JAEdch
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(23 5] IMsE IWHEL ATl x2gE

l

05

AFo] AM2E AJAIEAE 7} ¥l A A (non-stationary) YA & HAAS 7] Y8 43
o2 A 5HE ADF(Augmented Dicky-Fuller) 9912 A& 3 PP(Phillips-Perron) &
A2 AL AFYstaz ok Dickey-Fuller(1979)7F AA1E DF-AA WL AlAgd4

rir
M
s

o1 =) =]
dEY R NS b3

ok
o

7t AR(Dol A& (u, )2 25 SHHolx Y
]

Zete M 7128 T3 deH, a3 22 HdA p=0 IAE FAsE Ao

% &+ ok
dx ,=p+px _+Bt— (T2 + u,

AT QY= AAGE R A& T WU HEC IV e FAFY =2
o] 87 ¥ < Utk WA ADF-HA L2 o]2d 24 & ResidA w4 AR #e)

g 23 ged 2& RYARE B4 nIT

dx =p+ox, +B(t—(T/2))+ 8 dx ,_++68, 14X ,_ 41t u,
FTAAQEA | FEAL 20028 Fz3) uigh

4 vtk AAE Ae 1984 - 33, ALY 3



W, AREz oA 7 & #&S Addsts iy, Ardads
(ACPHY EEA7ZBE(PACHE ZAZ A% WSl don, PPHAAE
Newey-West #24¢] 913} truncation lagE ZA T} <F 2> ZAPEN ZAHME
of g 92 HZAAZE ADF-AAH PP-AAR BF fodFEstolA AF/HAES 7]
Zatget. gakd g9 AAS 5 FAXNES IAEEL T () #RE w2y &

B39 bAFAHA NALEE AFEHN o] &3t
<E 2> iz ¥z
. FANE FAHEE
ADF 5A% -2.6451 -2.4044
Phillips-Perron £ 4% -2.5540 -2.1954

H,: 29120] SAY
H, : @8920] £x8A] geoh

H, 71Z+& $1% Mackinnon critical values(FA17} £39 734)
1% Critical Value -3.9679

5% Critical Value -3.4146
10% Critical Value -3.1295

(28 6] IMHUEDR IHME A AMAE
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FTAHE FALE Hgo 1719 dHZo
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(1983, 1991) AALHE o]&3t AR BAE 4¥Esith <& 3> Johansen HH
g o] &std FANEETH FANMES FEUFTL 209 AAE 7HA AS FHE BATL
EAs=AE B 9ot Johansen LR(likelihood-ratio) 73 %Zﬂ ol F 7HA
7b e, dhte FAIA BB trace(FHAAD 849 }E VIELE & Aol ¢
£ syt H o 2-FA (maximum eigenvalue)& 71E22 ¥ Folth. Tracedt Hulif
A9 LR AATAZFE 3 2

A”ace(r)*—T1_§ In(1—-12 )

Apax (o 7+ D) =—Tin(1-2 ,, )

olf trace®] AT/ THEHEHY F7 - AAY e e, A
LfR ) AT FAE dEY 71 rA RAE traceTAFY 2o PSS
o fAHo2 HAste FHE HEH FHr+DY A2 Yok T4, olF
% LR SAFES 9EQ x° & m2x gu vEFREYYES Fng Ao
Ao 93 £XE 9 & Utk <E 3> Trace testd] ZAHE HAFT glon,
Maximum eigenvalue test®] Z#I%E T3ttt 2NN & F UKol FANAEH
TAAE AAG Aoldle shvbel FAE WEsE EAF L g0 BYHA

<¥ 3> Johansen 38& AYZz

7} Eigenvalue Trace Statistics 5% Critical Value 1% Critical Value

) H, 00382 39,360 1541 20.04
24 L3O

A 220 H, 00033 3.0584 376 6.65
. H, 00334 42615 19.9 24,60
24 T3

FAERC) g 00065 6.1254 9.24 12.97

Hy: 5 N2 Atoldle TAE #A7E ok
H @ 33E A7 s ik

1 Cointegration Equation Log likelihood 564.24
Normalized cointegrating coefficients
ktbf ktbs C
1.0000 -1.0322 3.8545
(0.0152) (1.5897)
Adjustment coefficients
D(ktbf) D(ktbs)
-0.0473 0.0314
(0.0273) (0.0210)

) ( )= standard error
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<¥ 4> BEKK=2Ee2| £33

