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(Asymmetric Power GARCH) & 7 /v 7z & A3
B 5,

GIR=FrTi3, LFDX 31T, e AT

W%
HrFl, zhlAbTciz0ick s8I —EHK

Dia 22282k -T, K774 V748
oIttt 2t 2 512,
0 = w+ Bot i+ agi i+ yDimiey,

w>0,a, B, y=0. (32)
ZDEFALTY, o DESEIZE LV D
12, N7 A — 2 AN 25, (32)
K, e1>0 ThHaE, Dioi=0 DT,

0? = w+ Bot_ 1+ asi-,

L7y, ea<0ThHE, Dii=17%DT,

0 = w+Boi_1+ (a+7) el
L7723, 2T, y>0 ThiuE, FHIE MR
LA S 72 HOFA L O & F MR F A
ST-HADOBHDOHERKFT T4 )V T 42559 LA
T2z LTk B,

Nelson(1991) ® ## % L 7= EGARCH = 57
Tlit, K774 ) 7« o TiE37%<, ZOXEME
In(o?) OEBZERD & 5 ERLT B,
In(6?) = w+ B{In(0?-1) —w}+ 0ze-1+ 7{|ze-]

—E(|z.-1D)}. (33)
22T, E(ze]) 3 |ze-| ofIFEE RS, =
DEF ML, In(of) ZPHAEEE LTS/
DIz, X7 A =2 IZIEATIR R T LA,
F7:, ADfiz L 3L 5 REHKTIHWLRIC
MABZENTED, 2T, 201 2RWEHK
A3z Eitrh, K774 74 ZEBHoIE

R EERE LTS, 3)RiE, z2>0T
i,
In(o?) = w+B{In(c?-) —wl+ (y+0)|ze-|

*?’E(|th1[)
L0t/ LT, 2.1<0 Thhd,
In(6?) = w+B{In(a?-1) —w}+ (r— )|z
*YE(|Zt—1|)
L7nn, 2T, <0 ThiuE, TRk
b2 7-HOEH L O TR iR A3
STHOBHDOH SR Z T4V 74250 L7
TBHZ LIS,

K774 )7+ BEHOIERHHEzRT =T
LLTidznF Tt GJR, EGARCH =571+ %
WD ZENSh s s, TEICHCONS L
3127 - T & 7= 742, Ding, Granger and
Engle(1993)1z & - TH# % & ©1 7= APGARCH
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EFARHZW, ZOEFAERD L HITERS
519,

0 = w+Bolita(e|—ree-)?® (34)

w, >0, a, B=0, —1<y<l.

ARCH, GARCH =75 1Tt ¢f, EGARCH =
FAci3 In(o?) oEFZERILL TV
stLT, zoEFATIE 0! DEBFHEEARILL
THY, S dRMITA—FLLTHET 2D
BEgTH B, BHRIL, e >0 THAUE,

G? = w+BGE—1+&(1*7)S|€z—1|8
L7z, <0 ThHL,

0! = w+Bol i+ a(l+y)’le]
L s, 2zT, y>0 Thiu, FHIE M
MHEXRS72HOEH L v & T Tk T 23
STHOBHOFGN KT 74 VT 4058 v E5F
THZLITRB, ZOETFTAE, BOLEL D
ARCH #l= F L &2k r — 2 L LTHA T
B,

4.3 K574 T+ EHORPRZIEM L FI-
EGARCH E7 L

i F TITHB L7 ARCH B = 7 Tid,
NZ X — ZREE R TRY, K774
F 4 TS EEEC R, KT T4 U T4 O
Ty 7 HIRBMCEMES 5. 62,
GARCH =504z, 0 sk =72 1 B
Dg w2t BTE (@+B)TRY, KT T
4 )T 4 OEHEMOLEM at L A2 S 0

2L, ZHUERER L & ATIERANICIRE T 217,

Lol, K774 97« oOREERTHS ) 4
—>r o 2F/OACHBIZFUS 5 &, AE, >
2 vy 7ORPED AL —FEIZENI D IE L
BHILNTWS, £2Z2C, K774 V713K
AR > TV 2R 5 2 L 2F
iz AfLT, Bollerslev and Mikkelsen (1996)
13 EGARCH = F %%k k 5 7 FIEGARCH
T FMTHRE L TV 519,
(1—AL) 1—L)*{In(ed) —w} = g(z—). (35)
1572 Ly,
g(ze21) = Ozia+ ')’{|Zt—l|—E(|th1|)}-

zoEF AL, ARFIMA(X) = 7 FEIEE, d

=0 chhif, EGARCH =57 1(33)ic%k Y, d

=lThtuE, 771 )7« THEMRZED
EwEIc D, BIKlTHBETEHLE, d>0
ThiuE, 77497+ 3RMREE2FES,
d<05ThtuLEH, d=05 T EER
TH5,

K74 974 ORMEREEZERB LT
Mz, fBicd, GARCH = 7% §h5E L 72
FIGARCH = & /- (Baillie, Bollerslev and
Mikkelsen 1996) % APGARCH =% 7 /v # ki
L7: FIAPGARCH = 5 (Tse 1998) 23% % #3,
INnSDEFTNME, d<S05 TH->Td Y 2 —>~
DO EAER KT 5 v S IR D 01,
F7:, K774 07 ¢ OFAUZRIES 5720
DT 2 — & DI ps 84 7% oo © (Baillie, Bol-
lerslev and Mikkelsen 1996, Chung 1999),
Amcafbi,

PLFosatrcid, ko ARCH# =713
RTHFABEC L oHEEL TV 5 (ARCH #l =
FADOBRAHEICOVTEEL I, - 4
A 2006 offigw A, BzERoZ L),

5. B#E 225 #R{EiFE I~ DA

5.1 F—4% LEEHEE

KEEOHIITHCZHK Y % — > i3 1996 4F
3H 11 H2>% 200643 A 31 H £ T HEE 225
FEMMFE R D A RELER (%) TH 5, Zh bz
HEHOKMEONEMEZEL 10059 252 LT &
DEM L.

