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Lag(MAh) Chi Square DF (AH-%) P-value

6 5.28 5 0.383

12 8.83 11 0.637

18 14.06 17 0.663

24 17.92 23 0.762
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0
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A7k uhe} E@OPU}‘E olng e HAEH OLS
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GARCH 2AF4%
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223458 (error correction term)& Fv A
HE71A d87tHol Brlgog Ze &84 F
AE Fetn sle #AE 2P zeist] 9
gojrh, 1e]n B GARCHY &2 MZE
HE7} Al o] mAgo M FHAH|&o] WE

WL

{error correction model)% o] &

Yo rlo

2ME

e

A e

A A3 sfof 3t
Wz 12A & tistked Engle and Granger
(1987)o &l AHAA ol¥E caAFFHEY

(bivariate error correction model)& 7HAx

=]
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283 3dlm, 2348 EL  Bollerslev(1990)3
Kroner and Sultan(1993)9] ozk dFAH
GARCH(1,1) B3& o] &3t}

Kroner and Sultan(1993)°] A/ GARCH

QAFATE L oy (11) - (14)9 Zol vehd
4 9,
fimapt e S — 8F D)+ ey
si=autar (S 1 —SF, )+ e, (11)
[ Est”w,_l NO, H), .o (12)
Ef;
h h, h 0
H — ss, ¢ st = s, t
’ [hf by ] [ 0 ks ]
1 P] hs,t 0 (13)
[P 1 [ 0 hf.t ] .......
hfz ¢, + aE;tl + bsh;%r—l
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.............................................. (14)
A71A W& Al t-1olA] o] B bEE FEFY
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E(F) = Fyol 92 E(f)) = Pt = 0ol 81t
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FAAE JehiAl ¥oh. Engle and Granger
(1987)& 5 ¥t FAREH] A 2447
o] EAEE BAT

ZAEN oAy EPI HWAE Granger
(1981 <&lx Hg AAEF Engle and
Granger(1987)7} #3dats}h HASWEE E34
Ak, old AAY x, o WEte] Ad2rt AR
% A (stationary) & 7HAIAT FAlo] AHEA
ANAGe HNEAFE, o x,7F FFFlAE AlA
d xE TARHE o2 FHEHAGD T

2 99245 2% od FAAG] g92E
B BT &84 FFogn sHgE F
A58 AYA3Y A3yl a9 o] B4 &
ok Al AAGeletn FohH F ¥gFe 3F
19 th i (coinregrated) TRt

olff F M7t AN a Yd FAe AAHR T

o]

=S

=47l 59 AFR ARddd Y 9%
Cﬂ‘

He e

(wavelength) & 7F3 Zlo|th, B3 @ AAES
AHQ AAGE 7] i3l A (differential) 8
S AL g olge FHREYS AHES
W 2eg Ao S48 7R en] gouN TS
9 ZAEAE #74 (spurious)o] obd ulgle #
Mo| @t} FHFle] FHE] EAgtH @r1He
2 B7d WAAE Fdg Alold] 7] ZFBRAL
A g}, oju T A48 AFAAAA Yehde
oxtre 7@ e sted FYBA AL A
9l olgg AFFBAR e 9 M HE
o] @A 8 (error correction term)e] Ak,
AD9 (S,o; — Fi-pel a4 %ol

o

k

854 M7l EE Sargan(1984)°] <A
A& AHE & U3l Engle and Granger(1987)
of s et KAt

2 (12)9M ¥ & AA 144 ol 87ksd
AEATE Yehie, old @ BEe HT FL &
At 9o} ol FH oY AAFEHSF 22T 7]
Bt 08 JAHSE =08 o gkt shesit

Brenner and Kroner(1993)e] w2d #E&3

NEHAY A4 ol ARo] dFHol F
A5zt FA o] EA¥tn FHIH. ED

>4

| 4-& %710l & (covered interest parity)el] &
A% ol Az Zo] AAUFE AT ', HE
744, FUolAg 121 d9jolAe ol HEst
A AFBA7 249"

[o]

LnF,= LnS,+(LnR{— LnR) + Y,

@, R [=(1+89°z¢8)

