R BT 525% 35% (1996 8A )

BT i) RA HEEGkERR K BE

70:1*

A\ ok

o= ox
oo 0x n>
_I

CH**

=EHTY 95 8
ANEZLD - 96. 4

xz g

¥ ERANE T SRR $AY 542 498 ¢F 2AFY S BES ofn
A% 2 49sheAE d3An 2YF AT 2049 NEA FAe Husiel B AE
FAge) R4E AdEPoR 2400 JYEPPoBE BEILL AT YRE of
g3tod AN B

¥2 FASAR PYHPIE Bogol EAVL HolL TR FAEIAF o] 42K
VT FAFE) TS YYSe O b HUE FUE AAIAD TG FH R B3}
£ FRYS WA obge 7 9nlE ahdn

x  wEetm G s
w Adta A% pas
oo TR N1 GAFDFE AT




30 BELHR

-
J
B

TN A wste] g X0 g &dd] getsfof Al LFUHE oY T
A TEEL L A9 (portfolio risk) & F &3] AR = er 1o np& AHHF FAN
Aeste] Algsopet ulE AFEA S & 5 Ao BAREEKRESY o83 =¥
(capital asset pricing model : CAPM)3} 4k feffdki 3% k4% (contingent claim) 2] 7144
A a8l §A7+24A 28 (option pricing model : OPM)E& FA|49 &9 Ex g s}
Bake) ol oigt olsizt AAE A5 EW, ¥4te] e (behavior) o] Wi o= FA
TMAARRP O AR ol

WA o g FAFAEY] BRI} AFEEE olgste Ao & dEA e E =2
o= ofell dig diAFAQ] FEXRFOZAY EF FAnFARY el e AFHE A
Aldte dl 2 53 o] glrt.

AF7HA 8 ) ERFT R # 75 49 ¥ 33 P A2 (Kendall, 1953) 2
5 FAANAG AFMY] HEAFY Do st AR 2AitE dATESE
ZEYct. WL 2R (Mandelbrot, 1963)2 F71A°8 <] 71A4wste] 2xe YA G2 2R
0 YRR US 3 W o wE RES US 227 Fol AHEXEY FAL &
=2 £ E25S Bdy oyt 25 AFEEEge BRSNS 25 B HR oAl
o} 8.3 (nonnormal stable Paretian distribution) 7} ¢332 &713 A& S 2 AWl A
AAFE EXAE HYsivhe Ad+E At w3l AEA Gl digh o] APdH R A+
€ ¥5 2 nvh(Fama, 1963, 1965) & 1959 12914 1962\ 947HA] €] the-E LA H 7
(Dow Jones Industrial Average)2] 3078 29 dYF7t= v A F PR g Algh B F o)
Mtk AARE 3L, &(Roll, 1970)& vis B % Al A SA (Treasury Bill) 74 #3171
=2H(Dusak, 1981)& ME71A wWalrh, 9 2HY=(Westerfield, 1977)& @149 ¥
1AW A AHAR £2E wEaths APH F4E GEAT WA, FAEE 94 4
(McFarland, Pettit and Sung, 1982)& 9|31 2] FH7iA WA= JLAHIESE A X
sy dEAAMEGME, AY &3 (trading day effect) & #HE3l2 ¢ds B E7} old

m\o

il
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ETHEEY 7S AARE vt

B2} 7y tj~(Blattberg and Gonedes, 1974) & th$-E 2 A H o aFsts F
2] FollA 3070 e] F4& At o] F4] 7zl HEA dEFYEAEE ol &3 t-4
fii (scaled t-distribution) 9} Q+8 s}g) AP E 9} Zlo] Sl WEE Ut 2 AF t-E£ ¥ =
ol diAF A AYAJMEEIEFEE dEYe] Avke A& BHS Aok 55, et
A (Hsu, Miller and Wichern, 1982)-& A7 Al 2 2} A §i-S WA, Bk Ao 77}
gutd Az AS 9d FEEEY A oleE AZYH AT AL BEANLLS
2 g g FXE7T vt A o] ArA et RyFgubie) e HEsis Al 5t
QG FAHAIGETE Yol AAHAJOY o] BT FEUETFE Aot F vke o]&
2 ok d A AFAA A A2 A