RV o#t&E 1, MU < 199643 A 11 Ha 5
20064E3 A3l HEF COHFE22 D5 LD
ik 2 IV TIT - 7220, BxoFIH L7727 -4
N — =T E, BIE L 9:01 255 11:00(3 L < %
11:00 @) F ©, %3 12:31 25 15:00(% L
<13 15:00@2) Tl T L DHKE25D
it 23508 S L TH 02, Z oo LRI
VT, 9:01, 9:05, 9:10, ..., 10:55 Offiks & i

oz, BBz owvTid 12:31, 12:35, 12:
40, ..., 14:55 offiilg L BFOKEE 54T LD
ik & LThiE L7z, KiE, KFEIETEEL
v ERE 23 70T, [FARRICHTE Ofifiks 72 1 fl
L7z,

394, Zthom 55T L offifgoxfEE %
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1.
40

L/

Bi#% 225 %flifedio RV

3% ———— ——

30 B

1996 1997 1998 1999

2000

1005325z Ly, 5907ty 42— %
FHE L 72, %z, Hansen and Lunde (2005a) 2
BV, FIHOKME2S 901 FTDY & — > &
11:00 35 12:31 F TO Y & — > (ZFT, 54>
TEDNVE - D2F/EITRTRLEDESZ

LT X OBV TV B EEE o RV (R V)
FHEL, #hiz@Xo L3 IcHKkY £ —>
DERGFEHE RV oEAEOTH 5 ¢
ENF B ZLICX 0, t—1 HOKMESS ¢ HD
MMEECORV 5 E L2, c0fid 173 T
b otz Kz, KESLAOEED oHiE s
BIVCuv 2 REfE 45 REf T 0, & LERA
SLEE R EHEAE > T ABOKRT T4 Y
T4 DERO 2 — FasdigsivTuv 3E ¢
B LU Thid, cd24/45x533 L2339 T
HDH, LTAH, FRI VRO 1T3 &
Wzl HEAE . T Ao RT T4
V74 D EHDz e — P21 T W 3 [
OBt vw) LT, BTMRELEENTSH
% (PEFE 2000, 2.4.188), zo X 3 LTHE
St RV AR 1 icHirsn w2,

E1i2id, 1996 47 3 H 11 H A5 2006 4 3 A
SIHEFTCOITRTOERZM > 2BE50HKE
225 DHKRY 4 —> 2D 23, H®ZRV &%
DRFEDIEARMET BAFTE STV 2, F7
BRCHKRY £ — > (R)IZOVWTRTHAS L,
FHE 025 /RICTRER L T ivo T, LI,
H&RY & —> D30 Td 3 dDLE LTHHT
15, SR oOVnTIE, FBEIL 025650
T L TS, RERAEKEL% T3

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005

FEBICHBATVWS, zoZ LiZHKY 4 —>
X AMOPEASIERSA L 0 dF 2 L 2R LT
W5, Y X ORMOEAFE N i, K<
HoN72HFEEKTH2, [BRIEELLRE2ED
¥ CTIEH % o B E % 17 5 Jarque and Bera
(AN #ETETH 0, HEAKEE 1% T d EHM
AT S, LBAO)IR 1k 10%kFTHOH
CAHHBIAI TR T 0 TH 3 & 5 IR IR 2 R
4 % 7:% ® Ljung and Box (1978)#i:t & < &
D, DEAE—MRDIZEE I ORHEEZ

=®1. BR 225 nAR ¥—>, RV OEKXHETE
Yo 7 1996 4£ 3 A 11 H—2006 423 H 31 H
¥ T 2,476

H&KY 4 —> RV
R R? RV In RV
¥ —0.0067 2.1125 2.1125 0.4669
(0.0292) (0.0832) (0.0383) (0.0153)
BiEfRZE  1.4537 4.1405 1.9062 0.7637
EE —0.0326 5.6624 4.9937 —0.2540
(0.0492) (0.0492) (0.0492) (0.0492)
RE 4.8395 52.3669 59.0827 3.4982
(0.0985) (0.0985) (0.0985) (0.0985)
JB 349.52%*% 264657.91*** '334777.65%*%  52.02%**
LB(10)  16.47* 111.96***  1322.29%** 4285.20%**

) FEIMNOBE I ERERE, LB 1k 10K ET
DHCHBN T RTOTH 2 &) IRERFEEZBES 2
7= o Ljung-Box (1978) #i5t & <, Diebold (1988) o J5#:
2 X O A2 R LTy %, LB(10) o R iEIE
15.99(10%), 18.31(5%), 23.21(1%). JB#iit& 3 IF#
Y% BE S % 72 0 0 Jarque-Bera(1987) ¥t T # 2.
LB(10) oAl 13 15.99(10%), 18.31(5%), 23.21(1%).
JB et & ol FiE 13 4.61(10%), 5.99(5%), 9.21(1%).
R R En LB TR ENEEAKYEE 10%, 5%, 1%
THETHZZ L2RT. Lo, BRI, BHiE
TRERITHE 5 RFITIE, IEHMZBRICEHT 2 Las
%16 Tu % (Thomakos and Wang 2003),
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X2 aLradsh

0 10 20 30 40

DF S LIREEEEBEICENLTLE D
o T, Diebold(1988) » JFEEIT & b 4 EANE—
M % % L T 2 (JEES 2000 o 1.5, 1 iz R).,
ZoMEHEICE AL, HKRY 2 — i ATHEE
23750 B S R R A T K HE 10% TR
Hasnzbson, FEAKEELN TIENS L
VWoT, P, HOMHEBIS mvd oL LTHN
175, FHO THOHBES VWS Z L3,

)y &2 —>oR@28)IZHB VT, ER|L-1)=0 &
WHZ ETHB,

Wz, ooy 2 —>0 28R, RV, RV
ORBMEOTEAMARE R THZ L, VI —>
D2F L RVOFEHBIFE L TH S, = hid,
RV o #1412 Hansen and Lunde(2005a) ® 5
BErlvrnssThd s, 2K LT, BER
GV A - D2FDOFABARV IO 0kY
KaE7r>TW3, Zhid, (28)ATE
(R|L,-)=0 4 32&, V&—>D2FL oizl
L0, ZOLEEEIKRTI T4+ )T+ g OEH
Tk, ZIOEBHIFL»LTH B, E
FE, R, JBMEEICLZE, Vx> D2
3, RV, RV OXEfH & & 1B AKHEE 1% T
THEEEN SIS, 2721, EWEREARIC
P ER oSS, IBHETE BRI IR &

#EH L TL F 5 o< (Thomakos and Wang
2003), zh o DIEHMIZOVCTIEHHUFTSH 5
72 CE#HRT 5, LBUO)IT X 2 &, HCOMHE
2372 & S IR ARG I3 3T b A K HE 196
TEHENSE, 2Rl FIT 1 VT 1277 R
2 S LEBENTH S, BT, RV L Z2ox

60 70 80 90 100

SURM

¥fio LBAO) &<, zofRitzhns sk
WRLROBRR IR > TV 2 TREME 2 RE T 2 b D
TH 5,

K2RV &EZzoBED 2 e 77 & (H
CHHBARE) 2 v 7= d D TH %, Z DN,
HOMBI DR OHEAENZ L 2R L THY,
Z i RV B3 EHEREEE IR > T3 v
SRTHREOKR LELGNTDH 2,

