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AT ARFIMA &7 vh 2 GARCH £ F vo—#E2H LT, BEELR Ri—HEHo
D b BEEHOIRMEOEAE) LHPEME (—HEHOKED L KRMEOENE) LZzoR
774974 OEBOREPRIES 2. B, ZED2CEEMEORT T4 V74 DHCH
BIREPRCHIEICE > TE iz b ic w TRGEELE], HBEOBIEDORI T4V 745
VoltAbLR (ETF) $2L, 20BLESSOMAT T4 Y74 0E- (Bv») AL TR
554 YT 42T AXY YT (volatility clustering) | & & %12, Wi FH-7HOBEHDES
TAVT 4B ERSRHOBHORSI T4 V74 XD ERTIECD [RF7714 974 EHOD
JERFRME (Levarege effect) |V ) 3 2 HREE T 5.

REGTIL, ZAROY v ¥ TEEHLE LT, EBLIKTI 714974 (RV: Realized Volatility)
L Bi-Power Variation £ EH LY ¥ ~ 7 (R]: Realized Jumps) #E& LT, 3L 4fo
1 2RDE—AY P OEBOWEET VY —RA LT, SHITY ¥V TEROBEDET Ve
el U s S HEE 2470, 6 HiCRESR 23 L %,

2. I x v OO

$F, r, RRAME, 1, ¥ HPER L LCRA L TOiE 2 R 2 ()0 & 5 IcE#T 5.

r,=1In ( " / p;"f’fe), r, =In ( Py / p’ 6") . (1)
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ST, PP t HOME, pf R HOKEEEL, t—1E A0 1 HEAN 2R
T, flifg5 — XX TOPIX ® 19914 1 H 4 H» 6 2009 9 H 30 HD 4,615 OVUARfE» L
TBRINF — 2 e AT 3. 3612, (D&t HOBRMAWK L HRELRO RV 2 2 h 2
N RV,LRV, L LTQTEET S,

(2)

RV, =12, i=o,d.
Barndorff-Nielsen et al. (24) (25 (26) i< & % Bi-Power Variation (BV, & BV,) %I L
T, G)DESTV v IEHPEE LY,

BV :Jt|r||r“71|/2, i=o0,d. (3)

it it
Z T, Giotetal [(64) &t Tauchen and Zhou (100]) & Czubala (47) & Lanne [83]) & Eraker
(BIBY v v TOMERITHOTWVD, 22T, HHICH-T RIDHERY (4) LT 5,

RJ, = max {RVM - BV, 0}, i=o,d, up, dw. (4)

3. 1RDE—RAY P ETFNVOFE

IRXRDE—RXY P EFNVEARALT2BEEET S, —23B)TH B9,

i..d.

Tit = E[rn ‘Qtfl]—i_sit’ eitND(()’ 082 )’

i=o,d. (5)
= E[rzt | Ql—l] +2,0,; % ~D (0’ 1)’
cot @ ui tofga fe, e, b P[00 | r 0, Aol oatiEH.

DT Tl, B (o) EHF(d) 2RI THERAFEERLTCERIT S, Chg ToHCH
TFNVDIERE EIcd b, (6)i% Granger [69) & Granger and Joyeux [70) & Hosking (76]) 3%
Z L7/ ARIMA/ARFIMA (Autoregressive Fractionally Integrated Moving Anerage) (p,d,q)
EF NI g, BN Z T ARFIMAX €7V TH 57,

‘P(L)(l—L)C (rt —,ut) = @(L)et, u, = ,u+i(§j:z:ﬂ, €, ~ WN(O, 082). (6)
=1

SIT, p kS AT A=, n WHREH, WN(0,07) & W0, S OKTA4 b
AReHS, &1, LEITARV=REERL, Dr=r1_ (j:0,1,~-~>“6‘ﬁ)6o L,
W(L)=0, O(L)=0 0ROMIEXTTILIAF VO LIREL, 2hZNT JSHR
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W(L)=1-3" 9 I, O(L)=1+ 3" 0L ths. ¥t (6)0kA0(1-L) BO)T
b%o

T SR L) B

T(k+)T(C+k+1) = (=2)
I—CL—%C(I—C)LZ—é@(l—@)(z—C)E—m 7)

