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£ AFE residual demand58E AHESlY Z1EA TN neHR] ¥ Ao #8959 A A (competitive
effect)7} F&7199) 7K vlAe ARE BA0, 53], $3A%9) AABAE Jelis mark-up& ZHNA 2
230} FEAFES oo WEANE oJfIUFIY M MR AHEoIA i dEE vjXA] Rahy o &
AN AR e A7 AE gl F8¢ €S slu dvke AHE HoFd o] ARE o gdtd
AA & 99y Y7ol AAEA mark-upEE ®E FEE 4 o0 AAETE A0 AuE B8
2 Jeid & ook 7129704 8 A¥xFAS BAR R oo Ry ehe dEL § ¥ Ak
7b gebe og HMEME oEy B A9 APIAE Jelds A5 mis-specificatione® Mo} gt
B A493 71719 BANA BAs BA G8dEe AgaAs AYET conversion and contractual effects)E
#2799 hedging ratio ©&A wel ti2A Jehdr,

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

B A8 717k #E H2 A7e BA @
&9 AYEH(lagged effect) & Aojstn F&W
Fol 7197 e 2A & F vAde AHE
B33 gt 53|, #gEe] 7|47k ulA|
E AW UR Bxetn, 889 7|9UHR BF
AN AR WARFooA F ¥4 A
ole] AAB/AEZ FHske Aol o2 ¢ Aelehe
A8¢ HoFn dn" 28 & 9493 /97
o] #AZ A JIHEAE Jehle BA0ER
AE3 ENoA i ARE AHET d7e A

oYY B4E nEA Ye AR THE A
FozA & At NE7R7NY BAE AteElA]
A sk Agel 9ot <@ 7@y A7dTHE
AV AAE R E9  mis-specificationol\t AR
9 2% (sampling error)® 21 F3HE A7E
o] Aol AAHALY 1 FAHI} 7EATY 2
A theA g

7188 d7oA B AYe FEWFA e &
ZH| 9] AE3EA BANFY JHAEE U
Ehlle= Al A (contractual effect), 19l 23
Atel @At diE AmgsvtA dE5E JERY
= HAB/E N (conversion effect), 2|3 39
2N AQE B 9 FEuvloldy HEE

=8 H+e 0 2002. 9 HrabEe 2002, 12

1) Adler - Dumas(1984), He - Ng(1998), Levi(1994)& & 9183 7197ka7} B5% jgideloln & $i¥o] 71971d nlxe

A geolee AE B9FR sld.

2) B 32 N4 tel ZIGAEE AR AFATel el Griffin - Stulz(2001), He - Ng(1998), Jorion(1990), 44
Y AEE A48 97 Bodnar - Gentry(1993), Jorien(1991). Allayannis - Thrig(2001)3%.

3) & En 7107k Bl B M2 ANEEA Dukas - Fatemi - Tavakkol(2001)& & 98 =449 #94o] 859 &
A wet geid £ doke A& BHaFa Aok J)0 Y dgeg fodidlel 9 (income) & AHEE # fl¥x2A5Y
#3& Walsh(1994) 2. &9, # 98] 717 Rtk 719540 AdlFd 225 (spread)®] 2719 lAle Ade bzt
Linsmeier - Thornton + Venkatachalam - Welker(2002). Huang - Stroll(2001) 3=,



Hu®

ojulde A AH (competitive effect)® FEH
oY Adaze ARETHE U AujdM $4
AFA A At AEAAHY A g3 A
gge Aol2 WA HAEA & dgoz 7|
A7HNAA AN BA $&7 %A dE&o AAdEY
(lagged effect)7t 288 &L 34 dct® 4
A ZAEHE A FERFo] FEAIFAN
BHAS} dojdete] HE B3 vy o]&H 7
A7IAE HgATle Ao AAHY & ¥
.8 @ 983 A7k BA g J1Ee 4
3 AN oA Y AGETdE 7ARE
ARse 788 MPolARt @4 FEEFTL Y
Mol 2A $88A @A VeI, 7197k ¢
A A # A8 ¥ fAFQ A g off
v TR HAHx] Rstn 479 §AZ
o} itH(Dominguez * Tesar{2001b)).

