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Abstract
The paper is concerned with high frequency financial time series. A weighted hybrid volatility is suggested
to compute daily volatilities based on high frequency data. Various realized volatility (RV) computations
are reviewed and the weights are chosen by minimizing the differences between the hybrid volatility and the
realized volatility. A high frequency time series of KOSPI200 index is illustrated via QLIKE and Theil-U

statistics.
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SEAIA LA FAEL] HEA (volatility, AR BE4HES FA3IAL dSd= A2 FHAALANA 5
83 8947 Hh. WAL FE8A13Y A8 HE SHA F8% & Ftar Qo £Ee H
AL A AEFHA e FolBE gdst AP S o] &3] HEAS FHEA drt

FEL] HEAS FAHTE WHOZE GARCH Egolu vjuld HPR (o, EAF threshold-
GARCH E3) 53 22 2% o4 B3PS AAsta EYY B4E FA3= 2 7|9 (model
based) o] gz o|fFHcr}. GARCH 23 dejo] 3l RFE9] td|AE= Hansen¥} Lunde
(2005)E #Farslr] bigith. 23 7)dk Wkdlo] opd =& A|lF ARE o] §3E HESFAQA FE

Woll 213 A2 7]9k(data based) WHS AHR0] EHAEH F83 WEAQ 2P0l & 5 Yok
CIET BERY WY A AAC AEF AN A2 5 4 50w 2u A48 (high-frequency
data)9] £A4j0] T 4T TUE ARE ol 3T WE Mol ke Mean 9
o} 2¥lE HEAJ A= Andersen 5 ( 03), Martens (2002) 2 Yoon} Hwang (2015)& #3L
S7) Al THE AR 2sE e Adw
Al AR AEHEFTAE RV = AA 35T = 9L
2 £ o} Xiao (2013) ¥ Yoon¥} Hwang (2015
g2 2k5 7)6k el el vla B4 S bk ik
2 AFoME INE ARE o835t AdWE

HE st 2ks 7 i VA 23etke] W
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AFSAT. e 5 PHIAE AFAE 2AFoRA AP0 WEAL FAL © A
we AT S 9 seink. A9 ARAE 24 SE

QLIKE, Theil-U 5 53} A=y, U F7p0l A% 15 83 02 483 %
24 Bgton] S5 1% AL Holt HEA TUE RokE A3}, A7 1

23 At A Mol s AEH 7L obA e 2 HAT 4 glgich

2. A5iH 5 M (realized volatility)

Andersen¥} Bollerslev (1997), Martens (2002)+& 3} 59 m] & 9|2 #=H INE AEE o]

sto] MEAE 4%k W sl asiskdth 71E rE AR A7+ 21 —’Fgl (daily log

return) ©]2}3l kAL 4= 2 49 E (intra-daily log return)2 tQ & A3 7tF 0.2 nil7} ZAE

Stk Ask] (o}, i = 1,2,...,n02 LbEhe t2de] WAl BEAEY 21 4@42% o) o] ghet.

% Sof 1 B3] B3 PP KOSPLE 28 048 23 3A7149) 612l Y n = 3003

2 bt U9 27 S9E ri 9F 27 98 o Yed 4 gon nepd 97 21 5o
z2AR

394 Bab & o] AAHFA(RV)E o33 o] Aol

RV: =) 7, (2.1)
=1

Andersen 5 (2003)2 AIFHAIFTR o] githe 714 Skl 22 T2 B5E 8] Alg T
2 A4tE AEWsA RViee nol Bz Aol wet HEAde 94 F4Fo] €& KBl vt 9o
Yoon¥} Hwang (2015)2 AHHEFA(RV,) S FUF7te] HE3tn A5 719 e € 2y 7|4 HE
A3 Rl B4 ek 5 2] AdAMEA RV 42 FFo] 00]2 §3e Baks zhe did 3
o2 71g% 99 45 2 FAE Y Al Tz Fo" Zolth o] YoM e M At F
g
|

90 22 FATEW 2ASEE AY o179 WEL WA Sherk. AW AY Adre
A% £AY0l B 2 A97 FF WA glov], ¢

Dovernight) +o18E £ AIske] WASHE A9 wol2g BN + ek Balo) sicka 2
A glom 9 e A AN U2 18 AF FRo s 199 AW WEYL Jsuz 4
A WFAET T 237 7F54o] ks 93o] glek ol BsiAE Cho 5 (2016)9F Hansensh
Lunde (2005)% #20517] vheiek. 229 Xiao (2013) J8MEA RV:Sl 834 245 3
2 ATk WA, RV,of 442 Folrol nuge /44 5 QA stk