Az 2E (Christie, 1982)% v R 354 E (noninformation random variables)

Ao

o 4y

HAFA (information events)E& UelH ol A& o]4HE 253 AEEE Y (discrete mix-
ture of two normal distributions model) & W# Py &} EFojXx(Ball and Torous,
1983) = AR =& Ayl g5t vl E o] woFA (Bernoulli jump process) 0 2%
B Uy dHFd g0 e 28 AR ERYS AKX s FAE AAGY ¢8 Z(Kon,
1984) & BB 19} wyy2e) t-B e} FH HFEEE Hlaste] EF AAEREY ¢YT
BAME B F ok el B9} E=(Tucker and Pond, 1988)7F 2] 8278l A]
Bzl o], ¥-2:9} Zo]AE(Akgiray, Booth and Loist], 1989)0] ZHAIZellA oW L X H
Ux &3 325 okaA (mixed diffusion-jump process) 23 o] 744 Aol =38 HY
Z=3 o)2AO 2% WA i AF o}

Sejvele] FrIAAA ZAARY] HHEEe] BEE Hotslr] AT d7EE £
(1979), A1¥-79) 321(1980), 28] &A14(1981) 9 A7olr 25 BHEEE FAHs= 4
Eolx AH(1982)L AFEEIHEGE LE7 & BIYS WHG A4AS G
(1986) 2 YHF LA R T Ao Hrel Fwrt Fof AFHFErF obd e B8 A <t
Aulg A QHE X NAE 7148 S Bolal t-B X (scaled t-distribution)} £ A E-E 2
7VFedS AAREE Bl gloh, Ao F(1988) & IO A A A AR X EE §5 e
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22 Ho 97 7AAL(1988) L o)HAF} <rEE (1991) 2
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S Ate Rt fAvte] SAFE) WES B YEATHE AL B FA0 44% %
28U (1994) & 5 SUAEY A8 E AHgsto] Seu a9} a2 tR e} 3 A
BEE VAT 49 EF AAEERY0) $U HANS BT AL Ha F v} A}

2w e 5 UG ARE et FA5A g R FAE BY oA
TH SA=FAFRY] A AP A S AL 2 4EFHo] S B 237 3hE
| 2 3ol gk

2= TN e 223 dridge) did 49e] 9z MeMe £ Samofaa e 54
€ A NolNe £ SA=gagde) w3y uy 4 ASE42438 Ho|x Vi
Y FU=AH R dE ARE AP S B viH o g Ve AdgdME B =
o A7} oelel] i AT et

®

o

rlr

. BA B %

ditd o2 FEAE7E YEAEY PR vste] AsATh 2 oKk YW o
B Qe A7EE A a0 don, & gExsld debd & e A8 BRE
A7t YolABE EARE Atolo) BYPAHL BT 4 917 YRt}

EY QAR EE FHAR vste AiH o §oHA =4 9 2 (measurement errors)
7b @A s 7] wEelch ojei g 548 FalvbA ] dojA oAHA el =2k (fake jumps)-E o}
N AM F29)A 24 (random process) oAl UER}E HiZol & ubs=d glojx He
(bias) & vtebdch @4, A¥x89 A2 =k (jumps) ¥ &4k(diffusion)ol o) vhebL}
= 7149 &~Z9 Wsl(local changes)& T83}7] oA a3 v & &3 9 (inefficient) &
TFEAXNE A AAY HHs 2uPEd UM FHHA B A (numerical inaccur-
acy) €& ZH 4 ok o o Yehte W (bias) = £oF 82o] EAE £ e AL )
Zhate o2 Jephdd, 4% = (Rosenfeld) ¢ Al E#lo]lAd As}7t o]e) 3k &S 2= 5}
© A0E A oy, 2 T3 HJY 539 3§ #4422 (mean square error) &
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HAZ sl o' 4 7H40] e AL A webA] FX1-9 9 FEd S Y8
MNe Z2dxa7F 9¥xgy ¥ 50 usla AltA o2 Al 3" (Rosenfeld, 1980).
2 AFA] AMEE FRE 3 FAAA AAE F4 F oy g FAFE HA

