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(2005 ) HYSuperior Predictive Ability ( SPA) JE2Kfi iE ¥ e 155 BYHY G35 o A SL DA sz
FEAR & BE T (B 5 2 H & ( SIMEX MSCI Taiwan Stock Index Futures, MSCI ) Ashff e ¥ 5 »
B 50 45 ST E A b HA R &y LRI - B &0 o T Y GARCHIR Y Bl 1t 455 Y H5L 7 A [S] HY ¢
b G500 TR BN R~ R A B B AL 7= = S A R AR A i 4 0 f s B R
IRMAE R R EARY &b FAR > E 4SRN T RN A HEE - ER IO BGE A Z R
T Y S HoHr DLE FE Student t73 e BN ¥ RE AL 22 AV GARCHER BY By fi (-

BASET ¢ mcEEEbREL R ~ HE) ~ A% RR— b t

ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study is to discuss the asymmetric volatility, basis and conditional
fat-tail or skewed distribution which can improve the futures hedging effectiveness of SIMEX
MSCI Taiwan Stock Index Futures. This study utilizes the four conditional distributions which
are normal distribution, Student t distribution, the generalized error distribution (GED) and
the skewed generalized t distribution (SGT), in addition to symmetric and asymmetric basis,
also GARCH and GJR models to estimate the assessment of different models to the hedging
effectiveness. We perform Hansen (2005) superior predictive ability to test for predictive
superiority of our methods over the benchmark model, and find that there is no influence of
asymmetric, fat-tail, basis upon the hedging period one day. The findings also find the
asymmetric volatility, basis and conditional fat-tail distribution especially the student t
distribution and GARCH models of asymmetric basis can improve the hedging effectiveness

of stock index futures in long hedging periods.

Keywords: Optimal Hedge Ratio, Volatility, Basis, Skewed Generalized t Distribution



BITE - REEE - STE - SF5% - BHEHE - RERBIEZBBEN 145

{8 4 6 B SR W& (8 FH 345 28 A /N o 07 0% BF Al A B AY 8 B 45 % ((Johnson, 1960
Ederington, 1979 ; Witt & Martin, 1987 ) » (HE[E FZF LM BERIIEE IR ERESTH 1
EHA SRR REAEE o A BES R IEEE RS > MEgEE R
KOBTECE - JREIIA 7 R TR eI ZHE - NGBS N T AR B EE
BYEEETH > A reaem&EE A28 KR % (Engle & Ng, 1993 ; Yaganti &
Kamaiah, 2012) - PR [FE3T HAE2 558 (50 A ] DURH Be (6 {4 428 SR B B I 04 88 Y GARCH. 54

( Bollerslev, 1986 ) {ih 1 ## [ b » DI TF# s Y4850 » 4] Baillie and Myers (1991 )
Myers (1991 ) ; Kroner and Sultan ( 1993 ) ; Choudhry (2004 ) ; Cathy, Xu, and Wirjanto

(2015) ZF W78 8" GARCH 15 B R )72 35 28 &5 /N U7 72 Fof < Jonathan (2015) 5 Walid,
Shawkat, and Yoon (2015) ; Syed and Perry (2016 ) ; Mehmet, Demirer, Hammoudeh, and
Nguyen (2016) ; Joshua and Angelia (2016) ZF253 2% & GARCH fEAF#¥ e FLLE
SRR R B3 o 40 o Black (1976) 3 Christie (1982 ) ; Nelson ( 1990 ) ; Schwert ( 1990 )
BB BTN S BN B AR R E & 5 [ 3N BRI 81T & 6 RIS B 81T
BRESER 2 g R FEE EFE 2 &g e R BTN T R
[AlE Brooks, Henry, and Persand (2002 ) Fl[fi -~ ¥ 75 8585 & GARCH 528 DU £ & 72 e B
S HUR BN H AR S AETT FTSE 100 5B G AV A - Switzer and El1-Khoury (2007)
DAat & ps an BHEAE By Py KRR EUHEH & R b 9T 6 52 > R R B s ~ g/ N 575~ &
8 & GARCH fHAY IS & GIR BEAVEITE LS - TS E N~ HRaYEE s GIR HAY
BESIN R AR YN e p 5 - FEEA B 8 GARCH MERJAY(EE1EFE » %% & GARCH
R P R Al T Ay 2 B0 2 H IR RIR AR 5B e - NILEE S LIS H Ry iR n % 8
& GARCH R g G330 B B8 & GARCH #4Y » %1 Jian (2016 ) ff95 383 25 &
=MJ GARCH A A~ —ELL 5 & GARCH 147 - AL » AEHNHEE GARCH %
BIRIWHSE - Wi —2 5 fE N % GARCH RAUTE (G a i i kb LR A S5 -

izt GARCH R SCER B B A1 % R oy e T #ETT (53T (HE R LE AR EE R
BEEBEERMNEEEA 5EERMIE A E S (Baillie & DeGennaro, 1990 ; Bollerslev,
Chou, & Kroner, 1992 ; Guermat & Harris, 2002 ) - Bollerslev (1990) ; Nelson (1991 )
o7 A% # A Student t 43t 81— f&({L2R 7= 47l ( Generalized Error Distribution, GED ) &
B o E T A A IS E R B R B A & B PR BN 7> Bo /Y -8 - [E4h - Hansen

(1994 ) ; Harvey and Siddique (1999) ; Mittnik and Paolella (2000) ; Wang (2001 )
A FE W E R R H A R AN S8 0 BC 8L RE - Benedetti (2004) BRAHE &y
fic ~ skew-normal 7t EL R A —f%{E T 0B ( Skewed Generalized T Distribution, SGT)
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PR B R b &S 0 HFTEEEE skew-normal J3ECEL SGT J7fic Bk & R 47 L &
{£ ° Adcock and Shutes (2005 ) PAFE S ~ 5 50 B B b 7T #6152 > 2830 A skew-normal 77
T % 21 i B sefe P i % 25 97 B R £ < Bali, Mo, and Tang ( 2008 ) #I|F§ SGT 73 FC 28 NYSE ~

