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Bt dAskA £8 F2a3Fel FA4YEY HEAd niXE 9%o] HdAYE HAF il ¥EEE /P a3
2A%n 428 + d& 2¥¢ 4¥n Adske 0 B4 £ |8 48 4711 GARCHE®, EGARCHE®,
AGARCHE¥, GJRZ¥e] s} ¥5ul74s Feaddy e dlsel 239 43 e#E A ¥, GARCHEY
£ BN AYE ol AGARCHEHH GIJRZHo) vla) e 2o deiMe Ha%re, $& 2ol daide 3
WE7te s Aol 8L B 12y EGARCHRE S 24% $4+& GARCHER #l8] $& w2&ET ofd
2 U frxo] tiENE $A FgteER F7kee e 2uR B4 A9ske o AfeA wen, 439 Hag
%53 GJREYo] ¥EAE Heishe ol ARY ZHYE W

..........................................................................................

FENAAM At A e WgAel Azt A
g o] o¥A Wg AUNE HF] 433
AL AAds gy aen dABFHAA
QoM 8¢ HFE& Ao dwrgoz At
79o HEAL o= Ak &% 4 gite dol
2o BYEo] Asle YAE Eu 9on, Merton
(1980), French, Schwert, and Stambaugh
(1987), Chou(1988) 5& AlIA9 7+t
ZF7HAEAY BAE #E 9 U

gy MBS =23k P JdoiMe AEE
gejstn UK Bollerslev, Chou and Kroner,
1992). WEA4E d2se o UM /M8 FoE
RAe WEAE AU 23 ¢ de 239 4%
3 Adoltt, aRL 2¥E R AdsAY 43

sl 38 A9 AT eF HAAY F
83 AHE Fohlx] EE sheAel A7l HEel
o}, HEA4E gefshe bl £3] GARCH(Generalized
Autoregressive Conditional Heteroscedasticity)
23] olggglont AT GARCHREE 8o ot
Tgo] AAIEx glrt, 3] Black(1976), Christie
(1982), Nelson(1991), Pagan and Schwert
(1990), Campbell and Hentschel(1992), Engle
and Ng(1993) ¢ vuAd & (asymmetric
effect) Ex A& (leverage effect)E %
£ 2L o4l FFdd U F(-)d F
Zo] 39 37|19 FH+)9 FHEG ¢ & WA
& op|Bo 2N F& F2(good news)S U 7
2(bad news)7t ¥FAo ol FFE vjA
E A Wiz o

FYM T F7PAEAC dal B2 AF7} o] Fo
AR Yot FEY - 493 - HE(2002) 1990

=2 59 1 2002. 6 AREHY 2003, 2

* B EEg AT doiFal g9 T B XA e A =HYT F B e =89 £F

o] HREL Wile uisivch

FTe W A =&
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G S e s S e Gy

dRE 20004 649744 9¥ FHFUHAS 9
£9 WEA disl MUY RYEL I
Quadratic-Spline-Garch®2¥¢] ¥ & 713
A&AHo|n FASA EAFE H#A v} A, 7]
€(1997)€ GJR GARCHER¥E o|&dld =
< XFF 8AzY FiedES 2439 RE
Ut A F7HA4 #4& WEAY vdANe] &
F¢E€ 2% AAG(2001)L FA5Y g o
B0l ABAE Zerte ARA AgAel JIdH
®o w Ho|7t devkE BYIYY. 2w
1982 149 19%H 19999 12%9 3147A9
KOSPI, W, %, 4235FA4E Ud2® EGARCH
(1,1)-M=23¥3 AR(1)-EGARCH(1,1)-ME¥&
o] g3l FHE UK oI B/ &
e zojrh QAT JidtRERE 4BAY e
# g Aolg Hole o At £=(1994)
& FAFA g AR o)EId UF BAA A
& AEdtd 9AH REUAVE FYEHE 7
2 gen, feuet 349 2344 ES GARCH
(1,1)28E o]gstd Adsigich. FA44(1997)
< 33 FAANR 3D 307 71HE Az
EGARCHRE¥ S 3¢ Ax ¥5A49 vy
< onjgte A4e FPAEC FT S EAE
e 71 BT ot tRE W feFololA 7]
A @M e AARQA vl EARA Fe
gdn 281 ik 3EF(1997) 94 Gallant,
Rossi, and Tauchen(1993)¢] 2¥& §39 F
Aol AEE AT vz A 28 WE
e HdiAAgol A9 #FHA % Helmn
ik