2 dFE 71EAPA n=HA] Gty i
Bewie gl FEAGANN AARAE ¥
N7e A2 dF N2 A8 e S8 & dn
71971318l BAE AxHIc JoE & Yol
& F2AAAN AAsn e A7 Fiel
FEAFE3NY FEAF] SWFEIIHY 1A
of v Al 39 & HYPo|n] EHARYTZE
P a2 AYBAN F8F 4EE A
g}, 71 7ol & 98Y AYEHe Fue
27199 AT FEATEI] FEWUFC]
F27HA & HINNAN FEAIZY Aol E W
A7) Adtelw AAIIHY AdA #3FH
e Ay oE & dgoltt AE ge )

d4e qlsende ASgsA e dee §Y
& FEANFNA HA719e TENZEEA F
&S AdH ez s8Al7)7] w#olct,

i BgwEe A4 A3 competitive effect)
7t &7 C WA EARE 08 F 989
Aol FEel #A8h7] A8l B AFE residual
demand B¥& AT §3], #2449 4
AAAE Jeble mark-up®9 AN AZE
sho} FEAATEN FEHEY Fde o&F
A oM M2 sl & A AR
olFd JEFE wAA Fv it FEAAA
A4 e 24719 4E Bgol AYET
o £8% A& dx dvde AME HoFr
o] A#E o]f3tH HA & A 7G| A
AAEAY mark-upEd W2 FEE 5 3o
AR EFHe 27199 AuA geo F¢2 JE
9 o gtk Mark-up&ol 24749 4y 8
HE Ao E2EU &MY AYETE
71ZPE 2 WglE e 54 (time varying) & 77
gt g, & fEa ZsivER e #AM dAlg
BA #&8%e] Astazet AL%ET (conversion
and contractual effects)® 27199 hedge
ratio B84l wek th2A Jepdo

g AYo] 7IG7HA e piX e Ao id AT
e FE2 5 7 ¥eHe ngezn FRAT AA,
Aol Eg&Aelatd & H#lo] AkEu| Lot 7Y
7Re| vt EE AR AR R g Aol
o.” W, AIAZRREY dE2A 8§ 9%
NAZAAE B8 #e] BelstA R o] &-& WAl

4) B A¥xEe ASE, HFYEAG ALENZ FEG dPE Walsh(1994) #2
5) & 9199} 2|A Ao} thel Bartov - Bodnar(1994). Amihud(1994). Jorion(1990), He  Ng(1998) %= o8 €3l & 4

o) A9 adhe Aol B4 & ¥l e 707k whgo] Az} Pl el
6) 2AA & APt AAHY & Al NP AEE O'brien(1997) 2,
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HOhE @ fpel AWame) M7y

AR

&

1 wEA 7197k viXle Adje] i vlAlH
AR 2o] ik AMIAAR RG] 4 €A
o2 AgdM & 948 Z2n Y (premium)8 2
717y 43d Am, 8 HY Zenjde A 89l
A&stA HEAn YA oM & HHel At
Ao HAe e 4FHo2 1 FHo] AYH
oJAY EARCE FoFolx] Rajrt® weia @
A¥o] 7147 Al viX e AHE FEsA B3
71 98 AMHEAR R ETE 8 HEo AIRA
AL B8 eAds 7GR E daAgle Ay
A A2E ¥AMste A7t dasth 3 Ydel
ANBARERE B3 sdunie} JIdsE e v
#3+= Allayannis - Thrig(2001), Choi * Prasad
(1995), Flood - Lessard(1986), Hekman(1985),
Hodder(1982), Levi(1994), Luehrman(1990),
Marston(2001), Shapiro(1975), Walsh(1994),
Williamson(2001) 5l <&l A7=AUt. £,
ol Aty AFAEATEY mark-upg g & 4
HeZAl4e] 448908 B 3 J8459 7|
b8 (timer-varying) 4% 4911 g 3
AL ojg d7tE VAN E dHste WgEA
B A AAEA g A o|8H AH=2E
AN A BaAY AYEAE Yl 93 o
SHTE AMgstn A Rt} o] ZE olfE

719740 & 98 AHENE dE @ 99
o) fwtel HEeA FEEA] FehedA vZE)

ol AN AFAYEIE o]2Hor & 9
¥ x3AT5e 2R 802 FRIAW ARAA
AHE d&dle b4E ALY 458 e
g A¥x=2ASS ARAYEN} BAHE &
o Ho)x] Raltete A& BAFa gt A%
ARINAAY AN B A EAF FAHS
2 f9Helx] Rad'gte g ¥ A¥99 AY5
A7t gdke Ao NN E dEy AYEaRE
UehlEe dwi4el mis-specification2@ 814
sof gt B3], ¥ dFe 71E29TY A
AR M AN A7 FhE FEo] B
Adel AYENE d9ste 388 Hgde M
& gsia gloh

th oM Agride Auld BEuEe] AR
AR EE el mark-upe 7197k |
A EBE o|Bor ENFT. 9rldA & 9
Bl AYEHE J7H nHE g2 # 99
o Ene FRald EH@T ML ¥ 9d9
ARRAZ} 7197 oA dEbERA A9
994 9 Yelte mis-specification 4& 2
AET V&2 Ful7Ide] o8 +2A%d +%
o gl A M2 oE oy e d8e