NCTERES Sl = s T

Thr. 2T ¢(L)=L. o (0)=C(1-C)2kETHY, EROTIERVLTY, €)
Thd, 21, NOEBOERI L=0T7—7—-RBHTSZLICI>THLNS, Brockwell
and Davis (39] & Chang and Dickey (41] (2 X hiE, REIGEABROAI A MY v 727 VI
BU B hROHOHBBE p (R) 123" [p (k)| =0 #Hi7 L, 2o lim p(h) = b~ 27
WEET 5 2 LB 5 NRTW 5, ARFIMA 5 v o) F C B R 5 12 ]}ij?op(h) —p LES
% » 6, Hosking (76) 12 X hulf, 0<8<0.5 0 & & RMGEEM (long memory) 2#H1E L,
—05<i<0 o L EMAZEME (short memory) Z 7zld overdifferenced & WX, (<050 L &
y, QEFBERLEZLDY, (20508 &y BIFEFBELELS, 3515, (=00t & ARMA(p,q)
7MW, £=10L & ARIMA(p,q) EF VL7239,

¥ & 9 —fEBIL, Engle and Sun (57) ICX > TERINIA T T4 VT4 BEETVNEE
3 h7:(8)THbh, ARCH-in-Mean €7V EIFEN S, HEBFEMAEM & THOZICL>TY
A2 FVITADKEE LS ICEB L, AP ERNFELLEZDE-7T74 V7 4D74—F
Ay 7R LTHIS 0,

o) o)
k= —

¢
k

1—

0O
k=

t

r==F [7;]—1—90; +0,z, . (8)

2T 0R3ATA—R, AR 1IXIE22EL, B)TRINIZEMEKRNPET T4V 7T 4 THMH
TEDWEIPBWELT 5 2 ENTE D,
RETIE, 2RDE—RXY NEFNVEHF =S T 5,

4, 2RODE—RA Y PEFNVOEE

RIT4VTAEHETFTNVE2RDE— A bEFVH ARCH BIE 57 v L SV £ F VTR
ShaW, KEfiCREFERTI T AV T ADOFHOIDICEIETITOTHECHLAINL TS
ARCH #EF VY —xA4 LT, #ifs (8] OFHATOMBR EBEEHNLET VICRE L
TURETY —<A1 2175,

Engle (53] i & - TR & hi: ARCH €7 v % —#&fl L 7z Bollerslev (31] & GARCH €7
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Ve fER LT HEREa oM (2] 03], 1990 F#RFE X : To (GOARCH €7 )VvD ¥ —~ A4 L
L T Bollerslev et al. (34), & ®#, Hansen and Lunde (72] l3fkA4 e i—% & GARCH Bi& 7
NVTHM LT3, GARCH €7 VD% —~4 L LTI&Palma (92) »°® 5. Engle and Sun
(58) BHRAZFZ T4 VT4 LT 427K T 497 4MWENREFNGARCH ®F VICHED L&D
AW EITH> T 5,

LEREFVELTE, ME (1) B2ZBARCH =7 v, #ifd (7) 32ZE VAR)-
GARCH(L 1) £7 v, #lifF (4] (5] BEAANE—o# (HM) €7 vefEl, i (6] &
2258 VAR(1)-GARCH(L, 1) €7 VIS X 2ZMER L ELEDKR T T 4V 7 4 OFFRTH & @it
L, #iifs (9] 1& VARMA-GARCH £ 7 VO #ER 2w U T 5. %7 Andersen et al. [18] I3
GARCH &7 v~ 7 328 VAR-RV £ 5 v, Andersen et al. (19) 1% 30 7D A v —
DEED 2 F-DEFICE 5 RV O ARMA(1,1) £5vE GARCH(L,1) £F Mk 2 080E 2
ot LT %, Laurent ef al. (85) 37 #EE#H T 5% %= GARCH £ 7 v & ffio e
774974 FHPEZEL T2, DITTIE, RECTHITICHEAT2EF Vv 2RLOICTALT
<o

Bollerslev and Mikkelsen (33] = & - T % % & i 7z FIEGARCH (Fractionally Integrated
EGARCH) (p,d,q) £ V4 (9)Ch 319,

infof) =0+ 0(0)" (-2 (14 a) o

v+ 7, 2] = B L)
SCT o wly AT A=x, a(L)= " al, ¢(L)= " ¢L, Uz =z_ Td
D, 013(6) D IcHY L, EEMEICOVTS AKDHERKLZ LY, Davidson (48] (T &
ML, COTet ADRBUHDOATA-RE=AFAO0TDHY, §BERIICIED K-> TE
HIRREHE XN T 3. 0=0 0 L X113, (9 OALD yo EHSHE (sign effect) T b,
7, (|zt — E‘“zt”) WEHBEAN R (magnitude effect) & 72 %, Laurent [84) (p.80) I & 1Lid, E“zt” &3
2, DIEFAFMER IR ~DREHE S o 7oL 2, ERTHIHES L&, (10) L7425,

E“zf” = \/T (10)
Skewed-Student A D& (11) L B,
E“Z ” _ 48 1"((1 + v)/2)\/1/ -2
I 1/5 \/;F(v/z) .

