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1973\d 29 B B9 =44 (Bretton Woods System) 3}2] e ol 4] 2| = (Dollar
Peg System) 7} 533l AT HEFSALE A35HA = A “934 29 84 "E
Aol gt FHo] = Ak, 53] L&A A TEAAFANE FEHE ( spot ra-
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;Y &8 ¥ohs vlel 3538 (future spot rate) o] dldl 4535 (forward ra-
te) o &) dlg d ol AFHHUe vt ol AE3Eo] vl Z ol At A
Ao Zx|o) B2 “ 9 3tA 29 §§A (foreign exchange market efficiency) 4| 7 =
AE3Hgo] vl dE3 8ol g Euldl £ (unbiased predictor) el 7}5 A E o
M 7bssbdk s E9kr] w Fol o

a2y old =gl A3ARE ARl A FH A (risk-neutral)’ o ojnt
E3go] AFd Z7go] sn, ukel ol Fo] ¢ 3)F A (risk-averse) ’ o] 2y
Y3 3l ¢ &&= (risk-premium) ' o] ZAFHA] Holl whe} A Zd &34
L7 E AT ITFY Ao)rh ERSHA Hol whel Tl AE38d ST
AzE AFAF A TR AAAY dTFEL ARE AE o] Fojxor &
ot vhebd 2 EfelAE AFAZEEA M FubE]E ol  AFAY
D&8t, o] EEAAZTE B o7 A4 7 (joint hypothesis test)
A7t A= o] ek ol 9 {€ﬁ7d‘i A 5 3H9l § &% (forward risk premium) 2|
A Fiol w3k Aol &g AHE T, dAAFELHASTS AT ez A
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1. SEAIE2] O|2X tHH

) AZagAz A%
Samuelson (1965) & A AEEANEL Y& HojAd (fair game) AL A #
HE&Y = v o] FANMHL A, Aul o] glake A X, AFAMAELE
)&} A & (homogeneous preferences)’ & 7}xlv] 9 57 3 (risk-neutral)’ o]
-3 alun Asbagel Al wel MohE AZE obx v 2 UAL A
2 2xso] aloke A chad, B8
wH, tAANAY lAAA(Si4n) & {Sim=E(Su4n/S:, St D) 7F AT

2.3
AYNEFF HgH oz o

lo

v 3 Soloh. o5 % S . dAS oA bEe Eol BgAReE #
= 4 Arh, d7]4 Samuelson & ‘FH A H 1A (assumption of homogeneous

information)’ 0 2 ¥ AR AFrtAcl AL TH AL FHAoE T2 (ra-
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ndom) 3P W F3tx &S FHAUE v TRY A2 ARApAE] %A A
Al AR & 7HA £ sl sk Adldl, ool Fama(1970) & 9ol ojd &g
Aol AR & AAY. F Famat ‘E&A4Q AF & AsHe ‘BE {437

A5 (all available information)’ & ‘HA3]| wied (fully reflect) s| F= A Fo g Ao
£ W@t Famay “9k 7149 d5Aql Al Aol slojAdde dul & sMxlckd o
Ao 84 ”o)et: Samuelson-»} AES umlglo 24 A9 FALE Ao
v 29l 7bAe F&9H F (random price movement)’ 2712 AZA g4 23
ezAE FEZAE oMU, ‘%’5‘}'1}"4 Fama & * ?Lza_r/‘l A7 T 2 E

g o g (B(X; , /=0 )olats A%
ERAGE vb AREEAAS & AR Wt (1) fH(Weak
Form) (2) ¥7}3 (Semi-strong Form) (3) 7}3 (Strong Form) 528 Z{3tdc. 2
#J} LeRoy(1976) = o] 371x ZHZH ddel= (E(P-E(P/$¢) ¢t} =0, &tP=
7}7A 3017} W Feo  ‘tautology’ o EFHsiriz Z<ldl, ole] W# Famay A
7b4 (joint hypothesis)’ 23S ZAXA F7/h5dd2 A TFA}AE v o7
A ‘EEAAFIRLZAZNA & 288ty Aok, Fama g A& A ZdAs 74#
b AAACcERE 5U3 AEE AFwee A7 §4 (identical) sh4 L3t

Aol RS HEY 4 gloerg ARsAY ARNAUE of e Aol 7

A RE 87 AW ol FAA% vlelhdel Hal HEEEE Tdsim o Fxo
AR A 2ol da ARrAAE 4AAk on Fsee oldE ELA
o AR s} AASEZEZ AFFIRUL SWPEAFRAel ke doloh & AFo|

$A40” 2 ARAAe RAARAFEL o AAFYA Felol FAAA 9
Zolgl (DA AESAHA Q) FAALA AT LA

ot drke AolBE AEAILA

ot o

3

(model of fully informed market equilibrium) @] 54| ZZ&o]ojof gttt d o|&

AgsHd el ARE Adgste AL foldhxst ¢drh. Levich& ©|&  ‘simultaneo-

us test’ o vlzrel dla] A, ANFHFA v A e FddE AAdA A,

ExA7L v ZgAQ Aol Aol Fdste AAANE AAsE ol Erbsdithe

Aolth, Z ABAgAo] FAHA G ATE TlAFI-FAFHPe] 2R A
=

Saigt ole7)3l 7

o

P

oo 71Q1gH v} M A7 Fol wlFo] mel AL wiEgHo)

otz FAdct. Lot Famaol A7bx dejo] WEEL wEA AR Aol

v

).‘.L

ol
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& ‘EAA 7 Z3 (test of statistical power)’ o]tz 3

e
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A7Fel vl Fe] olF M EF AT Al Aoldt ZAEES AEEdE A
YA F ol A AIAF Eog FAA M AT ol Helddae 3
F ok & ol AEL ARTIED FE Aol AL A FA Fd AF
Eo] EBHSEZ ol & So] ‘4 HulelA| 2 (sub-martingale)’ Ql 71A £ A4 zql

A4e
2o

NEo 2 g AFEEAAT L) AZEEYF Q) FHY T AFAF
#et AgAFolets Aolvh. 2ofsH, AArtAL] F2AYA W (market

price randomness)’oll sl 7FH AFESlel & AFEL() AREEAH @ LAY

/~o1o]

o] =}

A3 N FHED Y AFAFol e Aol
Fama 7} ‘7}7o] HEE oA g sterb st AL AHd 3 %38 o]
‘Fama o] % Aq] (uniform) AR EEJNA of & 7 Fo] Boaix 8

Zoure P9y} glom wd AL ‘Aye A% (informational role) S

o

AT

W golch. wrel AFAAA Adelel RE §88 AR F Aokl Add o8
A

4 gemg, AAcl AAY WEL Al HE vk F W) ALTAY Aok

o] FAY@)A Fell A o] &7 & AGsAY F FY sttt o)A HEFAHL ‘E
2} 27 A F (Walrasian Competitive Equilibrium)’ ol 4] o 7pAe ) Bk

B
d, old  CFAARER sl EE K87 AR T 9HE wdtE AL
S ZelAE $WA 2ok Fara o A% JlEHoR 52 AR HH sl A
25 Aql v ¥AE A ST HUE A A %A Al felA

}.
=

A

Mo ox B oad 2

& & QEuvh s A vk ol AR QFIE ol A A2
Zt7)uk ste spAe] o] A& FYPY b Ave Aoy ATAA
‘g T AFA AT £ AR FAYE A Fo2 AYH

&3 (risk premium) 3 Aef el Eof s 2A=l o] &
ZA kA GErtn dA dheA sbde] ‘RE f&3 AR F gAs W

< oujalAl gt zelBE Shiller (1977) £ AgAF AfAE &

2

A Aol (operational definition) 7} ¢ltlz A3 v} Jensen& ‘AAF 5

AHAY 0,0 FAGAE FAH

Are

o] & (economic profits) 2 3 5% 4 gichd
ABAY 0,0 dote] A olete Holth

2] F7HA] 8] =2 & Q okl A (JIAHIAATEAHEZS st APrE & A shd,

A,
4,

Hgh Aol #A3 5AHI of 7Sl A7 A,
AR AN BEE 259 7HAEAN BEHoE A € 5 At &t
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= 7Mool 2 A el

olo s} Roll(1977) & A7l AZAEEAE 714 & dokxn F34ac),
et A A$elE CAPMo| MM7tA ol 9 Z+at 3 glof (Hmda(lsss) Ru-
benstein(1973) ), o] & RulolA %o AFA =

W BE FEL BAY AULE FE ATHAZAAAA Told 4 g q}s

AR
A BAA Aol el A Be Za (ICAPM) 5o 971 sht SHE gy 2
@ HAE0 Yo EAHA FrrE AVAAAZoZRY B4 %@%_@ A

2
53] S BARE A BY FLEAY b A Aol 33
ol §¢ FHY + Uk 71Fe] A glebe Aaldl olel s Levich(1978) & ‘3
Qe wdol e FYUol Ar1A et HE AYB AL (risk-bearing)’ o] T

bl AAd #93EAEYe BA9e LGB oRd 2 7Y
4

Ao Al s spAel  BE F&3 AE & ‘9 wd’ ¥ %17‘:—7‘]

= = ‘o]d A AHHBEZ (heterogeneous information distribution)’ & 3zt
2 Qollut 2238} on|rt Yok, AEHEA] b o] £2Q°5E A= A]ZJ—O ag
AT A ke H-S Grossman(1977) 3} Grossman % Stiglitz(1976) 7} .o F & v},0]9)
W= vk 2k AlAmetgolel shutetd, A H ErRIAE AT 2AE
sl matgqlel g HEE A ¥ £ U vk F FHAANA L AEAE
B XA E & AEE o)A el o] ARBdAE oln FTE Wl L] =
= AE o] svl A3 A ArtAcl ‘o
% A =g o]k, zeiv A]”Oﬂ AH
% 14 (tremendous profits)’ 2 3
5 4 9ermg AEE F3s] 38t ol flg s AHolBZ oju &= “4“1{?}
v] 7% (Nash equilibrium) & FA| 32 Fevh. oleldl fF3o] EAsty] AsA+=
shutol o] wmekQelel el EAelof stRE  ESHHE
noise)’ Eubo]l ol Aefetell EAEE Holm, olF AL © o AT Ao RA
o 7HAL AZA FL ol st HEE Fu] Lo] &8 Afde, HME

g9l AgSate] #A A S AXF Aol sk ook, wakaiwl, HME xR
= b

o &

ofm

d fels XA

]
temE o AL LEAel
‘o)
o

o
rL
[o}

A} % (the market with
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taneous equations’ & F& Z3} Fobd vizl 9] matgqlel 9} SE A Fo £}
2ol shie] dise] EAY F A se v, ABHAEA G| ALY P
< ‘contingent market’ o AL AME ¥ £ AE oW} FAE A H
BE, o5 A%L $RAIT Sl EAY 4 Acke ZAolth. 3 Grossman 7
Stiglitz(1980) £ 714 Al 28l o)
Lol Rt AT d2E oA
B} ARA (informative)o] = g
AAA AZE g 22 AFHE 7P E Zlolot (Thang(1980)],

AR, AZRA7IAL] dfnle] FRE ZAsle] FAHYEL M2 ojF A ABE
ZtA 4 Aeolzhe 2

A4, AEEFATE A da AEE AERIR A A SAFA o] A7) A &
sue AFe wxgAole

A, ARERA Gl ARTE AAAL o HPAHL oL AU HAez
ML A¥ate] BEI4E ARafAY o184 B} WoludE A

YA, AREFA9 FH g FEEFA JHELH ZRAY ) HEaLd
o] 57} (equality) o] os] AAd e A

thalAd, & o] FUsE, AHe A (AT )Y F5u L] FFE AU G
AEY 22e FHopxA Heke 7

AAA, o ‘FZHA R HAA o] §3 E AEEAAAEL A ¢AA
S glebe 2 Soldh.