7) AABHRYOE Capital Asset Pricing Model(CAPM)E# L »E8oz 24 v|¥7Hsd{quadratic) A&#¥Fe Y
(random)¥%9] AFEX(normality) & 713%tn e HHRez % /& 2&32) 2P Arbitrage Pricing
Model(APM)2¥ 2 ol2|§t H&85e delut &3o tie 71 Bagle] 4dd 4+ slolA mrl #42¢ H o] it}

APMEH] g AT AFE Ross(1976, 1977) =z,

8) Jorion(1991)2 vlZA|1 Al & AHZevd (premium)e] @ 0.28 277} Aoty ARl Bag £ sithe RE BoFn
Uk 9, JfAIFo] AEAHeD HEHEC] HEREL BUEPFH dE¥g(unbiased indicator)7t H7] H8iMe d@=Zelv)
o] o]BHog Hof el Al &3E Zajnjdel Ar)e ¥ A, oM o|&H Zevgy) &4E Zu|y 379
N § forward discount puzzleolzti 3h=d] ole] & A7 C. Engel(1995) %2,

9) Allayannis - Thrig(2001) & 8 1¥=245e AR a0e2M mark-up&g thes?) 918l 883 2449 mark-upgg s
2 8o vel FE S AMEn e pAAcl o83 25} gt

10) & 483} 7197189 wAle) tigt 24e) mis-specificationel thel Levi(1994), Schnabel{1989), Dukas - Fatemi + Tavakkol

(200182,
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2% 1218 71997435449 mis-specification
AE BHuc ey 2 a7 e, §A4F
opx) ebabo) viehdt,

=
Q
w

N 23

g 9ol 719971 PRl AZABERE B
Aal7) 8 S &9 SAE AE dE
FEARAN o= Fxe AREFEE FASR
A 7t A=A (price leader) 84 &S 8 +
2N AR & HEL HEFF
(price follower)2tx 7FA @ EF B AFe
Bertrand 28§ AHgsle] F&AN 7Y
wojdchke 713744¢ $vtn 783t Bertrand
2y 7tA A= price leader)? FUTE7]
AEL FEARFLAM A7 ALEFFE
A2l % residual demand® |83t EH7IYA
# 743 gaee 2490 Mark-upge 2
g GsNs] A8 ade gaghaeel dig
old M E A ettt FEAFNM AdsHE
Az 7} 2E 3EL 534 (homogeneous) %
FololAa gAuiAs} AAwstn AR e AE
< BghAdsAT dAAolgtn sHEEA. ol
e FEI/ME (e YuxE) 7IdTE 7
& F e A3 U

BEWEd m2e IWrErIdY FYddde
FaA % AN 2o WP § A9 A
7] A% AEPAL, 22n FEAFAN B

HnE

AR A et SR

S R B A s

$AE BT 9 FEHviolee Wt glon
a9 AL AR E Ee § 4Ee do
2 8 d9ate dwrEoz BAr|Tel 1d
o} AVAQ zAtes Bge FoigHszt Y
Held $89 % ¥z B/ME Yo M2 4
A= real hedge?t 7}53t7] w&oith E& 3
9 @x)aate] 2% 2Rtel cash flowE WiE o
28 4 dolM HY5E71Y9(53], d9 T2%84
g8 /A3 Ue)Ee] BEF hedgingZlHoldt
NEPA FE o] 83l B AP S hdaiA ANE
F Ao §ERF G FUFErIde 7
(RB)& O3 2ok drldA #&& F3ARE
3 & 999 527199 AxFeE vehn
#4452 £27199 AFFI A ES e
Pk,
R,=1I,+ H, (1)
q71ld R $271949E Y e 8
9} #ejold], HE #9 £2AY% da(THolA 2
of g MEGAL(F)E FoF hedge ratio
ojty, @, MEEA L w2 Aul gL gt
A8 H>1e& 89 F&EA %] 48 9
dol] AwEen H=12 SA4PAW, H<1
& 2398ANE JeRT. B 27l 3A &
&) o8l R "4 ezl dal 13 H
oltt. &, He °f #AA &&& dAFE(97he
&2 slo] Aoo] gEE FEFYHY o) PF A
EgAGeln dA Feshe Foid XAM o
& AR (A EET A &g Aoz A