AMEX ~ NASDAQ B S&P 500 f5% H #H {4 =1 B = {E ( Value at Risk, VaR ) > BE -~ SGT
I3 BC R RN o BC o A 8 A B o Bo Y R R > IR AR SCAE R 78 GARCH AR »

ZEAEERTEAIAE (Student t 53AC ~ GED 43BC LA K SGT 3B ) - HHHH G H ks 453K
B2 -

TR i e b CL i H G B & 2 VA 2 R B R IR SN E R R 2 —
Lee (1994) W5 7 (i 5AYSNEIR & BTG ~ RV A 22 > S E BB INEF - [ERY
Bt & - Kogan, Livdan, and Yaron (2004 ) JRH5 Hi 5L 22 BUR 81 /8 230 V RIRRHIRH (4
EEERIER - BEER (H/N) ADEEE EJr (TR - BEEERER - BE8/N (3
KD ADGENE BT CREE) - BREE & BT/ - Lienand Yang (2006) Ll 6 fif
SNEIE BT Te B 5 H G AE RS IR JE AL 2 A SR S8R e o RE P2 PO B A e B 4 5

RPN EEAR & B 58 & ( SIMEX MSCI Taiwan Stock Index Futures,
MSCI) Rz 5 - A E B RE R EERIAR L 1| REF - BURE RE B ARy
GARCH 57 8122 78 i (8 J2 2 73 e B L 22 1Y R ¥4 GARCH 52 B A7 [5] A 2 b 530
JRED 1 R HAA AR v BN R M - Ry B B R 2 = A e g A O i R 4
RS o IRTMAE R RIAAV A B IAR T (10 K ~ 30 K~ 60 KK 90 K ) » EisERERERE
KENAN BTN - Ry Ao A R BLEL R M E AR PR T Ak b AV 45 5% - H 1 LB 8 Student t 73T
BN TR EL 72 1Y GARCH #8878 iy 26 i 488 0 By i ©

KXW BERMEZES 2 B o (DR RS I G R mEss - THEEEH -2
RIZERET - IR BT Ry BCE 28 i o3 BC B B8 - Bt ¥ R 2 R R E AT I 98 55 - ARSCHI
LS [E R oy Bo Y RE B EL 22 Y R PR GARCH 8 2Y » [T mT [ B % Ry Bh A S AT /%
BRI BC RS = F R B S 8 - QAR F 4t 2t e
A Py Y o M #E— 25 E ] Hansen (2005 ) $2 1Y Superior Predictive Ability ( SPA) %
BRI TE i RV AR f A5 AT o DATEAE R I8 B ok b 48 U AU B > 5 (S White (2000) $2
Reality Check( RC A DUES i (FEAVFEAI( Lee, Yoder, Mittelhammer, & McCluskey, 2006 ;
Lee & Yoder, 2007 ; Alizadeh, Nomikos, & Pouliasis, 2008 ; 5EI5H, 2013 ) - @A White

(2000) HY RC & AT+ =5 a5 (Y ¥ e 155 40 B3 02 EOR} B PR (data snooping ) FYRGE - 24
[ > Hansen (2005) #5# RC g /AWM E 1] 52 SIS R AT 2 28 HELER HE
1E RC fgE ARY SPA 7% » DU G Hh—RTE - (R A SCHY B 58 45 5 IE A T (il 1 Bl ] ¢
Mo RSCHERABAT © B G AMIE A FE=EREE BB RR  &R
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= B

AOAE e/ NE SR I TR VAR BE T > DU T B A Y 31T 5 HY GARCH AR
it EAY BB LE R o By T RGBS BRI - BRIF IR RS o3 i R B 2= St e S 5002
THEE  {£ GARCH BERIFYZRAE T - %8 GIR (A ¥fE GARCH) A DUfHie ) Ehay A
B A& A W o BoZURE 5 fE Student t ST ~ GED Sy FCLAK, SGT 43 FC - L4 - ££
GARCH fRAIHI R P 8 B B R U I AR E Y 2 BN R > DLRT G & 5 S e e 455
FEAFZEE o By 1 ELi S TR R A i e 5 > A SCPR TET R R S E R F lmESh > &
FEF] Hansen (2005) [ SPA JAZHR & (o] ikt i AL B (- DUBR ML 2o ny & sR B8 s -

—  REREEER

Working (1953 ) 2 FHEAF MR LE i - BRET I S BUH BRI E =2 A LGS
##fw o Johnson (1960 ) B Ederington (1979 ) {Ea% Flt A it fs & & =K E fs s/ ME (risk
minimization ) %% fF2 H i/ NE FREG A M b bR < hAL - FofhEt R AR s b Ay B B R SR A
#5141 » Howard and D’ Antonio ( 1984 ) {9y Sharpe f5%Y » Cheung, Kwan, and Yip (1990) ;
Kolb and Okunev (1992 ) ; Lien and Luo (1993 ) ; Shalit ( 1995) /Yy MEG %! ( Minimizing
the mean Extended Gini coefficient) - Hsln, Kuo, and Lee (1994) ; Cecchetti, Cumby, and
Figlewski (1988) ; Lence (1995, 1996 ) HY Mean-Variance fEAI%E -