E3e 19924¢ 1¥ 39%H 20019 129 28
d7x E¥F74(KOSP) 48 3719 &9
WEAo] v AU} o AFHS s}

776

o M ARY HEY 2YE Adsie u &
Ag 9. AW WEH 232 Ygsle /e
7189 d79 g2 MEA Y9 438 T 9
Z20F8 JIFoE Y. Exe ULy Zo| A
2ot ADANAM HdA =Y F23H2HE A
st AmMAoA Se2d4A e B3 ¥y oA
A€ 842G F ANFAME ADANA =@
2YEE olgdd Wt FedEY WFA
nX e ARE 3P a3 AVHM ZE
< Wi,

Il HICiAZE F7l+ol HEy

ARCH(Autoregressive Conditional Heter-
oscedasticity) 233 GARCH(Generalized ARCH)
3L 215 BTz A4 (symmetry) S
FAF2EN AjFo] FRA AHoz dHgIT
€ AL ¢52o2 AAsn 7] Wi WEA
< 2Y3tn dste o oM AHHA RE
Bt olyzt AR9 FaH 5AL FohiA R
te 93E 7IAx lck(Black, 1976: French,
Schwert and Stambaugh, 1987. Nelson, 1990:
Schwert, 1990). AAZ AL F& F2(goods
news) 2t V¥ 7A(bad news)d W&l o &
HEde BY 7sAe] 27] wWEd olgd 54
< WY # e 2¥0] gasA dd. oyF &
A& HAsr] A8t Nelson(1991)2 4 (1)
3 Z& EGARCH(exponential GARCH)ZY
¥, Glosten, Jaganathan and Runkle(1993)
7 Hendry(1998)€ 4 (2)¢} #& GJREYS,
Engle and Ng(1993)€ 4] (3)3 #& AGARCH

ALY H32H 3L 20034 69



FAEAY FHAY @

&4 vick¥Y

(Asymmetric GARCH)®¥ %+ GQARCH
(Generalized Quadratic ARCH)2¥8& AAl8}
I dck

IEt—1|
log(h)= w+ —Vv2
oglh)= w Vi, /7r] W
E€4-1
+ Blog (h,-) + 6—\7-]1—':
b= w0+ at |+ Bh,_ +8Si_ 1%, (2)
hy=w+a(e,_,+ 8%+ Bh,_, (3)

EGARCHE¥2 GARCHEHo| Hld t}&d
Ze 5 /M AAE 732 i (Henry 1998).
AR, 4 ()& 208 FPFeEH ARCHE
3 GARCHE# Mg o] JET} Acke Ao
Zdo] HasiA] 4ot B4, gutHog 4] (1))
A 87t S(-)e] F3E 2] fFo Y 2o
73‘?‘( 6:—1<0) F2 "ﬁ'-’}—( €t—1>0)i‘:}' E] =l

R R

4% 7/ 9o, & EGARCHRYY 4% 6<0
ojd 2o didll WEAo] HthHo] Ak EF 4
(2)8 Z2& GJREFAAM S, & 24 (dummy
variable) 24 &,_,<0°J® 1%, 2134 %29
0% Z7] Wi Y F2(e-1<0)9 AF >0
ojd t] & WEAHE HolA "rh o] A% FL& F
29 A% o, Y¥ 29 AdE o+ 671 B0
(Berg and Lyhagen, 1998). 4 (3)9) AGARCH
2y AL SFAAI} Yo (-)o|7] HE
of 229 AVt YR 4] FHH &9 %
Ao vyl Aoz ue-g 34 do}