11) Bertrand28elM 718 Mmaiel 23xo] B8 H5H residual demand& ©l14¢ <&z A3l g9 AAF =de

Dowrick(1986) #X,
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ACH & fiEel ZUEYLY JIAV1R

i e

A& S TAAIY. FE s g AR
g H¥xge o2 2o

T

= LS |
IR (@)

i )= L1(€)

B0 =@

dzldA T8 Fe @AG) FEAGdEs 1
of et & AL AvE] He HEHA Goln
T Fre B38 $2A3() S3EA $2A4%
23 a4 g AESAGe HEe j £84
A58 & hedge ratioolth. ehe BA(L) j
FEANEEs ¢ 99T ATE3e $olth T,
g e F2A%0] o] Fofxe AANH (-1 &
&9 ol dAl #& sl s He W3
e gidh. @9, #¥se BertrandBA € 3t
Ae w2714 ARRBERE FH 89wl
o) 7% ¥3AIch Bertrand R8dlA 71E4x
AH(price leader) FUWTEIAE FEA A
A9 AFEFE A residual demand
& ol&dld EHYA™Y oj& & FuisiF. of
89 ANdM HeE Hte] dbge 7E Ug
e ol A A (subscript: t)E& ATt

M;f'x P=ep(d)d — () (3)

4

oA7ldN 1’3 g'E jF FENAAN $&719
o] o] %3} residual demandel® p'$ & j F

AW BRENY #8714 AZEL 34 A
vl golt}, Bertrand2%¥% Cournot®¥9| c]3A
(duality) & ©l88td 271519 o|&3dzE 4
3 datxd T AF5EHEL g3 g

P SR Y d
p e] MC qf aq]r (4)

MCe %7199 @A goln} Yateko) g
dAsictn AR gAY §3 vl Ee 2A
g dp¥de’e $%7199 (inverse) residual
demand®] Zl&7lelth. €749 ABEHYE
YE = residual demand ©HAH 4 (4)& o]
4317 | FEARAM SUFE7IdY HH g
Hajole} 2 &3 #o] mark-upgd FrE U
ehd 4 ot

=g, (e~ MC) =g,y (5)

4714 v F9 B3(+)E 71X $27149
inverse residual demand® ©¥Aeoln AlRE
qee Jdehdth'? $27190] j $2A40)A A
AEAE0] ok v/'=00] o] A FHEA )
8 AAAaAe Ade gld. XY 27140
SN AAEYEE A3 A v =0
E3] v>0)ol AAERY0] 348 |v]9 e
ARk A7 F8F e £27199 oA 4
WA & YY) AYENE AAEHAYE Jele v
‘o8 wg FEE vehd ¢ ke Ao o

12) Lerner¥le] 9§ AASHEE $AMIEE 2alste AW7iAeR A9sin] dgdos AgsE Aol AP fEeld A
AR REO) FHUE FAEHY0] & ¥ Lerner index®] AAEHHE A& £ 3.

13) 7I7HAA & 8 o898 g2 TR b A7 Marston(2001). B2, 284 Marston(2001)& A4 ATHE B8
3| eyl 48l AGRE T fANE-E el she ojeigo] Aot

HYEAT H32W M2 20034 4%
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Umz

£ 27199 ol&3us HYPolN A3 &  FeEgAert H(+)e F3IE M residual
$HEY0] M2 4457 GRolth & A2F  demand BHA()E j $EAAY £2BHY(-n))
Bo) gadgos AP v GATE ov] HF4E FH AV FIFEHY(NeE FRED @4
7tAo] wdEol Slold $£&7149 ol &3usn AN Afel #2714 FFHE A A
Aolx AZEH & 98 AYEHE AT YAAKY inverse FF BHAGH S A=(0)
F&A%9 7248 JepE mark-up&e 23 A 7F H9 residual demand®] @34 AAE.
A=A (v) 9 g7t B A9 Aol ESAETE F2U149 ANFEA
Residual demand€ °o| &% AREHA 34L& Ao 545 #2799 T8 A BH7
ojx & 7199 A EFFe 2 J1ge] AFAA o FFRHY(sM)o] AN £27199 residual
AdG £2245 guie AN 4% 271 demand BHA(NE F7HE
ol AN ARse $8v AFAMFRAN AR (k)Y HAFFZRAEL o848 A7)
e A4s1ge FIHE WE P58 (residual 49 BFEHA(HL 1 7199 Hg(whHF B
demand)el® ol& A9 FEL AT A &) F2(semi-log) 57 Erin 7B
AAME S Jehdh o714 BEHE, B3 A A A9 v gesige Foa
799 AdR $2HEEe 24749 232 RO AFAHE FHER)ANY
A% WHNA $27199 residual demand® 2 7199 9 FF @@ (s*=9Inp™Y ding*H)
I 2EA(r)E e o] WAt residual  residual demand A ()€ F7MAY, o7
demand €A g AAY &L REF 4 oA v we A A7) Y g &

