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— Economic Characteristics of Arbitrage Pricing Model. -
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LU e g
#%l Ross9 APMolct 2 ¥ 9g 4tghEo] Ross 9 APM & F53 sgw

* F RS LB ¥ FE ¥ odd A .
x KEFE RS EEER BEE



9 RERHL

CAPMo| vla] R} —peolo], BEAaES MMo 2 2 40| =4 U= 5
) & Huberman, Ingersoll, Stambaugh, Connor 59 #HHZM 7o}
Al4xlz 9lon, £3 Roll & Ross, Chen, Reinganum, Gibbons 59 '# %M1
il oo} APMol w3t Bifgm #HENS ®ASH] A3t &FHW HWRoE s
#1752 At

A g7t APMeol 33t HER Mol o L& KA BlER EA WA o
3 BES HRAKEES RYste BRUe HBEERNY BE #HEsts H A4E 7
A Skeh,

23, APM O] 7 & RHMEBL-S #aty Hikol o8 #iwd SAEHY &8
BoRE gobsty] o3che Aol webA EERS HE #Heshkod old #Ed
EBER BokE stobets o] APMO| g H%x T3 HEE 5o gtow,
B ol & A Asks] A% HE AEE 2 A
3 2 99 fE e BEANH S HROE I BREFEKRT HAY EEN WHE
£ 29 ¥2 CAPM = 2 &3 R3¥ (extended model) o BEMN REH &
#olg o Eifol & APMo| didt EBHAL otgsiAl AN=Hz Ak &, %9
1hete] Sl BHO FHS oA ol bR A ofe] wEA|ul, AFAA] 9 FER
5 T¢std APMO] 7 KAKBES RSt HEEHC HF 3~47  FE
ste A2 #Esdc” E3 CAPM APMS BifMm Rt vias £ A3
APMo] Mot Y2 ®EHE FE Ao v ? ol fguat BERMHlA %
ABHEE sl ERNCE HHER LMY ERS] F#4¢ & A& A4 F
Aoz £ 7 A

et EHERC R Bol o) &so ol Kl -BKKAQ CAPMYE e —KiAoR
Ao HERER (multi-factor-model) el APMo] 9q $-2lve} AAMBHS R
# e Ax oude Yol A", 2ERE oA APMERS 2o 3
AstA H AAE Ao R st hRMO R BAFSL,ES HEY ERY LW
BRE st ste AlxoA 2 o5 3aA gt

weps] A Hgel e 2l vet BAHHE FLoR

(1) APMS FHWEES &L

1) @i, “REEBREHENY BHY B5} KRN 507 BEF8E% ] 46
3], (1984).

2) MIEME, “ CAPM3 APMe| HEHZE ., ” | HEHR |, B18% , 15
W07 SR (FERD, BEABRRMER SREEHEN , (1984).
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) #HAMaHd JFE v HBEERS HED T
3) #EY HAEH KiEm Bkd st YR BETmHY EREHEE R
B8 2e Ag 2 BMOo R S

I .- BEFEKREN B3 Hmey BE

BARSY HES RWE o —Hme EROEZ Rossol o3 Ayl APM »
L RE AE v HHY :& do] oJ e HBEMl o R + Ak FA
Mel BES FIRE ot 9 Z BE HEHSY kg T vAE BERE

3,0y, V52 EAS olw mE e Kase e 2 khel
ERe BEEKZ EA9 F e sl
’:‘.-_—Ei_}-b“’gl.{. ..................... +bih3h+fi(ﬂ'l)
o, 7 BES KAK(ERBK, I =1, o , n)

E: : 7 &&9 Hwin ( ex ante) PiRlaESE

bis: EER EY B NI BRE Y KEFS REE (sensitivity)
5 #Rche BERGR

5y 2e mEe Wikl 9T vIAE WM (ex post) <l FHEEH

(common factor) 2.2 029 F£#Hg Zed,

€ uE 0o WA mEE

E{Z.E}}:Q (G =1,2, cmemeeees £)
E{e-Gb=0 (ixh)
(ﬁﬂ-l)oﬂﬂ‘] bil!bmf ......... bik"\‘:‘ gg# u&ﬁg #]EE}J a /“]‘I’

i Fx mEEe) AU WA BiE s Y Ko drty =izl RS
= Vel E FEEY 72 BRo 3 kAR fikk (systematic risk)olgm &

4 otk BlH, € & ®wES BEAERN (idiosyncratic factor) 024 FEEFRL
e (unsystematic risk)olet @ & b webd APMolA BEshs WaER

S.A.Ross, “ The Arbitrage Theory of Capital Asset Pricing,” fournal

3D
13 (Dec. 1976), pp. 341-360.

of Economic Theory, Vol.
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B (return generating model)ol 3le, o] & ;9 Wiso #EHL k 7
o HBERI MEIIKE AN EHER #iHo = FYslds AL BRI

old HEAR EBY 737t gz, BE HEKEC ¥ HHE HRETHS Hol:
Tl AE 7 BES kel g3 o] Fxdg ¥ ¥

Ei =20 + by +A3big+ oo +Arbii (I-2)

o] Rl A 1 v |mEWEE] EANT 3 Pl EABEKEES 2AY =e A2
BARE(F, b;;=0,V; D9 f@do] "ok EIE 2, A, © A7 ek
ER  F .5, o &% £l Zeuld (risk premium) 2 2 A Y F
At

Il . $=vet BEmHEAA APM &&E
1. % &8 #& B

dukH o2 APM 9 REdko] gt EHM RIS 2EESY BECE o] FojAr]
%, WA BEEdAM= Fo2 BAHE FH EHY B 7 %KY BER H3 KE
EE vehllc EFEMG# (factor loading) & A% oS FHA BRdAE
AUA BBl A #HED ERFHRES fHsld APMY HEEEN EHRREMEHES T4 8
S R(I-2)E &3t

oW MM KX (IWM-1)7 2ok

N AN N
ri=Aog+Abi +Agbip e Ap by 6 (lr-1)

o

Fioc i MRS KA
Bin  EESHT S HED BEAR
Iy otk mEe A& aKzelv) o)

€& IBENH

o

4) EHY f=AHL og T2
Ibid., PP. 341 ~ 360.