@) %

el dEEe  ‘gralal o 744 (rational expectations model)’ 3} o]  F-8-4
Aol A JE FAlv=  ‘ZA 7o) E (a theory of adjustment process)’o] 7
o 5]o] 9l v} Grossman 3} Stiglitz &= Al Zo] 34 A=A (perfectly arbitr-
aged) e} 5}ehd znﬂ%i_o_zaﬂ-a 5% + Ak olee 2ANN ghet A
Ao Foll A3 FEE A7) Yl vl &o] =g, AAAAE WA 5
b EANE E 4 9E TAS A4S

walabd, R Pe  ‘Geld sgEw’ o 2EAo Ay Fimulel uh, Azt
o] FejHojeted, ArIAAFH-L rle ‘ARl 4 A FAGe) EEA *Léﬂ
Aels S o oy FrlAeR Ana
ol shet s AEZE @7l ‘olAHog FX e 7] wiFeold. 2 Wk,

[e}]

AR
4 AT
)

mim £
My

A

o] A (informational differences)’ o] D]

_.«
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AAEAA o] 7l Fel Aol oyt Ay AR AlgtEo]l oY F QL
& on|gich. o)w FZAF7AHS Grossman 9} Stiglitz 9 vl GgAol &3 dA A
A 7 € v ZE APl B2 ‘deterministic case’ 9o AR A Ao 3 ) £
A& ‘stochastic case’ Z & #1722} 3}, o|PA E u Samuelson (1965 &
AbgkEol FelAold, AAZIAL ‘GAAFBAR o dF GFIARE FHo=
T2 s HEEE FHes, Fama(l1970) & o] <= (statement) S ul# A A
7hAol YHAHA ol Fa) AL A INFHARE FHoR FAYEA W
Setd, 2 AR AgAolsty g 2 EBE, AZESAAZL (1) AFES
A3 @) ofZle] AFEEA FAs2 Ae7t e FAY AFAZE (joint test)
ol2}& Zolch. =2}, Samuelson 3 Fama & Ecb el A& zle] Fdo] ¢l
2l A 24 (one-person approach)’ o] 22 AAAcgle] ‘FUF AR’} ‘A FFH
of e FYG W’ 2 Zx ddke Add, duk ojRo] ‘A (truth)’o] ofrjut
stwd, Jensen®] FgAo] A A Shvid ALALA 9o Exjo W ol &
A =AE ¢4,
olglgt ZAFFol olEAoR Aekxo] ‘9z EAHe] FsA Edelx BTz
ARA G EEAAToAE & Adol AUE v A2F ABEFHEAE o #AE
]t

7 2ol EAB B Aoleh. olol vlFo] &RAFEELAFol B
3

E

2 B2 AF 7HHo] (1) A4 AealelA @)
FU44HHAA 5 F ol Aol FASkm & Aol wet LFeel A A e
o z
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2. A MMHASIe 2BNESEY HS

o]t FARAAGY ABARELAA Bl G RE shiu] AEAoz TATEFIE
71 (International Parity Conditions; IPCs )o] 4 ¥ gtk 714 Sl 2}3‘3,(] ol I}
Ad ‘ANA AN 73] (arbitrage opportunity)’ 7} ER|stirl B E AZ= A
o2 utd A Aol ggAelebd AMAH AN AN FTHFI L o (zero)o] H Folr},
ool Wl WA FAFFTHEAY o 2 ARGl FAUA o 2A Ukl
2 e z%« 2 lele Folelsh S 4 uofol .
FHagze At
Ao 82X Giddy(1976) 7} o] 24 odAE wgdov, 72t 2459 714 S w43}
vl 4 49 Cassel, Fisher 3 Keynes 48 714 & F2a i, A,
gAze gHstts A (AdEA Adul g 2 24 So] gvtm A A
Aol ghrsiehe A (Frh7k AEolFol g, AHuE W A 5o it
]

AR) A, ool BE Al Al W LXo

B o np 5o

g

A, oldls FAAHY AAets A Fold,
(2) FAFTEEACZHEQ AdEk

A HA sl ' E = %Zﬂ%%izi o) 2k o] Al Al (ideal world) o Al A &5 4

ooy HAMA AN E ‘o] ZAoA Uk (deviations from 1PCs)’3}A 5= 7ol

uF, Solnik(1978) & o] oerel gel g 3l ‘AH4 (Z VAL AlA ) o2

9] JEF S oo} A ol FH A M A s AFA AL D) B-4-AFE A 4] (mul tigood world)

A} @AIA] B el 7|alsick= 7 SA, 23443519 B84 Ao o 7)ol A
2]

o

@29 gl B wok A o)

=8

el ole WEAA Aol A% HEolE ¥

1

714 53 ‘A st 2 GAZEAHAT Y JEL A ‘olAEH bl &

=

(Interest Rate Parity Theorem: IRPT)’ o] 2.8 ‘IRPTZ Y E 9 derfiql” & 4

Dolels 57142 Fyxe] Mg
@ ol ®57L (PPP); Sl stA st A2 A 324
@3 A4 &7 (Fisher Effect); A 5433 F§AR9 #3274
(®ZA 5} 4 £3} (International Fisher Effect);@E8A 4= F§A%e Fadz7
@ol A kol & (IRPT) ; A B84 A5 S§ARL T2
® M 23¢9 7}o] £(Forward Rate Parity); A 23hg2) ovlefd T3 8o oid Lol FA|2
e 27

1



10 BEBEHR

AR EE g o, 53 Stoll(1971) 52 A& BHZFAHZSAY ATl gy A
ot FEAAAEY AYAE ‘%%ZJEWWOI HP2AT & 7)o “xﬂ, 2R
&0l ¢34 e IRPERYEH e A7y AA2AAEY 7 &rl= Ewo|n 4
A, S AstED o] wrlA BFobs4el wret ‘e A A HAAF
= 7Hgel ¥ FHolgte A Fold. A- Aoz IRPUUYQL Advl g, 429 9
&AM, AT, oAl F2 2 FH A (neutral band) Zolup AF Qoks)
o, AR EHAA L B Aeul s’ o slQletch izl

3

@) A A A of A AF g4
ol8] FAAL IRPOJ o, AZHEE) AEREF) T @DolAE (1a(d)) 2 &

S g RS2 IRP 434S 2ol xal,
F—S fg — 1y
S = a+ 8- i Ho; a=0, 8=1 or
if
F-—S ld—if
R= - - , Ho; R=0
S 1 + 7

o] ¥ u}, Frenkel (1973) 3} Frenkel #} Levich (1975) & IRPYUEFgIO] 2. A=)
H1E, 7 Aol AsbrR, Ad 9 FFEE4 5o 7eddtm IRPAL
2 old FHd (neutral band) 7} ZAstE o o] o T¥E UPHER F
o v ez HAdsfol dtake 2 b, A4 HFA AHe) LS w93 Az gu
o dedo] FHAS 2P oFN 7P AeR JRAFTLEHS ARFE A

2 & 4 gloy, Levich(1982) = Ro] 9 (zero)o] o] 7[47]7S Zax o 47}
o8} 7187t EAY S A vwh o] AEwrd e A oo, Aliber(1970)
© AAAHAY o] Aojat AGe AAEZA IRPHZA IRPYUHo A7 <4 glod,
A A Fe] AREAZ Qlste] Al 94 Pl IRP7} Hyoix] o= 7 © 7} kst B}
v, e AEA s IRPTAE 43sta lota F335ie weby 94%*] = 8¢
Aol ol o,

1r S

3. SEUMMABI BAINEEBMNAUS

42 ‘BFAHAHY AlA (uncertain world)’ 0| o] Al akgol 9 g gog o
ol gtol A HAATEAHE HAEer] HallAE A, EEAAFIEY & AZo A
& S4T AFFIRL) BAGES B, ABAZES YN AEole 49 A



NBATTRRFERZA M HE N
MRS FA EEsA S22 HA g Aol BE A, dEHAG 4
AE8AZY Ag4AFYEES T4tz 3.
(1) BeAPlE

ol AAFEZYAANAA HA H(endogenous) 2 &, 243 (exogenous) 2 &
oAgA AAS e TFEEAAH)E P Yol AHBAE Ao ohjer AR
A7 GgA A A3 A 2L A & @ FHd oy YT o I}gS
7é7‘4fﬂ A7t st Aolg. ool e Ey s AlFRAdEFHol Ue vk 7|4
= AlZAAAH H2H (econometric approach)—‘?— ZNoz AHAY 2 sy, o]
Ay e sl Sdw, FIgA, A& E, AREAY Hs 2 244 FolH,
7} Fol § 7} (PPP) Y 3wl 2el (monetary model) 2 oJef = =] olwjo] Alwiw
T 9 E, AEAE, LS, AGEAAAR, ojAg Fo] AHFA|H. og7]4
t % 7MY dEAH] AIHE 4 BrlE SR

7P ol #E3 7to] E (PPPT)

ol g9 g3ldlof sl 7HF BH AHolH A A Eell g A Aste whPPPo
22 ‘4%d PPP’ o ‘4Exolsely PPP’ 2 F2¥ 4 dtul, PPPo|&Y
S e g AR A, 7k 87k g, oA vl agdAFA Fol
‘PPPENE dBHA & AP 4 glojof dh= v} o/} PPPAS FQx79
LOP (Law of One Price) 2] Ay Hafdr A Q70 ). ojml& PPPo|2o] %
7] e 7] eidel A¥ER 9 AT 2P Fot AlEsel2 v PPPE TS FUhF
F, THe EARSF ol Zle g EAFY it wel ‘Ao PPP(absolute
version of PPP)’ |, ‘AldiAs 4o PPP(relative version of PPP)’ 2 i o},
oldl PPPE #gZ Ao Zoletr| Bk shvte] FdAAQ vt o] & matsie ¥Y
o] ele A, LOP7 Hstx ¥e At AETFH ol shgAA Y ol & 7}
4 FAske vp Officer (1976) & FA4FAle #H7], 84S F7], mdEalold
AdizbA ) Wl A7 ARl 9 AR A & i Yo, Adler o

2

fr

u
0.