Ae 719E FolA 200 7193 FRF/AFE Jad g AYsgch Gl A3 ol F
ol gaiM 2 drANE FEFAEREE AEEen, vlse] VEdTe vl A8t
o 9 2 Fellr 1982 129 22U FE 1988 99U 21U47HA 9] 3004 F el A5
1988 99 28YUF-Ef 1994 6¥ 29U7kA1 2 3008 te] ARE TEE BEE AU
A7 FEFAES AN 29 F7H A Fod Fel o8] FHLH, 2 Atelo] A
Aol F dAA 9 of R FAYO] FoUAN £2U7AE F F2 AHAHeH F2Y
ol MIAHLA A 2 ol 7P vk g AR AdAEE o §E AT

5o <E D R E 2% <28 D % (2 M REAE] 2%F5A S FtEEste

HEE 49 2 4 ok
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1) #REEH ERSHZFEL| BERIEA (1982, 12. 22. ~1988. 9. 21)

F A F 5(FZ =) ¥ & XF4A A 9 = 7=
T »F 7 A 5(99901) 0.006665 0.051436 0.740206% 1.848832«
F & W FH(2655) 0.005826 0.052502 0.446756% 0.765390%
2 3§ A(2851) 0.006448 0.042143 0.431078+ 0.994160
g 71(3900) 0.005612 0.044086 0.726016+ 2.543040+
A % (4803) 0.007682 0.043681 0.450539+ 2.310614=
% & F 3(5052) 0.007539 0.052915 0.839277+ 1.902556%
4 - F F A(5900) 0.006897 0.043554 0.308768w 1.049029=
= 4 AH(6401) 0.006409 0.041032 0.476840% 0.981108=
A4 4 A AH6405) 0.009965 0.063953 0.716799+ 1.437483=
2 8 £ A 71(6455) 0.007986 0.051014 0.525669+ 2.299392%
7] oF & & AH6750) 0.006947 0.049123 0.697469+ 1.578390%
d o = F A(6751) 0.006172 0.057463 0.337306+ 1.193014*
% & A 5 2H(6752) 0.005267 0.062479 0.657102# 1.694805=
s oF A A(7503) 0.005827 0.056373 0.930862#+ 2.055724%
9" A 9(7506) 0.004742 0.062765 0.561181% 0.813423%
T 5 A AH(7542) 0.006325 0.057378 0.725150 1.858489=
s -£(7808) 0.006053 0.053659 1.263814= 4.354761=
Al 73(7823) 0.008577 0.051003 0.482804# 1.302694=
o & 3 F(8380) 0.005333 0.045257 1.087443% 2.005003%
4 94 & (8550) 0.005473 0.047557 1.032468+ 2.176131=
g 4 & 3(8353) 0.005551 0.024950 0.102427+ 0.191601+

129 2atFEAA Fo% gk =

5%9) QatFEAA FoAT g+

standard error of skewness: (0.042

standard error of kurtosis: 0.084.
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(E 2) %REEH ERHIHZFEQ BRIZAE(1988. 9. 28. ~1994. 6. 29)

4 F 5 (2 =) = EFEHA g = 2 =
< & F 71 A 4(99901) 0.001073 0.033486 0.611689% 4.390831#
ZF 9 W ZH(2655) 0.002229 0.057630 0.923445% 2.916160=
2o#H § A(2851) 0.000162 0.051304 0.650765+ 3.465488=
g 71(3900) 0.001295 0.043508 0.618114% 1.924922%
A 5(4803) 0.001030 0.053869 0.531663+ 3.261011=
2 & & 3(5052) 0.002565 0.044211 0.420755= 2.664890+
4 F F H(5900) 0.001274 0.051179 0.527302 1.241070+
= 4 AH(6401) 0.001874 0.047775 0.600218» 1.469997+
A A4 A A(6405) 0.004673 0.040847 0.285083+ 0.984959+
2 7 & A 71(6455) 0.001371 0.044059 0.259342¢ 0.815341+
7] oF & & =H(6750) 0.000924 0.044165 0.335226+ 1.402266%
d o A %5 2(6751) 0.002269 0.050317 0.094588« 1.245717%
% & A 5 2(6752) -0.000630 0.049863 0.501413% 2.111037%
s of A A(7503) 0.002441 0.049851 0.40897 7%« 2.553673=
A" A A(7506) -0.000410 0.046585 0.437431% 0.919909+
5 A A(7542) -0.000190 0.053337 0.281659+ 1.839382»
s £(7808) 0.000118 0.043372 0.438365% 1.489473%
A 73 (7823) 0.000950 0.050169 0.005538 2.109283%
o % g F(8380) 0.001092 0.046095 0.348474% 2.027717%
A d & 3(8550) -0.000800 0.046250 1.132601 % 5.483526%
g d & F(8553) 0.000031 0.047159 1.005668* 5.021355+
1%9] QALFEANAM 7 gkt =