(A8)#=z) ¥ A3l o 7199 2FEEA (N PR Eo]
W R oMt at(AArgY AAIFEAL
)/: ~—77"+3k= —-—”j-vf-yl]nwk-vzlnek “?"‘Q’ 4(A6)%§2)16)

6) i FEAFANAM ARERYE UePE residual
demand BHJ(y)#H $&udold (1) & ¢
d7104 -p'a sfE A ) $EA%9 F8e W AR FEVIHY 3 SeBeiold (M)
g43 FWFE7Ige FFE7 U FAY dEd o
(k9 7HAurgedy, & 347199 (inverse) T

14) Residual demand® ol4% AAE44% mark-up®4 442 Baker - Bresnahan(1988)% Goldberg - Knetter(1999)9) ¢
8 A7} Goldberg - Knetter(1999)& residual demand® Abgsle) 7123 vlgel wa} A3 E44)o] dsksian ke
g olBH oz Mustn glort &4 oM residual demandsl @HAE I §85Sd RAGe] AT Ao s
i =

15) AAN9e] A2 3t ujea S0 e wAEAY B0t He A4S v AYE ARESET 8§18 A0 A diE
Feenstra - Gagnon - Knetter(1996) Bernhofen - Xu(2000) #%,

16) 2HHA AN 7t s ggisel me} mark-upgel WHHEY ol mark-updel £8248 FXE(convexity)ol Bt th2A
Uehdr] d&elt} (Bergin « Feenstra(2000). Bulow - Pfleiderer(1983). Dohner(1984), Froot - Klemperer(1989), Hens -
Jager - Kirman - Phlips(1999) #=®),
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' PR

é&tﬂﬁ & el @@.&49} 7|‘-?-17}*I

0= Er=SedAtd,ud) @

(@8 (e o8ad 2E F3ho) B 8
Aol w25} e 7195 (RIS WaE 4w
ud gew 2,

th = dH{'}‘ dHt

- 3L 4 L
oH, oH,
de’ de+ ae’,,l

de* + (8)

det~—1

ArlA F8% & 7]"{34‘"‘4(& o] &A%
3 A2 A FL(e), A4 F&(e)®
ofelt F&A %A 73‘35}4_ de oe 7199
55188 (e G A ke Holg 1Y
F99 & 4UxE S e A@)dA AN
g ulg sjeldojoleld] i & Ao HE
E 9% (conversion effect)ol™, €& #& vl
sl dofoloels Ay & d¥9 AAEH
(competitive effect)elth, &3], F&A%9] 734
TZE W3 Ile AL ARFEUS F2AR T3
o) 8go| ofet F&AIFNN AAdte tE 7]
Ao 3ot 2% B3] Ay #8o] F8
sicke Holvh. A & Hal ey 7&
F2AGNFH 1o g HEA L] FA M
olAle Hried g vehin & el Agad
(contractual effect)elch. s &-& #A §#&o
FEAL 1o i HESA Y] EA M 1A
8 9de AdEH(lagged effect)olth. & 9
o] Adave &gy FEAGFH niF

v Bl 93¢ 7103 dAse ol¥EY
(hysteresis) i §-o] T, =, F&A Yol 4
AHE ¥ AA fEdael AAdHs AV 9%
g A At EqE E@A FEAYEYe 34 @
& J1E2R AHE AHojv d4 #EWEL F
A FEAGN gL vlA e Aol opet v &
EAEYe dFE XA dd) 4(8)9 JYs
JFAA doid & AYe ZAAEAE AFEH
4& JeE residual demand B4 (y)oz
FEa veid 4 3 v 7)1 E Wslsin
(time-varying) 58], 244719 4uiF &
F4oirt. wek residual demand ©HA(v)9)
B3t glo]l AR FEUAR e A7)
Aol Auy @&dE A¥d x=FHA gow
(de=0), ©t& 71878 Zo] 71Y7HNAA
A 3 g&9 AYEINL AYE AHE B ¢
alq.173

gollM Z1de s8] FERel ()& Vel
A% FEAGNER AEFALH)E el
2(2)8 o83l BH FEAAG) A FeHFA
e 71 (k)9 HakE o] FE 4 Sl

dR;= Gﬂﬁdejz Qn Ie det

+H}d + er aafl

det 1

oA7le)A dA #8(e)e @ (random)ol™ 7
A (e EFFolgtn PPt o8 u
29 @A §&o 452 de Hvolye HER
#E Fd A=EE ZAQ ool F7HAT)
o, £3 FEAGYET 2o didt HERA L