N

2) o]oll= (DModels of the current account 9} @Models of the capital accou-
ntSez d¥sn, $A9 A4 @BPol Uy AAYIYH © TLE
2] 2 A2 (Mundell-Fleming model, The basic portfolio-balance model,cu-
rrency-substitution models S 22 AR D2 @71e) FAIE Adds FEKou-
ri (1978) model, Stockman model £o] ¢Qlc}
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‘,ehman(1983) L2‘PPPU &’ 9] die]7} u}ElA| Y (martingale)ol] whEcks Ao @ AHZ o}
T ggo] FrEAold AV H A& P52 EA= 3, 4, Casselo]F o
ﬂﬁlfﬂWTJﬁ@fﬂﬂﬂ.OPWEﬁﬂTt ‘mAAete FUHAE & FF
27k 7t AR et A @ ole Hd Frenkel(1978) 52 E& A% S HEdte
YubzrtA A g7 AAsibe A @4 FUT ASAA (AFTAHI7E AHEso
of StEE 4] Ag kA b AbEEojof e A Art @A T SHEA
Al zpo] 7} A2 GDPHZF#o] A& Ab&3dhz Zo] Frpe 59 Aol dod A,
A EAAHY FALE ol EAFESH] AETA Aol FFAAY Ao
o8 ‘AWA PPP’ s} F7 = vl 343 “HdA PPF’ o YAAHELE 3
© W7 oddcds A A, =7k #89 A AEA (Hodgson »F Phelps(1975) & )
c}Alxl, PPPS] A AbE-4| 24 ¢ 4d PPP(bilateral PPP)’ H.ct: . ‘chu} PPP(mult-
ilateral PPP)’' 7} A2 o &HollA YAv] rdt A G -E7}A] 5 (effective price
index ratio) & o] €3} A4 3§ (effective exchange rate) 7§ d-& A=A B4 o

g g4 Aud A 5 dde Aol

1P 3l3j] o] & (Monetary Theory)

Sgol AF s A W F splol &2 el ¥ Fake AA FoE
vYepl e A9l v A EF2 (MP)el det 25 A4F425M), oA (D)
71 (K)Y @ E vehld 'MP=L(Y,ik)-@} 9} #ch. 714 Y&
MPo #HAE Y7t M/PE 4547128 AAAH, i MP Alsidd 4
<o MPE Efdted wHE 7)3u g AFAVIER 85 @34 dHd, Yo
i 7} FoiA= %vﬂ*-%HAJ sl o) ¢REEs WA Hi22 Krh 235
Al =Edl ole MPE EEA sk F ol FASE FuEsl W £28 F
A7 A %%rﬂ@ﬂﬁﬂﬂ‘%ﬂiﬂﬂ 1S A5AA JloBE, o] d &L F
o 3 ALsERAFAE dxzHolzt il

HA F92d (trade model) o] 7§ HFo] wd-irt 49, A2 E FoHA
A A= 2AFEF e HIAE 712 o, AEo] T2 (Capital Flow Models)-‘l] 7

%1%94 e AgolAgol o FAuo e Hololol 2, @ Hsflo] &
ol AEH AEA ez vehid,
lnS = UaMy — M) + (6 Y ; — £ Y o) + (LaKi—8u Ky ) +e(ig—iy)
S=(H14—mf)+7}(yf—yd)+(k;—kd)+e(id—-i;) ........................... ®
7} B+ d, o] ®4 3 FAsE AEA A EF4-e Bilson (1977), Dornbusch (1980)

ke o
orr
e
:1‘.
ﬁi
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% Frankel (1979) 5ol sl 7ts{glent, PPPo] ¥ld) sf2dle sldlwataql

o] Az melElolMdat e AHAFTFH Awid # P A P s}, vaH

Fgol Fol o] 2Hl g ALy o @40l FAAEH FAE L dvpt A A o)

bl FAHE FAT vk A sl EdEl vl e ETs A A9sFA .
) T QEZaQ «utgbro] E (Portfolio Balance Theory)

ol EazeY A48 E 3l 7} 0}\/] A F-2}AL (financial assets)o] o3t 48

& BEYe, WA ZAAA (5 Ho D59 Ws)el AT HodstE SA6 2
$4 (financial wealth)’ €] s %ol dA A7 7 ok, o8 AZH AFe Wz
Addoln Falgdch & ATAAT EAEHZ BT E o8 SHEsEA
o FReFE FARA oyl AEolQont, ok %o WA HEh £ Yt
Azgolet & 4 YAl

ofw Apgbolgt AF A (T4, Er B)Avk o5 sHAol vl A FAoln AR
I ZEAS s d=dl, ‘AEAN Lo AAAH 7} o] Fol A
{F, =E(S;+1) )7} AH322 2574 d4d Z,vlad s
el & zIE EGSuet s, 259 d23e GO+

(S¢ =1/ 1+e)Z, + ¢E(S;41) @} & EASE v} o] & vlef 2 &x3}u

RS

1
Zorp)  eeeereeeeens

St e ZO<+)E(tk) @
7b ®lef. ol Ao dul HF4E (Sl A dx Ue BE A =e wlHd
d ZElv BE e wdd FAn & e wh =3 of g dgeld 4
g ol HY F A BE AN e WA vldel ANEH AR 28

) QAL BANFLGT Ydes vdehym,

AASNEFnF o] HE £5HAAG), Fo0 A olAgHP Y ()2 EA

3t

M/P — K.Yn 76 ceenienanaen @

@F Moz uipd, FIWAE7HE Pu.Py 2t 8,

P, =M/KeY7e@ Ei worirmminnis ®

P! =Mf/K.Y?.e;E,' ......... @

®, @4& S, =CPd't/Pf,l°“

S_Md Y!) ceeCid=ip) o ®

Ky
@4011 log & # 3t
0,S= M= LM+ (8, Y ;= YD) +(6, Ky~ £, KD +e (i g—if) 7} =},
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Aol Flste] WEHAE ke AL vldg
W BEHES waol 9
ko] =FALA A 4 (Asset Market Approach)olet A 5318 vy 8 && 7+
‘Ph ‘BAFYF o ok, A2 el 7lddehes Aol . Frenkel(1981,1983)
o oS FETHLEAADIA Ae (1D $ET T BEAER, (I 22 ‘H

2 F45tn U4
oo (I

gnsz —a+ ﬂgnFl,_}‘*'a[(id—i,), —El‘l(id-if)tj'{"eL ......... @
(o | (m

23 D22 (t—1) A4 $838 HHol A3l tr)e] 843 Ao
s okE7}t ol Rpg o] & oJulst B g Frenkel & o] & 53] o] aAgutr] FRoA
o YHEd HE S F2'o 4TE F& A%Wdz dew, Dornbusch(1980)+= ]
Z} goo Tl AAAA F FINEGF 259 FrIA W el AT w29 F

g B Folrt.

IEJUP AZA A7 e Yule WEEHEY dFeA 9 AW 49 T2

HEEe TldEd HEA o]l foFoR dAHE RoAgFd U,

(2 EHAFEAEAAST

HEHAAL] EEAYS HAF dal ALl dHEE 298 FHAR A

7B Hﬂh"rﬂcﬂl AAG FdAAF

ol FEZHAHNA APAHd WERF7I e 54 HH (filter)” & A3
3 ol W& Zzle FAAE Al4Asd AHXEEHE AT W 22, Poole(1%67),
Dooley 9} Shafer(1976) H Cornell 7+ Dietrich(1975) 5o o3} Z%=|oj2n} &
A ‘P zA o) f (risk-adjusted profits)’ & Avrt2 AAF A7} ste AolH
Cargill #} Rausser(1975) 2] o %oﬂxi& g850) Ed: HAAEy a7 ol
717} Roldkx] Yo o AME FHEIHFI4Yo] ‘bl AHAA] 4l (abnormal pr-
ofits) & 2432 #3177 Lo o}zl %t
HER g Az FAGARAIEY AT

= dEsgo Az AAHor FAY
e ARl A8 oo AAIEHE

process’7}4 & A Zste A% SYsteh. ol

o]

rﬂ‘:é

A}z (no serial correlation)’ & zt:&
Al wH o g ‘889 randomwalk

222 Poole(1967),Burt,Kaen 3

r—{m

el
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Booth(1977) Sl 93] BN FA = vt AAEc} A4F3 e (deviations) o] ZA3lm
2 J58A3Le vEgAHog FAsIch, Leigw, ‘BEWEY TN AZe
AR AEHAZEEAAZY ozl obd FAd B4 WEJFNFELAL
A% FE2AE otdete Ao, wety ABAREFHAAFTLE FEFHAA

-
"3

o

or7

oL OiN
fol

44N EAR ARG AERAFAENATA AAsA s
@) AeRAZESHAT
7D AZ8L 4 dE HF
AZHAGY 58647452 A28 FO L vAAERE (S8 A EAR 25
gelA vl X" 2l vk 4714 F bR 422 =5 o

A, ERHBAE (g0 &) @l ZAA{E(P,,/§,)} 9 B FAFL(MSE)’ 9 3
&.gkol EAget. ©

=4, 6 o FEAF 0D A ‘2AE Jldex = °§(zer0)°l‘:}

AR, 714 A F2x(e) & Bel dolz, Alg Aol gk, ®

g, A B4 (Var.(F) )& SAAE £A% 29 2yt ag?
-?454 A 595 ol BE AZATAAE A2 g 2.

AL F, 9 MSE9 37 F d3ALYE vladozs AZTHALI LA

g 7 % }am R Rale o 23, IRPY 23
2 A dl &3 E° 3 Giddy & Dufey(1975), Levich,Cornell(1977),Giddy
(977 % =47 (1980) A Sl AEHgot o) Aol B4 AdE Ao ol
Jez F uch e A% Bd 2ok 22 2de 9E 4 aloh: Aol

é
2

= 4 Fi e A AEARS 2722 S, 9 BHAFARE Aol o
<, {Sivn=a+BFi+e,}ol7AY (54,5, =a'+p F} +€} e v SEAE ol 2t
€ SlAEYE EeAY, (Si,.-Fi=%372A3) 59 & 5 3 ez AFH &

Deols TP
E{CECP,.1/ 8 )Py )2/ §: ) <E{[(PL/ §,)—P,,,]? /4 }
5)0l & et
E([Ptﬂ‘E(P:/@z)j/ot}:O (rd—. 0y ¢, AHSD
6)0) = E4 Aol 4l
Var.(P, )= Var.(E(P; /¢, )]+ Var.(€,)o] Aes=2, Var.(P,)= Var(E(F,/
50X A5 =ul, olwl @A EspHo] glowd, Var.(e )z 00122 Var.(P,)
>Var.(B(P,/ §,)) 7} 4347 o},
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“d] o]e]l= Kaserman(1973),Aliber(1974), Kohlhagen (1974,1975),Giddy } Dufey
(1975), Bilson(1976),Cornel 1 (1977), Frenkel (1977,1978), Giddy (1977),Levich(1978)
Stokman(1978) 9 w14}7] (1980) Gof A7} gk, o Ao HE3g (F, o
UlHE 2 8 (Sran) o FHFAA e Aold, AL BF A5 o (zero) T $
Aoz ch2x detzm st AEAAZY ARAS AR A=A sPoyt, 259
AoUdol F2AYHA e AAnte g AEE R wAgstetn 317 ct.
AR %48 Cornell (1977) 3} T evich (1978) 5ol 9o AZ=Ud=v} Cornell &
‘| 52 21-57ke] 2% 437 (autocorrelation) A’ FAE Fohd uwl, Levich
} Frenkel (1976) & o} wbil e £a ‘A S8Age G474’ S = x5t cf,
v, o], Logue, Sweeny o Willett(1978) 9] A A& ‘Alod 4 HAF e A
% 34| (linear intertemporal relationship) FA-o| Exsicts A, A E3HnpR
(forward marginyo] A9 4ztol glchal Al WEA HEBAH] HgHolay “x
debes Addl & FAGAW 24 Wazolx FLEAL ofsl,meigo
Z7hH 4 (mar ket vulnerability) o 71918 AolAE B EdE 7o)
A SHL AFAGT G ZollE W2 F2A507 Qgtor},
ATl ol &slol & ul, Fy & E(Si4n) o ‘U EZ (risk premium)’ 0 2 45 of
RODE AAA HYFZY FAko] FAE 4 gl: &, ‘B 5
Yotz Fstekz sk, olell B [ FoAE ARAFESIAZES 98t Hdozzo
£ Bo} o4 ‘HEHNF LF] Bato| 2’ & 1’%51 F(E & v A
%%—‘?’]%%‘%—@Zﬂ °ﬂ A3 ASAAEE st i,
D AEEEY 43 AFE T