E=1D L &XHAF 2—7 > b (Symmetric Student) 37 O HIFHE L 72 5. GED o#é, (12)
L%,

(11)

Bl =2"2, v (2/v)/r(1/v). (12)
Ding et al. (51) IC& > THEE S iz AP(G)ARCH (Asymmetric Power (G)ARCH) (p,q) &
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TOPIX O H - HHZELEKD ¥ v ¥ 7 # > ARFIMAX-GARCH €7 v (HIl)

FN(13)TH H, Ding et al. (51) & He and Terasvirta (74) 23R % R LT 510,
q d D
d=w+da (‘sH‘ — yjew) +3B0° >0, a.f,0>0, —1<y <l.(13)
j=1 ‘ j=1

IIT a tflaRIRA—2, 030, D Box-Cox BMTDH Y, y 3K T 74V T 4 OIEXNT
P2+ %, Giot and Laurent (63) X p=022q=1DEFNVEH>TWv3, 1, 012
LERICRELRY, 1LBARCELRL LV LEEMED 2F L Y HHED T H RSB L
(Wbwz [EHZEME] »7E) & Taylor (101), Schwert (95], Ding et al. [51) 7% LTWw
5LLEBANTD S,

Laurent (84] (p.84) i & id, (13)D 5 b, =2, =0, y,=0, ¥, D & & Engle (53] & ARCH
€7 W, =2, =0, V.® & & Bollerslev (31] & GARCH (p,q) €7 M7, d=1, y,=0, V,
? L & Taylor [101) & Schwert (96) @ GARCH &5 v, d=2 ® & & Glosten et al. (65) ® GJR
(p,q@) EF M), =10 & & Zakoian (104) ® FHfE GARCH (TARCH: Threshold GARCH) &
7N, B,=0, y;=0, V. & & & Higgins and Bera (75) @ FF## & ARCH (NARCH: Nonlinear
ARCH) €5 W, d—o00 ® L & Geweke [61] & Pentula [94) @ %% ARCH (Log-ARCH)
TN, i=q=1, yj:O, Vjo) L & APARCH (1,1) €5 VvTdH 5, s

Ding et al. (51) =X ult, & Lo>0223" a (e, [-ve | +3 Bo’ <i%
51, (B)DEHEMNEEL, (14)EFE3hd,

€,

@ (14)

E{O’?] = - é ,, ‘
B ;a’ (‘Et’f‘ - stt*f') - ;ﬁjaij
$7s, 6=2, y,=0, V.22 2~ N(0,1) & 518, GARCH(L, 1) £ 7V OEHEMS a+f<1T
DN, 0=2HBVEyY=0% 0, EHFMEE 2 ORES NI T v AKET 5 2 LNH
5NTWB),
Tse [102) 12 & > TH% S iz FIAPARCH (p,d, q)-BBM £ 7 V12 (15) T b, Cheong [42)
PERL T2,

o = o = (1= () p(t) 1) e |- e 03

(15) D y=0»20=2 0D & &, Baillie et al. (20] & Kruse (81]29 & Davidson (48) L Cheong
(42) 2§ % FIGARCH (p,d,q)-BBM (fractionally Integrated GARCH-BBM) & 5 v23(17)
L2,

o =w(1-p(L)) + {1 ~(1-B(z)) (L)1~ L)e}g‘z (16)
—o + i%”gf =o' + (L)}

LT, 0" BEUNOEEEU AT A2 THY, 1OBETHLLDOHIEER0>00

_ 5 — 31



= 1A. REZELED ARFIMAX(0,E,0)-FIAPARCH(1,6,1)/FIEGARCH(1,6,1)-Meam € 7L

(I—L)Z‘:(rot—co—cht—c —Aaf):st,

Zrdt—l

o = slla. | =o+fi--8)" 0.0~ 1) Ye] )

ol =In(E[e|Q ]| = o+ (1-1) " (1+ ﬂl){m + 7= EH%H)}’