17) Mark-up&°] ¥4 % o £do] & @Al vjde Lol th 9= Dominguez - Tesar(2001a) B2,

AYEHT a2 H2E 20039 4%
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g & A9E& skett wWeEtA hedge ratio
(H)7v AZ0)EE & o4 dA §&9 458
71478 AT & A AFAaI e Aok
&3} (conversion and contractual effects)e %
(+)8 B3 zZred, 34 89 Ase 724
dFde F7HE 7Ry 3EE & AEe A
#7(lagged effect)E hedge ratio®] %h-&ol o
g o224 vepdct. #A @&dstel wel hedge
ratio(H,)7F FopRthd & Hge] NIdEHe F
()9 BEE et $EAAAA A8 de
A719e AiA FEdzke FEANAM BA
A NEEHEHE AAAA e AvfoldE
At A0 ddd §8%e(EANY
A=2g38 7319 s IWTEridel AAER

£ AT e ool ZHAARIT m
ZhA & dde AYEH(competitive effect) e

F(- )4 EHE Zet

GollM o2z FHE & AYI 7IdsYe
BAE AWIEAZARAE o83l vebd 4 §l
o 53], 71EETY B At FEHe A
AEel 71A7A e A E AR AAEFAE
2 TR AAAY dod #&9 R
Bl & sltkes AHoldh Adid @ A¥Y 248
Holl iy R APy AdE ged
ANV AARY o] E&ehe AF 71E AT A
4311 e A 2349 mis-specification
A€ TEAA AsEax g

CLES

Il ATHE 2t En 12X FHoM

mis-specification2A|

o] &4(9)el A B9 FEAFdA AR
4 94gE 3t gle LY foe o
7 ol dAst RAL AFERL £2AH F
o &8, 123 7Y T £EAH T3
Ao g A¥FeE vepd Sl

Ry= ay+ Bn?m+ Bicl
, (10)
+ ﬂkEf“‘}' ,Bge’,_l -+ ny

R i 72719 (Fe 49 &N av
F&71%9 84& delle gt e A%
FAEC|H frE AT E Wl dF 70
g9 Wgg Jele Afolt. o el e'E &
Z dAs A ASFH $E2AY T 88
axn A BEe A% E3te
g&oltk. B, fo. Be ©1E FASG HA FE¥
AA gge HEAES dehle dEAselt
nee B eajeln] ERFoln) 9ate] EiHa,)HY
B g Az EYAolgn . e
of }ER f& & Ao AFAIYS} AGE
$& uelie A(+)9 Aot fe A
@ A% NQEAE vehdv A FEns

g hedge ratio(H,)el ¥4 (—é%,-lf"')"ﬂ o}
t—1

g oA Jepdth. Hedge ratiod ©84e] 0
2h 8 A% A& A(+)e] Aol 0 B} e
S P2 F(-)8] Aoltt f FUH & A
o] A Eoln B (-)e] Aifo]rt ¥ 747122

18) Griffin - Stulz(2001) & 371} AAEHRA 7107107 H A 8 ey FUF Agle] FUEL AP 716 2
Fta gler g v ARl Eel JAASIE R(-)8] BF olF IR AABA} dvn #¥Ert.
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HoiE 8 fpel Y 27t

A4 (10)0] 71&AT¢ ApdEe AL 7|7
A # A9 ARERE AFEHAI A
g&2 7RI AAE + AdE Helt},
2 B Age AYARE FEY 7 UAde RE
& A9 AAET g 4995 E it
AR FL ZIEFTFAN J197HRFH A mis-
specification #A417} ke A& gn|ic}

R,’t = Qg +bm ¥ ot + b,ei+ bzejt..l + m,
(1)

AR A AN7HAAH 2 (true model)©]
A(10)019 ZA7149] did Fe] AYEHe}
g A9 VA E d9sie ¥4d V97
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(ne, ) =00]2k3 32} AtBAHS] QA (sampling
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g A99 FAAS(h)e AHT 28] & 9
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2Ol A "o &, A% AREd 3y
(10)& A(1D)eg FF F4std ZA47d9 4
hE F&S AF e e & A89AsY 3
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AAAF(b)7F AR(0)o)ehe RAe P AF
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A, Coviele) /(e e AZEEe] B8(e)T}
2719 AdE (e AAAFIN =
gg7te A4UBAE Yepart