5) Nai. Fu. Chen., “ Arbitrage Asset Pricing;Theory and Evide-
nce,” Ph. D, Dissertation, University of California, (1981).
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wepa HrRk@ge] A (M- 1 )42 3ol kohe] LBERA o3 #Hchd &

ol g Yehlis 4y e Ay £ 03 HEMR 2RE Hoof gy o]&

k

-
=]

o5 2o BEERS K Hol ot

Hol] :]2:_—_-......2”___0
ol o} 7t WamMato] 712+E w APMo ZE#S FREL 4 S Aol

2. B 2 B #H

& R Ae (FM- 1) Ews vret o] fEFK/AS AR KkEE} Bk

wE BHE HHEoE HESII

(El-1) BESH EHY AR
& 2] 1 =4 ¥t I

W& £ | EMNE, BE% 2 FESES 4 EAE, &E% 3 FHEsEes 4
dgt ARMEZ F3 BHKEE

A4 | 1976.7~1984 .6 BoF #HRAL IR | 1978.1~1983.12 29} @HBLEEK
of ksl Ade AHEA(SME| Fd ksl A MER (S
BrAt ) FBA)
BAHSZE 1 155 BB SE 199

o 95 14 A 306 @

25 | EERE 2068 152F HIERZ 20 %Y 15 2%

ohH Mo A5 B S-S et maEke] ERSM o 55 Kolmogorov -

Smirnov kg ol &5t marstglon, 2 R AEEREMS AT 185 K

=

)

135 #k&o] 5% HEA#A FEHSAE o] T, BAZEY —"roille 199 #
BEIE 1 %A EAK#EANA ER 5HS R T

HOEBAREHERY] KRN B A ERSFELS fIMsY a®EN R &
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KXo LBER A3t KEE (factor loadings:FL) & #wEsty, 2 ofd #HE"
FL & E®Z 3l BWE MESHS KRt o] @#L 7A-dc2 #uyshd o
=% 7o

(1) EFHXS BFRE 20 F4E 12522 st 1549 258 KIS
BIKER, AilKkad] BRIEHE FAESIE 2 25 daod #Ho8Tae F
gt

@) oo fERHE FkH#fTIel EBRSHT( factor analysis ) Skt BAHTESE
(MLFA :maximum likelihood factor analysis)g o]&3le IHFBEFO
RS HTES 2 & #HAY HEERA NI KEES Jells EHGEETS (matrix
of factor loadings)-g K3t} V¥

B) EARLHE FASH 73 EAKES FLO #EME7 BHREY PHKkas
WIS A=A E RAEQ MEE AP3ertE 2o &, BHIEEY £BERY o
¥ BREKS FHREFES 722 BBHTE Pl #HEYD RBEHRT A5 5
fezeiu g RMESC

@) L FEoE yela 25 HHME (1) ~ 31 BES REKSTST #, &
2ol A HH 2, ghEol FEMY E#JH A2 Hotelling 72 H#ES 3o

ok

6) ®BFEstA stv 259 WEMAER) Wl Ae @ Ealo] 9lon Roll & Ross
< 3070 HRo 2 258 F4ste Aol AEpyelet sy

7)) ERSWN BE dHilde o £ dxn.
K.G. J'o'reskog, “ Some Contributions to Maximum Likelihood
Factor Analysis,” Psychometrica,Vol. 32, No. 4,(Dec, 1967) PP, 456-458.

8 ) Donald F. Morrison, Multivariate Statistical Methods, 2nd ed.,
McGraw Hill, (1976), pp. 267-273.

9) Jae-On Kim, and C.W.Mueller, Factor Analysis:Statistical Meth-

ods and PpPygctical Issues.A Sage University Paper 14, 1976, PP. 26.
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(1) #BERI EREKS HEEKR

7}. MLFA o} 3 HEER
BAKAS MIESZ 204 Ho 15@9 2§58 4% o9& MLFA Hke= 3t

BERA A3t BEEHR Hizy, Hizg, - Hizg < BT HES Bwstd (XRI
-2y, (¥M-3) 3} 7,

(EIM-2>9 <BHIY>Y A% 152F F 940 2582 Hi=3 & A=do}
stel, 54 28-S Hy=4 5 Agsiof stx, A 11 25 Hi=2 & A3l of et
et ke KAKS dusts HBERCE 3~479 ER F8Ide A
4 4 A

(xl-3)9 #RZ 24 HBEMHE] 470l 2§ 374, 574 zFol 64,
670l z28Fo] 370, k)6 zFol 3ok (FRIU-2)9 HRAA HBEH
o] 3~47cl wtde] (EIM-3)2 BIKRE ERE MLFA O 23 ERE HE
& A% HBERY B 4~64 FAzn ¥ A