5%9) QAFENN K% g+

standard error of skewness: 0.042

standard error of kurtosis: 0.084.
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2}E . 22 7px]4(KOSPI, 1982.12.22~1988.9.21)

G 1y HREXe dMEzeHmI

217+ FYF7IR]4(K0SPI, 1988.9.28~1994.6.29)

0.7

O - e e e
-3.99 -2.89 -1.79 -0.69 0.41 1.51 2.61 3.71

(a2 2) 2zt ez vl
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M. &3 A xekar o] EAX

1= “ h (o] [+

FHANAE AR FEAH S FaabA (diffusion process)# EFE A (com-
pound jump process)o] AHA o[Foix Uty ¥ F Ut ol d F39 JHF Yk
5¥Y3 F+34 (independent-increment process) S FAAA L Hge$ % (Brownian
motion) 0.2 43ty =HFE ¥ol$#H (Poisson process) 0.2 APFFozH Ao
7t st

T3 Xolg3Ag-e A7k Al (time and state) ] Wil %3 (homogeneous) o], H.
TEEIe FPFelh S(t)7F A tellM e FhE Yehday & o, G534 = okiy
o] EFHAR L 2T 22 Ao ved £ U

‘.igi((t?— =odt + 6dB(t) + JAN(E) oreeeeremiiiii e (1)

&, B(t) = ¥& Be}2-2% (standard Brownian motion)

N(t) = Y&l Fo}sH ¥ (independent Poisson process)

XolgR ¥ (N(1)9 ZEE JYellE 4 (intensity parameter)?l A ‘0’Ho} 3H,
dN(t) = g&3 2o
0 w.p. 1 — Adt+ 0(dt)

dN(t)= {1 w.p. Adt + 0(dt)
n w.p. 0(dt), forn=2, 3, -

A7VM Adte 7HA ] & 717b ([, t+de]) Aol M mokgt g8 uigt). 3 JE tA]
o9 EopFrmopel A7) (‘147149 HAEMS) o] 228 A% 3 E A& FEWsF
oly N()gh= FHHolth av F7H9 Bl 5ol slgs e B 7t hat £302

71 4=<9) & (instantaneous conditional expected rate of return)o]®, ¢ &= o]9} 7+& 49

1) EFgacdatPe) 242 ofygolel B2 (Akgiray, V., and Booth, G.G., 1986) 2] =% “Stock Price Processes
with Discontinuous Time Paths: An Empirical Examination,” % %3 3t}
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tju
Lo

T2 AN FFAx}H(instantaneous conditional standard deviation) o] tH &, o>0).
el (VYL 7 2 A 2o et o)re) F4(Ito’s formula) & o] g8t EW thg3} 2L
2o 2 o] 7hssith

log (TL‘?S((OL;) = ut + oB(¢t) +I:§JI“ e e ()

AN u=o=gael T, X(1) Elog(——(—)—t— 712+ [0, t] Abole) A&HQ FAgS Y

Liwm
Sl

e g8doly, o)A g3 e F /Y EYHQA FE5H5 Folg AME X,
() =w+oBNo2A d%4os Wise BALLEIEN, SAE X()=LJ. 08
A A1z 7R BA43 W3S (Poisson jumps) 9] ¥ AQ 2718 Jehle BEo|th X
()9 FERXTFE X (1) 9 X,(t) 2] A A (convolution) © & Aoy},

9 (29 302 fEvE FRFIRSY EF FAESFAY L By F3 Qe (1
4 %<2 5 A7 443 =AY & Yeh F3 Yot
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Zg® : E%F71x]4(KOSPI, 1988.9.28~1994.6.29)

log(%&%) = ut + oB(t) + :if)l],‘
9, X(H) = log(%(%))—)
-2

XD = ut + oB(Y)