19) $ 9139 S RYdM B mis-specification FAet 20 e Z9E Schnabel (1989) 32,
20) APTRYE AMSE 8 99x@d459] $42 Amihud(1994). Chen - Roll - Ross{1986). Dukas - Fatemi - Tavakkol (2001)
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V. ATHY & fEc@ds £39 8%

JlEdTe v £ d7E Add # A9
ARERE T8 & A9 Atazst AdA}s}
g FEse Jehlz glon AMEFHE @At
#A9 A=Fse} FEAFEINL FEo] o
ARNYS A Bgol o dFE T U
B AL ¥dFa 9o JiEdte & 983 7
A7HAe BAE FAshe Ao 8 HYe H4
£ A9 A9 FeWF i YR 29
NAM ZRsn glon 4EAT7e AA: A
e Ed UE 8 AdxFo| VA 238
A A ERSTE.

%% 7|2A7E mark-upEE YEG § H¥

AR AT 197H AN Fo8 A
£ oj8Heg BYFm doy F4d oA
£H5FE ZE ALY mark-upgd ¥ Y
o AR A el AR 3l
T o8 d7E 8 A8 NEAEAE duR
7] 98] Fama * French(1992)2 #A719E& A
falad A tAAP AN # AYeEASs WE
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A& Jehe ARERE 2e AAAARA,
ojunjulF, 719937, hedgingdFHe FTE
ate] ZYbH B (cross-sectional analysis)&
aigct o A & A¥e AAAI AWHAE
Ao A dunes 22 Ren 719 54

o

9
A
o

Unx

o me} Wilsle @ H¥=EAF WERY A8
o] @rp® A& Fol, Williamson(2001)3%
Flood * Lessard(1986)& #&9| ABAAAAE
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Tesar(2001a), Griffin - Stulz{2001), Jorion(1990}, He - Ng(1998), Solnik(1983) ¥

29y & 9j%olole] i BA B AL IAARY HF AF= Ahmed - Lockwood(1998), Chen - Roll - Ross(1986), Prasad -
Rajan(1995) %% ol @7k & 9guct 3a. B7h 44, A913718% § O s i) 71dsdEd o 24
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FYnUL} JIRYHA

SO ¥ e
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+ 2 el + T o,
7 7

Ri= ay+ bu?m + Zbiel

(13)

+ 200+

PollM ol R | FEIH(EE A9 9
g9 e AR B0 B2 AT ERE
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e, e-ie A HA AFF3 j $EATES
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A oy FEA%e FEARFATE BF 12
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g 71973 A (14)04 447199 4 &

ZYeAT M3zH M2 200349 4%

o] 4T EA J8E A% FHE ¢ Y =
7% Wek(b)) e e o,
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b= B + zﬂimm———cmj‘ﬁf'g{;‘ ) (15)

A7lolN Coviel e e j F#EANFNN AZF
3ol 283 27199 dE L&Y FEA
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Aoz B<00)7] B & gl FAHAS(bY)
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Yeh BAH FEAN F9HelA Rt F,
o8 FEA%e B&9%F AEE 25 2 7
A7 AA A (13)& 4(14) 28 FR FAstq 7
47149 JE #&E AFEA He B 3
g & ARAFB)7E BA¥cE FoHolx) £
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V.2 &
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effect) 7t +37197HA0 vAE Ao%E AT EY
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A ARG NN A ARG AdAH
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714718 A o g 71EATFE A8 #&9 HY
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o8 hgdce HoA £ 479 pEEn. &
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R EFHAA A & Age] AYEAE "R
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Vl. 28 Appendix; residual demand
Bl R

Bertrand2&9lA 7144 stz e U
271900 84 $EANN FAsn e F
AEA U ARF8E B3 & FEAFAA
Y 27197 AR e e 199 4
Zo U8 £8% o' @At

(AD
(A2)

P =D, .1
pt=D*g* v\, ¥, 2)