& A "ﬁ‘ﬂ“ﬂ% AWA £4 2 ‘EEAANMLEATY & ZARZ ‘W B34
%ﬁ.%‘éﬂ;‘é’ 7 Sl ’\P%El{l of ) 1}, Sl oh il wi) 545 =
oo, ofedl& A g 7Hd (joint hypothe -

SO A Sl v EHE AEEEFO ol AT (S,.,) 0 Rt o &
452 A F7bA Aol Bot 9l wh F, 9 dl29x% e olgan,

(8F =Sin —Fi @) o] slvl, o)wl e} 2 F7o2 ofglshs FalAlolA ‘5
M ol & (speculative profits)’ ¢ Yol b, A, Agar g 44
HE ASHLE 289 AdASt 2EE A0 E A, & (F =EG,., 0
©)ol 4, T4 AFAtAe FAH Aol EAG WP AAA S
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AAY 4 glofof stte A & {EG 4/ 8 =EGin/ §) © ) ol 4H3c},

olw) AEHG) N2ORE e rtetm dtm Ao AW (e’ = (S,.,~F7)
HE v, @A AAsRed, ol g} 7).

$a9

e Stan=FT (8442 —E(S,4a /8% ] [E(s,+n/§7)_1:g e
€ = S, ‘_[g §‘ + S‘; ,] €
) 00
o] @AelA (IJHEEL tAHNA A o 2E753E o 2L Fo)H, E[D—‘%%'—{—
WA AgFel & vEdle v (DHES ‘€5 84F 22 MY

< Roll 5} Solnik(1977) 28 ‘8] A A}<=2] (abnormal profits)’ o8 ¥ % ,J__‘f]-,
Bt ©49 HeE @A HLsld AA s,
e,n_[ 140~ B(Ss 4/ 8:))| [E(SH,,/;J':)—F" [E(S,M/L)—E(SH,./V)
t = S, _ S, S S
EHD avl vl

P,

of Hed, AFHAAL A4S F AE R . F FAG ALY 2o
Ao zul BAsEs AARAH (Doldd, VIe AAAsatst elapd Aol At
23 APy ‘BE $83 WHAN s} BFE A Ao g F HAEHAF
o ASAAEE AFH AFe Rele shlct.
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M. ASIAH LT AL o] &

AEdgolst 43 AA dE8E(S,; spot rate), T4l FZ 7 o] A =bo] (4di;in-
terest rate differential), Als vla|&l 5389 o =x (E(S,,,);expected future
stot rate} YA, A-F39 P& (rp; forward risk premium) 5 4 712 L0lo] 9
dl AR e, 2 EE A7 E HA B dTo A5 FAdide] HE A
=3 EFY EAFTol A Al o] BES AEIY FA A AEHHY
2ol EADE, 2 Aol AP wAFF0] oln AE solof ¥ A< AE
FAARANAA A 2 (ICAPMY’ of |AdA op&a) 2o,

USRS ENO st 0|2

ASAANAES ARl Hs PASE AEH Aol el AEFHgo] #H7|
slo] Jden2 AFHAFLTo EAgdE A At FEska At

e A
1) AYEZEA 3 $AA o] 2(HAEH Ad)
ot AEA AN2A AEBE] Jhul A
dul ol o) Bw} ‘FAFETAEA o 4T o

é

Eo] ‘9FZHA (risk-neutral)’sFAsbel 4 FFodh) S5 E o] 93 39 A}
(risk averter)’ 2t &A A9} Tfo] ok Zold, ulds TR E BF

oo GA A A A Sl Aul B o] A 2R Haol 2t d7l .
(2) T]oi‘g_}--z—}-.xﬁo]] .»}—’6]~ A A o]%(jzl /}*047511&)
ole AP LTl T s A2 ‘Audgd] HINY/MAST o AF
tx & st ole oAl A A Edld Su A EdE ojust
7D e A £ 2
o)of = Frankel (18979), Stockman(1978), Stein (1980),Fama ¢} Farber(1979) £ 9
odF7F %3 wh, Frankel (1979) o] Al Algt AT EAzAL AA, AHF
(risk neutral) A] ‘Siegel =] =" 7} 9 A} 9P 3)8) (risk arert) 4] & E=}4H
(outside assets) o] {loj& A Aol go] Fsirix| of AatagAl S 7HA A9 4,

ole

o Yatabo) EASE A A, AT TS ARAAIA o} FHAAF 7
Agol e ATRRYEe] EA e Holvl, Stockman(1978) & HE@gol2t 7]
Aol A FE (ES,.a0) AR 2F () % 25 (convexity) o & Fo2 vehd
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T Ut 3, olwll EE32 ‘Siegeldfd] F2° o)}
WS4 paze
A5H A+A, AE8Ee EHA Mol VA=A G A9 A2, ol e
‘AR gE ol YAt AAtl AARS W EAu Azde] wet AR 47
(time-varying risk premium)’& 7Z}A4sld, o]9 EHE AT 4 ¢ A

&5
2 el=4  Hodrick(1981) 2}Wyplosz (1983) 7+.2. ol & AAAA A LS 735y
AZ89EE 283 v 2= Fdd ) ASF @ A=A £RGF(F, 9
Hapakel BR )7t AS3AdEE S AAgte s Aoloh. o 7]A Adedt AEd4 3

229 e AW, FAAY APANA = A, dRAd] FA A,
o ANRAR 2 WA, TH AT LA E

MEERAF S DA gt 0|8

ol AEHAF TS M 271E AA o]l dig R F AYLE
A ARl ICAPMo] 3l o] 259l v} olo]= Solnik(1974), Sercu(1980), Adler
2} Dumas(1975), Stultz (1981) % Hodrick (1981) 52 o F7} &= o E39)
Solnik,Sercu,Adler ¢ Dumas & Z¢] ‘stationary diffusion process’ P& uw:=
cto 7pASo g X ‘AT sZ o] oA Aoln], Grauer,Litzenberger &+ Stehle
49 GLS e (1976) & Fapabe| @ slsl Axel web 9ge%o] AAHH e el
o oj= o AEAAIYYFL St AAA ¢ F Utz st ool sl Stultz 9}
Hodrick & 4ref %ol 7hgol whel A7kl Mol whel rp7b Wakchs she w2
A HAASEY 7 22 A Fd2e HgETY A S 23T F e v

‘717 ICAPM’ 7+ & EZeld T %

Astet s gheb. 2y, A E

R S O T

7) ‘Continuous time stochastic process’ & (D ‘diffusion process’ ¢ @‘jump
process ' 7} °'—‘——u} @Y 74 %ol @Whitenoise (purely random) process {N(0,1),
Cov(E(t )E(t )=0 ]} @®hbasic wiener process {N(0,t)} © Stationany Ito process
{N (x,+at,b?,)} @ non-stationary Ito process 9] $&o] <glc},
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24 AAAHecz AYLT

AA B, HFUFO) Aol web FALA Ao
EAGE o BG AAAZVoE
+ 7Y

_]

of glof MoleA & & glomE UEBAYY
9

=4
- 39270 9 4

rir

o
st A #AZEEAASTE bl 2o] Al AERAY L%‘- IZH AFE
AR 7L folshx ok, 2 BR NIAGFEAME  AAAINA X@gE A
2 RAZa A g s ARE s dd sl

i &

2
f—
lo

8) ICAPM 9| Zty &
Solnik (1974),Sercu(1980),Adler & Dumas(1976) 52| ‘Al ZFE A’ o] gt Z4q,
FBlack(1974), Stultz (1981) 59| ‘A A4 504’ o & vpgch.
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AN ESTEA BF AFH AT

1. g7=y

ARABEEAATA A5 TAE FAAZAE 22 A JuAR] A9
dutde 2 AAHE 7N FFAEEEo] g A webA 71‘H§P?;_r—4 ZE A~
(process) & & <+ gt Aoltt. 2822 213‘“1?&3-?‘5’73" AEHEY I
vl ggol W3 FUFAY R Luitel AFIARAEAAFTR l"‘oﬂ%
ol YdFHE HAle AETHEE A& wHEE FAE dEd AEH
EHAAF HE SGAAYERAST LA 22T Aol ofdzt AA A E 3
ol Ege JldA o AR FUE HrlR s Aok 229 A7) lr°1
(i) slolAQl(fair game) Zelo] @& AZ% FAol (ii) HTHAFYZEA 2o
& AFol Wasojop s}, st AAYE Lu|ATFE 9 Aolot AWIAETF
ol 71dg ‘PPPERHS e’ 2 AosE v AFEEAANN 5 FHHo
"a“”’?f—“— v oldl A E @Ak AAL 7L AE 39 A (risk-averter) 2FH g T w

2 A EAE 27T Al vk WE2HEY EUAM Heh WA el

\

r
ru{n

)l nqo m{o _{‘_,
Lo

o

4 HAA Mdodg shsshA g e Ao,
wely B o ol A& Qlﬂ*lﬂﬁ% AAZS Y wt= A sl of e Al ‘A
%%Q—Wé%‘—atxﬂ‘ﬂf F3 AZHoz AZFH va dle}

2. |74+

2 ASAH dTodA A" g Fie dN JHE v HeE VFer AT
3= (UB/£), Muict=2] (Can$,UB), Y £l (¥ US), 202 2 (SFrU$) ¥
Soinl2 3 (DMUS) Sol=, 4 #4838 AEHAL 1973 9 958 1984 12 Y7}
135490l gdch, olm) 1973 Hal ES-zA Ao 235 AFHEUEAS} AP o] F
13 A 0437] (1973~"18) & 17182, 2# A{3=57 (1979~ 84) = 712
Selel A4 B89 ABEE 434 2F2 99 58 179 45U Chen-
ical Bank’Q] F7A8 21509, [[7]19 AEYL FRelel=zo F& 9 Ay
of2d} 5o mARESl vk FFH EF ol F F8Y FHAE (weekly data)oldd, |
719l AL 2d9 o4 id rate), 719 2% o) £ (offer rate) o] A=l slAct,

&b 73
ek 2 e dF8E, 1Y A5 % 3AHY AS@eo] AR T,



: BEBRRAR

o718 B&g+ 24 2140EF, 313 AFHFAH.