X0 = 37,

n=1

a" 3) Z8A(mixed process)
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X(H = ut + aB(D

ch, Xi(8) = A%y o® wysle Hal2-E%(Brownian Motion) ¥&

217 : F3F71x]42(KOSPI, 1988.9.28~1994.6.29)

(32 &) ELH(diffusion process)
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X, (D =

Ty

£,

t 77 Tol$EEE nl=e BAEH
W 35 (Poisson jumps)?] S+ 2 A7)

Z}i %ﬁ—rﬂ-zl—r KOSPI, 1988.9.28~1994.6.29)

(38 5 oty (Jump process)

71& AFER vwslr] Y8t ©oFe] A7) (jump size)= Hito] u,olL Bk ol
AFEYE a2 Aog AT 9, X(0)=0% A& 2408 3= X)) FEEXHTE

ol & A4 BHehe2F 9 Xi(0) o EokdaAd X(0) o A o8 &3 2ok

F(x):iﬁr;_:'(“)"g(x;ut-an’ Gt F ngE)  creeererererrnenici e (3)

®,0() =4 TEES
u= a—%al

ol i 91¢] (3)4& vE3d b7 2L X(1)o) FEL=HTE 7T 5 A

f(X)=§J—%;—'(u)"w(X;yt+nyJ, G A NGL) wreeeeeneeriniiesinenen e eeeens (4)
4 o) =FHE=gs
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E# X,(0)% X0 SHP5e) Fo 8 AL X() 9 SHPSE Te 2o

C,(0) ;_E(eiox(:))
=exp[t0( - —90 )
+tl(exp{z0m— — %0263} -1)]

ol @ $)0, 10 oI, C.rn(8) = CLOC(O)0IT}. Wab X()E T3] s 4 Y= ¥
(infinitely divisible distribution)& zZr=t}h olajgt Ase e 99 HFo] AAA
(stationary)o] ¥ @A ZE(increment)$ zZH=ths Al ZHE Ut 3HE, X(¢) 9
A &5 (moments) & C.(60)o] tshA mlBe HEFoH d& & Yok m=E(X) 3z
m=E(X—m)'c BFZ49) (i 280t & u, 4,200 B3l m,/(m,)? 2 00]eh A&
& 4 gtk AR w0k m/ ()T e W) RESE MG 28 EE 4,30 ol

olg BXE ‘00l obd JEE Btk &, B¥s} vjgH Aol B3 o5 BXE 0L
W AR 3T 2R, (7)3), FAREG % 2 Reel et gob dA FA5
JEEEY &S & Yol E 5 A,

<t

N. £3 &Eok Bge] mory

(Mixed Diffusion-Jump Process)

4.1 28 HUZolNDEo| IaFH WHE

dRtH o2 YYo= 2 & (method of moments), Hl o] x| ¢y (Bayesian method),
#2245 (least squares Method), Hth$=34¥ (maximum likelihood method) -©
ot & =R} o] ByYe EXE ¢ YT HAE Beole AYS=EFYY
(maximum likelihood method)o] o] &®r}.

FETE FHSELEE o438l BEoN AYFERTEM $ET5Y AYHFEET
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o el 7 2 el R4S FHsE ot o e W FE Kok kEHE R (maxi-
mum likelihood estimator: MLE)olglx 3t} 1o $5842 Iy sste w4igdae
TR PEFrd 228 A% 2924 E FUsEEA T AYSESRY B3 £Q35)
7l Aol 2a9E@4E olfdld HY$ERAXNE 7 S Ut

T M=t AFrYe FEUEFS(p. d. £.)E e 2o}

e
A(X)=3"

A7NA o+ ) BFEEY FEUcso|rt. £ ST FRY R ] v 32 (likeli-
hood function)+ ©+&3 7o},

L(X:()):Qf(X.-:G) e ()

otk 99k 2L SRS AYSERAF(0)L $EFol 28 AL WY Iug
U A7) 29Fol Arh o] We) ZISEHFE 0 A3 2o] ekl £ Yok

logL(X, g)zilogf(xl) et e e e s (7)
A7NM O0=p, o, A, w, o5)°lTh.