R?= (1 + 2o % &)
AR PlAeR WA $xole WFEL
NP2 Adsle A3 Wolna o7|A
25 Z [nF. LnS, LnR, a8z LnR?
ZABL ool gt ©l9r] d9 olxAET} Fuo
Agol AN P AU AY T olAg
%9 #A%( LnR/- LnRY)e Ao n o)&
Z LnS LnFot A7z @4 oAy
e FE2AE /e AL 93, oy
Brenner and Kroner(1993)] 93l AEA1%
dAE olag A7) HFAY A RolT EEHE
7} AE7FAZN 2AESA 2480 FF gt

(& 10

(r

rE o

7) olelg AR AU ZAA %) AdME T L dZolxE Process FEE HIE WA ¥t

i)

WET H263 HA% 19974 118
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A o|z}go] BF AlAIFel7] o
FollM HEH HENATY
T A& AT FEAFNA FH
e Ae oy

meba FEAGAAY 2 BRI A
ARG Yo eAFFFL F8% guE 7}
23
GARCH(1, 1) 2go] Bast4e 221489 F
A EA& AfsiA dudvde 458 FAd
w2} o] 51530] HARZG W EFHT}H (McCurdy
and Morgan{1988), Hsieh(1989)]

Z GARCH(1.1) Bg& 71 AlAb] digt 24
AFFE Tl ARCHEZ o B3] F37t4
o 224 &9 FHA 2o} AyeA &9
& o sl

oAl 7] AFE GARCH a3 2yz &
gto] Z7EA] F4% He AWEY, A, A5H

o F8
TRAE gdst

TuAE &

=2
=l

&

2]

L4

= [e]
“IXO‘E‘.

&l A9 GARCH(1,1)28 ool ¥gEc)
23] HAEA 289 2$¢ GARCH 94532
oﬂ}q a,= bsz ar= b/: a7 Q= OT——I 71?}%"

geoax He sbestd, 24, tAlHd 3o FH

2 FAlee tAFEdA " s 1o 2R
ZEA] g o] 2R B4 vlgE Ak 5
JTt. &
o i’zs*ft
D= (15)
L kg
gy A (15)e 2UR HEd 7|3 Al
T AANES deRdg AR, Bk ZEA
et &S ARMA B39 oS 22 Wy
of whg} A4tE 4 Jon, meAd AIZREE A
v &o] izt EEQ(put-sample) d&& &

Ak,

820

l. GARCH 2x-EZH0 e &3
Zaet o8yt A

3.1 7|1=24

3114 8
B dAdAe 19909 1€%H 19949 10¢
20€7bA19) FH (24709 B2A) FEAF A
E7Hd dg AddsE A @S BAgges
gom d¥d(Japanese Yen : JY), 5 nl&
A(Deutsche Mark : DM), 522 (Australia
Dollar:AD) Z2]x Afyriee](Canadian Dallar:
CD)9 #&& AH4dY EA7E &R E
437 13 A52A £aY9 FTHE Ao
o, Ede] At gls A 1 ALY FtE
AT dE7H A MEVME Y AAIGEE} of
HY S JiAln] #ela IeAE B HEA A
ol ME 5T HEHEHEE g =
Astact. (55 (281)3%])
AN Este] =X 3EH E
7tAWE 7L Akl wel WEshe 2
I HBAIE JFReR veda
At

AlZko] Wgu oo of
FEY Axd Iz
28g £ gl ? ¢ o]
o] A3 dE7HE BFoA
7tARzle] RMFAVE
1990d FHHE-E 1991
Zutel] AR 3 F
drizaste 91dy 929 %
7HA¥sE Holn it 339

B
S

Lo
-

z B

i

o 1A oln
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AIZHHE xislgol| 213t 2

L ore

?