olACHEHI )Y, (BMI ) sl ERS HEY 2T B Rrskd (£l -

45 9

(EID-4) MLFAd 93 #HEd HABERY K

1 A 2 A | 3 A 4 A 5 A 6 A |67o]4

B oM I 128 | 92% | 52%
# a1 32% | 62% | 32F% | 32%

v @ AtEERA oY EREE
O @etitamst ER K

HAKASS A e BERS #Esty) fs MLFA 5k o &% 4 A7)
= $AdezE AMAsAAE B2 ool7t gy ERe] #itMeZe E%RUc B
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K<F#FMO-2>
MLFAq] 9st HFEHNS HEHEE
(208, 1528, &HI)
28| k=1 E=2 =3 k=4 k=5 E=6
| 258.607 a | 189.000 153.344 % | 119.559 89.709 68.012
(0.0001) b | (0.0195) (0.1095) (0.3916) (0.7601) (0.9114)
o | 262.521 204,944 142,168 * | 109.055 81.781 61.605
(0.0001) | (0.0023) (0.2775) (0.6632) (0.9079) | (0.9738)
5 | 312.738 236.746 169.484 135.940 * | 109,421 87.438
(0.0001) | (0.0001) (0.0179) (0.0996) | (0.2441) | (0.4066)
) 234.848 182.566 143.269 * | 108.522 81,645 62.179
(0.0007) | €0.0408) (0.2563) (0.6765) (0.9097) (0.9037)
5 323.523 203.741 168.847 139.186 * 107,543 79.157
(0.0001) (0.0027) (0.0194) (0.0702) (0.2852) (0.6581)
6 297.000 198.033 150.139 * 120,526 98.353 72.653
(0.0001) | €0.0061) (0.1470) (0.3680) (0.5278) | (0.8277)
;| 316.320 224.166 177.372 130,514 * 93.361 661.213
(0.0001) | (0.0001) (0.0061) (0.1687) (0.6674) (0.9760)
g 307.634 189.826 146.197 * | 119.253 93,819 75,491
(0.0001) | €0.0177) (0.2048) (0.3992) (0.6550) (0.7601)
9 264.492 204.187 146.689 = 115,419 89,904 64.336
(0.0001) | €0.0026) (0.1969) (0.4977) (0.7555) (0.9538)
10 286.904 215 .461 159.142 =* 22.718 94.159 75.422
(0.0001> (0.0004) (0.0607) (0.3169) (0.6458) (0.7619>
1 | 247-682 173.927 = | 138.231 105.971 84.076 68.523
(0.0001) | (0.0975) (0.3604) (0.7370) (0.8737) (0.9039)
12 328.359 216.465 163.869 129.462 = 101.326 77.645
(0.0001) | €0.0004) (0.0357) (0.1854) (0.4441) (0.7018)
13 | 302.859 207.715 164.149 132.505 * 101. 689 78.752
(0.0001) (0.0011) (0.0345) (0.1402) (0.4341) (0.6700)
y 262.296 200.576 157.881 * | 121.723 94.036 72.807
(0.0001) (0.0043) (0.0695) (0.3397) (0.6491) (0.8244)
5 329.707 202.032 157.379 * | 126.703 100.904 71.438
(6.0001) | (0.0035) €0.0732) (0.2340) (0.4558) | (0.8530)
a: X HaEtE

iy

vy Db xre oo
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(EM-3 ) . .
MLFA o 93t HEERY HTEHER
(208, 1525, &HI)
25| k=1 k=2 k=3 k=4 E=5 k=6
| 537.825q | 298.563 196.119 153.884 126.674 * 88.193
(0.0001)b| (0.0001) (0.0003) (0.0107) | (0.0479) (0.3848)
9 824.108 357,505 271.682 194.523 147 .260 111.074
(0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0001) | (0.0015) (0.0304)
; 632.411 246, 398 184.361 126,789 % [ 102,045 73,214
(0.0001) | (0.0001) (0.0021) (0.0911) | (0.4244) (0.8153)
A 529,267 315.671 235.039 190.478 151.713 117,883
(0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0001) | (0.0007) (0.0106)
5 629,744 313.357 212,389 146,852 107.464 * 78.419
(0.0001) | (0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0279) | (0.2870) (0.6797)
6 522,607 216.711 163,882 128,263 91,695 67,933
(0.0001) (0.0004) (0,0356) (0.2056) (0.7112) (0.9125)
; 473,812 301.132 213,132 158 .893 120.788 89,738
(0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0001> (0.6051) (0.0770) (0.3417)
g 556,927 370.983 233,674 177.237 142.565 110.463
(0.0001) | (0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0002) | (0.0034) (0.0332)
] 766.140 286,562 228.118 174,206 129.435 102,589 *
(0.0001) | (0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0004) | (0.0254) (0.0941)
10 565.864 258.294 207.975 153.082 107,206 * 77.309
(0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0120) | (0.2930) (0.7096)
1 590.649 334.997 206,396 151.707 122,262 93.638
(0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0146)  (0.0647) (0.2444)
. 653.334 251.752 174.219 122.654 * 88.152 68.050
(0.0001) | (0.0001) (0.0001) (0.3183) | (0.7955) (0.9109)
13 631.309 293.434 210.415 156.965 118.475 * 85.565
(0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0068) (0.1003) (0.4624)
14 553,086 303.575 219.980 160,201 126.180 101.613 %
(0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0041) (0.0395) (0.1057)
15 640,153 378,885 248.210 196.545 145,412 102.207 =
(0.0001) ! (0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0021) (0.0985)
a Lt HitE

b : Prob-value
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He® veld 4 Aok HAolth!” ol Ay KEEREH Hi FEMA it 8
S BHsH7] A & Hikeg A A" Aol Tucker & Lewis o] FH &M IEE (ind-
ex of goodness-of-fit)o]lof! o] 5o FAHMISHME SHMEEE (reliability
coefficient)z} stz &4 o] w3 o}
Pk)=(QUO)— QK I (QO)— 1]
=( (X3 /" Dso)— X}/ D))/ L}/ Dso) —1)
%, QUI=YXE ./ Dy
x2 =0 - ERER X2 3}
Dyo =0 - ERHERS HHhE
Xt =k -ERERY 3
Di =k -BERERY HEE
4, Bentler & Bonett &= EHo] st} Frlg o2y Folu: FHEMERRY =
R, 5, #o@EAHER (incremental fit index) & o] &8 4 &g A A3
P A Ad, k-1 BEMSMC W3 k- ERERY RSB HERE oS 7

o,
P)—Pe—1)=(Q (k—1)—Q* I /(QO)— 1]

Tucker & Lewis & f5#tt R P(k) © Mo 5, #io) Husle H# H
£Z Yehll= Ao, st BEd HBERS 22 v k- EREERO] #Ealo)
o 58S Aot s Fx UestE 4T 5 Aok dd o P el EEg
RIE ol &kt oA FA ERS AT st ke FAE Aslste 94,
A EFCZ o] Fo|z BR#M) ALY #£4MS /M & st} st &
A& A 78 of gheh,

10) Richard, G.Montennelli, “ The Goodness of Fit of the Maximum Like -
lihood Estimation Procedure in Factor Analysis,” Fducational and
Psychological Measurement, 34,(1974), PP. 547~562, (cited by) G.H.
Krishnamurthy, op . cit,pPp. 32~33.