% Engle and Ng(1993)2 HF2F3AZA
(news impact curve)¥ o] &3 N2 FE}
HEA F4d oRA A¥HENE HAFT Sl

. FAFHAIZAL t~17] old9 FHE dAF
A fFARZN FAY w29 A WYL A
AANIN7 RN e B kS BAE B 5 YT

(B 1) 723434

z 0y FAFHEIA
h=A+agl
GARCH(1, 1) AT
471 A=w+ B
51—1)0?1 At h=A- exp[ia—-:’q')_ * 5:—1]
EGARCH(1, 1) <09 A% h=A- e 828 ¢ )]
A7l A=d8- exp[w-wz\j %]
h=A+ae,-+8)°
AGARCH(1, 1) =Ataletd)
714 A=+ Bd
E¢_1>0°11 %‘?’ h,=A+a£3_1
GJR £-1<0Q AL h=A+(a+ &,
71N A=+ B

BLEAT H323 H3E 20034 6%

777
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GARCHE¥N F23FI2HNL ¢ ,=0¢ F
Heoz ste 234¥soltt. AGARCHREY A
2FHINLE g =— 08 FHLE HhA oY,
8<0Y A¥ €49 $54 AP
EGARCHE## GJRREEE ¢&-,=0°4 %
A& o]F}, EGARCHRYE 0¥ A% ,-1€0
oA o & 71€718 e | Hd GIREYIMe
Jal 223 2 229 eV} g2 99 (&
DE 7233341 22348 ¥oqFa ok

Il BRICAEY TACE

242 AFE] oldel WA WEI RHANL
& AviRolop g} W FRHolA RE A%
ENZHIL 73 sbeAe] 27 gRejd. o
AL AAG uiFd dd2FPE B ol gske
W47 K0) ol obdo2M NAGAESL 13AHE
o2 ARAINE Hie Hold. dIHEY
@< DF(Dickey-Fuller) 3% & 2x1%o] W4
239 Ago st FE3| o], ALY
wol oz} ol BAME 2| Hlsle] DFAFEY

tBARE A 2(¢) $AZE ]85k Phillips |

Perron AAW(l3t PPHA)E °]&¥ & st
PPZAA & DFAAS AYF ACZH Ao AlA
AT F2 oA v ESESFH Y 2A%L
on v 2ol vehd 4 it

1/24~1
Z= (Su/STL)fB—(S%-L—Si)[T—lsn(gxz‘,’_l) ]

(4)

778

G T R 3 ST

oA71M Be @ DFAAY tEA%E, sse F
AR BRENE 58 T go] Fojxle
AAE PP FE e,

si=T 7' 2ul,
szn_=T"guf-*-ZT_lgwntailu,u,_;, (5)

A7IA L& AAGELE JehliY, wy=1-
HL+DEA 7HeAE 9uj@dch(Newey and
West, 1987). £ PPRHAL AWM A5S
f3 #38 FEAS Z(0), Z20,), Z(0y)
€ o] &3tz Ut

Yi=a+pt+oY,_1+e (6)

2 (6)M Z(@) & A7 (e, 0)=(0,1)
N3 AFEAFE, Z(0)€ FRM (o, 8.0
=(0,0, D A AFEFAFE, Z0)e 2F
7Hd (a, 8,0 =(e,0,) 0 W AFFAFE 9
ojgt}, 22y Schwert(1987)9] @29 PPRHA
& AlAgo] viB 3Rt ARME Jlde
7A%E e Za g7l Wi, zAERE Y8t
o] ADF(Augmented Dickey-Fuller) $A#& +
& S Astn o BAHLASE o83l 3
= ADFAAME 4 () Zo| veid 4 it