>

b 1 "o 2 HEMPMRG - L &,
"olo 2o,
TNV FIAPARCH(1,6,1) FIEGARCH(1,6,1)
% i o 2
emER T Ot ] Tolnor
TNV BBM &5 v Chung &5 v
AT O A GED® Skewed-Student© Normal@
0.015834"* 0.012567" 0.012182
G (0.0028) (0.0113) (0.0622)
0.014057 0.019280" 0.018454*
G (0.0935) (0.0152) (0.0274)
0.020476™ 0.019603"* 0.023751"*
) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)
1 0.047714 0.101115" 0.066538
(0.2517) (0.0109) (0.1683)
0.020476*1] 0.025587°1*] 0.0264101**]
¢ (0.0209) (0.0296) (0.0139)
[0.0000] [0.0000] [0.0000]
0.000260 0.008009" —10.016542"
@ (0.5246) (0.0218) (0.0000)
0.202661"* 0.260072"* —0.433803™
o) (0.0000) (0.0004) (0.0010)
B 0.745805™ 0.450637"" 0.963312""
1 (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)
0.089501* 0.211898"
v (0.0414) (0.0013)
—0.046661"
Y1 (0.0023)
0.179558""
Y2 (0.0000)
2.029239™ 23505031
5 (0.0000) go.oooog
{0.0000) 0.0000
{0.2526} {0.0009}
0.644000™ 0.2631317°1""] 0.1571507*1""]
0 (0.0000) EO'OOOOf (0.0000)
[0.1554] 0.0000
Log Likelihood —1410.341 —1364.828 —1405.169
AIC 0.617904 0.5984052 0.6154914
Shibata o 1§# &t 0.614092 0.5945921 0.6121125
Schwartz o 1E#H & 0.613374 0.5938732 0.6113589
Asymmetry Coefficient 70(01%%%?
Tail Coefficient 100((?%%%%())

(VAR pEPEL, [ IFEAES: FREER > 0542 pErEL, () IREKES: TREHR > 11
N2 pELEL, | NUFERE : FURRE > 242 pE2RL, * (%) ZERKE 1% (5%) TL R
REPEANSINI B DFPERT,

(a) 2RDE—AVIRPEXHZS L

(1—ﬂ1){w—|—<‘et‘ _ygtf _gf} = ¢, (1_L)d (M —ygﬁ)é.
Ls,

(b) BEENAF2—F > b0 t5M, GED 44 b 5 o1& Skewed-Student 47 1256 5 L 1K L 7a8 &1 1%
RO IR L 250 72
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(c) &I - £ &K [11) & Giot and Laurent (63]) Ic & fuiE, Skewed-Student 4345 D 438k % 1 1o FHEAL L 72
Skewed-Student 4345 o % £ BE $13

I (e "

2l -me )18 ozl

TIT, g(|v) BaEe LI LIHBE Y O t 3 OMEREEBMECH 5,

m= (- ) No 2 (e - ye [N ofz)). = FyE 1o

ferEl, T() Bry~Bfte Ry, COMBHRERBRELYD2O0 7 A—RIKEL, ERDAO
EarekL, E=1ToNEEANE, £>1E<l) ThohEafiotsi (F) BrAE G, v BfiofEo)Es
PEL, v HMEVIE EDHOBEIIE L,

(d) BEEMSPAF2—F > b0 t9H, GED 4346 5 & Skewed-Student 434 (A 5 EARE L 7B &1
REREEGIR L e dr o,

fp,18v)=

D0<OLI DB -0<p,<(2-0)/3»>¢,—(1-0)/2<B(¢p,—p,+0) TH 3,
FIAPARCH (p,d, q)-Chung & 7 V& (17) Th %,

o) =a +ji-(1- (1) "p(e)- 2

% 72, Chung (43] | Baillie et al. (20 1= & % (17) L 3£ 72 5 (18) ® FIGARCH (p, d, ) -Chung
ETNVEEZR LT

7! =0+ =1 (o)] "o (z)1- o

(e - oz)é. (17)

(=0’ ) =0+ 2(L)(e1=0?). 1B

ZCZT, p=q=1lots, WB)BETHE+5&MER >0020<¢9 < <1 THSC
L% Chung (43) R LTWw 3, 8512, ¢,=0® & %21 FIGARCH (1,d,0) €5 v L7 b,
(19) THHTE 2,

d
p(L)1-L) (g =0 =[1-B(L)(es —07),  i=od. (19)
Tse [102) 12 &k > THEE S hicWiiFRA GARCH (HYGARCH: Hyperbolic GARCH) (p,d,q)
&7 /vid Davidson (48] 12k - T, 3612(20) LS i,

v afi-of)

ot =g +p-fi-pl) o(t) @ =w v ilD)e o

ZIT a<1lol QO BERFBRELE LS,

ZoDflio GARCH €7 )vL LT, Allen efal. (14) 3B L 7 RV-HAR(3) (Heterogeneous
Autoregressive) & 7 )V & IENFRZNE (AE: Asymmetirc Effects)-GARCH(1,1) & 7 v, Corsi and
Reno [45]) 1 & 2 HAR(3)-GARCH(1,1) £ F v» b 522, % 7z, Allen et al. [15] i& RV-HAR
(3) 7w & AE-VL(3) € 7 429, Dufour et al. (52) & r, & In(RV,) L In(IV,) ® 3 Z#& VAR
(DEFVERHL T2, f2fEl, IV, 3Rt TOL Y TIAFFI774 V74 2R LTL
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% 1B. ®WREZILEO ARFIMAX(1,E, 1)~FIAPARCH (1,8, 1) @/FIEGARCH (1,0, 1) ®—Jump—Mean E L