CRE T N T EA%
3 7.7781 0.159
8, 0.9296 0.000
ar 2.1069 0.632
ag 2.6844 0.614
143 13702 14.66
Ys -0.7481 -0.498
Bir 0.1397 0.002
Bis 0.1111 0.001
Bor 0.0655 0.000
Bss 0.1263 0.001
) 56.361 11.44
Wy 56412 9.702
Way 0.000 0.000
ag 0.4806 0.004
az 0.5686 0.007
By 0.8824 0.002
By, 0.8189 0.003

Log Likelihood -7691.24

< £F FALEH SHHNE £Y&E9 #AE BEKKE IS 0|83t S 2
Tolo}.

e k]
2
A FAA} Bn HAL, FAAEY ALE A HEFYE A AEFYEA
W GETE JTIIE Byp ot A HETYESY A HETYE UT JELE
gulsle B FAA EFUF £ 979 ZEVAENNE FAHLE FodA] e

o2 w3 Hd a2 FEF HEY 2A345A 3 error correction)S R vt
it FAG ZFFolA ypoo] FAHLE FT ¥ &S BAFH gt

lo
1
it
lo

29 2% WA WESAEY BA WEFASY U@ JEEE 9ujake 4
AR4EY B HE4E E JEEE udE B B HHF

e )
lo,

N
i

*BEKK %3
AF j=apt+r (S, 1= 09— 0 F - )+BpdS, |+ BydF , \+eR
A4S, =mastydS, 1 —80g— 8\ F, )+B14S 1+ B,dF , 1 teg
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(2% 8l T3 SAZES FALE FRAF7E HEAH oA

%3 Aol wat WL QIS B 4 oW, AR g2 F£EY ABAFE fA
1 Yoy Aoz FFie AZIE YERh o @4l YEvde AVIES
2000 6€ 129 7€ 4LAAZ o] 7|ZtelE ALY 0o 7HhE & UBtdeH 2

129 049 E 2 F9 g2 71 EAn ol A4S WA BAsd 4
@ 2% QA2 FANEDH TAYBY WEA Aot W 2 Hgo BAsE Ao
2 20 20004 64 1399 B% SALER IAPES ¥FAY Zoll 455U 2
2001d 12¢ 20¥e= 630972 ©hE @3 ¥y 2 g BAFUAY £F AFAY
zold 71A% F@AT A H FHELE 20029 69 olFFHE AA R o

(o]

(28 8] AlZ7HH 48T : BEKKR2E

1.2

.,.; e
i I
N

[z29 9]9] Alzb7pE #A] v]&L& BEKK 239 FA32Az =33 IAFES I
AAE] FEAL TANEY £4ro2 e v HR = Hp/Hp 2 AA.
gty ZAAET FHEE FAE FRAb] At wel WEtn ZAHE £YE
o] 2% W3tnz FAugo] A/ ZEgs A gk ol §AL 1Y
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(23 9] AlZt7HH & %x] B & : BEKKRE
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<E 5>& o TUAEEY] FHAAR T AN FEgEHS Jviste B
¢ A7t BF FAALE vF93HQ o] Yel BEKKFZ AT dasA £ 4
T7F ARSI e FEVIEN 4 SALEAGH FALE AEY A - $9F
FEAAE LANA Rt FEd IEARE By FAG
TAHLZ foHolA] Rt AT FeHAstE WP FEAY s
gu Qe #EC] UEY, F At AR & A 72E /AR e RS
g 4 oy, pqd FAAE Zt7 0929 0692 FIAYU FAHXNZ B3 Hol T F
A A&7)7ke] A2 g AE & F Urh o3 AFAAES Fitd JAAY £
veteA SALAETD JEAZY 249 Qo F AFE @Al ob¢-E F e
Bivariate 23 9] AAo] F8&S & & AT, FH AU BF S o] &3 A|FEN H
840 4FHAT. 281 AF AV "t g3E = JAAAT &
oA A1ZE e siEtEdolgte F AHEUE IArtE Y] AEdIHe] ¥R
9 Z3HA Al FE3L S € F Uk ol ¥4 FAE Bivariate GARCH 28
% BEKK 23 F3Z27et TA3HA IAA TGN A&t A8, 42 EAAAE
Ut FRAHAAE AAIQEY WellA FAld ejsololdte AAIElL Tt )&
& 4 gl= & s 249 o]fE BEKK 2¥°]E, Markov-Switching 23 o|E
o & 9479 YA EFHQ Bivaraiate ZHANA FHE AI7PEAJA FEAITHA o] FHA