5.2 RBETFTIDOHERER
F£2121E, mHDO 1,200 DT — & 25 72

BAEDORVOEZEEFTLOHERRELT LD

nTwv s, 727 L, SICiZ X b, InRV-

ARFIMA, InRV-ARFIMAX = 5 A 0 ®RE 3

Wy p=0,qg=12, UCEFLDT 5727 4

—OIT J=28FRENT-DT, FORKF:

Y7 727 4 —DETOHERBRZFRL T

2, B200bbZ LIFLTO®Y TH 5,

(1) InRV-ARFIMA, InRV-ARFIMAX = 7
LD dofEEIZECTYS AR ARIED
A eohn T 0, RV oOREMHEIRER
EBRBIZE > TR Z Ebnd, 7z,
d OWEEMITAETEIZ 05 2 FlEl-> TWawy
DT, EENLIEEE T DS,

(2) InRV-ARFIMAX = 50 1, O#EEE I
HERIEOETH 0, RV IZHAMiAs 255
~HOBHIO S Fa-7-HOBHDIA
Yo ERTaEAAD DL ERDNS, F
72, m BAEBETRVZ LS, RVISETH
R AS TR 23S 5 72355 72 RGBT % 2 & A3
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e

£ 2. RV DETILOHERER

Yo 7V D 1996 45 3 B 12 H—20014E1 H 24 H
Y 7 AR 1,200

(a)InRV-ARFIMA (0, d, 1) =57+
A—=L)*UIn(RV) — 1) = we—Ouier, wue~WN(0, 62)

N A= HEEfH  EEHERHE
d 04574 0.0532
P 0.3401  0.2079
0 0.1407  0.0723
o 0.2768  0.0137
Log-likelihood | —931.99
LB(10) 5.58
JB 49.97%**

W) HEE R w OO 2 IEBLO G & L 7R RSB AUR A
T X 0T e, BEL U, PERR . HE 2 K (2006) O C 25
oz &, F7-, WEILSICITE - THEIRL 7=, EdE
B AR o EaEE T H 5, LB(10), JB i zh £ h k%
i, » Ljung-Box (1978) #i it 4 & Jarque-Bera #f &t 4 (1987)
%34, LB #istatid, Diebold(1988) m#kiz & b 4R
—PEx PR LTV 5, LB0) oA 15.99(10%), 18.31
(5%), 23.21(1%). JB st oA 4.61(10%), 59965
%), 9.21(1%). *, ** *** 3 zhsnzhZnGEKE 10
%, 5%, 1% THBTHHZ L amRT,

(b)InRV-ARFIMAX (0, d, 1) =51
(1 714)d(ln (R Vz) —/ln*/ll‘RtﬂJ 7#2D;71’[€£71|)
=u—Oui—r, u,~WN (0, 03)

NS A =& HEE(E  EERERZE

d 0.4873 0.0567
1o 0.2438 0.2289
m 0.0315 0.0216
112 0.0829 0.0200
0 0.2353 0.0742
o 0.2683 0.0136
Log-likelihood | —913.38

LB(10) 2.11

JB 66.627%**

W) HEERRRZETH w, OO & IEBO & L 7B RIS RUR
IZE 0 7572, FEL L, TER - 4K (2006) nflis C 25
Bozé, F72, RPEUISICITL > TER L, &
BEUECLE OB E TH 5, LB(10), JB i3z h ekt
e ® Ljung-Box (1978) # 5t & & Jarque-Bera #f 5t & (1987)
##+., LB#iti, Diebold(1988) »F#kic & b A
—M:Z R LT3, LB(10) offEAE I 15.99(10%), 18.31
(5%), 23.21(1%). JB#istmoEAMEE 4.61(10%), 5.99(5
%), 9.21(1%). * ** ***@ZznosxzhehBiEKRE10
%, 5%, 1% THETH»5Z L&Y,

WA

DB,
(3) InRV-HAR = 71 B1, (3B HE KIS
% T, B I3HEAKELR TEERTH Y,
RViz#dEZoHK, BRk AT <To
RV IZEKFE LTV 2 Z L 3b 2,

(4)

(c)InRV-HAR@®) = 5~
In(RV:) = BotBiIn(RV,-1) + B In(RVH
+Bs In(RVY) +ve, ve~WN (0, 03)

NIA—4 HEEfE BAERRE
Bo 0.0338 0.0905
B 0.2283 0.1010
B2 0.3903 0.1669
Bs 0.2189 0.1257
o5 0.2749 0.0387
Log-likelihood | —927.81
LB(10) 8.89
JB 43.93%**

H) HEEEBN2FIICL OIT- 72, 7272 L, EREME TG
P bk oBE¥ER2ETH» %5, LB10), B3 Fnik®
7. ® Ljung-Box (1978) #i 5t & Jarque-Bera #t 51 4 (1987)
%%+, LB#atE3, Diebold(1988) I & b 4 Aty
—H:zF% LT 5, LB0)HAEG 15.99(10%), 18.31(5
%), 23.21(1%). JB#fizt& o RMHE E 4.61(10%), 5.99(
%), 921(1%). * **, **@3zhonzhnZnBEKE 10
%, 5%, 1% THETH»5Z L &RT,

(@RV-UCQ) =51
d?(s) = gr’(s‘)
dr’(s) = —A,7’(s) ds+dz;i (A;s)
dr'(s) = —A;(/(s) = &) ds+wr (s)""* dB;(s), n; € [1, 2]

E(7'(s)) = w&, E(*(s)) = A—w)é
Var (' (s)) = waw? Var (72(s)) = (1—w) &*

0<w<l1

NT A= HETENE AR
g 2.3184 0.2145
o° 4.4367 1.6419
Al 0.0780 0.0281
Aa 135411.9792  788.0581
w 0.4781 0.2145
Log-likelihood —2437.96
LB(10) 6.90
JB 393583.66***

H) HER AT 4 g —F BRI L 0T
o7, 7, 77204 —0¥213SICITE > TRERL, B
S BRCR R ERE T H 5, LB0), JBirzh
FH1M LT WEZE RV, —E(RV]I.-) ® Ljung-Box
(1978) #iat & & Jarque-Bera #ist#: (1987) # % 4. LB #st
13, Diebold(1988) » /I & b HERE—t: % % L T
W%, LB(10) o R E ¢ 15.99(10%), 18.31(5%), 23.21(1
%). IB#fET & oo A E i 4.61(10%), 5.99(5%), 9.21(1
%). *, K My zhonen e EEKE10%, 5%, 1%
CTHETHHZ LR,

UC=E 7 DA, A o H#EEEI10.078 &
135412 T2, zoz b, Bl 7,04
— RSB DIZ LT, #2752
F—3F LA ERBIEA R EEIRLT
W3,
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% 3. ARCH BETFILOHERESR

7 AR 1996 4E 3 4 12 H—2001 41 H 24 H
¥ 7 A 1,200

(a)GARCH

0f = w+Boitagi o, w>0,8,a=0

NG X — & HEENH BRI
w 0.0804 0.0297
o) 0.8759 0.0221
a 0.0880 0.0176
Log-likelihood | —2100.12
LB(10)
Z: 7.33
zi 3.90

) BRI X o TIT - 72, ERBERHE (BRI
HoEaEEE T H 5, LB(0) 2 Diebold (1988) » Jj#kic &
O SRS — M % JH% L 72 Ljung-Box (1978) #iiti 2 £ L,
UL LR 2, =8/ /G2 LEFD2FENFNIZONVT
HELTvs, LB(0) oA 15.99(10%), 18.31(5%),
23.21(1%).