(8 4) &3 71HE%(1990.1-1994.10)

AL HRricras
-0.06 ~ 0.04 -0.025 ~ 0.02
(10%) (4.5%)

BEE sgnlza
-0.04 ~ 0.05 -0.08 ~ 0.06
(9%) (14%)
o & 92dZd HFAHA JHHHEE Holw
stk Avcgeie 24 90ddE, 92dxs o
93“1“‘011 2 7HAsE Helu AE}
&3 @E7HAY ARt mE T

NO

7] HEM 7 F3hE o]k 1 %94
B =9 vtaaspl 14%24 7P 324 dehd
T AR 45%% 7P Aot ol2X AE
7 dE7HA9] WslFolst ARte] wet HFEE

PR r B 4 9]

“}7]7} o2 77t 4 574]‘4 (39%, 6¥E. 9¢
12€8) oM, dEALY AAES A8
% dlolebs 7t Al M 2171 74 Tke
| % (nearby month contract)9|
cole AEALY APl
7} 7P77H A HFHo] 7
w el ool 7tAE AHEEE AYRZoE <l
non-trading bias) &4 & 33|

SRR Bl
% 4 ot

3.1.2 992 9 2ARAE

wele 2 AR Aze d44 oo

, o ’E—Zﬂ?{h?}“ AF7Hd S Phillips
and Perron(1988)8|AE0] o] #4383t
=5, A5t FEE @A 4FE Engle and
7 o EAgh oy,
FAF7ME L TR o] EA8tA ?%v‘étb"l 6} 22
&

7 ogel BAY HANY AR

FCAS BT M26F M4E 19979 114

Perron(1988)H| ~EE A &3t}

LnSt: ¢+ 8 LnF,'*‘ [

AR Age A4S A HE FAF Bera
- Jarque HAEd| o&f 7HAZ3}
I EAAE 433 o] Fd o8] dojr

B-J=T- [ Skewness +

(Kuriosis—3)° ]
6 24

Bera - Jarque ¥ X¥+¥ 49 A5 M)
¥t 2¥% ged

CIESH Z}i/] A714#E D o] RAME AFE
s)A dAlEolEt (raw data)® A5 dolEt
(squared data)el w8l Ljung-Box (1978)
o] FEWE ZZE EAZ (portmanteau test

statistic) Q& A4ttt old did AT
Aggdol A2 Fetvde Ao, AR
o] BAHmde AHIHARE HFsl A
LM (Lagrange Multiplier)d%5< (Engle(1982))

gt EA Eﬂﬂ A%e (& 5 vehd sidh

A BASZ(LNAEE BN AesiAan
dE7h= %39] AAGY  Hggarg 2
st FARZ L) ASE BN AEd

- SFa)el (DA EEE Aol et
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Mg

(B 5) S8 9T Y BuEUS
3 JY DM AD CD 95%
qE A 9E A8 JEAE qE AE Ccv
Z(t) -0.512 -0.299 -2.647 -2.388 -1.625 -1.672 -0.195 -0.238 -2.86
Z(t) -14.933 -13.341 ~13.301 11512 -3.37
Skewness 0.314 0.388 -0.673 -0.492 -0.623 -0.838 -0.398 -0.316
Kurtosis 0.470 -0.328 2.809 0.403 2.830 2.901 0.870 0.582
B-J 69.613 98.971 18.89 78.732 25.012 29.244 94,626 64.796 5.99
Q(24) 16.688 33.396 25.350 31.937 25.839 17.644 27.926 26.726 | 36.42
Q(24) 39.206 43,795 39.617 38.357 15.637 22.302 17.115 12.491 | 36.42
ARCH({5) 13.473 11.562 20.989 11.683 11.253 10.735 5976 4.211 11.07
129242 0 Hy @ 297 unit root )o] A8
(Z(t,) + D927 ZS A8 Phillip and Perron AZ5A % )
2. BRYAT © Hy - @EH 1B/ 3A el EAA g
(Z(t,) + 88243 9% Engle and Granger 3 o‘% 1% )
3. 99T 4FA AHEE P-P test MARY lagg 42 FAch ol laghlele] @& jo]7} g9t
-2.86% 0 Atk F, WS AFHT BE AAE of FHAe FFT dAFEFES 7
of glolM ©weZel Exgths AF7HdE Wob (Stock(1987)), Brenner and Kroner (1993)
Solu], TAR BAH 7(t,) 9A fd4z € °lAEHsIE(Interest rate parity) £
33780 Zomz AR o gege AR & = lold dtu FPan”
AR e Y)zheg DA FT FREATY AE dAldelE
a Azt @E3 A7 AAEFAE @92l (raw data)ell tisg<s #aiM FH800. 19
ZAse B AAGe A8y A 3 UE SAANEE ARA g FYEA
de AR AA} EAg ZIn( s, / s-p ) 24 dgge d4x09 A