(1 - L)g (Tot —¢,—¢D —c¢

2 f—
T iUnt) =&
9

o’ = E[s;’ \QH] —w,+oRI, + {1 —(1- mfi ¢, (1- L)G}(‘gt‘ _ yst) ,
(1 - L)g (rot —G ClDt G tZot?

o? =In(E[e|Q ]| = 0, + o, n(RJ, , +1)+ ¢, (1-L) " (1+ ﬁl){ylz, +7, (|- EHz/H)}
B {1 fio 2 D RS2 572 5,

—/lof):za

t

0 Zoft.
TNV FIAPARCH(1,6,1) FIEGARCH(1,6,1)
B E B T Uf 7, In Uf
TNV BBM & 7 v Chung € 7 v
MIETH O AR GED® Skewed-Student Normal@
0.016013™ 0.012632" 0.012064
G (0.0027) (0.0110) (0.1018)
0.014012 0.019218" 0.018429
¢ (0.0952) (0.0155) (0.0676)
0.020557™ 0.019520" 0.023690""
G (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0003)
1 0.046189 0.101295" 0.065229
(0.2734) (0.0108) (0.1662)
0.029015"*] 0.026046"*] 0.025869!"
¢ E00216% (0.0264) (0.3306)
0.0000 [0.0000] (0.0000]
0.000268 0.009143" —10.188724™
, (0.5481) (0.0303) (0.0000)
0.013093 —0.038845 —0.492102"
@, (0.6196) (0.1623) (0.0009)
0.205666™ 0.303071" —0.544212"
¢, (0.0000) (0.0001) (0.0000)
B 0.749247" 0.489958" —0.964786™
1 (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)
0.092541" 0.211228"
14 (0.0338) (0.0006)
—0.057103"
Y (0.0005)
0.219459"
18 (0.0000)
1984595 2.3211827 ¢
5 (ooooog (0.0000)
{0.0000 {0.0000)
{0.4485} {0.0033}
0.642052" 0.272961""1*"1 0.157156"1*"]
0 (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)
[0.1641] [0.0000]
Log Likelihood —1411.149 —1363.999 —1401.477
AIC 0.618389 0.5989138 0.6143223
Shibata o & 0.614576 0.5942322 0.6105091
Schwartz o it 0.613858 0.5935753 0.6097902
2.185634
DF (0.0000)
Asymmetry Coefficient _0(01%%%%%
Tail Coefficient 100(8%%%%(;

()N pEZEEL, [ NRMAES : BRRE > 05 ICHT2 pEEFEL, () RBMAKS : BRGEE> 11
NTZpELEL, | NXRERD : FURRE > 2 1Icx¢2 pEPEL, () IARKAE 1% (5%) T ok
REPEANSINI I DEPERT,

(a) 2XkDE— AV PRPEXHZLL
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P d s
(=)o + (o] -re.) =0t} = 0,(0- )l -2
L%,
() ARCH-M ®F VORTIC L 2 EHRBEIEL2TTVBBIRSNIREETF NV ER ST 2RDE—A TV |
ReHFaxfars L
) d 0
(1 - ﬂl){wo +oRJ,  + (‘8:‘ - yet) —af} =@, (1 —L) (‘st‘ - yet) .
L%,
() BABEHMWAF 2—F ¥ MDD t5FD 5 Ik Skewed-Student 37 1SHE D EARE L 7235 A1 1SN BOL I
WL ot
(d) BEEENPAF2—F ¥ bOt49%, GED 946 H % & Skewed-Student 437 1HE 5 LARE L 7B &I
B XIR L2 o T,

%, Chung (43] i ARFIMA-FIGARCH £ 7 v #ffios7: I av—yary®2iToT0 5,

5. #t  E

RECTEIE (8) OTMANRRIIES X, TFVERET 2. 20K, 2LRTF Ve
BT BT LS TE S PIMANHERY 603 L L HROZRRFAL S 5 LAHTF i
TSV, $R2ERTFVCOWELToTen, 1EREF NV EHAT, &b & CHER R
biviroletedic, ARHTREH L HROZLELNAD 1 ZREF v E UTHEE LT

% 4, FIGARCH %5 v L FIAPARCH & 7 v O #E 1B L Tl Ballie er al. (BBM) (20] &
Chung (43) |2 & 2 HEEH R D 512 Ic, WHEEEIC S > T £FTo7. 7o, #l (8)
B - ARE RO PN O ERERED 6, 5 EHOBETRENS N2 25, 3 WHOME
TREH S ML olchdle, HETT VORERLERNM, AF2—7 > b o 9, —#t
LB, & % 13 Skewed-Student 3414 5 B & 0 & 7 v 2 HIE L s