(b)GJR
0r = w+ Boi-1+agi + yDioieb, w>0, 8, a, y=0
PR R o B Estimates Standard Errors
® 0.0763 0.0278
B 0.8820 0.0223
a 0.0266 0.0172
s 0.1111 0.0311
Log-likelihood | —2090.71
LB(10)
Z 7.49
232 515

) HERREELR LR & 5 T - 7o, BEAERZE B
WoMHERETH 5, LB0)E Diebold(1988) » Jj#k1z &
O SRR — P % J8% L 7= Ljung-Box (1978) ¥zt # £ L,
HAEALLBREE 2,=6//G L XD 2FZNZTHITONT
HE LTV 2, LB(10) oE A3 15.99(10%), 18.31(5%),
23.21(1%).

(c)EGARCH
In(6?) = w+ ¢{In(o?-1) — w}+ 0ze-1+ r{|ze-1| — E (|ze-1)) }
Parameters Estimates Standard Errors
2] 0.6589 0.1456
® 0.9667 0.0121
0 —0.0917 0.0217
Y 0.1492 0.0338
Log-likelihood | —2088.32
LB(10)
2 7.84
z? 5.43

) HEBBAURAIEC & > TfT - 7=, BRI SRAURCE
BB E T & 5, LB(10) i3 Diebold (1988) ® J5 #:12 X
0 SRR — 4 % 8% L 7= Ljung-Box (1978) #izti & £ L,
HAEAL L7 R3E 2= 65 L XD 2R ENENITOVT
HELTV 5, LB0) oAl 15.99(10%), 18.31(5%),
23.21(1%).

(d)APGARCH
0! = w+Bot 1+ alle|—ree-1)?
@8 20, o 20, ~1<y<]

Parameters Estimates Standard Errors
) 1.1001 0.3683
2] 0.0509 0.0175
B 0.8996 0.0202
a 0.0819 0.0173
7 0.5943 0.2088
Log-likelihood | —2088.00
LB(10)
Z: 7.42
z} 6.97

) HEBEEBRLURAEC & > TfT - 7=, BERERE R
B ERBE TH 5, LB(10) i3 Diebold(1988) o i &
0 SRS % % L 7= Ljung-Box (1978) #titie & & L,
KU LR 2,=E6//G2LAED2JERENTHITONT
B LT, LB(0) oA ME 1 15.99(10%), 18.31(5%),
23.21(1%).

(e) FIEGARCH
1—¢L) Q= L)In(0?) — @} = Oz + {|ze-1| — E (2e-1]) }

Parameters Estimates Standard Errors
d 0.2569 0.3052
2] 0.6065 0.2776
[ 0.9149 0.0828
0 —0.0697 0.0247
Y 0.1099 0.0546
Log-likelihood | —2087.50
LB(10)
Z 7.68
z: 524

) HEEE Taylor(2001)i2 & » TRES ATV S HEIT L
> T - 72, BEL <, P - e % K (2006) Dffizk B 2 B
Oz b, R RN L OBAEEE T H 5, LB(0)
13 Diebold (1988) ® k12 & b R — ¥ % % L 72
Ljung-Box (1978) ¥ st f # £ L, H¥efb L2 2%E Z2. =&/
Jeitzo 2Rz ERIIOVTEHE LTV, LBU0) D
[ AL 15.99(10%), 18.31(5%), 23.21(1%).

(5) LB(10) Dflir> 5, $XTDETLDKE
CAEEZHECHBIE AV L Asb D,

6) JB#EtEOELS, T XTOEFT LD
ETIEHMEENENS, FiZ, RV oxf
¥z iodzroFFERNMLLTV2 UC =
Fatid, IBHiEOMEIEIFFE ICEVE
ERLTWV A,

%3123 ARCHE = S L O#ERH R T &
BHOLNTWVD, ZORLLDLHBZ LIFLETO
WY TH D,

(1) GJR=5Fn & APGARCH =7 D y D
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HEEE AR AR 2 IE 0, EGAR-
CH =5 1% & »* FIEGARCH =5 Ao 4
PHEMESHBE 2 ADMETH 2 Z Lo,
ik As EAS - 72 HOEH L 0 d{liks2F A3
ST-HDPBBHDOHF BRI T4 YT 450
RIS B L b,

(20 APGARCH = 7L ® §ix 6=1»0HHE
ZTEHE L 7S, 0=2 1A EICTFE S,

(3) FIEGARCH =75 1o d o#EEIX, BE
ZRIED(BEXE S AT 2 A3, EEREIHZE A3k
W, dIAEEIZ0 F EES Tuv i,
L7835 T, K77 4 )7 4 ITRMRERENY
Kh D EFERTHZ LT TE R, F 7,
d OHEFEMEIX 05 # BFIZFE - TWvizw
DT, K774 )T 4 BEELEIdb
N

(4) $xToEFrT, EELLLZY L -
fozo 2 IIERE BCHBIEEN S 1
7z,

5.3 KRIT 1) T 1 DFRBEDNLLE

KFicid, FE=EFTAMZESTKI T4 Y 74
O LT IE £ 515 L, TUHNEE o ik % 17
5. K774 )74 0 1 LT HHEOEE L
ToXsifrorz, HRY %2 —>, RV Ed %
TR 2475 TH Y, FTHRWO 1S
1200 i cooy > 7% 5 T4 ARCH #
EFNLERVDOEFTALDANT X — 2 2HEE L,
FOTFTL20 DR Z 74V 7 4+ OFHEZ
HEST 2, T, 2825 1201 F coy
TNaffio TEETLDNT X — 2 ZHETE L
FOTFTI202 KRS 7 4 V5 4+ OFHIEZ
AET S, DEEgoEL, WK 2475 Mo
K774 )74 OTHELFIET 2, itk
> TN 1,201 056 2475 1 TR F
74 VT ¢ OFRME % - T TUNEE o L %
15,

ARCH#l = FrTi3, t HlOKXRZ7 74 Y 74
-1l b2 2B 20 R+ &
FaVEVIERTMEN KL L TES
DT, NTA—2DfHL —1 ] F TOBFHA
GzontuF tloRZ 7 4 ) 7 4+ OFHMEI