B TEE N HY R e S Ry 1 b 1 1 4H B Y - 5 S B R B e B > S B B (EAS R
PRE#FE (martingale process) DA HAEHYF-HHBIAR S 0 - RIIFEEG 6 K H S R HY %
8 e g bE R A e /N B BB EE R ( minimum variance hedge ratio) - HEZRHEAE
EFg 2 EE A #EFE (martingale process) - BEiEsE B ER A —2M (Harris &
Shen, 2002 ) - Lee, Wang, and Chen (2009 ) FIJF§ Sharpe f&£%) - MEG f&%] ( Minimizing
the mean Extended Gini coefficient ) #1 Mean-Variance f& AU i ¢ 6 Fa f5 8 2> 0¥ b 45 0005
S /N B B K B B 2 W B SRR o AN SR A B A 2 A B R BRH /N
S e 2 BT BT ERS - UM SRR/ NE R E AV (EET - B R E AEH A
EHLAERE AL 2 B H A AR E T > MEEBREH G Z W= aT -

R =R -hR,
Dt s,t 1.t <1>

Hopo Ry, RSB AR G - R, R ¢ IRV B > Ry Fo2B ¢ A B f
REH TR - h R -
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R (1) B IEAE 2w > qJ55] (2) R EH SRR E 2
W
Var(R,, ) =Var(R, ) +1Var(R,, | ~2hCov(R . R )

S,

(2)

A N M b R B A & R AV R R AU (2) sCAYE B EE R ()
il — Pl 0V o S HL R 2 > T oK G die /N B8 A B e SR ATTS

oVar(R )
———==2hVar(R,,)-2Cov(R, ,,R,,) =0
oh . - (3)

. _ Cov(R,,,R,,) _Oyu
Var(R,,) 0;,:

(4)

Hepo n R/ NERATBERLLE - o, REE ¢ M A S SRy 2 S 0;,,
By ¢ WEA SN ROV EE RS - 5 (4) ATH > AOKR /N ERAVE R LR b WEMEE
GSf |t U\& O-it °

— ~ GARCH JjE#EH

R T EIRFERET R BN A M - REEREER S ECE &R a2 > ACERA
Glosten, Jagannathan, and Runkle ( 1993) FYfEAEI (GIR) {5af &k L% » A fE GIR {24
IR A P B R R B R SR I AR A2 B R & - IhAh » s GIR BERIES » K
AR E E I o BB RE AR IE R B o BC Y BU R o AR SCIEERY GIR (1,1) AT -

R,=a + h*Rf’t +pB | + ¢ (s)

O',zzao + alé}z.l + 180;2-1 + 5S;- 15}2-1 + éBtz-l (6)
Heps h" B ERRILE » B, (K%E) EFR A SEBES T SEBERL > % -
IREIB, = InS, —InFys e B BB2 BERETE S 07 oF of BN 2 W IF SR ey < O »
HIS7, =1 K2Si, =0 SEFEmITENGE > 56> 03BN 85| 480y Bl i
HECH B B K 0 .8 = 0% » Al GIR (1,1) HERI4EK B GARCH (1,1) A

P FEIEAZEAEA A FEEERCRE (AEEZE) - Al (5)
B (6) ATRIBIER (7) 8 (8) -
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Rv,t :a+h*Rf,t +lospb maX(Bt—l’O)—'_psnb min(Bt—l’0)+gt (7)

2

Jf =aq, +algf_ . +,80't2_ | +5S;_ lgf_ | +§[max (B, . 1,O)]

+A[min (B, _,, O)] (8)

Ho p, Cpgy) BIE (B) FEHRFRIEVEZEGRE & o, = Py » TN
F= B R WM R P BRCREMER . & (4) BIE (B) EEZHHEAK
R EGRE B =1 » RRIERZBAAEZHN RS2SR ESHEER &
Pop = Pop =& =A=0LLK 6 =00F » QIR FEHAAZN GARCH (1,1) AT -

= RS ECHIERE

AAEAGET GARCH BRI ALIR > PR B 5 A&y BoAh > 15 e =T [ R HY 73 Bc 24 ( GED
57HC > Student t 3 Ac 8L SGT 73 fic ) LA 514 b bE =R - S5 7872 TR € GED 43 HC( Bollerslev,
1990 : Nelson, 1991) Hf - HIEARRF LR 80 T -

e e ] o ]

Hep > T () fgamma 73fic > VI BEIEE 2% - E Vi=2 1 > Bl AEES
B Vi<H; > A E RS AR ERM S  ROWEBTI HER S > Hit > & Vi E
N o HEE 2 B AR R TR

(9)

Eif B v, UEE 2 A IS E R Bo R & e 5

srer=() e B ((3)) |-

Bollerslev (1990) {EH#ETTIZEIFMET - $2HI{EH Student t 53Fc2k (st GARCH &
AL o Student t S FCHECE BE oy IC E A ES VIR LB E R - HESRSEE B |
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1_,(1+V2) , 7(1“,2)
f(&|vy) = V—Z (1 + 5_;]
F(z),/ﬂvz
2 (11)
Her» v, BENEESE > HerfFornEAS (9) AVER -

#EZRX Student t Sy LA GED 7y FC 5 @ 2= F AR SR - AR M Al AR IERER 2
B mAVRIRE - A ] DUE I e 2 R S fm A& HY SGT 43fic (Balietal., 2008) Al
af i b bER - HERE B T -

(1+v3)

K

lz+0]

f(z
(1 v j[l +sign(z + 5)1]'( 7

Ay, k) =Cq1+

K

(12)

1
poap( Ve L) (Bt ) pfrnt 2
K',K' K K ’K'

2
-1 el
g=(1+312)3(ﬁ,lj (V3+1)KB(V3 - 2,3j L 5=p0

K K K K K

= A BfRESE IRIE /1| <IWRE > v, BETERE S8 Ritv, >2 2R
Hill ok RIERE 2% HKx>0 > sign (x) B—F9RE > Ex 2 0DL1 R R2HE
x<0PD-1FE=A2Z B (.) AEBEMkE: (Beta function) -