11) Ledyard, Tucker and Charles, Lewis ¢ A Reliability Coefficient for Ma-
ximum Likelihood Factor Analysis,”  Psychometrica, 38,(1973),
pPP. 1-10.

12) P.M.Bentler, and Douglas G. Bonett, * Significance Tests and Goodness
of Fit in the Analysis of Covariance Structures,” Psychology Bulletin,

88,(Nov.1980), pp. 588-606.
13) L. Tucker and C. Lewis, op. cit., pp. 1-10.
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@ JBEEREY 3 ER#ETE £ F

& Bl Ao FAMEHER o BER#ELSREE oFS 2ok =HA 204 HKR
oz o]Fo)a 154 259 F8E A, EFo mmE 99 woELEER =,
k-1 ERER A3 k- EEEHY RS BAMEN ¥ 1 - EREHN A3 & -
EREAS BoBAEERE A4 2d (BRI DY A #58 9B5%E 49
T AoHA b Bl #Re] 3 - EREMAQ 259 AS4M, 4 - EEEM
el ZFel 6ME, 5 - EEBAQA 5] 5 fFo] o},

T, (BRI )9 HBRES 5 #55H 95 %F Y 4 JodHdA A &l
iAol 3 -ER #AQ 150l 2%, 4 - ERHEAY 250 32F, 5 - EFERY
A z2F°] S5F. 6 -EAHEMY 250 42§50l

Db RBldmE #Hrel BIKREE BHE FIHSIY A A3 Sotisgd 93 =
Aol BE #HED BRE BHsd (RIL-5)>9 2ok, (XRI-5)9 #HEZ 54
BRI EEY ;58S 95 % LE #Rstd4 713 AA A #Aled 3~5EH &
ol #adttn ¥ 4 dod, o] HRE YoMy Ao} vjsFe & 5 Uk

(EM-5) BEMERY CEEHS

1 7 2 7 3 7 4 A 5 A1 6 A | 604
"8 1 425 621 & 52§
8L 218 | 32% | 52% | 428 1728

@) HKEE MmMESF R

EHR FE A B ARKEEs BIKEE B KH58TFHIN M
LFA FiEg #EHAste R@EERE #Estdo 2 23 %RAkHEEd 938 04
T HBEEHL 3~57 #Este A o2 vl

XY AR FHA BT §IBREAA T3 HEAIEES EREES #HEE}
EFEEY HFkas #EE o= AT HHMe BEREE A9t Kadic
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weba] 7] HE 2018 AR FAE 15 25 el Yolld HEH EREK
(FL:factor loading) & MI#MHE o, HXY FHKRGES HEBEE sl &
BE EEsSs Ao (reRl o, (Rl el W3k HEs e (#E
-6, CEM-7)7

CEIM-6 >3 (FEM-7)9 RS Byl z5ol wheb SN Hitkdd A
ERE Holm ok W W ZEzbe] #AEN AEHS AM T v ool
22 7 a5 dodA FelAel Eacle 55 (K- 8 o EEL

CFRI-8>% ¥l FLE HBIHEEE 3to] LIESHTSE #55 10%  FHEK%E A
1 {Hol 4] Qelol ®olAel 258 1525F 117 Foln Aojx 2o Aol 9

el HEM 2w 8MZE, Aolx 3/olde]l HEMI & 6 #zgolch
e, CEHID o #R (FW-7)& Yul HEKAAE 10 %4 Hox 270 o] Aky
B0l AEHR 5] 4ol Holx 1ol Abe) ERo] FEMS 8o o]},

(®II-8) HERR GEEN K
A2

HEKE 1 2 3 4 5
'H

a =0.05 9 5 4 0 0
BRI

a=0.10 11 8 6 2 1

a=0.05 5 2 1 1 0
KO

a=0.10 7 4 ! I 0

Blb CEMIL, Dol el FL S MuMEme sto] mesirst s5£, (wrl )

o A HBERCE H#iEH 3~5709 HBEERFAA AEm ERLS 2~ 34

14) AAZ ojgdA 25L P45 HFS Brown & Weinstein & A ZchE 2504
sl ERe] [|—al AolA] &ald £ glrhw slgivt.
S.J. Brown, and M.I. Weinstein, “ A New Approach to Testing Asset Pri-