THYE AZE A 98 FAE A AL InAelz ANt

{cointegration regression) [(11))elM @&} 2O ) e wYdo] gt s ARy Wﬂoﬂ’ﬁ
AE7HA Aleld Aol % wlelA 27k by Ao] 5] Phillips and  Perron(1988)  #HEEAT
=& 5b7] 9 Mﬂér AAASF 68 12 0 Z(te) e a0 AEHAL AR B EAEHA %‘

8) 6 =191 A A% F&A PZAME AP ( Baillie(1989), Wickens(1989))
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AZHAE #ixie|gof B3t AT

=ife ARTMdEN g AEETY T4
2874 23] B P-P AZEAZeIT Bk
AHA HZ2E 93 Bera-Jarque HZ2E At
Re) APl x PrEE med,

Q(24), Q2(24)e Z7h YAldleleret Asdlolet
o] AT gk Al 249 Ljung-Box(1978)

AZEA o], ARCH(5)& ARCHET o
& Aab 59 Engle(1982)9] LM AZEA%E
vepdtt,

22 3e grot 2RAEGE B FHEEd
o|EAARE g4 Yrh.

QEdste] e 0Hr} gt E gtojug o &
2oz 97t 7|0 EXY ZFE AU =Y
nlz2a, gF349d, Auddss 55 4% 7|
gojd neFg AT

2PHEE BYE ZE glo] FTEE B4 1 3%
ot 324 Jeht BExY go|rt FHEER
% 4F g AFEEAFEE 93 Bera-Jarque
A2EASES By 28 237 9AA) 599 Hrd
a27¢ Yyehjee vy $39 E4& Hn

A Q(24) EAANE AT 13 HEA U
A7| AR AZFHe RE BAAM ST
36.425.0}F #tol AgATe] gl AF/ME 2
GEYo M ojd Ealdx Aol EAstA|
%eE & F Ao

Q4% AEF ARCH #A34as Engle
(1982)9] LMEAXE AH-& ARCH 5234 <
5% woaFdAe Jysk DM 2% ARCH
AW AFHn URAT YR BAF| JAA
2HEnE WA Azt wel Eato] WEstn

e naznd

A% ody AT B FARS o
(ARCH) Z3b} &A1 4 (1% 2e %
A @ﬂﬂ-ﬂmﬂog.zqﬂm Szl
% Q& AN F1 ek

& e
el Doex

3.2 GARCH A2 H 3

47} Esld g3 2 238Ul AsE FHsn
FRASTA g Eﬂld’“’ dAsH . GARCH
LaFARE e A(11)-(14)d = F33tn 7
zte] 282 GARCH .QZH%‘E?%}oM HQ3 A
G Eoax B4E P8,

(i1) 23t 4 29 -

Hy @ a;=b=a;=b=0
(i) GARCH 2% -
Hp: ais = ayy= 0
(iv) GARCH 24573 28 -
A(11)-(14) 8 Agglol adz 3%

GARCH A3 Ego) e 7z} Z3hd #AH|

£& 4 (15)e] gl Ake AIzbiAE xH&
24 E2(a32)) veht gl

GARCH 243 Egd] o3 Azt #Avl&
& A2 AR} Ao T@ge] wet Bs) W
etz gloh olAF HAHAM &Y FHEE A

9) Kroner and Sultan(1993)2l 7% 57/1%35 ARCH Eo= 95% R

SLBHT 26 M4 199743 112

FollM 2% FEHT I
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24

FAHor M8 Y3 GARCH 2443239
As383 FRAS] i SAHASE A0 (&
6y 2o (F 6ol 4 (11)RE (13)7R29
AR 289 A4 gto] el la 23 ko
FE A2H t EAA )