AR i RS EFA (Maximum Likelihood Method, MLE ) Hii 37 {51 {6& {4249
BRI RN 28 R R EE=0 LaT -

L=Y [ (&|Q) )
r=1 13
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Hed o QHEMEEM TR AT 228 -

E{tEt GARCH &R 2 800% - A E¢ FH Berndt, Hall, Hall, and Hausman (1974 ) #Y
BHHH JER A f# (Bollerslev, 1986 ) » & MLk EE 1 H1/N 7R 0.0000001 B 2 F Ui
FUREAE -

Mo~ RIS R
(—)##fm 4550 (Hedging Effectiveness, HE )

e /N R AR EE R HAR T @ R A G 5y i B A st R b B 4 &
IRERE - o e e 155 20 1 i e 1% 5 4H & BN Y 838 SR i ) - AU I SO A - AR SCPR A
SCRR B R O Ay #E B 45 % ( Hedging Effectiveness, HE ) » H E #F 41 T

2 2 2

o —O0 O

HE=Sw "% _y_5
O Oun (14)

Hih o ol B AR A R 2 R o) Bk e A A R g R
B o B (14) KA - & ol AUl H HE Ak - FoRlgaisome: « thoh - moLssee
(14) 19 HE HH BT H] E (%3 R® (R-squared) -+ R HE 52 R
RS - (o3 EAE R Y OB AT -

(ZF &rat

#E 28 HE AR > RN B R S0 EE - A 1E HE B AN B0R H BT E & B giat iy
BN - ASUEM F st EfE S x BALE O B EE A AR B RIRY G384 - A SCHY e S
ax o e x AT B R AL TR A (] Y A o e B 4 5 S SR B TR AR S R RORER x 1
7 388 b SR B AL AR T By £ -

Hy:Var(R,) =Var(R,)

benchmark

Var(Rh) 1

_ X
= <
Var (Rh )benchmark F (nv — 1, Ny onchmark ™ lj

(15)

HH o Var(Ra)y o8 x fR8 7 Bm E A0 & B BB > Var(Ri)senchmark 155 R T f) ¢
Bﬁ?&%éﬂéﬁ%%& ’ Kjﬂqgﬁfﬁﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁaﬁg GARCH (151) Tﬁi@ ° nxgji Mpenchmark
Il Ry 5 x R AU B ERE AU AN AR B - AR E B fy 500 -
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(=)Superior Predictive Ability ( SPA)

F e o] DU R — R AR R A B R A B (B AAMAE R SR E b FigE/Al
AR M R BIE AU AV E RN - ASCH| A Hansen (2005) HY SPA e 7% » i 7] DAFE R % HY
AT o ISR EAVIEAL - SPA fR e A L EEE I White (2000) HY RC 7% - Ak
FEN@ERHEYELBECENARVBEE - SPA REEZZERTRUT ¢

2 2
fk,t+1 = (Rs,t+l - :Bw,t+1Rf,z+1) _( 5,0+1 ﬂk t+1 f t+l) ( 16)

Hho kRS k(EREL w B ECEREL B Bk ERAYLE ¢ HIRYRERR R S B
B EAEEILE o] IR RR L -

SPA fa e Y B e — P B e - EEMERR AT

(1)

B4R (17) U S Ras > FIRERER K (5 AY Yy 6 e S5 R 2 - fR$% Hansen (2005)
Z SPA fgiE L » Hetst i ERER K

12—
TSPA:max[ max (n fk) O]

k=1,...m Val‘(fk) (18)

Hof o Sy =nT S f, o BRI -

FEE BT > TR ESRET BEIEIRS M E Z RN SEEE - FHILSPARRE

E(EHI#EEE (bootstrap ) R AL TR #E47HC » A SCHEE F Politis and Romano (1994) #Y
ﬂi%?ﬁ%i& (stationary bootstrap ) - f5% i 2%{dl ¥ i i AU N R B 4H A HYHB - Politis and
Romano (1994) 0YEREIREL AR ZERAWT « B ER G (block sampling ) 1Y
e s REEEAR > DRFFEAER I TR - WSS - MEZEAR
RERE—ERR IR g 2 %53 EC (geometric distribution ) © FEAFE 4G I 1 [ B
9] 53 Fc ( discrete uniform distribution ) » B £ ¥z il 77 5145 & 22 Eln Fy 11 Al Fy BE — il A% o
BATH B ILEHE 1000 X « 5 p E/INABZ KA » FRIEERE fEEEE - R ILE A E
BRI E -

GEHEBBEAT > fHtEE-EHEATWRERTE  HBEVEEREA T Z4
st ERER K
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SPA* (2 Z,f)
Tk p = max| max 0

k=1,...,m Val‘(fkb)

(19)
s 20 - Tty =[N s\ teetogn | 0 11) Fdi AR SRS
FIEPFRS 2 1 ZSHI% 05 b A5 b TRBLERELED - k5% k(B -
PEEHRLT :

SPA* SPA
I{Tk,b >T }

Popy =Zh)

(20)

Hoop s {0 BEERE - bEEORINEHEAIIER - B BYEIRHERE > kB k(&

B o ARKSCLL (20) AR b g e i B 2 4830 » 1 7] DUAE AR o iy bl iR B o > JES i (Y
TR -

W

- R

— ~ BRI

IR ER G EREFRTEEH N EE LR SGWEE - BReME - 58K
HEEENAK SRR R - o AE B EER T TR - BA RGN
AIRREME (5 B R RE R T T (B AT TRk - W IS 5 BT DAEAR & B 15 BB AR - FiEHY
JERR & R FE BUH S > <K iR EEARTE BOU & AL 1 b By stk iR M A BITHG B 39 sk > i) DUARER A 380
BB REESTUANE B R - Nt > EREREBENERER T aRAVHE TS
2 MBBHERSMBTZ " BB TEINEREEEIE ) HAERX S BHAEIE
TR & MR EFE B AR/ - NILASCER T T AR & A e B B S R e i & -