cing Models:The Bilinear Paradigm,” journal of Finance (December

1983), pp. 1393~1414.
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CEM-17> . 3
Y& digt FLo mmESHF HFREHID
— A A A A A
r;=20+21b +22b12+13b13+24b14+25b15+5~l
g i, 2, Aq A As F R?
0.0012 0.0013 0.0007 -0.0032 -0.0012
1 0.0034 0.33 10.60
(0.23)y (0.27) (0.05) (1.2n (0.14)
0.0005 0.0019 0.0112%* 0.0089*%%  0.0014
2 0.0006 2 .83* 50.23
(0.04) (1.67) (12.98) (4.67) (0.27)
-0.0014 -0.0024 0.0050 -0,0000 0.0065*
3 0.0041 1.89 40 .33
{0.23) (1.28) (2.43) (0,00) (3.52)
0.0013 0,0002 0.0054** | -0 ,0040 ~0.0043*
4 0.0025 2.94* 51 20
(0.18) (0.01) (5.36) (2.92) (3.28) .
0.0003 -0.0025* 0.0008 ~0.0001 ~0),0056**
5 0,0041 2.08 42,66
(0.0 (3.13) (0.10) (0.01) (4.93)
-0.0012 0.0023 0.0011 0.0004 0.0001
6 0.0037 0.97 25.79
(0.35) @2.57) (0.10) (0.02) (0.00)
0.0044 0.0020 0.0011 ~0.0002 0.0045
7 0.0021 . 0.41 12,79
(1.40) (0.71) (0,21) (0,01) (1.56)
0.0006 0.0019 0.0026 0 .0005 0.0028
8 0.0039 0.68 19.56
(0.05) (0.30) (1.74) (0.04) (0.81)
0.0062** 0.0043%* 0.0103** 0.0008 -0.0079**
9 0.0009 3.83%* 57.74
(7.80) (5.82) (10.03) (0.10) (9.05)
-0,0053* 0.0003 0.0013 0.0060 0.0014
10 0.0042 2.01 41 83
(4 48) (0.02) (0.48) (2.84) (0.18)
0,0012 0.0014 -0.0018 ~0.0049%*  0.0013
11 0.0028 . 2 .31% 45,20
0.17) (0.66) (1.92) (8.31) (0.28)
0.0011 -0,0022 0.0005 0.0047 -0.0016
12 0.0037 , _ 1.82 39,44
(0,13 (3.41) (0.06) (2.98) (0.35)
-0.0011 -0.0012 0.0032 0.0034 0.0014
13 0.0032 2,09 42.70
.21 (0.37) (0.80) (2.44) (0.32)
0.0012 0.0010 0.0056 0.0027 0.0016
14 0.0017 ) 0.68 19 61
(0.25) (0.21) (2.64) Q.17 (0.33)
0.0012 0.0030 0 .0004 0.0038 0.0017
15 0.0030 0.35 10 .98
(06.20) (0.92) (0,01) (1.04) (0.28)
a : F &3t &
** o 5% HEAEAA HEMNY
* 1 10% FEKEANA HFEHY
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Arel & 4 dz, (ERTY>Y ZAee 24 Axzy & 5 g =3 KREA K
ZEk BES A% FREZY (AHI1>Y 2% 1525F 6f1E) 0% HF

Kol X AR #y0] J et

ety (BRI ) o I BEKRE G 29 %Eﬁ%&mtﬁi@oz A A
PMe RENMHS BET & At Y (EHIL>Y H$ 152F 42 §ut
o] HEMl Zdi ‘+E¥‘+ CERL S AR A5 RN ‘5%451 ¢+ A
o},

@) 2§ AHY A—# wE

APM & H &St B8 A 7t3 TA7 He A F9 sve ekl (s BE)
< o8] PMEECE Yo BETEN U MEH Y F, ER 2 ANE

R F @] Aol & 2EY KARARERSC] H—3 A E #EY FHikol
et EmmeR A4Sk & 2§59 ERC EF 9F Fx ke Holr)

w3t & 259 ERe EF lu]—~°F ERolgt = HAEERS & 2504 ERE
# (factor rotation)ol wet A E c}& Eiﬂ%m——g M A a2y B
Mg sielate AHel L & & 2Evid FE—doF & S, v BEBEEY
Kiig = HEERH 3l KEK (sensitivity) 7} Ol &EES Ka%ss e
7] ol Foll 5 5o el F—sfok gtcd. A AMEZ Roll & Ross!®9} Hughes!®
= & ZE7 #wEs 4, 7F FA-3g A AW,

A FRAAE & 257 #HER 4, 7t H—37tE BEsH] Y8 o3 o) &
mEHT A

Hy 1 29,1 = g, =00 =015

Aot e BB LAY o FAES #HETHIQl HikogE Hotelling  J° 3ol

15) R.Roll., and S.A. Ross, “ An Empirical Investigation of the Arbitrage
Pricing Theory,” Journal of Finance, (Dec, 1980) , PP, 1073~1103,

16) P. Hughes, “ A Test of the Arbitrage Pricing Theory,” Working Pa-
per, University of British Columbia, 1981. pPP. 13-20.
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R ®

F HRA AL 157 259 A0 7t F—3t7HE ##EsH] ¢sle] Fama-Macbeth7}
MY #EEN UFsTe2 e 9 BH MHRIIMEHES EHIAS 2 AR
& 28vht 48719 Ao o HRFIHEMEE AT 7 U9 ol F FIAsI] Hotel-
ling J*% GHES #8 F -#it8o] 5% HEA%EAA BEE (14,309 F -4
HEY Hong (calculated F=0.5277  critical F=2.70) B&ERL &K
Bz, et & 2570 dov W—stda & 5 Uk

V. uEEES KEER EIR

ol A= Sl BEHEHES PLOZ LAERS HTEI FR 3~579 HaE
Plo] #7ESho], #lm EEFST SR 34 A=ot HEE RrREshe BEHSEA FE
agel Aoz eyt zely APM O gExfgael 25k aA A4 =Hyd
AL #stay Hitkol o8] Folxl= 2 ERHE] Il AAA R ofu 3t KM Bk
5 ZeAd dak #ee] ofg e ek w2t APM 9 LEERS FkE o
A5t 7o) &4 HA 2 slojghon], # Chen, Roll & Ross(LLF CRR)® =
EEEE oot HBEMRY BHMME AR & HReldE CRRY K
-8 FIHSle $2lvel AATHS THcE APMY EENY FekphHS A 535}
% .

1. EB8HO ®

Ft

APMo] vlAAA ks 245 AAAZ 4 S RTEZH LT 7122 RusY 7]
o Foll FubAQl B HTo] KA EEPE FFE ol Aol wepd olg

17)  D.F. Morrison, op. cft., PP. 128~141.

18)  C. Chatfield and A.J. Collins, Introduction to Multivariate An
alysis, London, New York, Chapman and Hall, (1980), PP. 114~126.