BE FF A ZFAAY 243 AGA
ek Q2(24)9] BAA T3 5% FAFE YA
A 36425t} Zoowg vE Esld g 27
ol EAskA] ehon EF BAFAME Fo

sedel A7 glch

2t Hoale 39 gAuige] dg
g P 5% Fo+EY dAA -2.86
Hrp Zome weZo] EAlde AFME
717 Foam #HAu|&2 A (stationary)
olgtn 4 itk FEAFY #A)u]go] w)okg
A (nonstationary) ¢ [(Baillie and Myers
(199D))#= w2 Bl EAR9] xuge
v &) 439 Gl FAE £ e HE
# (mean reverting) A%< 7}t

(F 6> H1DAAM (147459 GARCH 2
ArH LG FHATd SAFE e
53] AEARYFH GARCH 2243 239 M

o
ED

o]
M.

HEATE CDE AYE 2E E3ld dig 94
ojt},

oz FAge Aol dalM Brenner and
Kroner(1993)& #dEc|x&ol Hele $%

(Bronian Motion)& @W&ud QxR ae] A
T GE WA A (0] i MEArME 1o
gojot gttm FAE

a8y Baillie and McMahon(1989)3% 22
2 doME Aol &80 FENA A

P

A AR Rge Aee 1o gdm FAI)
Kroner and Sultan(1993)¢] «d7Aze !

824

&35 DM2 Aeg 47} Esbol g F x4
o LAFHY A 1% FAdFFAX 03 27
Zol7b gtk aglm AEaelxe] o A4A R E ol
Ase 570 B85 3471 02Y solak 2ge
2 Ug w283 57 13 24 gz
2| §%ket.

2 A4+ Kroner and Sultan(1993)¢] A3}
o t2A vEgTh d8 dg Aol 2 a4
23 AF o, v V) 53 2F 03 ta2A Y
BRn 2849 eA5+AEEY AL a,E CDE
Ag 34 Fshrb 03 A Aol @t
Brenner and Kroner(1993)9 2% TAE
HEolabgo] Hety £5& wWaEGE 713 aloA
AAE ZolB& olig Ay} AEEs-9 712w
FAME B84 AlAe HES ool & Ao}

T2
L

1
.

-

T

3.3. BE712F Y (Within sample)gl

&d oot vl

ol (& T HEE7ITH1990/1/4 - 1994/
10/20) ¢ 4 mEd w2 {FP43E Hd

<)

F2 304

2942\ Var(s,— blf)
4 Fakn 1 Mo A4 A

gt

=

TREBHTT o6 H4E 199743 119



AZHEE sxip|ol TE ol

(E6) GARCH 2xprE Yol 2FHR|

&3t
xxyma JY DM AD o))

@os 0.00132 0.00333 0.00201 0.00112
(1.7935) (3.2269) (2.7638) (2.4070)
@ of 0.00169 0.00064 -0.0007 -(.00131
(2.0827) (0.5737) {-0.831) (~2.425)
@is -0.8062 -0.8856 -0.6611 -0.39582
(-8.391) (-8.111) (-6.638) (-4.359)
ai 0.12577 -0.1564 0.11752 0.24408
(0.1274) (-1.336) (1.0360) (2.4068)

Cs 0.00005 0.00001 0.00001 0.00001
(2.1968) (1.7258) (0.8697) (1.6598)

i 0.00001 0.00014 0.00001 0.00001
(5.6021) (0.7549) {0.9405) (0.0369)
as 0.13776 0.01314 0.04290 0.08746
(2.2746) (2.3645) {2.5604) (2.1084)

ar 0.06466 0.13697 0.05474 0.00001
(2.3874) (1.2982) (3.3668) (0.0390)
bs 0.49970 0.68351 0.95269 0.83586
(2.7792) (5.0047) (48.874) (10.819)
ol 0.88073 0.33385 0.94237 0.99846
(19.075) (0.4318) (53.123) (24.029)
0 0.83393 0.87318 0.85310 0.82625
(44.538) {(55.804) (53.871) (41.494)