B¥ICHETE 2, 20 LT, RVoEF
MITRTHEEEZ &4, 2 UC = FAL4s
3, RV: Tid7%a zodBEOEE @Rk L
TW5DT, K774 V7 4+ OFAEZHET
BICISRREHDO DM 2 RES 5 LEAH 5, Hi
Hi DR 2> SREH DO L AR IEBR A2
STElE L Ty % 43, AFiTix, Koopman, Jung-
backer and Hol (2005), &I « t£ 4 A& (2006) 7z
EDETHRICRE, FHEOHEAD S, IE
BoMmezRET S, 2535 &, JEEHRDHA
OWBELX O, t—1HcEiF3 tHloKRZ T 41
T4 OFHUMEE, t—1#icH 2 o RV
D T JIfE mtlt—l ELTH&kD L S I ET S
%,

E\Vmﬂ = EXD[E(IH(RVt)Ht—l)
+%Var(ln(RVt)|It-1)J. (36)

zzT, EUn(RV)I|I-1), Var In(RV)|L,—1)
rhEhn, t—1c 3 n(RV.) oiE
L iz L, AIFR YT 2 —22fEE S0
EETFTALLHEICEE TS, BEIRESD
e LTHETE S, fl21E, ARFIMAX =
F LTI,

E(n(RV) L)
= po+ (uu+ p2Di-1) | Re—|

{In (RVi_s) — pto— (uu+ p2D7-1) | Re— 1|}

+€ut_1, (37)
Var An(RV)|I:-) = o3 (38)
T 5,

Dok s icitBEsnr-K5574 9 574 OF
HEOKSE % i+ 57201218, K774 ) F
¢ DEOENUBETH B, K774 YT 4D
BEoEIBNT & v, REERALEL
5, K774 )74 ORBEKLE LTz EZ
T HsRTVWDE, R(dLIEZEN
26 E ACMHBI#BRE L7 E)D2FETH
5> 7= (FEER 2000, 2.3.3#). KFEo &k 51z,
CRITH T E(R|L-) =0 L{RET 3 &,
Ri=&i=0izZ L7x b, RI(D LKL EDIXKR>
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T4 VT4 ol TR, ZITIKRET 5,
Andersen and Bollerslev(1998) i, = ® zf @
BEEAKE NS, EOKT T4 Y74 OfRH
BEHELTRI(BLLBED)EHACR L, K7
T4 U T4 OFRREELIELFHlicE vz
LERIEHLTY S, o, RI(B LI &

DRHBOVIZRV 222 L 2REL TV 5,

% 7=, Hansen and Lunde (2006a) (2, H oK 7
T4 U7 OREEHK L LT RIS LG &
V3L, MES TR 74U 7 ¢ OTHK
ErBrerrzReer v LTERLTL
FOTREMA DL LERLTEHY, 5D
RI (B LI ENTRAL, RVEAHVEZ L
FRELTVS, 22T, ARTIHEDOKRT 7
4 VT ORBEHIZRVEHCTKR T 7 4
V7« OFHREE OB 21T 5.

K774 V7 4 THOKE & 2,
LfIUrgR Iz e, LLUF o RMSE (root mean
squared error), RMSPE (root mean squared
percentage error), MAE(mean absolute
error), MAPE(mean absolute percentage
error) # v %,

RM&D'/ L% Ry a2
= R e DAl s
B L 2,475 M)z
RMSPE = 1,275t=12,zm< Bk ’
A B 1 2,475 ~2
MAE = mtzlz,:zoJRVtA i
2,475 — G2
MAPE = - L_ %% | RV: Gmﬂ+

1,275 ¢ T2 RV,

TZT, G dBETAICEL S t—1HlICE

5 tloOKRT 74 )74 of OFHIEZFES,

) 2 1£, InRV-ARFIMAX E 5L ® 6§ (3
BEORTEHEEND RV e LT 5.
INSDIRESR T X TOEFMTOWVTEE
L7-donELThHD, HEED7-0I12, RV D
XEE = fGHE 72 ARQ)=FArTtERIL L 728
BITOVWTRIHEEfT-> TV 5%, ZOEMLD
B LR TO®BY TH S,
(1) #_XTofEIzH T, RVoOEFAIZT

~TARCH# =710 FHREZ LE %,

% d ¥ 72 InRV-AR(D) = 7+ T d 3

K4 K57 )T OFABEOLE

RMSE RMSPE MAE MAPE

InRV-ARFIMA  1.0532  0.6117  0.6722  0.4375
InRV-ARFIMAX 1.0675  0.6031" 0.6727  0.4337"

InRV-HAR 1.0531 0.6206  0.6650" 0.4390
RV-UC(2) 1.1052  0.6163  0.6931  0.5352
InRV-AR(1) 1.1382  0.8562  0.7533  0.5699
GARCH 1.1743  1.0474  0.8079  0.6866
GJR 1.1729'Y 1.0028  0.7950  0.6554
EGARCH 1.1857 09719  0.8081  0.6453
APGARCH 1.1837  0.9911  0.8052  0.6541
FIEGARCH 1.1813  0.8922'“ (.7927“" 0.6012“V

) (DRTRTOEFLORTRS THURELE S O,
(al)x ARCH #& 7 orhTlie d FHKEE AT & 0,

To ARCH# =7 1o FHKEE « LBl %,

(20 RV oxEFAohTld, Ziui b FRkEE
12 2% 72 v A3, RMSE & MAE T &
InRV-HAR = 7 /238 d FTHRIKEE 255 <,
RMSPE & MAPE < (Z InRV-ARFIMAX
= FADE S THREE 2 &,

(3) ARCHZ# = &1 o ix, RMSE T
GIR = 728t b THREE A5 <, Zhld
Mo it 4~ T FIEGARCH = 5 v
230 b TR EE A,

6. Realized Volatility DR DFHEE

6.1 VaR XA 7> 3 EE~DIcH

K774 07« OFHUREE OB TR, HO
K774 V7 4 AT E 72 L) R R
#» v, Z Z Tk Andersen and Bollerslev
(1998) » Hansen and Lunde (2006a) IZ%¢V,
RVZHEHDOKRZ T4 )7 ¢« OfREEH L LTI
Bxfr-72. L»L, 3L RVIZR LD A
T AN LHEEITIE, ZoOFEIRIELL v
LIZBDT, HEOKRIZ T4+ V74 Z20E L L
BUWHEBSEETHS, £5 L72b0ilid,
2%, Value-at-Risk (VaR)® A 7" 5 ik
R AD B, 7272, FRLETIS
HiTi3, VE—ORmEES T B, IE
P r I %2 L0 X 5 IR B0 80 5 2l
R AEL 5,