A LLHT IS EEAR & R R (BT BN B Rt e B 5 - [FIRFERET I B A W17 B ~ 22
BR{GR (T BB S 8 b U & G E A - W IIBEEAR 5 78 i (B 15 BOoR | U (B L
T8 EEAR & R A (8 15 BUH BT 2249 5 H &S BEEAS B DL e WETHE I AL E & 78 4875 # #iz
EibEE o AFZERAR Sy 1997 4 01 H 14 HZE 2015 £ 09 H 30 H » $L5+ 4732 EHE R -
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K FEMERN T R =In(P/Pu) » Bt Ry BETETES (- k 5 ¢ HIOHBI -
PR PS5 BB 1 Bt — kMRS FUAS « {20 SS9 5L $REL Solnik ( 2000)
(Y IEBG + 2EE B T LS5 0 BT 2 M 8 R S0 BB B Ry =
in (LR g R BEEBOSER — kT OTHRE » Pty - kRS

Ps,t—k

SR B (BRI RS AR > ASCHE R IR 5 1 K~ 10 K~ 30 K~ 60 K Jz 90 K -

AR SCAE YA 15 B 7 36 B 4 80 PR BB R B e Y SR 5 U B B A SR Y B R A 1T
(Benet, 1992) - ASCHIREEE fz 5l 2 (G517 A BB EN1H & (rolling windows) J7zUHE
1T & AR A f i 8 b EE SR A 5 > JRRILART n SEIF Ry A5+ 8] CARSCECE n Ky 500 ) 2KFH
A n+l 7R BEBIREER > 5 nt2 EAVRBERREERMGET > RBFEK 0 FRMEET I
N (EE R E MRS R ERE M AT - 52 5515 501 EZ R @Rt
o L 1 EES 500 EERMAETH - MfGEHEE 502 2 Rt b ChaR s > AP 2
FEEE 501 FAAEET > DULBHE N ES H RS G EH Z BB bR - NI AS
FERE R I 1K~ 10 2K~ 30 2K~ 60 KK 90 RAFRMF T > 3 HIFGE] 4231 ~ 4222 ~ 4202
4172 k. 4142 {5 b EER AVl EHE - DUETTERAEY SR E -

= EEEREASN
(—) EARGET R

% 1B MSCI 2 B S S ] SO AR TR AR S R 7+ L35 T4 - e (A
(5~ IR RE (B - Jarque-Bera i3 BB (13K - F1% 1 74838 MSCI 5 B0 S i 5
TS AR AR B 1E | %l KT B SR S O Wk T e R IR 8%
AT - (R (o B A S 2 T £ LR 5 S 4 2 A B B A IR - e
B T 17205 S B T £ L0 5 9 o L o U L R 0 53 TR » o i 0 5
4 L T U6 S U T LTS 4 OO0 T 8 1 3 T 2 A L IR R
Jarque-Bera 45T b o 45 S L (A (R R S (A B8 L — B - AR R R A B B 3
B o drs LIRATH TSR - 5000 £ R 0 B T oy LA 2 I e PR 1 4 B U

(=) EEEo

R 2 R SRR R 8 b EE SR AY P98 - B el %% GARCH BARIAYfEET6ER - 3430
A GARCH fRAIE 57 5 8 5L 22 s Il A 2 B SR AL 72 - B DL Student t S3FC T HY
o f B R E P (E R » K GIR BRI et &5 R 2 IAEA FEEEMRE T
Student t 73 FC A iz 5 Z V39 %t b ELE © 28010 > £ GIR PR o =5 i i L 2 B A R L 22
iRy > RIPL SGT 7y HcA e Z P @b th = -
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# 1 MSCIIsEIR G EE BN G 2 @R A ARGt R
ARk R REEGE  ERRARE Jarque-Bera  AHBHARE

fREIR R -0.000005 0.015884  -0.050531%** 6.90%*%  65228%%* 0.9244
fREE -0.000022 0.018976  -0.190103*** 9.96%** 4449 24%**
i RRIRAE SREIE KNG B E TR | FRIRAE 1% E K EREZE-ER L -
F 2 A fm bL ARG EHE
GARCH &% GJR f&E#I
BCAUEE . Normal Studentt GED SGT Normal Studentt  GED SGT

fERL = 0.84262 0.86087 0.85814 0.86028 0.84281 0.86011 0.85764 0.85941
EREEZE  0.84109 0.86589 0.86228 0.86428 0.84331 0.86524 0.86303 0.86539
FEFEETE 0.84425 0.86688 0.86404 0.86685 0.84567 0.86560 0.86312 0.86567

st SR REER R R EHET R R S RAUATE TR 4231 (HEHR LKA 9%, -

% 3 A F st EteiE 18 GARCH R RIHY R G451 - Hi3k 3 iUt E ai kAl
SR > FEm IR Ry 1 RAVIERD T > S b AR A ALY (AR 3 i B4 =5 R AL 22 HY
GARCH (1,1) A AyRfzaasol it SMBERER > FonlE | KIFRyEEE S - A
FERESTECHY GARCH (1,1) HURREAIRIA] 2 BIRAFAY BB 45200 - 1105 FE R B A S A 1 sk
IR R e AR I AR E R R b S5 - RT3 UM ESE R - W] S5 3 1 38 b FA ]
F5 10 K30 K60 KEL 90 K - Al o] S&36 5 [ (bR R B A SRS MR PR IE 2 53 L ( Student
t~ GED J SGT) EdRE (EfLATHBLINERE) AU RIRERIE T2 Ay 45 -