---------

oA71H p'9 prE £2ANRAN 8A F3=2 B
AE U #E719% 279 (k) S FEEo
o D'et DFe Y £2719% 247199 9
8%+ (inverse demand)eltt. Z¥ &A%
oM HES £8& WiAIE LSHFoT
VA3 & & BertrandR#AM 14 FFA
(price follower)$ AA7IYEL 71AA =2 price
leader)?] FUFE714e] 7H4 & FoiR ez
Aztatn AENEE AR g 240149
F8E A71BEN (pH AFARA] FY F
27199 7H(p), dAH e 4F9 74
(p), 283 &5(2)9 ot AR
3 £87198 HEEA AAIAE] 2
7199 714& FoiA Aoz Astn HAsAT
HAAPIFE AR Slvke AME Qi) o] A
$ A7 HEE £2719718 9] ol 7t
AR FHsErIdel Adan e F8e
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g2H4E o3 2o,

1‘{;? P=dpg - ¢ (A3)

1'% g’e FWFEIYY ol&H agels pf
9 e £2NEI BN F2H4Y £271949)
AZFHEA A golth. 4(ADFH(AE o
&3t Ul 27149 ol&SsE AT dAx
A4 e de3 2

p= e - onis
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; ¢=1+—é—;; Tp‘f
MCe FR$27199 @4 Aol A4
3 Aaau &g w)e B4eltt Dl F&
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e 9 JYES of3us zuYe teH
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P = ;‘; MC* — ¢*D} (A5)

e'E £2N% B8 @ @97 AP1A (kS
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A4 k) ol EFUgzHAN HAREA-FF
9 7147 BAE Yehle HrEed g=10t
FEARANM ZABAA e NG <lEF

AY P 323 %22 20034 4%

8 4(A5)A HFAER 7 (p)E Folrl
Aoz el AW HANAH JuFe
8 4 Ut

ph=p"*(g*, &t wt, Z; 1 () (AB)

A(A6)e I 27149 M (ple))el Fo
Aoz 7HEE | F27198 A4BAC e 7
k)9 (inverse) FAWFEF (g™ A (™%
Foltt, AA7IAY Bohe AT BN @
&(eM)o] stEalm Al go] Agste AR &
Al A7 (k)9 B EAESE oA A
71919 ¥E& ZAsA € g2t A7 k)
o w45 geaEe 1 J19e FE(™HH
B8 #A A} A(A8)eA AA7IEe F
FZ4L 74 2 FEHE ()N SRR B
3 $Y8lt} Bertrand2#olA 7}8 X =2} (price
leader)ql S #&71¢0] AUT FaFHe ¢
2N F8(g)NN ANk HHYNF
F(g*™)& "M% residual demandel™ (inverse)
residual demande th&3} #tl,

Y =D, p"(), 2D
=D" (g, ¢", e uw*, 2), (A7)
Vk=1,2,,.n

of7lol4 D& 27199 (inverse) residual
demandol® #2A%9 +2(d)9 B9
AR EF2A("™) 9 g} gAY, A=Y L
Yell & residual demand®] A& AFFS
geEds A4 7199 FFeEAe Wsld net
gt @719 AERAC] 2471 v
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43 Beslo] wet oA W= E AN
7] 918 A(+)9] 858 71 (inverse) residual
demand®| ©¥A& Ay

Y = _8WmD"
dlng
- _Q_ln_.Q’_ -..mz_';.
[ dlng amp*” dlng* ( 8lnq’

(A8)

v'&(inverse) residual demandd] 71H@a4
olt] $&A%49(inverse) FLBHA(InD/4a
Ing=r)% U #2749 FF371 g 73
7199 71Aue R (9Inp* alng*), & A
71949 (inverse) FFEH(s") o8 7REY. &
y=-1+s*ott, €3, Bertrand2#NA dlng*/
dlng’ =-1°]t}.
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The Relative Exchange Risk Exposure and Firm's Value

Heeho Kim*

Abstract

This paper develops the residual demand model to incorporate the competitive effect of
the relative exchange risk exposure on the exporting firm’s value. The relative exchange
rate of the competing foreign company is shown to be important in determining a mark-up
rate representing a degree of competitiveness in the export market, while the exchange
rate between the home and destination’s currencies is cancelled out in the process of
maximizing the oversea’s sale profit. Breaking down the exchange risk exposure into two
different effects, the competitive and the contractual effects, we can present the
competitive effect of exchange risk as a function of the relative exchange rate on firm's
value. The evidence that the exchange risk exposure coefficient in firm’s value is
statistically insignificant must be explained by the mis-specification of the capital asset
pricing mode] in lieu of explanation that there is no association between the exchange risk
exposure and firm's value as in the previous studies. The conversion and contractual
effects of the current and past exchange rates of the home currency on the firm’s value
seems to depend on the hedging ratio elasticities of the exporters, though.

Key words: Exchange Risk, Firm’s Value., Mark-up Rate.
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