LR(6) 191.62 150.94 148.82 110.34

LR(4) 17.42 18.94 10.644 8.19
CORR(6) 7.7464 6.3421 3.0322 2.4832
CORR(24) 24596 19.491 22.046 12.250
Q*(24) (spot) 19.432 18.632 15.305 15.168
QH(24) (future) 13.890 18.989 23.016 10.468
Z(ta") -6.260 -6.5907 -2.572 -3.060
AC(D) 0.7260 0.7250 0.9310 0.9050

1. ()9 wake A28 -3¢ Jehdh

2. FHREL (11)-(14)4 ojr},

3. FRsE 4 (1D)RE (13)7x1e) 248 289 A5 glo] vehd.

LR(6). LRAE 2 4 (1D)-(14)9 344 9o HO © a=h.=a=br=ai=a;=0% HO : a;=b.=er=b=0 ¥
likelihood ratio AZEA R 242 ¥ é % x Eel BEZ ups o] W 5% FelrEstla QXL 77t 12,599 9.499.

CORR(6). CORR(2DE 712t 63pst 2axbainiel 2% 2% vy vy ( Uy = € ul By )Adssd og
Box-Plerce ZZEANE x 5 T % 5y o 2EZ g o 5% FelEae WA} A7 1259, 36,422 Q2(24)
2,

£ pgpdelete] AYgdel e Ak 249 Box-Pierce BARSLR  y 3 BEE ©E (v FHE AN @924
Zol i@ PP-BAESE el D AC(1)E FRMeA sl 12 2713845 E vehd.

EEAEUAT H26H M4 19974 1Y 825



0c] Hleg 1 WEA

& } E
4e7H s, o B2RL 9B A4 9ge 2

1:

iR Rge g be Z79

F4etA

D\j_xa E{%7]Z_}_’0ﬂ EHSH Z]r Il:!_-aégl E')F _;-F_JS]% %_
6}] a}z]t}]%% 74]}1‘1"3}37_ o] 5"}]3]_%% }\]'%'5]—0?]

A0l &
qu

ofgl 4z} 2o] HXE TEZelod U
o gEAAE P,

(B 7) 284 sizdz

1 &4 #AB &9 45E brl o] HER o
ASE @A weolA e HEHAF Hoh ywA|
A5 RY A4 Ed GARCHEY, GARCH &4
B olA

M4

@3
b« AR FAu &

(B DA B

A vehdd

V Var(s,—bifD) oo,

dE AUy,
(AD), 282 §9 vl2A(DM)Y] 2% ZE
ol go] EFUA} GARCH 244423

A
3
=

o g 2qel wlalA A A dehdn, Ay
o} 2H(CD)E AERR3e FFHa B &

GARCH £A44239l ve a3 o
SEEREES Bt FEBB L BER D

AT 4N B3 EFd deld He 7.936%9

¥ GARCH 232l siiElidnt 7iMslg

82 5 = G %:jj% a7 37 D%l\fii}) =
A8 & 0.013556 0.011063 0.017322 0.005857
111 EFEA Y 0.010537 0.008160 0.010249 0.004357
e 7Y 0.009653 0.007419 0.010038 0.003862
iy 2% 0.009745 0.007431 0.010052 0.003876
GARCH 2% 0.009652 0.007353 0.010033 0.003867
GARCH &x45% 23 0.009590 0.007396 0.009986 0.003885

z} B3 tj¥ GARCH L4323 243 /jAn &

A o
111 eFHA 2

GARCH 23

29.2785 %
8.9847 %
0.6453 %
1.5858 %
0.6424 %

33.1465 %
9.3627 %
0.3100 %
0.4721 %
-0.5848 %

42.3508 %
2.5661 %
0.5180 %
0.6566 %
0.4685 %

33.6691%
10.8331%
-(.5955%
-0.2322%
-0.4655%

1. 3371702 19909 19 49%H 1994 109 209701 (F2A 25071 4.

fﬂfﬂ' ﬁ‘i‘%ﬂ' o (St'bt*ft)% 7“}\‘_}'@’.