AX,= co+ bl time) + b, X, , + Z;c,AX,-ﬁ €,
7

71 de ARQAIAEN 4X,=X,— X,

ZYE T 5323 M3 20034 68



TN FANY HEYS vy

ST e

(E 2) o2 dd

ADFA% PPAY
fa * fa Zfe) Z(ta®) Zia) ZK0) AP) Z(0,)
-24.37**(4) -24.37**(4) -24.38**(4) -20.47** -20.50** -6.528** 157.6" 138.3** 157.5**

F:1) Zfa), Z(ta®), Zia)e ABANR} 48 e PPAA EAFE oo
2) tal=2Z(fa)], ta*[=2Z(ta®)], fal=2Z({a)]d) W& YANE 1% §95FN 22t -2.58, -3.43, -3.96

ol (Fuller, 1976, p.373).

3) Z0), ZPy)., L0 FAXE 1% FAFFAM 6.43, 6.09, 8.17%U(Dickey and Fuller, 1981,

p.1063).

4) *VE 1% FAFENA B E Zethe AR 7149,

&, timee FAWUTE YN, s et 43
Hog WMo} (white noise)o|=E Ae#c)
AF7HE X, 7t K1) olgke Aoy tEAFE o
431 A by o] BFARLZ FodiA 0BT S
A% 7148 fa AL A (DN 3533 3
Aol e b, 9 tEAFE, ™ SAFE 3
ARSYS e 59 tEASRE, 211 faEA
FE Ay FANSE TR 399 59 ¢
EA%E ehdch,

(B 2)e FA5YEd g 992 13EnE
2dFu 9. ADF #HAY A$ AAFAZS
Fa7] A% AAEFE AGLEE AATIY 22
oo} 2, AEd AR did Ljung-Box
Q ARBAFE ol&dd B¥YE AP o9

2 o2 HeYE Aaele 4 A% 99
23 ok EART,

V. B2 £33 TASHIM

ofA gollX ¥ uish o] FAFHAIHNL ¥

HAYUAT H32A H32 20034 68

3 AR ¥ 2YE Az o gt
GARCHREYL 2B 52344 ¢, =0
& FALSE g0y Wi FUFEY JAEA
2 FL F233% JE 52348 $UFRY
HEAE o8, B $30] AW AA 24
TR AF vHste vEE o E WAL
442 & do. maty 29 FFHo] 49 334
i o & WEdS o) 3¢ GARCHRE
< U@ fFxd 2 ¥WENY e Fid2
(underpredict) e ¥Hgid) $& F2d g2
HMEde 271w Ao F(overpredict)dte A
< ZA 8t} dfo] & FFo] o)A¥FI} HE
e AEY o & WEEE oY AL EE
GARCHEHE 2 &30] B2t ¥E4e Hid
Z3ln 22 FHd wE2e ¥WEA AVE Iy
d &gt}

ol # AMdE HEAARY ds R3UHA
(sign bias test), &¢ TEHAAH (negative size
bias test), ¥ FEHAHA (positive size bias
test) & 22 M2 AdAY L ”eE Pt o
A4 A3 FAAFARYdE TR gou
A #5H HFE ol 83l EESE A9