BLLRZBIROE— Y PRIEMA S8 (07 ) £41 ARCH-in-Mean & 7 v Tt
EL, RIBLERBOEFVIEENENE 1A LR 2A OMVERICY ¥ v FEReMA T T
NTHBHW, F 3T - RRERU KD 2 ROTF MR LTz,

6. fi R

1A GHfE (8] O FahiEE & Hikc, REZ(FE D ARCH-in-Mean o (6) ® ARFI-
MAX (0,§,0) 2 RDE—A Y PRICT ¥ V THPEWIHEOETNVER IBIZ2RDE— RV
MYy Y TEHPAS SEHEOET VORERRTH Y, £ 1B D (9) ® FIEGARCH (1,6,1)
EFNVTCREMEOEFHEE (<05 28Fb, B2 5@HOEFNVTORMRIERICENE

_ 9 _ 35



= 2A. BHRZELE®D FIAPARCH(1,4,1)/FIEGARCH(1,0,1)-Mean € 7L

_ 2
Tw = G + ClDt + Tt + ;Laf + €

o) = E{ef‘QH] = w+{17(1,ﬂ1)* 4, (1*L>“’}(
o} =In(E[e|]) = o+, (1= 1)1+ 8){ne, + 7. =] - B[]}
b {1 Wi 2 HED RG> & &,
o zofe.

81]#

)
- ygdn) )

TNV FIAPARCH(1,0,1) FIEGARCH(1,6,1)

fEmEH

TNV BBM &7 v Chung €7 v
FETE D oy AR Skewed-Student Skewed-Student Skewed-Student®
—0.100088™ —0.089473* —0.110733™
€ (0.0001) (0.0002) (0.0000)
—0.072099" —0.071388" —0.073104"
G (0.0222) (0.0248) (0.0287)
0.553684* 0.551423* 0.554654™
G (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)
1 0.048588" 0.040054 0.061191"
(0.0397) (0.0723) (0.0165)
0.068439" 1.054022** —4.368242"
w (0.0141) (0.0060) (0.0000)
0.232131* 0.212824* —0.048894
¢, (0.0000) (0.0263) (0.7761)
B 0.602552* 0.461222* 0.969051"
1 (0.0000) (0.0007) (0.0000)
0.390491* 0.365481*
14 (0.0000) (0.0000)
—0.079269™
14! (0.0000)
0.176022™
Y2 (0.0000)
1.457756" 1) 1.794572" ¢
5 go.oooog go.oooog
0.0000 0.0000
{0.0019} {0.0067}
0.468920™" 0.337529™*1"*1 0.006877*1
0 Eo.oooz% EO'OOOOﬂ (0.35345)
0.8077 0.0030
Log Likelihood —6345.376 —6347.034 —6341.146
AIC 2.7615097 2.75820495
Shibata o5 2.7576965 2.755260891
Schwartz O & & 2.7569776 2.754469776
Asymmetry Coefficient 7%) }1%371% 7%) ?1%%?
Tail Coefficient (zg%%})g . 6(8%%%%%

(VAR pEPEL, [ IZEEAES: FUREER > 0542 pErEL, () IRMEKES: TREHR > 11
N2 pELEL, | NUFERE : FURRE > 2 42 pE2RL, * (%) IERKE 1% (5%) TL R
REPEANSINI I DFPERT,

(a) 2RDE—AVIRPEXHZS L

L%,

(8o el -7e) —otf =o-2) (i) e,

(b) BEEMPAF 2—F > b D t4M, GED 376 H 5 i3 Skewed-Student 375 1 HE 5 LARE L 7e35& 1S3

AR L 7280 Teo
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TOPIX O H - HHZELEKD ¥ v ¥ 7 # > ARFIMAX-GARCH €7 v (HIl)

WREME (0<£<0.5) ZH L, Yy ¥ 7HOAEICH 53 (16) ® FIAPARCH (1,¢,1)-Chung &
FNTRENEOERES Mean 31 (1) BEET S, i, BHUEORI T4 V743V v
FYE DA 2 H) 5 3 FIAPARCH (1,Z,1)-Chung € 7 Vv C R EHEHLENE (0<6<0.5) PEE
WCHEET 52—, V% v 7HEHOEMIH 53 FIAPARCH (1,6,1)-BBM & 7 VG 3 JEE %
(0>05) OHREEDES, 612, Yy THOAEICH 6, 3-To FIAPARCH (1, 6, 1)
ETFTNVDP L BEBEKESN TRT 74 97 4 ZHOENHE (y) PEET S, 7, RIB»
5¥x ¥ 7H (w,) & FIEGARCH (1, 6, 1) €7 V720 M HEEKAE 1% TX v KSRE £ HE L
foo BRIS, Y v FHOEMEICH 54 FIAPARCH (1,5,1)-Chung & 7 VT IRZEED 2 X &
hREVCE—RAVIPET NV (0>2) DEETH-oTeH, BBMEF NV TREMERD 2 REHD
ET—AYPEFNV (0<I<2) OHEEMELFE - 1o