3. g7y

AANE ARAFELAAEL A% Baz o2 WERALYLIZA] D T
NYAZE < 45tz s v o] oe] 59 of F[Stockman(1978), Robic-
heck ¢} Eaker(1978), Geweke ¢} Feige(1978),Longworth(1981), Jacobs(1982),Ha-
nsen 3} Hodrick(1980) = Cosset (1984) 5 J o] ojallA 3|HEA, AADEA, 05}
H(ME), A gH Aoz (MSE) ,Zd} e x5 (MAE),OLS( ordinary least square)
GLS(generalized least square), A3 GLS(joint GLS) ,%w A 33|42« (SURM;
seemingly unrelated regression model) 58] & /7| S0l &) 7 Zx o] %{__v}
g AF5AH FHAFol HA XU ¢, £ QoA Box-Jenkins 7|¥ & 2=
AbEstAbE ol o} o] whHel WAH 2 E o &3t ‘di%ﬁ%%%«l A
% ud 2nA @k oo A@Ael UeiE welval oL o

A, AA A (XD o} A EFA KDY A F A22AE e, 2hy o o] et o 27}
‘White noise process’ & wbZ o= AA A (X,,X;oq, - X—p) 7 A2 =330
& Ve, 2 2o Hrlse] Qlewd dFosel e 3 () @rlE i (b-
iased parts ; 49 YETE Fo & AHuwirsts) (2) 88295 (random errors) &
gerhssas 2,

=, oA Zebd vlddEEY AAA S, ALHE F, 7k9 Al o
2t e, 7kl AJA|E A3 (serial correlation) o] ZA)&bH, AE3-go] HIFAZ
12 vehicks Zolnl, o] & ‘statistical Q AZE & Ed RAFE Hos
59 2e) AAIER] (er,er-1,e,mp v, ) 50 ATl AAIG d3to] EAs)
=Atzlk (autocorrelation) A7} EA)dck= Ziold, go= ‘White noise pr-

ocess’ & &= A& orlsige A
AR, AETAAJA 7 EASD AR5
e 5lalEre] ok A Al o] wlA—A7ZIARul 2 glddoe] gty sl

ol m—AAzEY g AFAAE A, AADAES G2 (identific-

e ooy
*JI—}IW

A+3} (partial autocorrelation) A% -3

ation) kAl =4, Zlo =X (estimation) T4 4], Zelo] x|c} (diagnostic
checking) @A) S0 8 Yoz 9o},
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4. MEHHS % En

dA elml gl w Qe TE—ANL AFER g 7 FEHE AYG =
o A, 4, A 2 AFAASE st oS3 2o
) US$/£9 A¢
A a—AzEde] o3 AAd AR 8.3 (identification) WAZA 1
MY AE3Y AS(17]), ‘differencing’ & Fx ¢S A% LAGY Zrld= =t
= A3 (autecorrelation) o] F7A 3] o (zero) o2 33}z ¢o =2 ‘non-station-
ary series’ 2 B 4 o}, wely 1A differencing’#} ‘2 3} differencing’ ®
S AdAe 2 AFHA F=& & AA ‘1A differencing’ & FAL 4F AT
A3} 84 (Autocorrelation Function; ACF) £ E5A3} u] (band) ylol] A A o] 2}%
¥ (-0.108) =z b2 o 2dd vk MAWEH S ST 5 s, o9 3
2= Azbdh4 (Partial Autocorrelation Function; PACF) & EA 3l wjdle] A A ]
9l 32.(~0.108), 45, 85, 28 Fol| o) B 7A 4 Fwlck F7]) A (Seasonality) o]
EAstog AR(E = SMA(D) B2l & 24F ‘F Al A3 (ARMA(1,1)+SMA(1)}
Zel2 Fo] (identify) = o} spAlck. £ 14Y AES (07 )Y AfdE ‘1 Adif-
ferencing’ o} MA(1)7} SMAQG)E &dT ﬁl%\‘iﬁ, 3ANY AER(CI709 F
$ ‘differencing’ & F3 9¥%kE 7#A¢ T 5AHY uFozr TIHA AR A
A3 Z43lo 2 ‘non-stationary’ stk A A Hdh. webA ojw 4 (tremd)
2 7] 9e) ‘1 x differencing’ & F3viy] ACFolA 22z 3788 AHo| wu}
ol Y AFeogs MA(3) & el on, 1350 oo FuigZEe] szt Q)
o] SMA(1) 9 #ls} FAe| PACFolAE wupge] &HZe A 347 EAste vt
ARBYS ol 4 glo] AT o] ¥l e (ARMA(3,3) +SMA(1)} B®12 =i 535
o, 34 AEZ3 (D) 71 AF A ‘1A differencing’ 4] HZ2H 9ol wFof
A EAlo) ACFolA 12,24,36 o wjutzol A Al

S s e vk SMAR)S AT F ARe=E (MA()+SMAGB)} ERE 4353}
geh. ol HAe R Mg Eag F& dehvdt B FAAFEoME AHES S
o) FTEAd s AA "3

A2 ze B B FLA B4 55 Aosigled ((RL ) Fx), e EASH

Q.

p

A
B
lo
=
%]
i
A
rr
g
-
Q
fo=]
<
2
&
(]
N
ox
2
m\n

9)2xF differencing’ 2 98 H$ ‘1z differencing’ B} o] Fx| %A

vgterz Awshx eiskeh.
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o 7t Bl o] Z #gH dFAY AYzg F AP FoEN Fe At (res-
iduals) 59 A)gl=’102g] 3 o] o (zero) o]z ‘White noise process’ ZH= H
F7Hd (Ho) off W3 #Z& ‘x* EA2e 2A (diagnostic Chi-square statistics
for residual series of variables)’g %3&] Rt} (diagnostic checking) 3t 723}
(KBRI>#>=x), 149 A& (D719 2 ¢ LAGI8 #H, 349 AEH D 79
A%< LAGIZHE d& Hee ASHEH &80 5%cl4ez dejrz X v
T2 dEFAY Az & A Ao ¢ 9od, FAd ‘AuHx E3 A} (re-
siduals) Al2| =" & FofAolx] ZFio] A 2ZA (US/£)2 HAEHEL LAF
g & & AT ‘A7l wet W F (time-varying) 'l ‘A B3 Y 2F (forwa-
rd risk premium) 8  EAF YUY F Aotz Pl
(2) Can $,/U.S. $9 A ¢

(US$/£) 9] 759 vt/ E ZAFSAAE 78] A9, 14 1, 3444
S8 (LID 718 ¢ ‘differencing’ o] Fojz|z] &L 9ol F43] ojd EH & o
(band) Soll E0] 22 Yx AA3] Holxg AFE HolmE olm ‘pattern’F X
o] = ‘non-stationary A|2]=2’ & 2 < Qlct. upgts] o]2] & ‘non-stationary’E g]
o7l #a ‘13 differencing’s & A3} 149 A3 (D719 A+ (ARD
+SMA(D} 2, 5 D78 %= (MA(D) +SMA(3) } &2, 3749 AE% (DD
7190 A%+ {(ARMA(L.1) +SMA(1 } 2=, 5 (171 )¢ A% (MA(1) +SMA(4)}
Edo] ol (identify) fch. o B2elol SZAAANA H7] 21 ~293]9 wpEzg
Foll MSEE 3 aslste Zlo] Adsdon, vixlet thajel ‘29 et & &
B, Agdurlet 247120 (I, 71 el sAIQlel &80 5%EH A8 A5
2ape| A =27t Fo Aol XFE HoFul e Edo] Hisicis AES W
g ¢ A (R =)

3) Yen U.S.$9 7%

ol A% ‘differencing’ & Fz 9x &9 xE ‘plotting’ 3 HLlE FAS
olm of (band) Fofl Eol742 ¥z ofd FAE Y 4 ereg ‘1, 2% dif-
ferencing’ & F4, 2xXct 1x29 #A9 wHEsA g - T HZAHNA dFHe

10) a4Ale] =98] ‘grarphic display’ & ¥&l zero & 4 °2 ‘White noise process’ &
8ol , 7t Auto-correlations £°] ‘§4 EE2A4A" <l band@ Gol YT 9

2.2 2 ‘stationary at mean zero’ g o 4 Ac}t.



AehHREEREN W HRE 25

2 Ay A HE o IALATR(I)79 S (ARMA(L,1) + SMA(D)} =
9, 5 (D718 A (ARMA(2,1))2d9, 34Y4ER (7Y 2% (ARD) +
SMA(1)) 54, § (D78 2% (ARMACL,D+SAR(I+SMA(D)} 23 Jo| &
oFe] ZASARE # 1AL AR (DAY AS 83T Szend, olWE LAG

18 28] ==X g =7} ‘White noise process’ & wEZn |, T-(AD 79 A& 344
AERH (D7 Afole & Bho] Agsictn #As o, 3ALAERAD 719
Al LAG62 Aol AP b%vinteg AaAg] =27t A (significant)

9 ez, vha-Al 2R 24 AR dustA Xt Fe ARz #
Aoz EAFSE HoFoIM Hdlo] A gstx| ¢Fg FUdd sAAd( (EV)
Az).

4) SFr/US$9 A%

29 2o AT ‘differencing’-& F2 &S A9 ‘non-stationary 'l
o Z4 (trend) & 2 4 o] 1, 2z differencing & & v} 2x8B ‘14
differencing’ oA E®& Zeld F gdch. 1A4Y AR (D7 A¢ EE A
o] i u (band) %ol Fo] Yo}, ACFel A 4F= g Hol ule] AL} FAlof
PACF ol 4] 4 Fujc}t F7]A (seasonality) S wx w2 Wolzxlz YL el
b {SMA(D)) 2912 waslgded, TAD7Y Z¥c (ARMA(2,1))EHZ, 37
4 AERMAY A%+ (ARMA(LD +SMA(D ) Bdl2 , 5(I) 719 A%<
{AR(1) + SAR(1) + SMA(1) } Rl 2 = gsigict. =& olF R 5o sl FA4%
A ol 59 AAAY =t FH o)A Fstek= A F-7Hd (Ho) & 7144712 X359
ook B EaEe Aygudelet A (EVHYRZE).