AAH AL A logf(X) ot —logL(X, 0)& FAHoz AWpd thex 2o, 9o
(5)ezxy

logf<X,)=—x—%log(zn)ﬂog(s,)

°|t}. ol

X—pu—ny)’ ]

R N
S=Z exp[ =5 (o™ + n0})

°oldt.
(1) ez2Re

~logL(X, 0)=Ni+og(2x) -3 log(s)
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oli, o] & gl WM HAsFo 2N 9] MLES 73t} o] uf S #3302 ¥ 5o
o, dAZE FHFS ANY 5 lonE n=154 YA 2] FozHK S ZA AAtel
Aot AAE MLEE F38h= dl& Quasi-Newton H# 3718 283 IMSLe] DBCONF
MEZES o] g5ttt

2 AN AEE o] §3 T8 5 BH(us} o= Gk BE) P Lol
I AE EoleR ¥ B 9 otz £ofe] F)e] Had B4 o] HulgrFy el
B717re] 719 ghe (E oA, F719) ke (F HolM 8 5 Ut

FH5d g P B BE(X)=a+iLs Var(X)=¢+i(G+a5) A Axe 4 Aot
(HE DA 207 F29) HasoEol BF FFgoln (& O E 20/ 54 F 425
3, WA, FRAAH, FAed) vl FFFolEo) $5UW vE FFolnh. FHFL
A5 BEFAEL A - F7) BE FFolojq d4H 2425 4L dFeE

FR%F 7o) A% vFe] 20070 F2A9] FHA F shuwre] 38 Wil 25 1.501811 @&
7t o) ®]3)] (Akgiray and Booth, 1986) $-2luiete} 29+ 42709 FH X F 13709] Fkol
3¢ deth 9F v 59 ARAd va] -2l 69 Al AT ket Aol

RO FRI} Ao} 7ol B mepHAA L wEL),

=3
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(E3) =g stz otnyasio] Mol {5 BALEMEM(1982. 12, 22~1988. 9. 21)

F 4 F B (Fn) i G ; f Gy x* DY
T F 7F A #(99901) | 0.02157 051470 0.28818205 1918707  0.00010  0.681945 0.04382
F 0% % AH(26550) | 8.15569  0.00010 3.99874720  -0.37279  0.62167 15.121600 0.05274
T 7§ A(2810)|-13.96122 059826 1.16283007  17.01667  L.63267 20.642490 0.04845
g 71(39000) | 6.47464  0.00010 3.94624168  -0.00679  0.43479 10.140590 0.06253
A| (48030) | -3.18420  0.55114 0.38061516 1515005 2.15060 44.159320 0.06009
% & & F(50520) | 8.08305 0.00010 3.54152800  -0.11337  0.50724 27.373500 0.05666
W F F 4(59000) | -6.99323  0.56496 0.72489526  20.04791  2.74674 47.624400 0.04857
=1 % AL(64010) | 10.00855  0.00010 3.65088469  -0.85221  0.51364 14.138650 0.05012
A A zH64050) | 8.75732  0.00010 4.19788165  -0.55934  0.39496  1.798826 0.06464
2 7 & A 71(64550) | -8.14061 215870 0.17458726 103.70276  0.00010 26.696150 0.03700
71 oF A & AH(67500) | 6.81392  0.00028 3.59517002  0.32650 0.68583 23.407050 0.05754
ol 2 5 A(67510) | -2.69548  1.45392 0.09657771  99.84616  0.00010 26.978340 0.03091
% & A % A(67520) | -8.07393  0.63769 1.23818536  11.50548  2.05210 20.048610 0.04214
T oF A A(75030) | -10.08572  0.97153 0.70194248  21.87155 3.75835 30.413300 0.03288
o @ AF 9f(75060) | -18.21570  0.26213 1.44379805  16.65262  1.64580 51.212530 0.04388
T % AH(75420) | -10.59417  1.40477 0.78055045  19.64817  2.90514 18.679990 0.05480
1 £(78080) | -9.71916  0.43399 1.18901518  13.49329  2.16316 40.573260 0.05121
A 73(78230) | 5.60116  0.00010 3.61748927  0.12488 0.71118 35.232370  0.06253
Woog & F(83800) | -4.72250  0.68468 0.85427239 1556850 2.03259 27.189410 0.03405
44 & (8550001 5.78010  0.00055 3.26260787  -0.13733  0.57147 34.316920 0.10108
& o & #(85530) | 5.18127  0.00010 3.88754099  0.07495  0.51774 25.428320 0.07370