G 3 HIRESE R RRINR T 908 R SR - SR 4 T A AR B
FE1T Bylf] GARCH 18U FE B S5 M 80 BB (7B TS8R - 4530 — 4 I Hansen’s
SPA tg ik R EE TR » MRS AT 4 - (172 4 IOIRESE BAR » 1 IR
By 1 KB q % 0.01 - 0.1 K 0.5 FUEE T » BREEABI 55 i % 85 LAY GIR AL >
FEAIR B 0 B B IO BUM AL 50 GIR B (HRREGRERFEE » BRRE
F e R S e B M B R SR 2 B 19 T IR REBR M By 1 K% S )
R - SR 4 BC B 5 = 2 B OB R SR SR R B F RSB - AT
BRI 2 10 5~ 30 K - 60 K% 90 KB » R EEAIRIA A5 5 Student t SHELELR
SHRG L2119 GARCH 1818 » Z YL 7% J8 Student ¢ 43 BC 817 55 7% GARCH B



%3 &fE GARCH i GJR FHRIHYEE iy S8 E &G A (B IERIE H

GARCH GJR
Normal 1-day 10-day 30-day 60-day 90-day 1-day 10-day 30-day 60-day 90-day
s 0.00002978 0.00010750 0.00027795 0.00057332 0.00093934 0.00002978 0.00010788 0.00027993 0.00058384 0.00096575
(0.5000)  (0.5000)  (0.5000)  (0.5000)  (0.5000) (0.5005) (0.5158) (0.5316)  (0.5804) (0.6215)
R 2 0.00002973 0.00010942 0.00028669 0.00059189 0.00096119 0.00002970 0.00010972 0.00028759 0.00059635 0.00097208
= (0.4939)  (0.5786)  (0.6351)  (0.6390)  (0.6013) (0.4888) (0.5902) (0.6482)  (0.6699) (0.6489)
BT 0.000029700.00010843 0.00028228 0.00058354 0.00094991 0.00002967 0.00010742 0.00027952 0.00057939 0.00094644
(0.4889)  (0.5385)  (0.5685)  (0.5782)  (0.5497) (0.48438) (0.4968) (0.5251)  (0.5468) (0.5335)
Student t
P 0.00003008 0.00009143 0.00022472 0.00046303 0.00075556 0.00003010 0.00009180 0.00022791 0.00047408 0.00077918
i (0.5453)  (0.0355)** (0.0089)***(0.0086)***(0.0076)*** (0.5485)  (0.0391)** (0.0134)** (0.0170)** (0.0185)**
T 0.00003017 0.00008895 0.00021369 0.00043028 0.00069539 0.00003016 0.00008976 0.00021694 0.00043809 0.00070925
(0.5583) (0.0173)** (0.0017)***(0.0007)***(0.0004)*** (0.5570)  (0.0221)** (0.0029)*** (0.0014)*** (0.0009)***
T 0.00003020 0.00008847 0.00021121 0.00042345 0.00068313 0.00003016 0.00008963 0.00021543 0.00043401 0.00070329
(0.5628) (0.0149)** (0.0011)***(0.0004)***(0.0002)*** (0.5565)  (0.0213)** (0.0023)*** (0.0010)*** (0.0006)***
GED
P 0.00003000 0.00009313 0.00022914 0.00046753 0.00075933 0.00003002 0.00009356 0.00023298 0.00048069 0.00078754
A (0.5333)  (0.0548)* (0.0156)** (0.0114)** (0.0088)** (0.5363) (0.0606)*  (0.0245)** (0.0246)** (0.0246)***
Ty 0.00003003 0.00009217 0.00022424 0.00045288 0.00073428 0.00003522 0.00009603 0.00031414 0.00066341 0.00097003
(0.5373)  (0.0430)** (0.0083)***(0.0043)***(0.0030)*** (0.9696)  (0.1040)  (0.9140)  (0.9483)  (0.6401)
SRR L 0.00003006 0.00009130 0.00022061 0.00044216 0.00072055 0.00003012 0.00009278 0.00022657 0.00045843 0.00074130
(0.5425) (0.0342)** (0.0050)***(0.0019)***(0.0016)*** (0.5508) (0.0503)*  (0.0113)** (0.0063)*** (0.0041)***
SGT
P 0.00003009 0.00009218 0.00022864 0.00047756 0.00078102 0.00003007 0.00009231 0.00023161 0.00048516 0.00079713
A (0.5471) (0.0431)** (0.0147)** (0.0207)** (0.0197)** (0.5443)  (0.0446)** (0.0209)** (0.0312)** (0.0335)**
e 0.00003011 0.00008938 0.00021650 0.00043797 0.00070456 0.00003032 0.00008958 0.00021820 0.00043993 0.00070933
(0.5497)  (0.0197)** (0.0027)***(0.0013)***(0.0007)*** (0.5805)  (0.0210) ** (0.0035)*** (0.0016)*** (0.0009)***
R 0.00003597 0.00010858 0.00024447 0.00044462 0.00073324 0.00003017 0.00009052 0.00021727 0.00043914 0.00071517
TTE(0.9825)  (0.5444)  (0.0761)* (0.0023)***(0.0029)*** (0.5589)  (0.0276)** (0.0030)*** (0.0015)*** (0.0012)***