F 2 #Au]&-L Al input variable ©] € 4 lthE Aotk
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<X 5> Bivariate AR(1)-Markov-Switching-Heteroscedasticity-VECMZ28 FZXZ 1}

= 5 [ 5 ag@ CEAT

HF, g -6.2069 -0.583
s o -1.4815 -0.175
HF 3.5767 1.657
A1 2.2661 1.257
hy g 2655.5 3.150
hay o 17505 3.193
hy g 1674.3 3587
by 32147 6.287
hy 1 218.58 5508
b2, 174.70 5.094
B -0.0256 -0.088
B 0.0184 0.178
B2y 0.0880 0.956
By 0.0094 0.113
Tr 4.6668 0.390
s 1.1853 0.125
b 0.9187 5851

q 0.6913 6.488

Log Likelihood

-7416.64

e Bivariate AR(1)-Markov-Switching-Heteroscedasticity-VECM .3
-G )
S\S¢ 2Pz -1 Hos\S -1
ME4EE e E
Pr(s,=0ls,.,;=
u,=S—8;—

=0)=p, Pr(s,=ls, =
61Ft1

=1=gq,

#(S '=0)=”0’ [1(3 t=1)=#l)

e,<s,)=(§F-f(§»§) ~ N0, H(s ),

5.4

H(s ,=0)= [hno h1zo] H(s,=1)= [h111h121]
21,0 2220 a1 B
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ZANEY AS o FRAFRP o2 2 WEAH YFL 387.56°] 2 BEKK
P¥oE A% WEAY PFL 490502 oj¥F FTUASS] WEAo] YwtHow
gon o]t 19 FHAE AL 4 AU £ TALEBY AT ¥y FY

o] 2&9 FJle} ZAAE Hole ¥ BEKK 234 7

ol AH3 4T 7tsAol EAFES ¢ F ok 2TA 9 4

$%= BEKKS Z#s} FdahA FAHAES A7HE ¥l SAdE A7k
HEHET 2 Ao ERTS

5) el AASIde A @A 259 EFE 7] A3d F AAde] FAE EA A
t 7% emor correctiono] WAE Aoln B mYFM AABn 9l BEKKEHAA 2(10)~1DH
Markov-Switching 2849 H(15)~(20)& A BHNE ANARY oz ECM 23S TFsin
= AYE e

6) A9 Axee AHAY WEAol T A AFe) g2kl F lonz2 AAE dolHE 7]7kd
2 Yol (E B 20004 7€ AFAMAHNME B9 AF) 4 4 & Aotk e B AT
oA AAB glE Markov-Switching 239 3% dFstnz st NAGE] odg Fad A
S AF2 WEA To] A 23d AL dHol”HE d7ap) 77hEz dFH ez YA golx FE
Hoz FRAYUE £ THolnz olE HL&duA § Aol AFdxe] oshd 20008 79¢ A
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4 2 FAug £ AZIPRFQ Aoe syttt 183 €23 AE 5959 4
T BAE M2 Ady A 3A £d8d) FFE ¥A g He Y} B 4
F7t AP BE/ZES 9E A5AME F AR A - 3P 4FAAL EA
a4 gt Aoz AFHNU S AT e QA Fo] X¥E Bivariate-AR(1)-
Markov-Switching-VECM E2¥& o]&3to F AAIE9] Q] #AE 4% 2F
ANE FTANE $J&7 FAEE FYERY FZIFRAE LA Rk
A FAMETS EEAAG, F A2 BAFEATZ YA ol o] Fi3)
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Estimating the Volatility in KTB
Spot and Futures Markets

Kook-Hyun Chang”* - Byung-Jo Yoon*™* - Yeong-Suk Cho*

(abstract)

This paper uses both the bivariate GARCH type BEKK error correction model and
Bivariate-AR(1)-Markov-Switching~VECM model to estimate the volatility, time-varying
correlation and hedge ratio for the KTB spot and futures indexes, sampled daily over
1/4/2000-10/30/2003. This study suggests that the volatility regime has more significant
influence on KTB markets than incline/decline regime does. The results support the im-
portance of the bivariate model in stead of univariate model between KTB spot and futures
markets, which may consider not only individual variance process but also covariance
process at the same time.
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