19)  Nai~Fu Chen, Richard Roll & S.A. Ross, “ Economic Forces and The
Stock Market :Testing the APT and Alternative Asset Pricing Theori-
es,” Working Paper,(1984) PP. 1~44.
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& & . °l
5, H3

A

S APM Y AA4 ERCZ HAT 4 At
T Atk i3]

#

3 EEBES) ol 7 A B3 mi
| ol EHEEE FEs] fd AATBMERS AT £

o2 B BAMKS o3 Po] BAES = BES g5k Aog vehd 4 98
(N-1)

P=E(C)/k ...........................
o, E (c) : gBR%
ko #E5s
wepa ofm iRISl AA Solo] g o] FolAL vl
d _ dE( k
_pEJf.%— E(J*k+—§- (N-2)
HA(N-2)o4 B Kasdo 93§ nAe AL EHIIEF k o HiEHE 55
o] 4] o]2d EHE -'Fﬂl"ﬂ o2 FZEsh
i S L

w7 Efete & 5 Aok
33 £ U= BEAAES) ¥ (proxy variables) E
EFo g Bt X3 Al (un-

E(c)%
32 oE ¥
dEge A F U
ion) & mHs & 4 AUr.
..................... (N-3)
F ARAAE= 2

o},
(1) <AZglolA
A R aE
inflati
¢
&, ()= log CPI(t)— logCPI(t — 1)
(=]

ok

Hfest  Hle Hif

anticipated
UI=1@—E@¢t—1]
o714 CPI (consumer price index) < HEXWEERHUH
t - 18l

o]
iy

HHHEBEEDHEEEE o £33
Ea X(N-3)olA ECI@®I ¢t —1)
oEgloj4dEE (XN - 4) 9% 7o) EHESIH

EUW| t=11=r (1, 1—=1T¢_23
%, r 1k BCHBGRE
=3, Ul ##o] JEh 9E BEES 2n 98 & dE £ s Azl d &
L2 Hifes: QlZajlo) 44 %4 (difference in expected inflation) &
200 Ibid. PpP. 1~44



110 BERHAR

+& F den o vg
DEIM=ECU (t+1)|tI—ECIQ@]¢t~17eem (N—-5)
Z, ¢ #19) il Z alol M) MMk ¢ #12 ¢ + 1o da BAAY  #HiRAd S
Ao A ¢ —1 B ¢ #iol Hel BEHAD WA Zalol dE g ERI Aol
(2) EgpEEHRK
BAKAE 93-S v £ e THA BHE BEERLEREE 24Y 5 U
o]9] BRFNEHE A EREES AMMEME (monthly growth rate in indus-
trial production) & #EE FE3IH K (N - 6 )7 o] EHsI ok
MP (t)= log IP(t)— log IP (t — 1) =oersessesniine, (V—6)
o, I P EXLERK
MP :gEf4ES AfEMNE
a2y %R ®HEE Bfd 23 kk Be 559 FEHE LFsI2E, %R kB
B Eg4AES A Bk Hoe 53 R Y kel BEs= E¥LES] #1L
7 BRKAER " 4+ A& Aol
wheta], EEEERESY = st BEE EXAES FEHEME (vearly growth
rate in industrial production)®& X(NV - 7) 3 o] FZESHA
YP( = log IP(t)— log IP (& —1) woverveermreieeeen (V=17)
%, YP :EXAES FHBME
(3) aHEER
oA 7R = HAMAEES RUT & AT #HE CHEBHE FESIH 22l
1095 e mime APk Halld e Efsg A 2o SEekEHEECT o
wE Sr 2 BA X3 g EE WHRE wEdddn B 5 dd weEbA Rok
EHEHsE AR TS oA T Ae FEHA BHE 7dsHo] A(V-8 )3
o] BEMES V1FoR A GOKEEKS KASS st BEHE Hestd o
MI(t)= logVWMI(t)— logVWMI Ct —1) e (N—-8)
@, MI =fFeatkEER] kix
VWMI =HEMELZSHEREE (value weighted market index)
(4) feppzeln]

21 fGEHGEHEEE AHEstedl dlelAe MR C 2 HREMEME AHEStEEl 3lelA
REKES st olA goe Bold.
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HAMGR T T = e BHE R Zv| A BIYA o2 #(L(un-

anticipated changes in risk premium) & 323% 4 Qr}

o] Foll A g Zeu|de] BIEX e #E PESY] 84 Baa &SR o
FoiRA EEEZ2] Q0 WAFo|A Aaa o g o] FolX] FTEE LS KESS =N
sted o] & o] &-5ka 9l _

2}, Feviel BATBAAE ol o 2L EHEH (bond rating) o] YUV IHF
of & HRAAHT gz d7x &2 BE GitES FHUREFEANN HA
&el FHKRFT XKt WESRA L 2

UPR(?) =Rcb(t)‘Rgb(t) ........................ (N—9 b}

@, UPR : t B9 Lo BIAA XL Bt
Reo : t B antEkass] T4
Reo : t A BHARKESRY T

2. BEY BHERIE st mE

@ ZEZe| Q9 T4
ksl GUE AT SRR BEE WS AAAE U A KER
d BATE BEEE Bk o, o & A he FoA H

2 AR HEe TEEHL 12 LERSY GE 2R REE 5, EREAR
(factor loading) ¥ 0 (b, =0, by =0, by -eereevee =0)% zxE GUB =g
2% (GUB-programming) & Flifste] W sl Fiko| ol