) DM/US$9 % ¢

TolHut2 a0l ASoL ‘differencing’ o] FojxA e AL A3 dwo=E
l43t o 24 ‘non-stationary’ 9 ‘FA’E ¥ AFE u} ¢
e

vd, 1, Zz]- differencing’
g F=) 23nch ‘1A differencing’ o 3% WMA—WALER HAPo2H
PAsl 574 Agel BYe 44 Rae 134¢ A3 4 A 5, 1AL AT

o

ot

]
(D719 724% {(ARMA(1,1) +SMA(D)} =, 5D 718 2% (AR(1) +SMA(3))
ey, 3749 AER (DAY 49 (AR(D) +SMA(D) } 2, 5dD 71975 {AR
(1) +SMA(3)} Zello] A&l gle vh, ol & Adsfral, B -‘1%101 %‘Hﬂ“ "Ho)
< N4 5 e 5%Ech & &2 vEhd v 7

)
HolA Zetoz 7 mejol ofrldy BE ARWEE 2 wddhn e wéﬁ’_ﬂ' °)
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27T BERFAR ABHTBZNE R W WHRE 28
BI-1> 249 23 9 AY4YF (USs /o9 Ap)
—
AEF airiy 149 dggd A§$
wraA 7l &
2o 24 % AWYAF I 7 I
A. Box-Jenkins XH9 &3
(Estimation)
1. Iteration 34 3 28 3
2. Function Value (MSE) 0.1030673 E + 00 0.2320962 E + 00
3. Nonlinear Estimation PAR LAG ESTIMATE STD ERRDR T RATIO PAR LAG ESTIMATE STD ERRDR T RATIO
Results AR 1 0.81603 0.15317 5.3275 MA 1 0.93750F - 02 0.56634 E-01 0.16554
MA 1 0.71563 0.18292 3.9123 SMA 4 0.75313 0 56521 E-01 13.325
SMA 4 0.88438 0.27647E~ 01 31.989 SMA 8 0.21081 0.69901 F-01 3.0159
SMA 12 0.98750F-02 0.55894 E --01 -0.17667
4. Covariance Matrix of the PAR LAG PAR LAG
Estimates AR 1 0.23462E-01 0.27246 E-01 0.11923E-02 MA 1 0.32074 £-02 0.90765 E- 04 -0.31156 E- 03 0.22340E-03
MA 1 0.27246 E-01 0.33458E - 01 0.12988 K- 02 SMA 4 0.90765E-04 0.31946 E-02 —0.24060E-02 . -0.64478F-03
SMA 4 0.11923E-02 0.12988F-02 0.76433F£-03 SMA 8 -0.31156E-03 -0.24060E-02 0.48861 E~02 ~-0.24411E-02
SMA 12 0.22340E~03 -0.64478E-03 -0.24411E- 02 0.31241E-02
5. Correlation Matrix of PAR LAG PAR LAG
the Estimates AR 1 1.00000 0.97245 0.28157 MA 1 1.00000 0.02836 -0.07870 0.07507
MA 1 0.97245 1.00000 0.25684 SMA 4 0.02836 1.00000 -0.60899 -0.20410
SMA 4 0.28157 0.25684 1.00000 SMA 8 -0.07870 -0.60899 1.00000 -0.62480
SMA 12 0.07057 -0.20410 -0.62480 1.00000
6. Me Vali f Residual
an value of Residua 0.53835 E - 03 0.12015 E - 02
Series
7. Standard Deviation of 0.19387 01 27118 ol
Residual Series . £- 0.271I8 E -
8. Variance of Residual
X 0.37587 £ - 03 0.73537 E - 03
Series
B. Box-Jenkins 22l Alg}
(Diagnostic Chi-Square LAG CHI-SQ D.F PRDB LAG CHI-SQ D.F PROB
Statistics for Residual 6 10.65 3 0.0137 6 0.77 2 0.6808
Series of Variance 12 17.61 9 0.0400 12 5.91 8 0.6575
Us$,/ (%) 18 23.21 15 0.0798 18 10.73 14 0.7068
24 28 .96 21 0.1150 24 16.95 20 0 6564
30 31.32 27 0.2581 30 24 .57 26 0.5435
36 32.30 33 0.5016 36 32.36 32 0.4489
42 34.94 39 0.6554 42 39.31 38 0.4108
48 38.64 45 0.7368 45 42.16 41 0.4204
50 43.33 47 0.6253







20 @mEsHEE AamBusskEd WY Bw
(BL-2> =del 24 9 A4S (US$/ £33 39
[T . IAY 4EV AS
erv\..hdn_ wu‘.\\lﬂ o H i N_
se) 54 % AY4HE
A. Box-Jenkins Xule 2
(Estimation)
1. Iteration 37 3 34 3| .
2. Function Value (MSE) 0.1134789 E + 00 0.2396991 E + 00
3. Nonlinear Estimation PAR LAG ESTIMATE STD ERROR T RATIO PAR LAG ESTIMATE STD ERROR T RATIO
Results AR 1 -0.25290 0.25744 ~0.98235 MA 1 -0.29688E-01 0.56584 E-01 -0.52467
AR 2 0.33615 0.19669 1.7091 SMA 12 0.83125 0.54418E-01 15.275
AR 3 0.21218 0.23961 0.88553 SMA 24 0.62500F- 01 0.71249E-01 0.87721
MA 1 -0.29844 0.26200 -1.13581" SMA 36 0.55125£- 01 0.55468 E- 01 0.99381
MA 2 0.20150 0.20505 0.98268
MA 3 -0.21750E-01 0.23238 -0.93595£- 01
SMA 13 0.83338 0.22478E- 01 39.300 A
4, Covariance Matrix of PAR LAG PAR LAG |
the Estimates AR 1 0.66277E-01 0.351BTE-02 -0.37873£-01 0.65604F-01 0.99530£-02 -0.33137E-01 -0.19811 E- 03 MA 1 0.32017E-02 0.49525E-04 -0.32050E-03 0.27376E-03 ¢
AR 2 0.35187TE-02 0.38687E-01 -0.10215£- 02 0.31123F£-02 0.38195F£-01 0.19680E-02 -0.58028F-~ 03 SMA 12 0.49525E-04 0.29613E-~02 -0.25831 - 02 -0.35529 F- 03
AR 3 -0.37873E-01 -0.10215E-02 0.57412£-01 ~0.37467E-01 —0.42989E-02 0.53624E-01 0.45868F - 03 SMA 24 -0,32050E-03 -0.25831 E~02 0.50764F- 02 -0.25141 E-02
MA 1 0.65604F£-01 0.31123%-02 -0.37467E-01 0.68644£-01 0,10589E-01 -0.335395-01 —0_18706E-03 SMA 36 0.27376 E- 03 -0.35529£~03 -0.25141E~02 0.30767F-02
MA 2 0.99530E-02 0.38195F-01 -0.42989E-02 0.10509E-0! 0.42046E-01 0.19710E-04 -0.70887E-03
MA 3 -0.33137£-01 0.19680E-02 0.53624FE-01 -0.33539F-01 0.19710£-04 0.54002E-01 0.50613E-03
SMA 12 -0.19811F-03 -0.58028E-03 0.45868F-03 ~0.18706E-03 -0,70887F-03 0.50613E-03 0.50525E-03
5. Correiation Matrix of PAR LAG PAR LAG
the Estimates AR 1 1.00000 0.06949 -0,61397 0.97263 0.18854 -0.55390 -0.03424 MA 1 1.00000 0.01608 -0,07950 0.08722
AR 2 0.06949 1.00000 ~-0.02167 0.06039 0.94703 0.04306 -0.13125 SMA 12 0.01608 1.00000 -0.66622 -0.11770
AR 3 ~0.61397 ~0.02167 1.00000 -0,59683 ~0,08750 0.96306 0.08516 SMA 24 -0.07950 -0.66622 1.00000 -0.63616
MA 1 0.97263 0.06039 -0.59683 1.00000 0.19710 -0.55086 -0.03176 SMA 36 0.08722 -0.11770 -0,63616 1.00000
MA 2 0.18854 0.94703 —0.08750 0.19710 1.00000 0.00041 -0.15380
MA 3 -0.55390 0.04306 0.96306 -0.55086 0.00041 1.00000 0.09690
SMA 13 -0.03424 -0.13125 0.03516 -0.03176 ~0.15380 0.09690 1.00000
m._squ Value of Residual ~0.31541 F - 03 0.69005 £ - 03
Series
7. wg_”_nma Dw<.mm:o= of 0.20423 E - 01 0.2757T E - 0l
Residual Series
8. <w1.m=na of Residual 0.41710 E - 03 0.76047 E - 03
Series
B. Box-Jenkins ¥tde] Ay}
(Diagnostic Chi-square LAG CHI-5Q D.F PROB LAG CH!1-5Q D.F PROB
Statistics for Residual 12 3.86 5 0.5702 6 9.20 2 0.0101
Series of Variance 18 8.14 i1 0.7011 12 10 48 8 0.2329
Usg,/ £ « 10.97 17 0.8579 18 15.14 14 0.3685
30 12.91 23 0.9538 24 22.77 20 0.3003
36 17.15 29 0.9598 a0 34,27 26 0.1283
42 18.00 35 0.9923 . 36 43.16 32 0.0900
48 23.22 41 0.9886 42 56.65 38 0.0263
50 23.55 43 0.9931 45 59.43 41 0.0312






31 EBBHRA : N BRFERRY WY WHE 32
(RM-1) =2we &4 9 HF4zF (Can $/USS)
AEg o 14y A88e A%
ul ) 7] A
v 24 3 AY4EE I 7 1 7
. Box-Jenkins 29 33
(Estimation)
1. Iteration 25 3| 21 3 .
2. Function Value (MSE) 0.5182304 £ - 02 0.1427301 E - 01
3. Nonlinear Estimation PAR LAG ESTIMATE STD ERRDR T RATIO PAR LAG ESTIMATE STD ERRDR T RATIO
Results AR 1 0.27550 0.58063E-01 4.7465 MA 1 -0.15625 0.56111 E-01 -2.7341
SMA 4 0.91719 0.22531E-01 40.173 SMA 4 0.37344 0.66481 E- 01 15.470
SMA 8  -0.54683E-01 0.74343E-01 -0.73266
SMA 12 0.13062E-01 0.56527E-01 0.73108
4. Covariance Matrix of PAR LAG PAR LAG
the Estimates AR 1 0.33713E-02 -0.32561 E- 04 MA 1 0.31484E- 02 0.12668 £-03 0.47233E-04 0.17857E-04
SMA 4 -0.32561 E- 04 0.52126 £~ 03 SMA 4 0.12668F-03 0.31878E-02 -0.27704 E- 02 0.12682E-03
SMA 8 0.47283E-04 -0.27704 E- 02 0.56716 £-02 -0,27571 E~- 02
SMA 12 0.17857F-04 0.12682E-03 ~0.27971 E~ 02 0.31953E-02
5. Correlation Matrix of PAR LAG PAR LAG
the Estimates AR 1 1.00000 -0.02456 MA 1 1 .00000 0.03999 0.01129 0.00563
SMA 4 -0.02456 1.00000 SMA 4 0.03999 1.00000 ~0.65737 0.03974
SMA 8 0.01129 -0.65737 1.00000 -0.65344
SMA 12 0.00563 0.03974 -0.6 44 1.00000
6. Mean Value of Residual
. 0.23218 E - 03 ~-0.65976 E - 04
Series
7. Standard Deviation of
. . 0.43428 E - 02 0.67310 £ - 02
Residual Series
8. Variance of Residual
. 0.13360 £ - 04 0.45307 E - 04
Series
M. Box-Jenkins XEwol At
(Diagnostic Chi-square LAG CHI-8Q D.F PRDB LAG CHI-58Q D.F PRDB
Statistics for Residual 6 4.62 4 0.3286 6 3.48 2 0.1754
Series of Variance 12 9.56 10 0.4797 12 8.43 8 0.3927
Can §,US8%) 18 17.58 16 0.3492 18 10.12 14 0.7532
24 23.09 22 0.3965 24 16.38 20 0.6927
30 27.04 28 0.5162 30 21 .86 26 0.6966
36 38.97 34 0.2560 36 27.98 32 0.6702
42 55.33 40 0.0541 42 37.06 38 0.5129
48 64,48 46 0.0372 45 44 .35 41 0.3322
50 64.54 48 0.0557