2. AT AAYEE (0ohes = 0carcH)/ 0 others A3 AT A E.

826

39 WEE o §sto] A2l

ICHEBT M26) M43 19974 118




AIZHAE sixjuiBol i AT

HAG AELE AT AvT €2(CD)
2 A9 ZEEZ| A GARCH LAFA 5
e A5 2y daMe Bd 0.4915%. &
A RH e 0.905%2] e Ho  Frh

3 o AEE shed dEARY FALE
AEA A 1:12 gAZ &5 A7} 7P ¢
3 Agolgte AL & & U T ATEH
ARG F /Y $9T AL A8 2FAY o]
AL AEA Zyo] REY Hiar& FHaslete 9
A8 && F317] ol

EEAA 74| oulg Y- EUA TEET
o] #ACNA Fetstr] Hgte] #A (3)9 A&
#5 EU(x) = E(x)— yVVarlx) o @t 3
F dta o] EAxe dgsuAse 6 o2 MY
g},
e FHAE TEEZd dg JUFdEES 0°]
o 7Hgstd JY(4E) e HAeHARTE
ool AR dAe wlF Ux) = -6%(0.009653)

[l

= -0.057918 wFo HTR

38 o|Ex}al7b GARCH SJHJJ.L

2.9
E

7HEAA - d
ol Fatg

ol H@d 882 UX) = - 6%(0.00959) =

-.05754 7} ot

w2k GARCH a3 Rg L

28] vaN FARe 1§

AERO #x|
< 0.000378 ©F

Z71717) W&o, AHE y7b 0.000378 Eoh
o] X5 2

2o ALout GARCH o334

Aol 1

ety AREE yE 0.01%

A7t Fd-EFUA NEEESF (

2 sRagu
GARCH 9453780 AEAQ dAngd ¥
4 AN AFAHE weiFn

3)ell et

HE8dm GQARCH LA+3 230 o s 2d

of Blajx oj=Ax YRS

Adde Ag A

T2 dald e ge (F 8)3 2.
AdEL 0.01% 2 ¥ Jysh DM A%

GARCH a3 o] ofg} A&

(% 8 ) HT-EZUA 7|02 8&=0l & GARCH 2A+E2gel sayat

ol Hlaf 3

- B2 W (Within-sample) &4~
23 st JY AD DM CD
A stA 0.023796 0.022002 0.044016 0.011832
11537224 0.005682 0.004584 0.001578 0.002832
HEH(OLS) R 0.000378 0.000138 0.000312 -0.000138
AT BH (0.00093 0.00021 0.000396 -0.000054
GARCHEE 0.000372 -0.000258 0.000282 -0.000108

1. GARCH 2335389 &2 43} = GARCH A3 REe] 7|d &84 - 2t B¥ 9| 7|y Z8&A
2. 289 7|l 58A © EUx) = E(x) — vV Var(x) &, A¥gIAs 7 =6

0)F71R 4289 7% ( S&PA00. Toronto 353002155244 (1AY714 = 5007300=150,000)
‘:H? $15-239] Agjulgo] AEHEZ AE] & 0.01-0.015%7F Het (Park& Switzer =8242) B389 A5 1414
($100,0000% 9 wleiABRA <k $10-159 Age]go] AL H A &S dF 0.01%7F ot (Kroner & Sultan =%

#z)

SBEBAT H26W H4ZE 1997 119
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M

AEE]E Hd‘c‘s}ﬂ 211 ADY %% GARCHZ

P A3} ZE 2¥ET GARCH LA+3 2y
o] HAAHE MMstz gt 1Y CDY A+
GARCH At BEol HEAHQ REo} 24
F8E%, GARCHEZ vl3] U A7} gt

3.4 712+ 2l(Out-of-sample) 2} &1&An}

Hiw

24

RN

FARR: #AY 93 #2710 (within-
sample)ollXe] #A M we PfRde 7
Mepoll w2 vlefe] Ao Bk & #AE 7
Ao mebd FEE EE7 W(In- sample)

(E 9 F&2(out-of-sample) &%

FEZE ¢ (Out-of-sample) 9] F
I EEVIE U 24 FHAR FEIT YA

o #7 4HE AT
(& 719 BEZITH

g 2

v &Z sk
_9_;(},.1_ -]Dd

2 S 8>L
o A7 49
% GARCH 234 7

A7E

ko)
g
E3ke] A5 A7
ek
Jo] Brh vhe

J oA e

=

9 %

FHAA = J,}_
F&717 (out-of-sample) ol
o A7 SR A

_9_

- HEoE W

2% ¥ CDE
Fof [ﬂrr’i}
(AR

A A

*Ef‘é.