779
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A F(squared normalized residual)e &%
F Ae7te AAse At oHF HEIt BE
gte Aate] AFE 45E £ JeW FAF B4
2YE AF AHod o] dch. EHI LA
Z2=¢%/h,0l iid.(independently and iden
tically distributed) 171 A ske Rold,
REdAje EFiE A9 AF A 3
&9 dulds Siso gE HAENF o S,
o Aol U FAFLE AHske o,
o] 3% S1® <02 W 1%, £-_,20¥
0% e fHu¥fott, o fupsrt fsa
%o A7 29 3L RY9 437 24 |
HAFA %L vXA Bt 29 F=HY
- AL EESE A AF g A5S guds
S8 A FARNYE dE Si_ie9 A
Fofl Uig tFAYLE HARde Woldt. o A
$ SiEe; 29 1€ Y 9 02 ZEe g
Hgoltt, o] AL &9 F49 A7t HFAER
Yol d&3x] Rg WHA quF F¥%E nA
7 AR, 49 FRUE4AF L EEIE
xS AF A A5 duie SP e
g8 AARNT & SEie S Al diF ¢
A% ARse ol oriA SLe 1
-Sr1Q HulEEEd g <08 W 12, 2 Y
H2E 0% et o YL Fe $39 V7t
HEAARYol dHstA R@ g ou J
< "AertE FPPL E=F Engle and Ng
(1993)2 R3H9el FEHIE AP HAs
71 $ge LMAAE ANEn Ao 39 A
A9 AF7t 5 0ol RAZL WA Qto]d ¥
4 2¥o] Afsihe A& JEY o] o LM
EAZFE TR AfEs} 39  B¥E o

780

R B S N SO S R s

g, o3 ge3 o] yehd & 3l

Z2=a+ b-S_, + e, (8a)
Z% = q+ b- Sf_le,_l + e, (8b)
Z% = q + b' S:'-_IEg—-l + €, (80)

d=a+ b S, + by Siien

Ry
Il

-+ bg-Sf_le,ﬂ + e, (9)

oA71M R3We AREAZ, &9 F2UY
A%, 49 TRUe FRFFAFE FF 4
(8a), (8b), (8c)olA As bl tFAFE 3
oect =Y RIdes FRUY ARHFL
A (9NN by=by=by=0°l" ey} iidol
£ Aot

Ame 227NN FH5Y g0l A
Aoz Jvepdd wet o438 FUFYES
23 ol AN BA 43715 2duH
& AAse Aol "edit, 23e 43871
FEE =53 W oA daited FEE A
Adle Aol By fe]Fol7] wEolct. wabs 4
(10)#% & ZAE 53 2dEAE AAT F71
FUE » T 4 11)H 22 gz &
A F A B8N 2¥e FaAR 4%
g FP e

;= —0.1451 + 0.1225TUE, + 0.1639 WED,

(—-1.63) (0.91 (1.30)
+0.2451THU, + 0.2217FRI, + 0.1765SAT, + u,
(1.96) (1.77) (1.41)
(10)
u,= —0.0012 +0.1129 - 2,_, — 0.0552 - &,y + &,
(~0.03) (5.96) (—2.92)
(11)

AYBHT M32A M3 20034 68



FAEAL FAANY HEMYS viOEY

A (100 B3 $YEL 5%94 Eadudde}
10%994 28483471 e A& ¢ & o
(28 )€ WFA°] GARCHHA A B-HE &3
¥4 (clustering phenomenon)E Ho & &3
7} 2 d4ez 2 &3r) Hu2n I
< BoF3 gt} oj 2 WFAe AR
AAL &9 A (a¥ 2)8 3 2ok 9

qgs ¢ 4 3ok

B¢ TR 2asdgs 438k ¥
9 BY¥E HoFE (¥ 3)e ATEES )
¢ PHE Holx ey AR, A=, Jarque-
BeraSA %2 AFEEY 7ME 7174sn .
ojgt FAd dEErsd FRFASF FAE
€ 7148l AN, Fo FRHU % ¥

Y

(T8 1) e o MAIZ

1o 1903 1004 1096 1806 1967

T T T T T Y T T T T T YT
1908 RR-4-1-) 2000

(I8 2) le o A

1t

0 2 N ¥ OO NGO

1902 1963 104 hB-1-1-1

p
LS s i J W 1 I i ! | . ‘
k lum.‘k.}m N PN .,m‘.....L.uiihMulNL. sl b dbibiliti s i

| i
A“‘ AR

g N

1900 1967 10908 hR-1-1-] 2000

(38 3) diFE0ts £ JIasA

300

200 .

0o

AT Mi32A M3E 20034 63

X

/
>

XX
!