it ARERA B (R M AR oA B B A HY GARCH (1,1) AL » fR I RoR 25 fE 5

RIBARL AU AR TEHY P {H  *FoRAE 10%8E K
ERFEBEIR G | P RORME SWRE KRR BEBEHR R | *RRIE 1%8E KEREZEREH SR

961

=S H

FU+E
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4 SPAERESER ¢ BNV G W

1 X 10K 30K 60K 90K
GJR- GARCH- GARCH- GARCH- GARCH-
e Bt (Normal + (Student t + (Student t + (Student t + (Student t +
AEEE)  AWREAE) AEREE) O ARREAE) FHEEE)
P(q=0.01) 0.226 0.113 0.093" 0.001""" 0.009™""
P(q=0.1) 0.284 0.071" 0.067" 0.000""" 0.000™""
P(q=0.5) 0.208 0.036™ 0.012* 0.000""" 0.000™""
GJR- GARCH- GARCH- GARCH- GARCH-
RAEEFFRE] (Normal + (Student t + (GED + (Student t + (Student t +
AL ) B AL ) HI AL ) AL ) H A )
P(q=0.01) 0.411 0.099" 0.000""" 0.001""" 0.009™"
P(q=0.1) 0.517 0.071" 0.084" 0.000""" 0.000™""
P(q=0.5) 0.434 0.042" 0.022* 0.000""" 0.000™""

it 10 q RERRE AR AR 2 UE - AT HEE Ry 0.01~ 0.1 820.5 > P (q=0.01) &5 q=0.01 HY p {H -
it 20 RIRIE 10%RE /KAERF R BTEIRG  **FRIRAE SWRTE/KERFERIER R | ¥ FRIE 1%
HUE /KR ERER S -

(& 30 KHH Fs=5 8 GED 73 iC BL ¥ 5L 7% GARCH fEAU4N ) « 43¢5 Bl SPA AYfR E 45
R TR R IARE Ry 1 R  FI R R& 7 Body GARCH 552 RIIA] 22 F1] B i 155 AU AH [F] (Y
PR O o AEREBR FART Ry 10 K~ 30 2K ~ 60 K fz 90 KEF » He AR A Ry % g A HHfg Ak
7281 Student t 73 it i BE T2 M f Y G0 = RLAD - B RO SR BT B ) A R B 2 0 40 90
KAy S - EEER 10 KAV - BiiEREENERESN N ERR
TEFIRA A R R b RIS n IS (R AV R f 4250 - P A B - PTRE (R Ay L
AR LR B b ST -

(=) B
AEEET B EwmBNE - FIH (21) X CREIEAVIIERNER) =S LikH
HEER  DERES A RIS ¢
P
Rf,t—k,t = ln(P )
fak (21)

Hep o R, BRI B SOR SR SO SR R AR k HEOmENR . P,
£ — e BB BTG P O S 0 5 65 LA -
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x5 BRI (21) AGTH RIS HBIRAY GARCH fHAIEL GIR FHAYHY it b &7 580 E
SR o Eb#R 5 B15% 3> WIS EE R E —20 | RIAvEREIHE G - FERo i
GARCH &A1 B[ w22 SR A7 B b S8 - AR R ARV R R AR T > BUR 5 RO E
ANEFEE ~ R R oy c BY AR BLEL S T Ry e B I A B S8R B SR TR, - BESE - fE
7 6 Z Hansen’s SPA JA ¥R R AE TE I 6 i 462 g G5 00 Y e aE 45 2R > TREBEUTOR B A S 7
P~ JRRE I BC Bl k72 =Y 1 R I 8 b G5 500 S B 5 s B, T A = K 2t e T
AR E T ARV R IR A RS i Student t 73 FCEE A S f AL 2 HY GARCH 24! -

= T

RN E N A 2R S R R~ O Eh B (R RO BN R AR o A 2
G M gty - 0 JH 5 f8 < Bl A YR TR DU B R R B e R, - B A SURE S
BN ~ R EC DR A B R B RUR R DA SURRE R 5 S 8 2t e 4
Wy > EEEEE -FBNRAORE - W= FE TS~ BT R - BERAE
syRCEAE E F = W R R SO BN - ASCEILH EIE R o Ao B AR B L 22 B A 7
GARCH 8 - DUPRETAEA F & BRI T - B BRIT Ry ~ BEGRIE o ECE A=
IR GOV BN - IEAL > RS B A R R R R R e BB PR (data snooping ) Y
[H7H - ASCHER] Hansen (2005) fEHHY SPA A w i &t b iE R AU G LLAUAT White

(2000) #Yy RC 7% > DIETHmESE RAYAIEE -

AL IO AR & e B IR BN R Rt s 52 - f£ GARCH BAZRE T > 535
SE ST A FAVAE R BCBURE (HRESTEC ~ Student t S3FC ~ GED 43Bc AR SGT 57
Fovufd) - WGH0A CEFEELA ST ) BE=ry=2 8 T - (G5F¥H GARCH AT ELA H
GARCH (GJR) AT > LR 2 1A A 388 b 4R 50 o AN SCHY B 38 45 SR B A 26 e ST oy
LRI - HRESTEC T HY GARCH SR B A5 Y 5L A [F] Ay b 45 5 > Bm 1 RIEY
R AR - OZ BN SR ~ R R O O B AR 7 = S A B A A PR I S B R B
H o RMAERRK IRV EREIIE (10 X ~ 30K~ 60 Kk 90 °K) » Bigdi R EERIEH
ANERNE ~ JE R o Bo T AR BT L 2 R BT TR T B AV 5% oo DL 8 Student-t 73 fic 81
AT E N GARCH 18 By i (R AV B P iR A - Rk @ & f LER A EE
B 56 A ST R 2 B SUR -