= e HEd Az ERHGE 17518 8 (rotation) AN F 24 HFER

22)  o|®t o] UPRE @i@sts AL deizkxl Ao wec. oAy, @it
2gslol v RBRL A A fgol glebz A Kz vl
3 4 gloy , ntet ﬁ%‘éﬁﬂ:ﬁa—a— |95t ER) Aulst Rrmsted 4_4 dE
RRIERE 92 5 gt . webd fvete] A8 f‘l&‘&“ﬂnl"‘ﬂ Al 7jA %
& #rs Al JEsrdl s o2 o] Wi tJr wgr e vels) A9 Atk
of Agsli Rk Ak o WHE 5Y + &’l_._i ol & fagzeedd
o8 A& = 9dd.
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N3 ERGEET & HREE TEELE ERET Hikolth & HEedAE #®
#9b 7He Hpk g o] & on] o] AMA AR WA KAKGEFS RSt HBE
RS #Eers 2 #hd HEERC e FL o whe} 2+ EPO A Ae] e v
3¢ YdsE TEEQLE MBS

Z 3Hzo ERFEH TS (factor loadings matrix) g varimax FHgzel 9
8] EF @O (factor rotation) & 5lo] w3t EPEMEE (simple factor stru-
cture) & whEX BHRHEM(FL) /F 2 #XEE TEZE L5 BRI

o7)AE HBERES #HESY) Y3 Exxso s oA o] EW 15549 #HES
o] gatglon] 15579 #ol MEES] HHEATHS FRT § PCAJKE o] &3l
ERS #Estgd ey o8 1557 #RY & BERC A KEEES Y4elle FLE&
lFoz TEZQE BRI F, TEZFYL 12 A 1 Bl i3t FL glol
0.50] 4l #hXo2 BRIUZ, LEZQ 2+ A 2EHo| oid FL] 0.50]4
ol #ACZ HKElIH o, TEE2Q 3 A 3EFA gk FL gto] 0.50] 4=l #
Ao 2 B ol2d HkeoZ EEF LS HMKSIE HRA Ehc FLY E
sh7t & #RS & EH N KEEE Yeh e RoJRE ,FLo] 55 Hao &
Root EERAS] HBMMGRIT =2 Zol o, Wb ol HAntE BESY EEEL
2eE BRY o 2 TEE o ERHY S F ukd T Aol Aol

X HEA oleldt HkoR X EFE BRI BR A4 TEEZY A T K
Al TEZYL 1o 1I5KK, XEZQ 271 15K, TEE2Q 30 THKR 9
o, ojeizte] MHBFEMAES Hitts Urhle ZEELLLE 34 BRIASH olAHH
ZEZ2E 3/ut BKSH Bl 4 ER o4 EH d&ld= FLo| & #RA
< 570 #kRAmukel gl WFolak o] HA MKEH EEEe e KEEESY HES
RS Sotd 2 vl & Y & AT Holth

(2) &% & # %

ol Al grell A} -3t HFEMI KEBEHMN = u S MFEIE d=7HE B2 sk
MBS 1976.7~1984.6 (96 fHH ) o &M HallA a3 o8-, 2 EHMS
1976.7~1980 .6 , 1980.7~1984.6 9] R, %ME rol SEEESH ( multiple
regression) & AAISFA L o] ot MHHER}T (ENVN-1), (ERNVN- 2>

23)  [EEAHE S olHol MarsBe SEIRIM (muiticollinearity) & i
sh7] Slel Stell M HBEEH APMBATS HMERS A4 29 2@mo A1
BEoE 2o Ao debkivh.  du, SEEol ECHIBEIGR (autocorrelation)

(p- 113 o A%)
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BryHol At (RN-1)9 #8% ¥o 24809 4% 15HS UPR, YP ¢}
HEHRL AL ool YPO #9 1 EHo| E(H9 ul2g Hol: uied UPRE £
()9 e Holm et e 2EH, 3ERS Emmpol HEM ME7
< A2 E vetd g9, g W2 KRS ¥y A3l 2EHRS I, B2
o] Ba#d SR TS 28RS Holn 5 RIIES A% 1,2,3
HH BT ol EHBESE WA/ g o2 dehgo  we, s A
EH2 UPR, YP 5% HE A% HEMolxz, 2 ERL UI,DEI,UPR 3} #
Bfel=, 3%ME DEI,UPR o) $4EM Ao 2 vehgeh o4 gpa !
BHmY 45 LBERY KEsgs oo 850 Rt A2 &+ AU

ol ot Aol BRI HIIMS #HEsF 2RI Y AL Lo ve AR +e] R}
H3 Folsh k7] W Foll i WEH BEREY S B AH S8So U S
HEE Hols Aoz 4 gg

=3 19804 1A BUNS BA HEL#ENE o Fo BAMEY AL #7 #
EZ ol2ist A4l Bop Feelxad debd 2oz #mg 4 Aok o4 A Wi f 2]
A& &6 £ o UPR,YP,DEI,UI 7} $t@EFH of < HEMY Mol g

A
T

i

N?-«

FH, (EVN- 259 #RE HBEHS RS A4 ok G{IsH MI & &
Bl LIAA BB Rl o,

ol HoE Hitshe WA Bt HANKEEKE SEEK A E s o
T HEE CJA X% g #E Sy A5 ZEs) oo Hrkstad fxA
BEEET B A ZEZe Q002 o2 KpmKaE A4m BEE ol
= 3-o] e},

= BHE SOREERS T3A09 o2 @ESe 1 FEMS fErrol=Al &
H7 HEHH o] =},

°f #RE (HN-1)>3 H#s) ¥ o of$ 22g apsjo} 5 EFHRE A
1 EHo] HloH HEMCIUE UPR -2 HEtko] Alebalz, YPE of s #HEEMgo) o,

(239 A1 %)