Q
o ¥

9,

A
%!
\/

v,
OQA
.9,
@,

XXX
103039
020202
03050

0
&

S
&
.'

o,
a

v.‘

&S

IO
B
RXXXRX
(XX
XX

.0

781



248 - iy

R R O A M B i Sl

(R 3) H&E7Hs F7i-UuBe Jig8AR

REF 2789 F3HEe -0.0827(-1.0617)
Sk 0.0114(0.8053) =9 FRHY -0.1675(-4.9656)
Ku 2.4406(0.0000) el TRuY 0.1897(5.7105)
JB 692.28(0.0000) 2373 29.344(0.0000)

Q(24) 48.132(0.0024) Q“(24) 2358.6(0.0000)

F) Sk(dxz)% Ku(HE)E Sk=0, Ku=0°] @ EAZols, JBE Jarque-Bera EAFE, Q& Ljung-BoxE

A%E vehdn, a2dn BoHF e 15AFlY ZRAA L T RPoln], B3 4R #9$ES 9v@}

2H7} 5%0M FAPLBZN e, 0] EAY W (& 4)t GARCHEZH t&o] #uwA|(lev-
$40) gL nYosN 2 FRe &9 49§  erage) AN} FRENE Weld 4 e EGARCHE

373 g9 +9894¢ A Fu9 34ug 3. GUREY. AGARCHERA 4
9 2 4S4¢ oblsta g, | ~ ¥aF3 it EGARCHEYAA e /Vh,_ %

(E 4) §i8Y 2Y9| 3

GARCH= ¥
h,=0.0158 + 0.079 - €2_, + 0.9177 * h,_,

(2.02) (4.58) (53.4)
log L = -2649
EGARCHE ¥

&y _ €41
log (k;) = 0.0085 + 0.1677 - “V%T_LI 2/;:]+o 9946  log (h,-1) — 0.0324 - -
(1.88)  (4.20) , (257.8) (—3.04

log L = -2657
AGARCH=Y
k= 0.0051 + 0.9228 - A,..; + 0.0747 - (&, ~ 0.3538)>

(0.75) (53.1) (4.42) (—4.32)
log L = -2649
GJREY
hy=10.0137 + 0.9229 - h,_, + 0.0510 - €2, + 0.0498 - S;- Y%,

(2.24) (53.2) 3.7 (4.08)
log L = -2629

F) B3 <o At AT t8AFE v

782 BYYAHP 328 M3T 20034 69
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FAS2AD FAAE HEHe b|ohAy
R B R R
(& 5) FLAH
GARCHEZ® EGARCHZ AGARCHZY GJREY
N 0.0446 0.0055 20.0195 20,0054
Tes (0.7380) (0.0909) (~0.3276) (~0.0906)
0.0209 0.0450 0.0397 0.0455
_g_o xao
o 28 (0.7972) (1.7027) (1.5270) (1.7391)
-0.0353 -0.0179 -0.0159 10.0145
o]
gel 28 (-1.3600) (-0.6933) (-0.6258) (-0.5667)
1.3516 17375 1.92682 1.6097
2z (0.7169) (0.6286) (0.7366) (0.6571)

F) wedge t5AFeIN APAF L TR, I 4L felsEd.

9] A9t AGARCHE¥SY &AF7t (F32A
5%0M %98t GJREFAME Silel 9 A
F7 (H)2H fogozn &9 $3Fo| %9 F

AEn o & ¥Eds Lt AE ¢ 7 4
E¢ FHEY HYHAFAAA (E 5)9A
EGARCHE ¥, AGARCHEY, GJREY 2F%

(38 4) #2543

. z ,
\\‘ / ,"
-\\//' / ,/
-t -1
GARCH=®Y EGARCH=Y
!
|
: |
B - l
\ * !
"\_. ,.". E . ;
%\ ,./ 5 s
\ / \ a
-1 o1

AGARCH®R¥

HYAoIT H32H HM3Z 20034 69 783
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o T — T e — -