F2ABHPELED 2RXDE—A Y PRV v ¥ TEHIEOIEHOEF VEE 2B IE 2R
DE—AYIRICY X Y TEHIE S 3EEOE T VOBRERBRTH H, REEMEE T VL WK
+5 L APELRIEMDENE 2R T E DA A — XD LE VD, 2B 0 Mean #7158 (1)
LY I (w) BEEKRELIN T KHRELREANT 2, R2ADEMKDRF T 1Y
7 4 1& FIAPARCH (1,§,1)-Chung & 7 v TR RHIEHEGEME (0<0<0.5) PERICHFET 2 —
7, BBM [20) (& % FIAPARCH (1,6,1) & F VTIXEHBR D 5 W IZIEEH B 0 HBIX
A ThH o7 12, E2BOEMKDFS 7 1V 7 413 FIAPARCH (1,¢,1)-BBM € F VT
BRMEREEEE (0<0<0.5) BERICHEET 2—/ T, FIAPARCH (1,6,1)-Chung €7 VT
BIEERER (0>05) 1thd, 351, Yy ¥y FHOAEIH S, §~Tao FIAPARCH(I,
0,1) EF DL IZEBKEE L% TRT T4 Y7 4 BHOIENKE () BEEL, 0 DX K
BMENBEICEH S ot dIc, FIEGARCH (1,60,1) €5 v L B3BADKI T4 VT4 O
BEHME (y) LEOKRS T4 V7 4 OBBIE (y,) »EEKE 1% THE L. REIC,
Yy v FIHOHE W FIAPARCH (1,6,1) €EF VTREMKRD 2RI h K& wE—A Y bEFNV
(0>2) WEETH-1h, Y+ FHDES FIAPARCH (1,E,1) £EF Vv TREMED 1REL D
MEvE=RAYPETFNV (0<0<]) BDERETHH- T

Rtglc, RI3ITYr Y THNESOKRM - HRELEZ 2 F LB 2R ZNEBER L LT
LR LI 2RDE—2 ¥+ O ARFIMAX (0,8,0)-Jump &€ F V2 #E%E4 5, kHXI—%
LI OEENEDEAEIC 1 2 L2 X 2% (AOBMEXI -ERLERLICTS)
L1HIRTO (W) DY v v FERPISIERE LT ARFIMA €7 Ve BET 2, 20 L %, K
RO FEIE 1RO HRELREPA TH -1 L EDADHPENMEDO FEH» b DFEIER
T2, 2ooRMEEDFEE T v EHRERDFHE T VORBREIERICIET
bHotze Z2LTC, TRTOEFNVTRIEFHLEEZERE THoTe 20 LIER 2 0REEL
RD2RODE—AY P ORMERENEBICHEEL L LEANTH - e, HPELED 2
RDE—AY P ORMERESERTEA»oz LITR LTV,
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% 2B. BHZE{LED FIAPARCH(1,0,1) ®@/FIEGARCH(1,6,1) ®—Jump-Mean € 7L
=c¢,+¢D, +cr, + Ao} + ¢,

Tdt 2 ot

o) = E[ef ‘QH] =w,+oRJ, + [1 — (1 _ ﬁl)” " (1 - L)" (‘gt‘ - ygt)é7

r =co+cht+czrot+lat2+z0

[

In otz =In (E{ef ‘QHD =0, + o n (RJM + 1) + ¢1’] (1 — L)"’ (1 + ﬁl)(ylzt +v, (‘zt‘ — EHZ'H>)’