RV, =w Zrt i (2.2)
=1

o] L tde] UdF 2 FAE ri Y AF Tl wike A4E F3t] AFHY 2AYE 23
Fel2 A7 5 k. o714 wi 122 F71e AALE o] 8Ete] Aaket 2asolEe] BT} 1Yo
AZESEt —1909] 748 o] 83te] ANG 25 e] BakE o] §3te] 741”?4_ el 1Hn 2 g
< 2tttk 2 A9 woll g8l E Xiao (2013)E #31317] vlght). T3 Hansen¥ Lunde (2005)%

B A} 2 A gl e A 4F WA da EiR<keivd H?’} 2 5 AQE v A

= .&
T =
A 21 £dE re vt 2ol n7le) 4F 23 £ ES] Fog vehd £

rulm

O

o

=)

30



Choice of weights in a hybrid volatility based on high-frequency realized volatility 507

A

=]
E—Zj_l‘ ful

A
rlo

o237} 2t} (Tsay, 2010, Ch.5; Yoon¥} Hwang, 2015)

Var(re|Fi—1) = ZVar(rtﬂFt,l) + QZ Cov(re,i, e, Fi—1],
i=1 i<j
AN Fia® t— 1A Fold ANE tepdch wed 0T 2o 248 AdwsA
RV(Y< A28 4 gl

n n—1
RVga) = ;T’ii —+ % ; Tt,iTt,i4+1- (23)
A7t A E ol A7) FBA 0] vt FHEtE A% $0E elle AR T2 ZTE A 28 27
Apdo] EABEE o|gjet Ay ABBA S wkdste] iid HAL AT 4] DF 2T 5F
AFERV) A dF 232 $0l59 FL HaFE ez RVVS Fojsigltt olgah whie 97 =
I 5oE ko) ARTAS Wi S 2P0 R wedlA AF 21 1989 AFFor Tt
AFAEA RV, 7} T4 245 BdS Bobstn v@FA-S A2} 3 oot (Xiao, 2013).

3. JI5 88 (weighted hybrid) 2
1. 8el(hybrid) ¥4} V15 88 (weighted hybrid) s

3
A AOe by = Var(ri|F,o1) 0| 2& r{ & “BEIN FAFOE h & 3%
h

9% 4 ow o F A=
7P ol e E3 GARCH 23 59| 4354 232 53 hE 92 5% 9tk Yoons
Hwang (2015) <pgol 7123 Wist B8 75 WS $A0) Agste] WEge 295 8 %

He Astgleh WEA hort t — 1IN AR AT F ¥
2o Y B A5 e W olgete] WAL 2FHAL

A TR} o] tA oA e WEAS ALttt
he = % {rP o+ 771 +he(1) + he(2) + he(3)}

A7IA he(1), he(2), he(3)= D2 E(he|Fi—1), E(hes1|Fiz1), E(hiyo|Fio1)S Qujsie 2 AF 7o)
8|

gre Axer) galAs A28 GARCH 28L 43t o SlolAe (gelxe Msae A
g w3 AR AT F AR A A o8 Zilﬁth— INA7A e AR} Rl A S o) BHL

o] g3to] 73 o= e 7z} 1/5% B A% 7pEXE Fo] vkt Yt
B =RoMi (A He] MBS A o 3A9} wﬂ njgjol] ti3t 71EXE thEA sho] ulgEle
FHS Aokl az) St} o] @A Fto] AT MBEAL s § WSA hlY o} sl q—ur o] %
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RS = w1ty + warf 1 + wshe(1) 4+ wahe(2) + wshe(3), (3.1
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A7V Z+ ol tiek 715 AE 4 wi,we, ws, wa, ws 2 Y 0|52 T2 10|t} wy,wes 742 I}
T AR A, B AR A 2 o8] AlFo gt AEX o, we A ARM] By Juk A
M, wi,ws= 242 mlEl g AR B, F AR o] By wEAo) et 7EX o)tk 5709 w; Fe] 1ot
L 27 ol ket 715 2L AT 5 o). AFEXIF 252 (A A WEAS Akt
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3.2. JISA| =8 ¥Y