IHAARY 7BE 5%FTNA yuEsrt f9
A 7] qEel % 347 39 FHo =¥
dZ3 dzA vHdEH 4dFL AA ge
Aoz etz o &9 #RudHFEH ¥
TEHYAA S 43 &9 379 U7t HEAR
Yol 23] &G HFA o YT v]X
A &3 Sld. olg 2L Ade REUg 7R
Heg AYs APT 2¥ABE B8 =Y
Ao 277t 97 HEd {20 MEAd wA
E 598 3Y3] A + Y2 EAF3 Qi

oAl ¥rat FA g WEAY vAe AR
€ Ho 993 N3] 98 w23E3AL F
Heto] =Yt vimE AN,

(B 6)14 GARCHE¥ L ¥ 729 & ¥
20 B3 £4E YA M7k, EGARCH
2% GARCHRY, GJRE¥HME J¥ Fael

FL w2 HdAY S EdFn Yo £ Y@
F&( e =—10)94 AGARCHEX# GJRE
o] 735 Bl 47} 11.314, 13.395 b H
3l GARCHE¥9 7% 11.2580]7] W&o &
729 7% GARCHE¥S #4°] AGARCHE
B3 GJRRFYS BAET AT ol H[E F&
W2(e-,=100%9 A%, AGARCHEY, GJRE
¥, EGARCHRE ¥ #4to] 10.257, 8,4152,
6.4095¢1H ®}3 GARCHRZ ¥ £41e 11.258
d224 GARCHEHY EAbol © A4, of@
d3E F3 GARCHEHo| MY =Y v|3
B 728 dagridtn #& w28 Jdgrisn
AL ¢ 4+ . 22y EGARCHEZH S A+
GARCHE ¥ Hl3] $2& fr2¥dt ol Y& ¥
o M =05 Eato] 222 W EGARCH
2L o83 w29 HAH AAE FAYsHe

(R 6) F25HRUY 53

€1 GARCH EGARCH AGARCH GJR
-10.0 11.258 9.0284 11.314 13.395
-7.0 7.1991 6.5732 7.3459 8.2544
-5.0 5.2877 5.3196 5.4474 5.8352
-2.5 3.7962 4.0833 3.9146 3.9452
-2.0 3.6171 3.8729 3.7201 3.7184
-1.0 3.3783 3.4841 3.4432 3.4160
-0.5 3.3186 3.3046 3.3607 3.3404
0.0 3.2987 3.1344 3.3156 3.3152
0.5 3.3186 3.2485 3.3079 3.3279
1.0 3.3783 3.3668 3.3374 3.3662
2.0 3.6171 3.6165 3.5087 3.5192
2.5 3.7962 3.7481 3.6503 3.6339
5.0 5.2877 4.4821 4.9188 4.5902
7.0 7.1991 5.17156 6.6059 5.8142
10.0 11.258 6.4095 10.257 8.4152

784
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FAEAY FAANY WL BlOiHY

S R e R R A e

He A7 stk g2ty AGARCHEZZ GJR
2Yo| Fafolgel AR Eg Adsie H
A¢EE BodFa .

olAl FAFolge WEAE AFdted /M3 A
3 2¥ S AFs] st HEA ZYEY o
3¢ Hadd, 458 AF FH7L 19994
AAlolw, dZ717te 20003 F el o] Y3
HA A AFA(true volatility)$ 4 (12)%
Zo] Fgch(Day and Lewis, 1992: Pagan and
Schwert, 1990: Wei, 2002).

w,= (.Vt"?’)z (12)

A7\ yE 706 @ FIlsge] BT
o, diefe teH ol 7¥ & A

Upp 1= Wi — ;it+l (13)

A7 Ty & 3371300 i3 A (1) ~(3)9A
& a, B, 8, w9 FHAE o83 =3F
dlZxjo]c}, o243 (forecasting performance)
8= RMSE(root mean squared error),
MAE(mean absolute error), ME(mean error)
714 BARLE @Yt 2YHSFHE v
e o 3JolM Meese and Rogoff(1983)<4 <k
Zo| RMSEE #8 7|$e& % 1722 RMSE