33 EB#HR AetTRREEREd WS WR U
(BI-2) zale] &3 9 Hg4dH%F (Can $/USH)
AES abrd 3ANY A8y A¥
R E L {
e &4 3 AUYAT I 7 I 7
T[. Box-Jenkins %o} &4
(Estimation)
i.lteration 22 3| 29 3| :
2. Function Value (MSE) 0.5182304 E - 02 0.1572050 E - 01
3. Nonlinear Estimation PAR LAG ESTIMATE STD ERRDR T RATIO PAR LAG ESTIMATE STD ERRDR T RATIO
Results AR 1 0.51375 0.18578 2.7654 MA 1 -0,12869 0.55939E- 01 -2.3005
MA 1 0.27500 0.20851 1.3189 SMA 12 0.67289 0 55676 E-01 12,086
SMA 13 0.90000 0.17935F- 01 50.191 SMA 24 0.40625E-01  0.65559 E~ 01 0.61968
SMA 36 0.20875E-01 0.70190E£-01 0.29741
SMA 48 -0.62062E-01 0.57886E-01 -1.0722
4. Covariance Matrix of PAR LAG PAR LAG
the Estimates AR 1 0.34513K~01  0.3T203E-01 -0.24725E-04 MA 1 0.31292F-02 0.10657E-03  0.10416E-03 -0.12923FE-03 -0.27463E-04
MA 1 0.37203E-01 0.43475E-01 -0.23802F-04] SMA 12 0.10657F-03 0.30998F£-02 -0.19443E-02 -0.20813E-03 0.24590E-05
SMA 13 -0.24725E-04 -0.28802E-04 0.32167E-03] SMA 24 0.10416£-03 -0.19443E-02 0.42979E-02 -0.20861E£-02 0.43617E-04
SMA 36 -0.12023F-03 -0.20818F-03 -0.20861E-02 0.49266E-02 -0.24505E-02
SMA 48  -0.27463E-04 0.24590E-05 0.43617E-04 -0.24505£-02  0.33505E-02
5. Correlation Matrix of PAR LAG PAR LAG
the Estimates AR 1 1.00000 0.96043 -(.00742 MA 1 1.00000 0.03422 0.02840 0.03291 -0.00848
MA 1 0.96043 1.00000 -0.00770 SMA 12 0,03422 1.00000 —0.53267 ~-0.05327 0.00076
SMA 13 -0.00742 -0.00770 1.00000 SMA 24 0.02840 -0.53267 1.00000 -0.45334 0.01149
SMA 36 -0.03281  -0.05327 -0.45334 1.00000 -0.60314
SMA 48 -0.00848 0.00076 0.01149 -0.60314 1.00000
6. mem Value of Residual 0.14246 F - 03 ~0.11056 F — 03
Series
7. m;m&wa Um<._m:o: of 0.46567 F - 02 0.70636 E - 02
Residual Series
8. Variance of Residual
Series 0.21685 E - 04 0.49894 E - 04
II. Box-Jenkins Fw29 2}
(Diagnostic Chi-square LAG CHI-SQ D.F PROB LAG CHI-SQ D.F PROB
Statistics for Residual 6 4.19 3 0.2418 6 3.63 1 0.0566
Series of Variance 12 8.84 9 0.4526 12 5.41 7 0.6097
Can § USH ) 18 18.92, 15 0.2174 18 6.68 13 0.9181
24 23 46 21 0,3199 24 12.27 19 0.8737
30 28.97 27 0.3625 30 18.78 25 0.8078
36 36.53 33 0.3080 36 23.73 31 0.8214
42 49.00 39 0.1310 42 29.68 37 0.7984
48 59.39 45 0.0737 45 36.74 40 0.6179
50 59.50 47 0.1043
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RNV-1) =mule 24 o H{Y4Y4naS (Yen/USS)
AFE "oy 14y AgFse ¢
b e e P ]
s &3 9 AY4AE 17 I 7
A. Box-Jenkins 2w A
(Estimation)
1. Iteration 78 &) 21 3 .
2. Function Value (MSE) 0.2244161 £ + 04 0.2236031 E + 05
3. Nonlinear Estimation PAR LAG ESTIMATE STD ERROR T RATID PAR LAG ESTIMATE STD ERROR T RATID
Results AR 1 -0.81608 0.54249F-01 -15.043 AR 1 0.36635 0.55653E£-01 6.5828
MA 1 -0.95242 0.26220F - 01 -36.325 AR 2 0.18935 0.55478E-01 3.4131
SMA 4 0.43469 0.57306 E-~ 01 7.5853 MA 1 0.99322 0.39865E-~02 249.15
4. Covariance Matrix of PAR LAG PAR LAG
the Estimates AR 1 0.29430E-02 0.10450E - 02 -0.38919E-03 AR 1 0.30973E- 02 -0.13884£-02 0.14657E-04
MA i 0.10450E-02 0.68748E-03 0.21638E-03 AR 2 -0_13884E-02 0.30778E-02 0.33041 £~ 05
SMA 4 -0.38919E-03 0.21638FK-03 0.32840E-02 MA 1 0.14657E- 04 0.33041 E-05 0.15892E-04
5. Correlation Matrix of PAR LAG PAR LAG
the Estimates AR 1 1.00000 0.73466 ~0.18919 AR 1 1.00000 -00.44969 0.06607
MA 1 0.73466 1.00000 0.14401 AR 2 -0.44969 1.00000 0.01494
SMA 4 ~0.12519 0.14401 1.00000 MA 1 0.,06607 0.014%4 1.00000
6. M Val i
ean Value of Residual -0.49892 E - 01 0.33767 E + 00
Series
7. Standard Deviation of
. . 0.28614 E + 01 0.84454 E + 01
Residual Series
8. Variance of Residual
. 0.81879 £ + 01 0.71325 E + 02
Series
B. Box-Jenkins X®l9o =z}
(Diagnostic Chi-square LAG CHI-SQ D.F PROS LAG CHI-SQ D.F PROS
Statistics for Residual 6 10.46 3 0.U151 6 1.37 3 0.7124
Series of Variance 12 19.82 9 0.0191 12 §.92 9 0.4447
¥/US%) 18 22.02 15 0.1072 18 14.39 15 0.4964
24 23.61 21 0.3125 24 17.32 21 0.6914
30 24 .43 27 0.6062 30 20.98 27 0.7874
36 25.97 33 0.8031 36 : 21.84 33 0.9310
42 29.78 39 0.8561 42 25.64 39 0.9509
48 36.62 45 0.8087 45 27.07 42 0.9642
50 36.74 47 0.8593