@, 1) BAY Y AAAE Fo5E 0.75, 0.5, 0.25, 0.1, 0.05, 0.01¢) tiskal zbz} 1.213, 2.366,

4.108, 6.251, 7.815, 11.345°]c}.
2) 1 BAF DY YA E §o42 0.2, 0.1, 0.05 0.0l tiskad 2z} 0.0618, 0.0704, 0.0785,

0.0941°]t}.
283, 6, wo das 1070 e E BA sk



46 & H PR

o) E& EMUTANNDHO| B0l $5 |k EM(1988. 9. 28~1994. 6. 29)

F 4 ¥ 5 () n ¢ i s Gy ! D’
% 3 F 71 2 42(99901) |  0.13315 0.00010 3.82726398  0.24566 0.27652 19.467970 0.03751
Z 9 o FH(26550)| -10.41377 1.18071 0.36020913  35.09813 4.73358 53.961600 0.05834
23 g A(28510) | -0.00447 0.00010 2.41990444  0.06884 1.05458 116.287900 0.09063
e 71(39000) | - 3.91336 1.32010 0.04632426 112.44235 0.00010 24.396140 0.05603
A 5(48030) | - 0.00060 0.00010 2.70658754  0.38085 1.00057 87.875500  0.08209
4 & 9 3}(50520) | -0.00106 0.00010 2.78175531  0.92245 0.66473 72.387990 0.08221
B % F F H(59000)| -7.03862 178149 0.08273288 100.47390 0.00010 16.474500 0.03830
=1 < AH64010) | - 2.27981 1.74448 0.03162215 131.35124 0.00010 19.580970 0.06031
A A4 A A(64050) |  2.83564 0.00010 3.52363406  0.52155 0.46160 20.658140 0.06725
o & A J)(64550) | - 4.73756 0.08691 2.46744807  2.47569 0.75337 10.340140  0.05551
71 oF A & A(67500) | - 4.63001 0.91256 0.43056663 12.89819 2.27224 19.060340 0.05807
#d o A % (675100 | 054775 0.86606 0.60969513  2.82286 2.78283 21.384000 0.05339
# & A 5 675200 | - 0.00105 0.00010 2.83137065  -0.22047 0.83286 70.506740 0.07865
F oF A A(75030) | - 457978 1.00413 0.40761238  17.22372 3.32983 33.195060 0.03804
o @ A (75060) | -0.00202 0.00010 3.10968418  -0.13020 0.68761 41.757260 0.07687
F 8 A A(75420) | -0.00041 0.00010 2.78450103  -0.06848 0.99181 72.846050 0.06398
% £(78080) | - 0.00119 0.00010 2.97856823  0.04003 0.63022 47.205290 0.07091
A 73(78230) | - 0.00094 0.00010 2.83672132  0.33524 0.82405 73.869960  0.09489
o & & F(83800) | -5.64690 0.77459 0.45978142 14.65687 2.76401 33.805860 0.03820
49 & #(85500) | -0.00662 0.00010 3.13094949  -0.25405 0.63911 51.335260 0.09759
39 & #(85530) | -0.00071 0.00010 2.66569534  0.01192 0.77607 89 432030 0.11249

& 1) EAF XY JARE §o

4.108, 6.251, 7.815, 11.3450}c}.

2) : BA% D' QA E

0.09410] .

223 4 6, A9 6, 10779 vl BAEh .

& 0.75, 0.5, 0.25, 0.1, 0.05, 0.019 thsked Z}z} 1.213, 2.366,

{942 0.2, 0.1, 0.05, 0.019) W3} zHzh 0.0618, 0.0704, 0.0785,
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V. EAE ROE

gazgol Hatel 2o EAE Gy ste] e 2 PAYEATL o] &3
SRR L AN 5 Atk

X=—2[logL(X, 0,) —logL(X, )] ++erevrerrrreemreeimmniinniccuiinneccnnceea (8)
<, 6, = (g 0, 0,0)
L(X, 0) = A4 o] S=3+ 3k