VaR # v Tl %17 -> T3 3 oI,
Giot and Laurent (2004) & 38 « ££ % A (2006)
Nad 5, Fi#ElE 7 7 > =z CACL0 Frftifs 2,
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7 A ) Ao S&P500 BififE, 1IN L — b,
<2 Frr—t 2 v, #BEi3HEE 225 B
M52 &% Tt 247> TV %, BIE Ofbw
i, V&% —>D4Hfi% skewed-t HAFIZT B &,
RV ox# i # ARFIMAX = FrtcERILT
2n&, HRY % —>»% APGARCH =571 T
FERALT B0 LT, BIFRILANT7 4 —= > A3
Bohz it wd3doThs, FHIIHLT, %
#ix, HkY % — > % FIEGARCH = 7L T%&E
A9 % L RV ox#E» ARFIMAX =7 v
TERALT 2L 07 4 —~w > 285, -
H#% 225 BRIER D U & — 13 BB RE AL
o T, skewed-t A EACS L b, @ED
t NN T 4 — = 2 A E S
SFEREHB TS, 27L, ZhbOWETIH,
InRV-ARFIMAX = 5742 & %5 VaR oFt#E T,
¥ 3 InRV-ARFIMAX £ 5L D X5 X — & %
HFEL, #0zffo T1HI%EO RV 2FHIL,
WITY & —> % RV o FREDFHECTE -
72 D& 5 Tt 4= skewed-1 4345 o H R
ERERAHEES 5 &5 2 BFE#HEED & v
B0, V& —r& RV ZEKIZEFTLL RV
DNFTA—Z L) Z— DD NT A — X%
FRHHEE T % &, InRV-ARFIMAX = 70k
EradET 2 EEsH 2, ) 4 - &RV
KRz T b LT3 % oz, Takahashi,
Omori and Watanabe (2007) 23d %,

RV %4 7" o i 2B H LT 2 8F%80
2 & A &R L, ME— D HIs 28 Ubukata and
Watanabe (2007) T %, # ZTl3, HEAFKD
fabr it O RED T T, HRE225 4 7' 5 »
IZOWTHHT L, RV oXt#fE % ARFIMA =
FSrTtERbL LA KRY & — > %
GARCH =512 GJR € 7L TER L L7285
L0 N7 4 —w AN/ EERLTL
%,

6.2 v rTDEAN

N F CEEMED S » > 7ITOVWTIEEZ
7z 7> - 7223, Barndorff-Nielsen and Shephard
(2004) ©id, DRIz v > 7Hx(s)dg(s) %
WA 722 ¢ > 7 PR IGHER

dp(s) = p(s)ds+o(s)dW (s) +x(s)dq(s)
(39)
FEZTVSE, ZZ7T, dg(s) 32+ > 703
ST EIERTIER T, stz > 7
Bt dg(s)=1 ZziFniXdg(s)=07Tad»
5, %7, x(5) 3T+ 7OV A4 X2ERKT,
ot s, QR&MH- TRV EHEST S L,
T e 7THECTCEATLE 5, £ TG,
Barndorff-Nielsen and Shephard(2004) (%,
QARTERBEINZIZEDOKRT T4V T 4 ODHEE
BHLLT, FHROESID3DEEERLT.

BV, = %j;'7/t—1+j/n“7/t71+(j—1)/n|- (40)

Z ® BV, iz Bipower Variation & FE(E 41,
n—ooo L3 HE, Py THRDLEETHY,
Q)R TERBENIEDKR T T 4 ) 7T 4 ITHEXR
IR %,

zz7T, QRTEESNS RV, &£ 40)ART
EFEN D BV, 0% RV, — BV, I3, n—o &
T5L, BtHTRERZS T DOKRKESD2
TR 2 io1<s=x®(s) ITHERIBIRT 2, LA L,
RV,—BV; i, EEoHETIE, AithksZ L
»3d % T, Barndorff-Nielsen and Shephard
(2004) 12, =2 v > 7D 2 FM%

J: = max[RV:— BV, 0] (41)
ELTHEET 22 LR BREL TV 5,
Andersen, Bollerslev and Diebold (2003) i,
HAR = F 03 AR J, % In 2 72 HAR-
RV-J =52, RVi.,, RVZ, RVE ofb
Y i€ BVe-i; BViti, BViti, Je-iz Ji JEL%
Huv7: HAR-RV-C] €72 #E L TV 5,

6.3 Realized Range-based Volatility

RV IZHF OB 28O Y & — > o 2
Wz 7% O TH - 7225, Christensen and
Podolskij (2006), Martens and van Dijk
(2007) &3, Hrh o 5 Rk O Rl & 21
DEDL2FLRELADE 02 HEETERK T
#] 7= Realized Range - based Volatility
(RRV) #HEL LT\ 5,

2t H 2R A © n @O KENIZH 5,
A ORsEEBE ORIz E m EOMiiE B 0, 26 ¢
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Ho  HHOXBOEIE L ZEE FhEh Hy,,
Li:t325L, RRVIEHUTOL S icEHKS L
%,

RRV: = 5= (In(He.) —In(Le)” (42)
T, BTy EFHo L P
rangen, = max (Wem—Wem)  (43)

L34 2L, An=E(range?) TH %, m—oo &
T5L, Ap—4In(2) L 22D T, mst+oK
FWEAIE, Anx4In(2) & L THED V2, £
STRVEEITE, AMZsIaol—32g»iC
Lo TR® 2 LEAH B % (Christensen  and
Podolskij 2006 & Fig. 2 # &R). m s/h&w
AT, An 3 4n(2) X 0 kv /phE Vo
T, An=4In(2) £ LTRRV 25tE+ 2L, B
INFHE LT L E S,

A 2B R} F 4 — /A4 X03IFHUL,
RRV o 4#id RV oo 1/5th sz &
7R & 1L 5 o T (Christensen and Podolskij
2006, Martens and van Dijk 2007), RRV o
FimsRV & d&RMaHER LS, L
L, RRVEIo~A/m R+ T F 5 —</
4 X &P oR T Lo T v (Mar-
tens and van Dijk 2007), RV Ll Ekiz=A 7w
ALZ7F = /A XOBRESEHEL 2D
(Christensen, Podolskij and Vetter 2007,
Martens and van Dijk 2007).