Ve &% HsA hga)oﬂ’ﬂ w; 9] gro] 10]gk= 24 ot 7153t wi,we, ws, wa, ws S BE FL &
B B FEAALY 2AR AEAHL AP0 BSHE o] ohJRE WS U 2%
o= YA 2AF tAFANAL] ARAFA RV, B 08 5 Qo B =FoAE t9e] 21 9
Eo st ZF MEA (true volatility) 2] 34 o2 AT L 714 A (2.3)014 Hojw 2AHH A8
W54 RVIYE o] galgith. B =RelA Ae 7 g3 el o8 2449 1] s 249
AFRgATe Ao’ s Yehes SAFLE 78 & Ao Ao)E AT NS 2FLS T
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Theil-U = = =
VEL RV 4 /5T

S A% root mean squared error(RMSE)%} mean percentage squared error(MPSE)+ Zko] 2S¢
2 AFEIZE M8t @8 “Ao)7 o) s Fh= Quasi-likelihood (QLIKE)E gho] 2H242 | Theil’s
uncertainty coefficient(Theil-U)+& 03} 1AFe] ZS 7KW 09 7M7le4S ZEsl 9 55S Kt
23 Ul-8-2 Xiao (2013), Hansen} Lunde (2005) ¥ Patton} Sheppard (2009)E #313}7] vjgh
=3

4. X2 24 0lAl: KOSPI200

AA FEAAL ABE o 83e] 75 WEA PHIA Y EAAA AFH 2T Robr ek

20109 1Y€ 2¢5E 201549 69 3047kA19] ¥ 13607§S] KOSPI200A4t55 &3kttt 22 7]
et Y 1R B9R 2AE T AEE olgdlel 24 AFWEA RV(V S TP o e
tde] M54 (true volatility) &2 73] 715 S8 WS ola) AL 1] WA b 9} vl
stk WA AR 22he A 87 WA AL A 2Lw 2y g B4E A A 2
AFE ol gdte] 7k & WEAAS Adete PO el FAEItE A S e HlE
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Table 4.1. Root mean squared error(RMSE)

w1 w2 w3 w4 ws RMSE
1 0.050 0.050 0.8 0.050 0.050 0.29978
2 0.075 0.075 0.7 0.075 0.075 0.30064
3 0.100 0.100 0.6 0.100 0.100 0.30286
4 0.100 0.100 0.5 0.200 0.100 0.30338
5 0.100 0.100 0.5 0.100 0.200 0.30389
6 0.100 0.100 0.4 0.300 0.100 0.30390
7 0.100 0.100 0.4 0.200 0.200 0.30441
8 0.100 0.100 0.3 0.400 0.100 0.30442
9 0.125 0.125 0.5 0.125 0.125 0.30640
10 0.150 0.150 0.4 0.150 0.150 0.31123

Table 4.2. Mean percentage squared error(MPSE)

w1 w2 w3 w4 ws MPSE
1 0.125 0.125 0.5 0.125 0.125 2.37928
2 0.100 0.100 0.6 0.100 0.100 2.37933
3 0.100 0.100 0.5 0.200 0.100 2.38849
4 0.150 0.150 0.4 0.150 0.150 2.39695
5 0.075 0.075 0.7 0.075 0.075 2.39712
6 0.100 0.100 0.5 0.100 0.200 2.39751
7 0.100 0.100 0.4 0.300 0.100 2.39767
8 0.200 0.100 0.5 0.100 0.100 2.40014
9 0.100 0.100 0.4 0.200 0.200 2.41476
10 0.050 0.050 0.8 0.050 0.050 2.43263

9] Az 7+ §F HEAE AXstel RMSE, MPSE, QLIKE, Theil-U ] 7§} A =S ALkt
Act

WA 2010d 197E 20149 12904 9] 21 ¢=9ES A4S & GARCH 28-S F3st 27+ t}
=3 2t}

GARCH : hy = 0.1422 + 0.07r2_; + 0.9152hs_1.

A9 B4 24 AAE o83t 2015d 195E 2015 6L7FAY A8 AN hi(1), he(2), b (3)E
TR 7FEA ol 101f4~h Agt ot BE 75 7oA 2 13T TR AlE 019
2315, 1499 7 A wsE AR ¢FRoE A e He VFEAE FUIE 1Bkl F 130749
7V 28] tet 715 g3 ASAS AAFSEA T Table 4.1914 Table 4.4 GARCH(1,1) 28&
Agste] 42 130709 7oAl 2 5 o8 2342 UeilE A9 10719 7HeA] 23S SAFER
Aelst Aot}