SATH.

e

(4

Holm

5% g2 A u
E JAANE HdFn dd. REID 99 34

AR 3 1990¢ 149 4

FE 19949

Hotel H|W W GARCH 2tz ol sEldnt Jiiu|g

B 7t o AR EETA)
g JY AD DM CD
A 3} S5 0.013262 0.010800 0.013141 0.006159
1:1 &=8x 28 0.011389 0.008089 0.008469 0.004332
AEH =Y 0.010211 0.007367 0.007997 0.004060
AP Y 0.010289 0.007377 0.007919 0.004032
GARCH 28 0.010106 0.007368 0.008038 0.004104
GARCH 243 24 0.009987 0.007375 0.007947 0.004039
7 259 % GARCH SAS4R 89 A% Aa &
Wx]%}ﬂ 2e 24.6946% 31.7130 % 39.5252 % 34.4212 %
TTEA 5 12.3101 8.8268 6.1637 6.7636
7\‘1%1—1 ny 2.1937 -0.1086 0.6252 0.5172
At By 2.9352 0.0271 -0.3536 -0.1736
GARCH =¥ 1.1175 -0.0950 1.1321 1.5838
1. F37170& 19909 1¥ 49%H 19924¢ 129 3147pA|(#2A] 15670) 08, o &7|7ke

1993 19 79HH 19949 109 209741 (23] 9474)9).

2. FAREL
ﬁ]xléﬁ}oﬂ 3 EEHA} o X (s-by X ) &AM

t-1719] BAAZ ol &sid 371171 A& AFHS.

3. AR AR EL (0 others = 0 cancresszizn)/ domes® 3 AL AS

828
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ARMEE sR[B|go] 28 o

108 207k AABEA 2504F ¢ F& 15674
o #EA(1992/12/317A)F 711 7 A
HE HAEEE FHPT o FAuEE 1713

Fo Bk, ZRA U dEAZ AREse 4
(16) [ V var(s,— b,f,) Jol &) 2 71781992
/12/31-1993/1/7)¢] A EEFE Akt
o e AAE 1993/1/749 #EAE PN
157709 #2X](1990/1/4-1993/1/ 774 & 7}
A1 7k A A& FHT F o) & 87
(1993/1/7-1993/1/14)9) AZA & 4o} a1 7]
o] A HE ALY o2’ HAE vnA
EE AL ¥3E gz AR st
94719 d &9 AAAHE At of (E D=
ol & o228 A JHE BT g}
FRA3E 29 ZEZY A A9 2
o] &9 HANFHIME 1:1 EFANEG|Y
HEA HARGEE ol&ste Ao wEiA
GARCH 2438 R23o| Bt} /iHE 2o Hd
Fn Ao ey A RN Had A4
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A Study on Time-Varying Hedge Ratios
- GARCH Error Correction Model with Foreign Currency Futures-

Sei-Yeol Oh*

Abstract

Most of previous research on hedging literature has paid little attention to the long-run
cointegrating relationship among financial assets and the dynamic nature of the
distributions of assets.

This study presents a GARCH Error Correction Model for calculating risk minimizing
hedge ratios in foreign currency futures and compares the hedging effectiveness of this
model with that of the alternative models.

Both within-sample comparisons and out-of-sample comparisons reveal that the GARCH
Error Correction Model is better than the alternative models, since investors with a
mean-variance expected utility function are better-off with the GARCH Error Correction
Model.

The risk reduction results, however, indicate that the Error Correction Model with
GARCH proposed here is not always superior to the conventional OLS Model, properly

controlling for transaction costs involved.

* Professor, Sungshin Women's University
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