5 £7H GARCH B GIR 8RR & b G080 E 45 2R © R AE IE Y H) & 2
GARCH GJR
Normal 1-day 10-day 30-day 60-day 90-day 1-day 10-day 30-day 60-day 90-day
s 0.00003022 0.00010846 0.00027990 0.00057115 0.00093018 0.00003018 0.00010907 0.00028301 0.00058461 0.00096114
TR (0.5000) (0.5000) (0.5000) (0.5000) (0.5000) (0.5603) (0.5644) (0.5799) (0.5862) (0.6011)
WAL 0.00003017 0.00011052 0.00028883 0.00059140 0.00095613  0.00003016 0.00011136 0.00029146 0.00059837 0.00097031
e (0.4926) (0.5834) (0.6371) (0.6513) (0.6207) (0.5573) (0.6534) (0.7019) (0.6835) (0.6413)
e s O . 5 0. .0005 . 7 . . . 5 0.00057 .
T 0.00003014 0.00010935 0.00028420 0.00058219 0.00094273  0.00003013 0.00010832 0.00028135 0.00057866 0.00094042
Fesre (0.4879) (0.5367) (0.5675) (0.5846) (0.5595) (0.5527) (0.5338) (0.5540) (0.5412) (0.5051)
Student t
e 0.00003056 0.00009286 0.00022732 0.00046353 0.00075282 0.00003059 0.00009330 0.00023101 0.00047568 0.00077753
NI (0.5505)  (0.0416)**  (0.0101)** (0.0099)*** (0.0092)***  (0.6179) (0.0570)** (0.0195)** (0.0186)** (0.0175) **
T 0.00003066 0.00009035 0.00021589 0.00043026 0.00069159  0.00003066 0.00009105 0.00021884 0.00043763 0.00070497
AT (0.5646)  (0.0208)** (0.0019)*** (0.0008)*** (0.0005)*** (0.6284)  (0.0320)** (0.0038)*** (0.0013)*** (0.0007)***
T 0.00003070 0.00008975 0.00021348 0.00042270 0.00067860  0.00003065 0.00009089 0.00021645 0.00043359 0.00069706
Fesre (0.5698)  (0.0174)** (0.0013)*** (0.0004)*** (0.0002)*** (0.6273)  (0.0306)** (0.0027)*** (0.0009)*** (0.0004)***
GED
f e 0.00003048 0.00009428 0.00023075 0.00046708 0.00075410  0.00003051 0.00009481 0.00023517 0.00048221 0.00078464
e (0.5389) (0.0590)*  (0.0156)** (0.0124)  (0.0096)*** (0.6078)  (0.0805) * (0.0311)** (0.0267)** (0.0223)**
7o 222 0.00003054 0.00009358 0.00022885 0.00045377 0.00073612 0.00003047 0.00009473 0.00023127 0.00046420 0.00075157
TS (0.5465)  (0.0498)**F  (0.0123)**  (0.0052)  (0.0045)***  (0.6015)  (0.0792) * (0.0201)** (0.0093)*** (0.0064)%***
SRR L 0.00003055 0.00009274 0.00022421 0.00044118 0.00071536  0.00003176 0.00032783 0.00023314 0.00096872 0.00173179
HASTE (0.5487)  (0.0403)** (0.0067)***  (0.0020) (0.0017)*** (0.7640) (1.0000)  (0.0249)**  (1.0000) (1.0000)
SGT
f e 0.00003056 0.00009350 0.00023073 0.00047602 0.00077526  0.00003058 0.00009385 0.00023472 0.00048657 0.00079556
e (0.5505)  (0.0489)**  (0.0156)** (0.0211)** (0.0211)** (0.6166)  (0.0648)* (0.0296)** (0.0336)** (0.0319)**
S RG L 0.00003060 0.00009029 0.00021706 0.00043550 0.00069684  0.00003064 0.00009087 0.00021948 0.00044041 0.00070635
TS (0.5553)  (0.0205)**F  (0.0023)*** (0.0013)*** (0.0006)***  (0.6256)  (0.0304)** (0.0042)*** (0.0016)*** (0.0007)***
R 0.00003067 0.00009054 0.00021700 0.00043380 0.00069421 0.00003104 0.00011949 0.00033916 0.00069141 0.00111584
HASTE (0.5658)  (0.0220)** (0.0023)*** (0.0011)*** (0.0006)*** (0.6787) (0.8811) (0.9868) (0.9817) (0.9726)

B EAERTRL R RERE AR U R B A 22T GARCH (1,1) #18Y « #EIEFE R & A BLEAE I RS E HY P {H -

FRERAE SWEE KAEIG B B ¢ RORAE | %R KL B S -

FHORAE 10%8 3 KA BB 52

- SR

- E£E

=1
=

i

w0
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* 6 SPAERRESR  REEAVHIE HRIM
1K 10K 30K 60K 90K

GJR- GARCH- GARCH- GARCH- GARCH-

Iy A (Normal + (Student t + (Student t + (Student t + (SGT +
AEREE) AHMEAE) AHEBEE) AHMWAE) HEEAE)

P(q=0.01) 0.097" 0.087" 0.041" 0.020™" 0.009"""

P(q=0.1) 0.151 0.018" 0.045™ 0.000""" 0.000"""

P(q=0.5) 0.091" 0.005™ 0.011™ 0.000"*" 0.000"*"

GARCH- GARCH- GARCH- GARCH- GARCH-
R (Student t + (SGT + (GED + (Student t + (Student t +
) HREEE) AHEEE) HREE) HmEE)

P(q=0.01) 0.189 0.090" 0.044" 0.023™" 0.009""

P(q=0.1) 0.240 0.020™ 0.049™ 0.000"*" 0.000"""

P(q=0.5) 0.176 0.005""" 0.018"™ 0.000"*" 0.000"""

it 1 q RERREPAEEENSIIE - AU HIEE R 0.01 0.1 8105 P (q=0.01) £ q=0.01 Hyp {H -
it 2 *RORTE 10%BEKERFZBEIR R | **RRIE SWBE KERFEBEHR R | P RRE
V%8 E KR R E RS -

— ~ XERSY

SHE R

L SRIDH - M E - HERIA(2013) G S &R A - B 5 R EHS
A8 0 20(2) 0 355-383 -
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