Table 4.12] RMSE Z+& 21 A tA| FolA o] ®iZ Ao ojj sl
A F A" Aol P 7H Al we, wn I & AIH T8 F AF o ke 7%—%1 wa, Ws 7 %
2 e 2 VA 2] A2 RMSE 3 2= 2& B 4 Aok tAlZAMY WS 4T
AR A H oA A9 g 7 A wrdstal A Aol ik 7e X9} nlE] Al ik THEAE T Y
H|Z o2 Higete] A= Zlo] e 7FeA] 28l vis] F&Ado] =t & 4 Ut} Table 4.2¢]
MPSE ghollA = vzt A4S 2 5 et t(AFANAY 7HEXE 7P =4 8o YA AlZ o419

7} wso] 7V = 3He zk1 S A1 A
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Table 4.3. Quasi-likelihood (QLIKE)

w1 w2 w3 w4 ws QLIKE
1 0.500 0.100 0.2 0.100 0.100 —0.30033
2 0.500 0.100 0.1 0.200 0.100 —0.30000
3 0.500 0.100 0.1 0.100 0.200 —0.29967
4 0.100 0.500 0.2 0.100 0.100 —0.29718
5 0.400 0.100 0.3 0.100 0.100 —0.29696
6 0.150 0.150 0.4 0.150 0.150 —0.27079
7 0.125 0.125 0.5 0.125 0.125 —0.26483
8 0.100 0.100 0.3 0.100 0.100 —0.25874
9 0.075 0.075 0.7 0.075 0.075 —0.25260
10 0.050 0.050 0.8 0.050 0.050 —0.24649

Table 4.4. Theil’s uncertainty coefficient(Theil-U)

w1 w2y w3 w4y ws Theil-U
1 0.050 0.050 0.8 0.050 0.050 0.39568
2 0.075 0.075 0.7 0.075 0.075 0.39755
3 0.100 0.100 0.6 0.100 0.100 0.40081
4 0.100 0.100 0.5 0.200 0.100 0.40117
5 0.100 0.100 0.5 0.100 0.200 0.40153
6 0.100 0.100 0.4 0.300 0.100 0.40154
7 0.100 0.100 0.4 0.200 0.200 0.40189
8 0.100 0.100 0.3 0.400 0.100 0.40191
9 0.125 0.125 0.5 0.125 0.125 0.40540
10 0.150 0.150 0.4 0.150 0.150 0.41124

e o] FE, F, tAHS 7o A FHE TeAE FE Aol e /A 23l v
3] EFpHoleta A zHe 4 Qlrh. Table 4.39) QLIKE 3t Hw 9] + gake ot o2 23s &2
4 9tk gro] A&4E 948 QLIKES] A$ol: g9l de 715X F& AN £ A7 A
%Ml AL 2 7HsAE T 28l © A0l 252 HojF2 Sith Table 4.4¢] Theil-U gE2 0°]l
WheaE A5 A=t E2v 232 Bd RMSE, MPSE 2o A et npxrtA 2 tA] oA el 7}
TAE VE AA F2 Ur‘ﬂ?] AAoMY] 71EXE 2L gow FU3 uF oz wodsle] 243 WE
ol FHor o5 Aol 252 B F Atk ol2T 2AE T Bd (AN TSRS
0.7 =+ 0.62% 3l b]—U{X]—‘S_T A3 0.075 == 0.1F 3= Z§to] &3 o= 23S e S
T Atk QLIKE gollAE § $3 d3E Hol= 23] ey oz 715A1E vidste 2
o] & 130719 =& = AR 10719 X&) £33 = Ao R o]_ o]Eo] ayAolgty A= Aol
Bsl Btk b §8 MEACIA (BN WEAS 23T o 3 T AR vle) Ao
gk vk vES AA st tAlFelA e BHE| 2 ¥EE T 2ol FEFelzt A4 AE nf, AA
A R4S B3 1T RS AT 5 Ak
A 74 474 T el AR oS kS T u & G )5 wuke 25 E o ES
o]&3te] v AMEL B4 FARAEE AX HEA A Fe Aalsles AAEFA (cross-validation)
Atk WA A-§rid l*bJrXq & SRl A= bl AA el o 77k
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=t 2a2md 289 loghl™ = fo + S1log RVIY + udll A Ha LAAFH =& A 23A5E A
Fol= 715 A 23S AEs=E A% biote] @ Aot} (Hansen¥} Lunde, 2005; Patton} Sheppard,
2009). EAlol] o]g8 2AHH AANEA RVVE 24 9ARE 25 3X7HA 9] MG S0l ETHe
B8 grol =z 29| Al ZHovernight) 591 5-S 7Hekel T2 Hejo] AAWEALS 185t RV 9} u)
At A ok §43 Aoz FIHE ]2 93] Cho 5 (2016)2 Fu3ld 22 Zo|ch

=2 u

El
M 4
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