714 A=001"8 1,9} 6, FA3] ‘0’0 HI, o] B f(X)e Ny o) 9 FEIAET47}

Bk BN s =Xolw, sl =13 (X~ X)) S0
—2logL(X, 0,) = N+ Niog(2r)+Nlog (&5ux)

2 Adddh

FH FAF Xe XO)=X()de AFMed d2Ho2 AFE 39 PEXE o
o AR A= (E DM FYE5FE 0.052 FFF7MA59 AAdAR o] 7)17}o] ¢t
1970 ¢] ol go] 71Zhsy, viwd Sdd FAHY F7) BE717 (E ol e 2170 ghel
E5F 71zd. weEtA 5 FAAFCNAM FH 58] A =FHA o] EAFT
23 4 A

8 FAA RY APEE AME7] A3 O 2L A E3lE FRIET - AnER T
(Kolmogorov-Smirnov) A3 & AA AT &, £ FAEgAAH o] AAREE A} &
AR F3 e AE AH B

A

Dy =max{max{—i]\7~F(X.»)}, max{F(Xl)— ‘;1 }} oo e e ()
4 i =12 ---,N
N = #g9 37

F(x) = 7142 AAE 2284



48 BELHR

Dye] AAH AXE AsiME, X)) BEFFAQ (3)48 483 IMSLe] DKSONE
MBEFEE o] &3t DyvE TR

FEIRZ-202 e Y A5 B3 o) (F D (E O & veby Ao zhzhe) ¥
MM DyEAFC] 2+S EF Uk R¥7t AAEES 7L Yepdoh 94
(F DN 2d AF/MEA EFEFY o] fo5F 0.01004 717HE Z97H ded 8
UAE UeA 200 F4 BEE f954E 0.0590M S AT EFE Rt ol 712
et EW (R HE BE FAFE 0.05904 749 FAo| 1ztem YmA| 14719 EEE
< 717 A] gou fAFE 0.0140X € 23 3749 FAvko] AR L 7783 Ut v
=9 Ate 0.29 FYFEdM £ FNEGAY S gaTE ARMEE 200009 34 2
el FARre] 1@t S Aervhs didoR AW AT B FS
TANZAME FAFE] AARLE/ EF A g BEve AFNMEE A4 7]
7t Rt oty 2 & Qi

=
:
B

TUATIEL BAAHH AF 2 o8 Y FAEFAA 9 FHE o]EHA ZW
M & Wyt A3 FHAML dEHo) 4] Avky @ 5 ok kel SAA R
BY XHAREAFE 016 $EHFAANN S o Hato Eopgo] £ TS 4270
o BE T FrFE 0.050014 40709 FEo] AR s Ao eyt

T FUEofAH ol dAAFY £X} A AEE Lo} ] 95t AN FRRE
Z-Z2u2kX HAY Ade 209 B F FI5E 001904 YL L A 41709
FEo] Bisle Ao g VERT #5FE 0.059M = /1S A2 34719 BHo] AAEYE
o ool 1SE UeblI ok oj2i g B e FelMx Bd-&=(Black-Scholes) 9] &
ANMAZR RGOl A48 A AAR S B8HY FAAA 9 7H o) 7123 o84 =Y

=2 YHH R AYHA ¥&5E BY FE Aotk
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X F7HA Frae) A9-E 2141-8(1988), oldAwt <HE#(1991), A4 280 (1994) ¢
AolM EF AMEERYY $948 =3 Aoy B =RdMe £ A=A R
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oFi}y, ¥ AFEE, t-EF(scaled t distribution) &} UuF QFH R ¥ (general stable distri-
bution)7+e] 4EB|w g AANFORN AF7HA o] A7) FA A vhPdE #E FE UG
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On the Hypothesis of Mixed Diffusion-Jump Process
for the Korean Common Stock Returns

Sam-Kyung Sung* Jeong-Soo Park®, Yong-Dae Cho**

ABSTRACT

This study discusses the statistical properties of a mixed diffusion-jump process and
conducts the tests of fit for the stochastic process to 20 Korean individual common
stocks as well as the Korean stock indices. The maximum likelihood estimates of the
process parameters are obtained and Kolmogorov Smirnov tests for the goodness-of-fit
are performed.

The results reveal that the mixed diffusion-jump process model has the significant

descriptive power. The implications of these findings are investigated further.
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