37 EEEFR . ) ApTBEESERE] WY WE 38
EWV-2)> 2We &4 o HFYHSF (Yen ~ USH
AEE W INY AEBS) AL
Lt
sl 54 % AYHAE I I )
A. Box-Jenkins ®2uo &4
(Estimation)
1. Iteration 25 3] 37 3}
2. Function Value (MSE) 0.2253173 E + 04 0.4112336 E + 04
3. Nonlinear Estimation PAR LAG ESTIMATE STD ERRDR T RATIO PAR LAG ESTIMATE STD ERRDR T RATIO
Results AR 1 0.22181 0.59720E-~01 3.7141 AR 1 0.71986 0.22289 3.2296
AR 2 0.61632 E-01 0.53071E-01 1.1613 MA 1 0.61900 0.25214 2.4550
SMA 13 0.66150 0.39055E~01 16.938 SAR 12 -0.12538 0.83367E-01 -1.5039
SMA 12 0.61150 0.66188E-01 9,2383
4. Covariance Matrix of PAR LAG PAR LAG
the Estimates AR 1 0.35664 E-02 -0.58499E-03 0.227T17E-04 AR 1 0.49682E-01 0.55280E-01 0.40199E-03 0.12175E-02
AR 2 ~0.58499 E- 03 0.28165E-02 ~0.47115E-03 MA 1 0.55280E- 01 0.63575E-01 0.17560 E-03 0.13625E-02
SMA 13 0.22717E-04 -0.47115E-03 0.15253E-02 SAR 12 0.40199E-03 0.17568 E-03 0.69500F - 02 0.39648F-02
SMA 12 0.12175E-02  0.13625E-02 0.39648E-02 0.43809E- 02
5. Correlation Matrix of PAR LAG PAR LAG
the Estimates AR 1 1.00000 -0.18458 0.00974 AR 1 1.00000 0.98363 0.02163 0.08252
AR 2 -0.18458 1.00000 -0.22732 MA 1 0.98363 1.00000 0.00836 0.08164
SMA 13 0.00974 -0.22732 1.00000 SAR 12 0.02163 0.,00835 1.00000 0.71854
SMA 12 0.06252 0.08164 0.71854 1.00000
6. Mean Value of Residual _0.27558 E - 01 0.79278 E - 01
Series
7. m~m¢am<a Om<.~m:o: of 0.28727 E + 01 0.36893 £ + 01
Residual Series
8. <m_‘wm:nm of Residual 0.82526 F + 01 0.13611 E + 02
Series
B. Box-Jenkins ZF®lo] =gt
(Diagnostic Chi-square LAG CHI-SQ .F PRDB LAG CHI1-SQ D.F PRDB
Statistics for Residual 6 1.52 3 0.6777 6 5 .56 2 0.0619
Series of Variance 12 12.67 9 0.1779 wm Mn.w“_w _m wmwmm
30.3 .
Y US$) 18 16.48 15 0.3509 24 35.28 20 0.0187
24 20.17 21 0.5108 30 18,88 26 0.0043
B 27 717 36 55,30 32 0.0065
30 22.39 0.7173 42 6635 38 0-0030
36 23.86 33 0.8780 48 68.38 44 0.0107
42 25.73 39 0.9494 54 30.20 mm 0.0043
60 87.00 0.0050
18 29.45 45 0.9645 66 9066 62 0.0103
50 30.65 47 0.9688 70 92.76 66 0.0166
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(EV-1)  =de Z3y o A4S (SFr USSY #A$)
A28 o 1Y AEfe] AS
A7~
2ol 24 ¥ 49433 1A I 7
II. Box-Jenkins Qwleo 23
(Estimation) .
1. Iteration 18 3| 36 3]
2. Function Value (MSE) 0.3276973 E + 00 0.1511196 E + 01
3. Nonlinear Estimation PAR LAG ESTIMATE STD ERROR PAR LAG ESTIMATE STD ERROR T RATIO
Results SMA 4 0.96250 0.97210E- 02 AR 0.41283 0.56118E-01 7.3565
AR 0.14688 0.55814 E~ 01 2.6316
MA 0.99301 0.39520E-02 251.27
4. Covariance Matrix of PAR LAG PAR ' LAG
the Estimates SMA 4 0.94498E-04 AR 1 0.31493E-02 ~-0.15148E~-02 0.14599F-04
AR 2 -0.15148K~ 02 0.31152E-02 -0.91439E-05
MA 1 0.14599E-04 -0.91439E-05 0.15618 E-04
5. Correlation Matrix of PAR LAG PAR LAG
the Estimates SMA 4 1.00000 AR 1 1.00000 -0.48761 0.06583
AR 2 ~0,42361 1.00000 ~(.04145
MA 1 0.06583 -0.04145 1.00000
6. M Val f Residual
can vatue of Residua -0.13697 £ - 02 0.15058 £ - 02
Series
7. Standard Deviation of
. . 0.34493 E - 01 0.69468 £ - 01
Residual Series
8. Variance of Residual
. 0.11898 £ - 02 0.48258 F - 02
Series
H. Box-Jenkins Rw2] =it}
(Diagnostic Chi-square LAG CHI-SQ D.F PROB LAG CHI-SQ D.F PROB
Statistics for Residual [i} 4.29 5 0.5084 6 2,51 3 0.4740
Series of Variance 12 14.21 11 0.2218 12 3.92 9 0.9167
SFr/US% ) 18 26.07 17 0.0732 18 5.96 15 0.9804
24 30,45 23 0.1370 24 3.75 21 0.9820
30 43.23 29 0.0433 30 . 14.46 27 0.9763
36 47.19 35 0.0817 36 17.61 33 0.9869
42 51.64 41 0.1232 42 27.65 39 0.9130
48 63.82 47 0,2297 45 30.64 42 0.9030
50 56 .64 49 0.2115
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II. Box-Jenkins =l &4
(Estimation)
1. Iteration 20 3) 29 3]
2. Function Value (MSE) 0.3439684 E + 00 0.4441521 E + 00
3. Nonlinear Estimation PAR LAG ESTIMATE STD-ERRDR T RATIO PAR LAG ESTIMATE STD ERRDR T RATIO
Results AR 1 0.77761 0.19994 3.8892 AR 1 -0.81720E-01 0.57390£-01 -1.4239
MA 1 0.69325 0.22941 3.0219 SAR 12 031125 E-01 0.91010E-01 -0.34200
SMA 13 0.90938 0.16593 F- 01 54,805 SMA 12 0.62300 0.71375E~ 01 8.7286
4.Covariance Matrix of PAR LAG PAR LAG
the Estimates AR 1 0.39976E-01 0.45035E-01 0.28996 E- 03 AR 1 0.32936 E- 02 ~-0.39444 E- 03 -0.27844 E- 03
MA 1 0.45035E-01 0.52628E - 01 0.33552E-03 SAR 12 -0.39444 F- 03 0.82828E-02 0.49562F-02
SMA 13 0.28996E- 03 0.33552E-03 0.27533E- 03 SMA 12 -0.27844 E-03 0.49562E- 02 0.50943F-02
5. Correlation Matrix of PAR LAG PAR LAG
the Estimates AR 1 1.00000 0.98183 0.08740 AR 1 1.00000 -0.07552 -0.06798
MA 1 0.98183 1.00000 0.08814 SAR 12 -0.07552 1.00000 0.76298
SMA 13 0.08740 0.08814 1.00000 SMA 12 -0.06798 0.76298 1.00000
. Val f Resi
6. Mean Value of Residual -0.10120 £ - 02 -0.60823 E - 03
Series
. dard Devi i f
7. Standard Deviation o 0.35417 £ - 01 0.38345 £ - 01
Residual Series :
. Vari Resi
8 cor e of Residual 0.12543 E - 02 0.14703 £ - 02
II. Box-Jenkins Xwlo Ag}
(Diagnostic Chi-square LAG CHI-SQ D.F PROB LAG CHI-SQ D.F PROB
Statistics for Residual 6 1.21 3 0.7503 6 10.45 3 0.0151
Series of Variance 12 9.69 9 0.3763 12 12.71 9 0.1759
SFr /US% ) 18 17.88 15 0.2688 18 16.36 15 0.3587
24 20.22 2i 0.5073 24 19.71 21 0.5396
30 32.51 27 0.2138 30 23.48 27 0.6587
36 37.30 33 0.2777 36 32.17 33 0.5080
42 45.47 39 0.2205 42 50.49 39 0.1028
48 49 .47 45 0.2993 45 62.87 42 0.0201
50 53.97 47 0.2254 .
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A, Box-Jenkins Rulo Z£3
(Estimation)
1. Iteration 33 3 31 3§ ‘
2. Function Value (MSE) 0.1448806 E + 00 0.3840318 E + 00
3. Nonlinear Estimation PAR LAG ESTIMATE STD ERRDR T RATIO PAR LAG ESTIMATE STD ERRDR T RATIO
Results AR 1 0.74115 0.93367 £-01 7.9380 AR 1 (0.50626 £- 01 0.57495E-01 0.88054
MA 1 0.51563 0.12322 4.1846 SMA 4 0.86606 0.58071 E-01 14.914
SMA 4 0.97969 0.86834E-02 112.82 SMA 8 0.88438E-01 0.75838E-01 1.1661
SMA 12 0.18752E-03 0.59047E-01 0.31757TE-02
4. Covariance Matrix of PAR LAG PAR LAG
the Estimates AR i 0.87175E-02 0.10412E~01 0.31019E-03 AR 1 0.33057E-02 -0.88043E-06 -0.11916 E- 03 0.16723E-04
MA 1 0.10412E-01 0.15183E-01 (0.37883E-03 SMA 4 ~0.38043E-06 0.36722E~ 02 -0.28328E-02 |O.»Mm§.@ﬁ|ow
SMA 4 0.31019E-03 0.37883 K~ 03 0.75401 - 04 SMA 8 ~0.11916 E- 03 -0.28323E-02 0.57514E-02  -0.28919E-02
SMA 12 0.15729E-04 -0.42316 E- 03 -0.28919F-02 0.34866 E- 02
5. Correlation Matrix of PAR LAG PAR LAG
the Estimates AR i 1.00000 0.90506 0.38260 AR 1 1.00000 -0.00026 -0.02733 0.00463
MA 1 0.90506 1.00060 0.35406 SMA 4 -0.00026 1.00000 -0.64323 ~-0.12341
SMA 4 0.38260 0.35406 1.00000 SMA 8 ~0.02733 -0.64323 1.00000 -0.64580
SMA 12 0.00463 -0.12341 -0 .64580 1.00000
6. M Val f Resid
can Value of Residual -0.38988 E - 03 -0.61174 E - 03
Series
7. Standard Deviati
andard Deviation of 0.22991 £ - 01 0.34967 E - 01
Residual Series
8. Variance of Residual
8. Variance of Resi 0.52861 £ - 03 0.12227 E - 02
Series
B. Box-Jenkins 2ulo] =gt
(Diagnostic Chi-square LAG CHI-SQ D.F PRDB LAG CHI-SQ D.F PRDB
Statistics for Residual 6 2.93 3 0.4018 6 3.39 2 0.1837
Series of Variance 12 10.85 9 0.2859 12 7.19 8 0.5163
DM/US$%) 18 19.19 15 0.2053 18 12.42 14 0.5726
Zd 25.45 21 0._2281 24 15.34 20 0.7206
30 33.71 27 0.1746 30 . 20.47 26 0.7689
36 40.93 33 0.1617 36 22 42 32 0.8957
42 43.83 39 0.2742 42 30.08 38 0.8166
48 46.09 45 0.4270 45 37.99 41 0.6052
50 48 .01 47 0.4315
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R 34 4 ARHF
A. Box-Jenkins 29 £ .
(Estimation)
1. Iteration 18 3 24 3
2. Function Value (MSE) 0.1737682 E + 00 0.3750083 E + 00
3. Nonlinear Estimation PAR LAG ESTIMATE STD ERRDR T RATIO PAR LAG ESTIMATE STD ERRDR T RATIO
Results AR 1 0.27110 0,58404E-01 4.6419 AR 1 0.52549E - 01 0.56608 £~ 01 0.92830
SMA 13 0.89688 0.17350 E-01 51.693 SMA 12 0.05313 0.56232 - 01 15.172
SMA 24 0.81250E-01 0.75845 F-01 1.0713
SMA 36 -0.17188E-01 0.56639E- 01 ~0.30346
4. Covariance Matrix of PAR LAG PAR LAG
the Estimation AR 1 0.34110F - 02 -0.37526 E- 04 AR 1 0.32044E-02 -0.64207E -04 0.29122E-03 -0.17636 £- 03
SMA 13 -0.37526 - 04 0.30102E-03 SMA 12 -0.64207F-04 0.31620 - 02 -0.27255E-02 -0.21583E-03
SMA 24 0.29122E-03 -0.27255E-02 0.57524 E- 02 -0.28909F-02
SMA 36 -0.17636 E- 03 -0.31583E-03 ~-0.25909F-02 0.32080£-02
5. Correlation Matrix of PAR LAG PAR LAG
the Estimation AR 1 1.00000 -0.03703 AR i 1.00000 -0.02017 0.06783 -0 .05501
SMA 13 -0.03703 1.00000 SMA 12 -0.02017 1.00000 ~-0.63905 ~0.09916
SMA 24 0.06783 -0.63905 1.00000 -0.67296
SMA 36 -0.05501 -0.09916 -0.67296 1.00600
6. M Val f Residual
ean Value of Residua -0.95698 E - 03 ~0.97222 E - 03
Series
7. Standard Deviation of
N . 0.25165 E - 01 0.34545 E - 01
Residual Series
. Vari f idual
8. Variance of Residua 0.63327 E - 03 0.11933 £ - 02
Series
B. Box-Jenkins Rwl9] =t
(Diagnostic Chi-square LAG CHI-SQ D.F PROB LAG GHI-SQ D.F PRDB
Statistics for Variance 6 4,43 4 0.3505 6 1.18 2 0.5546
Series of Variance 12 16.31 10 0.0910 12 3.03 8 0.9327
DM, US$) 18 24.95 16 0.0708 18 6.43 14 0.9546
24 28.26 22 0.1671 24 12.52 20 0.8971
30 36.69 28 0.,1259 30 16.31 26 0.9286
36 46,46 34 0.0755 36 17.99 32 0.9781
42 52.03 40 0.0963 42 27.55 38 0.8947
48 54 .83 46 0.1745 45 34.73 41 0.7444
50 58.50 48 0.1424
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CEVI) g8 da-A7mwe) A=
A= 2o Differ- Back
- 2 7] 1 PeriodFore- | P Q SP| SQ Qo o
g ce casts ’
Us$/£ Iy 1 4 5 |1 1 1 | ARMA(1,1)+ SMA(1)
1AL Es ™ 1 4 15 1 31 MA(1) + SMA(®®
Us$/g I 1 13 15 | 3 3 1 | ARMA(3,3)+ SMA(I)
3= T 1 13 15 1 3| MA(L) + SMA®®
Can$, US| T @ 1 4 15 | 1 1| AR(1) + SMAQD
1A% OO 1 4 15 1 31 MA(1) + SMA(3)
Can$,US$ | I 1 13 15 |1 1 1| AR(1,1)+ SMA(D
INEA 3 I 1 13 15 1 41 MA(1) + SMAQ@®)
Yen /US$ | I 1 4 15 |1 1 1 | ARMA(1,1)+SMA (1)
128 I 1 4 15 | 2 1 ARMA(2,1)
Yen /US$ 1 13 15 | 2 1| AR(2) + SMA(L)
3MYAESH T 1 13 15 1 1 1 1 | ARMA(1,DHSAR(IHSMA(L)
SFr/US$ | I 1 4 15 1| SMA(1)
1 LA S8 I 1 4 15 | 2 1 ARMA(2,1)
SFr,/US$ | I 1 13 15 |1 1 1 | ARMA(1,ID+SMA(1)
3N &S I 1 13 15 1 1 1 | AR(D+SARD)+SMVAL)
DM US$ | 1 4 15 | 1 1 1| ARMA(1,1)+SMA(1)
1AL S T 1 4 15 | 1 3| AR(1) + SMA(3)
DM, US$ | I 1 13 15 | 1 1 AR + SMA(D
3MNEAESH I 1 13 15 1 3| ARQ) + SMA(3)

* 17](1973.9.30 ~ 1978.12.31), ** I[~] (1979.1.1 ~ 1984.12.31)
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