RRV # W7 SKFESHTIE 21X LA ETTD
T 72w As, FH (2006) (3 H 8 225 BRAfiFEEC
DRV & RRV 25H L, 2415 2 ARFIMA
EFATERMLTKR T T4 V74 OFWELT
W, BoRT T4 ) 74 ORBEEK L RV L L
72845 3 RRV ELZYHE 3, RRV & AR-
FIMA = F 2 T@ERAL L7277 23 F JIKG 251
VLSRN,

6.4 Realized Covariance

2EEDY & — > OEHETF — % {(rue—t4un,
Yot-141/n) (Vl,t—1+2/n, Vz,t+2/n), -y (Wit Vz,t)} A3
» LG, TVt BELTO X
IITHEET B M TE S,

RC, = grl,t—l+z‘/n7/2,t—l+i/n~ (44)

Z f1 % Realized Covariance (RC) & FE-33,

EEITIE, 2 D DOEE Ok { D [ERF
Tld7e <, —J OB LMK 232V 72X B
) — OB OVT VRN Enh D, £
L7 A SRR AR 232 < & 5 T flifd 247
S EWV I HENEZ OND A, ZOHEKEAA
7AEREL S LA[HEM A H S, Hayashi and
Yoshida (2005) 3, % 3 L7-@iE %475 2 &%
{, 2BEOHMPY & — > &l <ZFHHE L, K
MRS A —X—F » 7L T2 ) 4 — > Off
OFMELTRCEFETAZLERELTHY,
2535 LREOEDHO—BHEREICTRLZ L
FAHFBHA LTV, 72721, fEsid~f7a X}
S0 Fx— /A XEBZTHELY, v{om
ZbTOFe— o /A4 XEERLTHESOTE
# PR L7= % 012 Voev and Lunde (2007) 233
%, #7-, Ubukata and Oya(2007)%, <4 2
BZX b7 F 4 — /4 X%EELT, Haya-
shi and Yoshida (2005) ® 58 HE 7254 7
AWBBHDE I DEBRET HHEEREL T
%,

6.5 RV MOIEIEMM & HBA—1

2 TIE RV oK EFLORKED JBifiGHE
FHELTHY, 2L LT _RTOEFTL
THEHOTEHAMBFEN STV 2, Wz L
57 VWRVED o0 MHITB L T,
Barndorff-Nielsen and Shephard (2002 a, b) #3
4434z >w~ T, Forsberg and Bollerslev
(2002) 2338 D RV & G & 5 2 KA A0
1ZoWT, Wit d Inverse Gaussian (IG) 476
T3 ELFEMUTEZ L ERLTWVS, Fors-
berg and Bollerslev (2002) (%, BAfRM2i3, &
D GARCH-IG € FA437 ¢ » AR WVWZ &
ZRL TV B,

RVi|I,..~IG(d?, a), (45)
0} = w Boi_1+aRV,_, (46)

zzw, IG(6?, @) 131G HAzEL, +OHR
FREEBIHII K D L H it 5z o B,
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fle)= mexp[a*%< agf +%’§>]. 47)
ZZTR, GRIIEDKRTIT 4+ )T 42Tl
1At o LT 25 < RV, o {1 £ {E
E(RVzIIH) #ERLTVW3,

zhicx LT, HRY % — > % RV cH#il
L72Y & —> R/JRV: DA 3B E B A
RV Z EsmsnTE L, dLEAMIELL,
22 BFLO & 512 RV O 4345 45 1G 4345
TH5%6, BRY & —> 0%t
F(R¢|I;-)) i Normal Inverse Gaussian (NIG)
SARIZHE S (BEL <13, Forsberg 2002 £J%).

FRAL-) = [F(RIRV f(RVIL ) dRV.

~NIG (a, 0,0, 67). (48)
ZZ7T, NIG(a,0,0,07) 3 NIG iz L,
Z OMERBERBEBIR D L S ich 2605,
(a1 (3)
ao; 5
f) =2 g
J1+(%)
Xexp[ﬁ{/2j+8<§%ﬂl,a>04ﬁ>0.
(49)
72720, Ki(s) 3kE 1 o fEES ., 2L
Bz +. 7, zzTid, HRY X —>o
FHIE0TH D ERELTV S,

ZdDZ Lo, Forsherg and Bollerslev
(2002) 12, A&V & —>oEFreELT, LT
DX 5 7% GARCH-NIG =7 vz HEEL, 7«
y PRV Z EERLTVS,

R, = 0z, 22~NIG(a,0,0,1),  (50)
0? = w+ Bot_ +aR?_.. (51)

Forsberg and Bollerslev(2002) Ti& RV @
DAL —MIZONTIEE 2 T Rv23, RV
OIEFIEHME R IHAE L > Td 72580
TV 2 uTREME s & 5 (JEHS 2000, 1.4 #i), =2
<, Corsi, Kretschmer, Mittnik and Pigorsch
(2005) 1%, RV o #AE—#: L IEIEHM: 2
FHERLEEFAERERE LTV 5, BARITE,
REHO A —¥ % GARCH = 7+ TFE
Ak L, EEHDOHMH % NIG(Normal Inverse
Gaussian)Zr /i 12 L 7= &k © X 5 7zt HAR-

GARCH =57 L2 E LT\ 5,

VRV: = Bot+ BiVRVioi+ BV RV
+ B8RV + u,
ur = 02, 2e~NIG (a, b, 11, S),
0f = w+ Boi+auioi. (52)
zZ T, NIG(a, b, 1, 6) 2 NIG#HFHEEL,
F ORERFEBBIR O L S ich 2z on s,

()
O e
5
quﬂ/if?+ﬁigﬁﬂ,ww
6>0,a>0,b€ (—a,a).

72750, 2z 3B 0, Bl o T,

_b(az_bZ) 67 b(az_bZ)S/Z
02 ’ - az .

=

Corsi, Kretschmer, Mittnik and Pigorsch
(2005) 12 HAR # v T\ % 25, Z % AR-
FIMAX)EFAMZT 20K 5 TH 5, T,
RV o )i % =7 b LT %25, RV £
b0 RVodHErETvbT s LT
5%,

7. FLHESROMARRE

AFTIE, RVOMFEDOY -4 2475 L &
1T, HADHEE 225 Hffifs B » RV 2 5 5H
L, Zh I TIZRESI N T3 RV OFRY=E
FLOHEET 7. GO THRYY 2 —>%
Fv~72 ARCH = F Lo HEE 7V, R 7 7
1+ V7 4 OTFTHREE O 21T 5 72,

SHORV OBMEREBEE LTRHUTOL S
bonFEiFonsd,

(1) BHECBEMBII~A /n At T2 F
— e JAXEEHOT, RVoOFETRZDE
BECHITNE L TR EEICR D, 2.2
17231, =4 270X+ 52F 4
— e A XERBT B2 RV OHEFE
BB O REINTWZDT, F05H0D
T EDTTENTR S BRI TH %50 BT EE
T & % (Andersen, Bollerslev and Meddahi
2006), #oEE, ZFTITRES LTV 3
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BEAEDFETE, WAL dig, ~frnm
257 F v — /4 X p(s) 1TiFHCHEIA
72, BEOXEU#E p(s) & &M ZFE72 70
RE LTV 2 DT, 248 OAREAIE Lus
DHE S BT DONT IR T 252D 5,