7t Adideg & dF/E Wile W FL A
7§71 qEo|tk. BF MEe 2¥e AAR A

9 (systematic bias) & 493 (underpred-
iction) ¥ Ftholl Z(overprediction) & H.ole ©l
F437 Qi =gt a3y MEx #H¥2
237} glof A Halg F& dovd F(+)9
SAET ()9 eAE0] MZ FYdoEN 4
A AP=E A2 WIE & gvke ddE 7t
AR W7 W& MAEE =Y.

RMSE= \/( ?(h, w,)) (14)

=1 3 h—w) (15)

ME=4 (hy— wy) (16)
t="T%1

71N ke d3F712e] o &gl

(B e 854 RYEY 343 ¢ o3
Atk HA tiAH AFY ¥ GARCHEZE
o] 37kA BAFAAM 7P 2L dFe/E EY
UEAEE dEde | AR e Ao JE
vy sl vy WEIRYL GARCHEHZ
v RS ¥ d3¥S B gloy GJRE
ol M} FE AFZeFE Bild wel MFAHe
F%tn dFdte ¥ oA GJREHC] 7 +
F3E ¢ F Utk BF 7R ¥EAY 2¥ 2%
ME$ MAE Hz& 53 d&o 3lojx HAAA

(2 7) AlH o34l

GARCH AGARCH EGARCH GJR
RMSE 3.5700 3.3741 3.4197 3.2830
MAE 1.2841 1.2642 1.2684 1.2379
ME 0.2533 0.2266 0.2384 0.1829
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AAWre MEAHE B o FEI 3]
3t AU GARCHE YA B3 F£
oo U Farh A5 Aold JEE A
e vud 2w 2Yo) dE B A7
7 olRolAn Ut ol Bae disA %@
Fa3Fo] FALAd g ¥MEA YA 4%E
H3E d 7 AR 2YE APse d 23S
o

9 ADFAA® GPHAAY dd=2d¥E §
8 ARt AYE WA ¥, dF3EbER
QA 728 =337 A3t FY4YES 29%
Bz z23%d RS T F gAl 23] ARt
&l A7gASRRT. olHE e FH =ge
FA7F ZA4 80 WEAN uE ATHE B4
7] Y43l F23A2HL 38 2Y¢ v

& AAET

1 23 GARCHEYL F& F2d daixe
FYIE, U Foo dade FanE &
£ Aol gt vt RYojA EGARCHEY
9] ZAREL ] FL2 FAERT o]z} YB Fa
o A= Fe&ozM EGARCHEZS ol &3
o HiAF AHE FHsle de EAV ULE
% 4 2%k wetd AGARCHE¥# GJREY
of FAFAEY AN FAE dyste o A
s} d&Hu|aE 53 GJREYES BY 3
dZe] Bu} f #ejFUE #E + U
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News Impacts and the Asymmetry of Stock
Market Volatility

Soo Won Mo* - Chang Beom Kim**

Abstract

The standard GARCH model fails in capturing some important features of the data. The
estimated news impact curve for the GARCH model, which imposes symmetry on the
conditional variances, suggests that the conditional variance is underestimated for negative
shocks and overestimated for positive shocks. Hence, this paper introduces the asymmetric
or leverage volatility models, in which good news and bad news have different impact on
volatility. They include the EGARCH, AGARCH, and GJR models. The empirical results
showed that negative shocks introduced more volatility than positive shocks. Overall, the
AGARCH and GJR were the best at capturing this asymmetric effect. Furthermore, the
GJR model successfully revealed the shape of the news impact curve and was a useful
approach to modeling conditional heteroscedasticity, since the GJR outperforms the other
three volatility models.

Key words: stock returns, leverage effect, size bias, GJR model.
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