B AR A el we B st ACHMBE S vel Fg .
ol 4ol WMEBO HOMMBRE oS BBV BN AL Bkl
Teih, olefd A4S HAMEFES o F EMEECl ool EEST A Dol
Ae BREKS #ER Fan 215 A0e ¢ e mEmsmEe 2ol 9
& Ada Feh
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(EN-1) .
FBERS KEMN E% BITER
(MI# =88t g2 A45)
| EF -
7] zb | POTET | g = | cons Ul DEI | UPR | MP YP F | R?
folio 4 = tant
T
* *%
0.1420 | 0.,4120 | 0.4724 | —0.0150 | -0.0203 | 0.0002
1 15 1,19 { 7.16
(0.426)% (0.173) | (0.313) |(~1.846) | (~0.141)| (2.190)
1976 .7~ —-0.1144 | -1.9831 1,5588 | —0.010 0,0454 | —0,0002
1984 .6 2 15 1,61 | 9.47
(96 A/ ) (-0.259) [ (-0.616) | (0.777) | (-0.938) | (0.238) |(-1.049)
-0.1790 | 2.3710 | 0.0471 | —0,0018 | 0.0783 | -0,0010
3 7 0.7 4,35
(-0.468) | (-0.849) | (0.027) |(-0.189) | (0.473) | (-0.788)
—0.1301 | 0.8451 { —0.5034 | 0.0017 | 0.0675 | 0.0000
1 15 | (-0.302) ] (0.308) | (-0.297) | (0.162) | (0.358) | (0.144) [ 0.19 | 3.23
1976.7~
1980 .6 -0 4237 | -5.6654 | —1 3765 | —0,0092 #.1901 | 0,0009
(48 N ¥Y) 2 15 0.58 | 9.10
(-0.525) | (~1.101) | (-0.434) | (-0.476) | (0.539) | (-0.351)
-0.2209 | -3.9313 | —2.3522 | 0.0180 | 0.0684 | -0.0003
3 7 0.84 |12.62
(0.774) | (-1.046) | (1.004) | (1.276) | (0.265) | (~1.435)
* *%
0.8393 | 3.1638 | 3.9251 | -0.03 ~0.2859 | 0.0006
1 15 2.44 | 22,53
(1.634) | (0.730) | (1.390) |(-2.209) | (~1.291) | (2.106)
* ¥ = *
1980 .7~ 0.7178 | 7.1456 | 8.7536 | -0.0258 | —0,3077 | ~0.0001
1984 .6 2 15 . 3.03 | 26,48
(48 ) (1.441) | (1.702) | (3.197) | (-1.884) | (-1.433) | (-0.374)
*%K
0.5086 | 4.9145 | 6.6837 | —0.0346 | -0.2261 | —0.0003
3 7 2.66 |24.06
(1.010) | (1.157) | (2.414) | (2.496) | (—1041) {(-1.109)
a : t#iFtE
i 5% HEKEAA FEMHY .
T 10% FEAKEAA HEH
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{(EXN-2> i
FBEES BB EBE% BTER
MI & 238 49)
A
ort- :'L" cons-
7 7 [POTY |2y MI Ul | DEI | UPR | MP YP F | R?
folio| ~'| tant
T
0.0591 0.0009 0.4910 0.4959 | -0.0131 | -0.02711 0.0003
189 |15 a 1.239 | 8.91
0.175) | (1.210) | (0.203) | (0.328) | (-1.585) |(—0.189) | (2.479)
1976 .7 0.0738 | -0.0019 -2 .1446 1.5095 | —0.0144 0 0610 -0,0003
~ 2_3_'{] 15 2.149 | 14 .51
1984 6 (0.168) |(-2.116) | (-0,681) | (0.769) |(-1.347) | (0.327) | (~1.736)
0.0832 ~0,0027* -2.5961 -0.0215 | —0.,0078 0.1001 -0 .0002
390l | 7 2.796 | 18.08
(0.229) | (-3.570) | (-0.998) | (0.013) | (—0.885)| (0.648) | (~2.025)
-0.2234 | 00016 | 0,9944 | —0.5704 | 0.0052 | 0.0321 | 0.0001
199l |15 0.622 | 11,75
(-0.528) | (1.645) | (0.372) | (-0.346) | (0.514) | (0.174) | (0 .836)
1976.7 —.2172 | -0.0035 -5.9957 | -1 2281 | 0.0171 0,2684 -.0003
~ 289l |15 1.187 [ 20.27
1980 .6 (-0.280) | (~1.981) | (1.222) | (-0.406) | (=0.910) | (0.793) | (~1.178)
*
1 0164 | —0.0035 -4 .2585 -2,2053 | 00,0101 0.1459 -0.0005
38¢ql | 7 2.232 {32.36
(-0.031) |(~2.858) | (~1.265) | (~1.062)| (0.782) | (0.628) | (~2.669)
0.833¢9 0.0000 3.1675 3.9300 —0_0312* -0 2860 0_0006*
I_S_OJ 15 1,988 | 22.54
(1.558) | (0.042) | (0.722) | (1.374) | (=2.178) | (~1.276) | (2.068)
*k *
1980 7 0.8362 | -0.0010 7.0645 8 .6431 -0.0265 | -0.3048 -0.0001
~ |20l |15 2.673 | 28.12
1984 6 (1.629) |(—0.9%6) | (1.681) | (3.152) [(-1.931){(~1.418) | (-0.284)
* * *
0.7531 | ~0.0020 | 4.7470 | 6.4556 | -0.0360 | -0.2201 | —0.0003
3991 | 17 3,086 | 31.11
(1.506) |(2.049) | (1.159) | (2.416) | (~2.693) | (-1.051) | (~0.958)
a : ¢t #&
** . 5% HEAEAY FEMHY
* L 10% BEEAKEAA HEMHY .
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£3 old EABKSE ARt dsd 2, 3EPe MI,YP S oS HEM A

o2 vehgeh  ma @HREY A (EN -1 )olqE HBEN A EMY WES
23 dE mESECE s glold uhd, MIE Z9A76) we ULY  AEfe
spebxlz, DEI,UPRE 43| Affolch 3K #¢ DEI,UPRE ol A3
AEme, MI o4 AEmoZ tebo

Pk SAHERES T34 Aot 194 e A LAERE} EEEKe B
2 ST KB S BEAHIA KAKASF S oAE KAEEY Bk
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