(2) AFTH Y ¥RV 0B H 2 E TR
e Froht, UCEFA2F2(19), (20)
A0 L) R E T 2 KL LTH Y,
ZFHL-ENT, zoeFrMIEETH L, £
D—FT, #EEREE v e ElEL LT3 7
OIT, ZoETFARINET 286 3R €
FANGBIEL T svr-o, flloe
TN EHSRTHESB S TE Yy, Lal, &
%, Bz, ~ 4270 Rt7320F 45— /44X
ZEELE-ETL, RVEDIDOTIREZLZD
SEER T HBOETF, K754 )57 4 £F
OIENFREEER L2 7, RRVoOEF v
7% ENOIRRII AR /RTH B,

3) ARTiy, UC =7, RV OXEME
OEF 2 ER L7225, RV 2D DX RV D
PR e e L 28 L gL, Shandig
Lyorzsl+ szt dEBETDH 5,
Gongalves and Meddahi (2006) (%, Box=Cox
Bz flio <, RV ol s E s 320208
YL EofReRLTV S,

(4) AFyo RV-ARFIMA (X) & 7 /v o HE %E #&
Bas, HEE225 0 RV b, iR, £
HIEEEBEB I/ > TB 2 LS IT e 5 72
25, 95 L-RIEEEE R0 T, FEE
BEE T > Td 20 STV B A HEM IS
%, 22T, RV OEZICOVTOHHT S
HECH S, Ui L, BaiandPerron(1998) 7~
2 F oLk S M ORESEED 7 2 M ERIE
BB F— 21tz z0 F FIMHTE v
Z L AH S Tk 0 (Lavielle and Moulines
2000), F7-RIAGCEMAFICRE S 7 — 2 1TRES
BT =+ 2f15 &, BEEEAR THHE
EEAEECRIE SN Z LMo TV 5
(Diebold and Inoue 2001), #z -, £z
HWEE DT T SR 2 fEEZE Lo 7 2+ DEAFELS
Y3Fns, Liuand Maheu(2006) (3 HAR €7
4z Chib(1998) D N4 XD Fk 2 InH T % =

L2k v, RV oREZEMESITIL TS,

(6) AfmTiy, LfrTPtEFEM H®Y 2 —>%
JAWTARCHEI = Fr 2 HiET %2 L, RV D
RRAlETFT L2 HV2 L0, K774 74 0DF
HRSEE S L S ER B o/, 22T,
HkY &4 —>Tid7n, APV 2 - 2T
ARCH®H = F 2R LS HETR7 74 Y
T4 OTFTHREEL E S 72228 BRIV,
Deo, Hurvich and Lu(2006) (2, S&P500 2>
WT, HFD I HZ Lty 4 -2 HTE
WEHEHERN KR 7 7+ ) 7 + ZE(ong-
memory stochastic volatility) & 7 % HEE L
K774 )71+ &2THT 5L, HRRV 2 Hw
T ARFIMA = 72 HEE L7255 L, 1EXH
SEOFRREESEON L LEZRLTVS, 72
7L, BRIV Z - ORI T4 U 7 4 ITIEER
2xdH2oT® HpY) 2 —r%HWT
ARCH # = FARHERWIKN 7 7 + U 7 4 ZH
ETFEHEET A0, FANCERIM 2 R
ET20ENH L, Hrhy 24— OKR T 7 4 Y
T 4 DOEHIM OBRFEIZ OV T, Andersen
and Bollerslev(1997), Deo, Hurvich and Lu
(2006) = &BD Z L,

(6) ARTIRILY EF7adorzns, K774 Y
T3 A T g ML SEHBE SN DEA 7
FARRIFAVTFaBBY, £>7 74
NeRT7 47« OFEHBEICSREKRS A
RSB T2, 7790 e —ARET G
WHEF TORZ T4 VT4 &a—ELRET ZD
T, K774 V71 LB T 20THIUE, 7
Tyl eg—AXEFALERACCHESNA
A7 A F e RKT77T 40T 4IRIELL &V,
zzT, REEMBCT 7 2 > qa—1X%E
FTADE I RFEEDETFT L ERERT, HIC
BNARD L 572 ¢ > 7HHOBR A £ ]E L
BETAMS TN =5 427724 F SR I T4
7 4 (MFIV) 23 Britten-Jones and Neuberger
(2000) ® Jiang and Tian(2005)iZ & - THRZE
A7, BNRD S p > THHOBRE TR Z
T4 )T 4 IHERICER L TIRED DT,
MFIV 3K 77 4 V7T 4+ BEET 2855 TDH
M E 2, Z 5 L7z MFIV & RV o Btk
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ST BRI, MFIV 3B AE» S+ 77> 4
COMWHETCORT T4 VT 4 ORERO T
x0T, BAERHEED RVICEE I TV
WIFBROKRZ 74 ) T4 TR AEHREEAT
VB AREME B B, £ Z T, RV oRRIIE S
MR E LTMFIV 22 %z L &k
o, FROKZ T4 V)T 1+ OTHNEEHHES
EHEILONTHZLRIEETH 2%,
Bandi and Perron(2006), Christensen and
Nielsen (2006) & (2, MFIV & RV o 4 3:H0
4y (fractional co-integration) BRI 2w~ T 4
M %47 > T3 v, Bollerslev and Zhou (2006) (2
YRZ e TLITHRKTT 4+ )T 1 BEOIE
MBEHEE 72 2= LR T T4 )T 4 DB
HREKRT7T 4V 7412 RV & MFIV 2 HuwT
SOWEFT>TB, F7, MFIVi37 4 v —F
HLHERPE DO T TOREL S+ 77 5 » D
WMETcoR7 T4 VT4 OMEFER O T, Bol-
lerslev, Gibbson and Zhou(2006), Bollerslev
and Zhou(2007) & 2, MFIV & RV @7 % K
STF4NVT4DYRT e TLITHLEERLIY
MzfT->Tw3,

(— KGRI IERT)

E

*  ABFgRE A 21 #2 COE 7'm 775 & &Rl
DEH O HTHLEREEE | 5 X OSBRS80S 98 (e o
TEHET — 2 2 AV BROEHFHH OGRS L 0B
BEZF T2, —GRFEREPRT O EGIBFESS I
BOHEWR AL RTEV, I RBEREFECE—E
KEREFP IR ORI TF S AV KB BIGEIC2 572, 2
ZICEELTREOBEERE LV, ARICE - TW2#EL I
TRTEZEDEMLETH S,

1) ARCHE = FARHRNKN 7 74+ ) 7 4 BB=E 7
Izow T, L <3, Bollerslev, Engle and Nelson
(1994), Ghysels, Harvey and Renault (1996), 3 (2000)
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