1 fiio 2 HEBHE R -7 6,
D: =
0 Zoft.
TNV FIAPARCH(1,6,1) FIEGARCH(1,6,1)
e rdf,af T, Ino?
TNV BBM &7 v Chung & 7 v
RATE D oA Normal© GEDW GED@
—0.017529" —0.007435" —0.039786
G (0.0174) (0.0249) (0.0013)
—0.015411 —0.008243 —0.071187
¢ (0.2468) (0.2249) (0.0061)
0.149668™ 0.009115 0.394929
G (0.0000) (0.2622) (0.0000)
1 —0.010858 0.004518 0.0000256
(0.0529) (0.2621) (0.0001)
—0.017341 4.520065 —6.907975
@ 40 (0.0582) (0.1472) (0.0000)
1.781973™ 0.579965" 0.403697
, (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)
0.455057" 0.290900 —0.640943
¢, (0.0000) (0.1097) (0.0000)
B —0.000185 0.214913 0.980329
1 (0.9721) (0.1209) (0.0000)
0.054426™ 0.021733"
14 (0.0028) (0.0124)
0.337529
Y (0.0000)
0.435385
Y, (0.0000)
2.009105" 1.932809™1
5 (00000; (ooooog
0.17305 {0.0000
{0.4313} {0.0459}
0.012408"1**1 0.896313"1*"] —0.000882
0 (0.0049) (0.0000) (0.9586)
[0.0000] (0.0000]
Log Likelihood —5125.396 —4892.090 —5844.074
AIC 2.229339 2.128511 2.541699
Shibata o) 1§ 2.226396 2.125135 2.538322
Schwartz O ff# & 2.225605 2.124381 2.537569

(AR pEEFEL, [ RS BREE > 05 IC/32 pEeFEL, ( )IRRMES: BRGER> 11
W apfEEFEL, { NMBMRE : BURRE > 2 1c83 2 plEZEL, **(*)IZEEKE 1% (5%) TX v {K
BREPEAMINIIDPERT,

(@) 2RDE—AVPRPEXHZ S L

(1= 8o + (e =) = | =, 0 2] fe] -2,

L5,
(b) ARCH-in-Mean £ 7 VO HEIZ L 2 BERBIE L T T VBRI NIREET VER ST, 2RDE—
Ay ReHFEHWRD L

(1 — ﬁl)[wo +oRJ, + (‘8,‘ — yet)é - af =¢, (1— L)d (‘et‘ - yet)a.
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TOPIX o7& « HFZELED Y v ¥ FIH £ F> ARFIMAX-GARCH £ 7 v (H]ll)

L5,

() BMEEMNBAF 2—F ¥ bDt434, GED 734 H % W id Skewed-Student A ICHE H ERE LB EICE
REAEEGIER U2 o Teo

(d) BWEEPAF2—F ¥ bt D 5 i3 Skewed-Student 5346 12HE D EARE L 7235 A 1 N BOL 12N
RWLGhoT,

7. FTbhic

AT, SRREBRBL Y 7 vA 7y a VHAOKBICL ST, 373 TARNEED
RIT4 VT4 DHEVPERLZH-TETVE, HROEITLEH-T, EiEoHofllimcd
MALETNVPEMSNTE e, BEONGEE (BLE) ORI T4 VT4 7F7ARY VTP
RTT7 4974 EHOIWNHERRT T4 V74 BHORMGERBEL VoK T T4 YT 4 OFf
BrETDI2ROE—A Vb PHH - #HHALK L T 5 ARFIMA(X) 7 v (G)ARCH &€
TNWEVSTRT T4V T4 EEET VPRSI NT S

IHIC, T=RLLTEBT A7 - T—2R173 - 5F%AA Lo IEHET — X 2HHA LT
FHEDH WA 27 —ICBhoT& T, L2 L, AMTREROFEIRET —%, T40bbUAHEZH
RALTHreiro> cticlic. 2ZOBBREHEET -2 2fALL LTOHSEPHVCTL R L
R OB LR (RIED 5 IA1E) LSBT WL 2 BERIH O 2R (JAED & &K A4E) 3RARW
WCBE228 Ly, WEELERZRD 572D HFREME 2 ERSG LT, HREMKRORE
f1oTd, HREAMRZD DR BIILBTEIRUNE LNEVEEZLI L TH 5D,

AT, M (8] o FMaIER LRk, REZLZEIC ARCH-in-Mean H# I 2 72 &
T EBALR O RIEUEME AL L7 2 DB, (6) © ARFIMAX €7 WTH#HEE L, ZILED R
5574 VT AEHETNVCBRELMRORTI T4 VT 4 OEMERBE LRSI T4 VT 4275 A%
YT LRI T 497 4 BEOIENTHME 2 MEES 5 729 12, FIAPARCH & 57 v® 5 i FIE-
GARCH =7 WMIZY X Y TIHZED D20 E»THEE Lice £ LT, &BIC, Mz - fEBEHIC
VY THEROZMED 2FEDOET VEMH LT, 7z, #EET NVOREEY ERSMH, A
Fa2—F ¥ bOtofH, GED, & 31 Skewed-Student AR ICfE S BEDEF NV EHEE LT

F1LER2OMERED S, NEOLE, AIC, Shibata & Schwartz OEHRE, S oty yr S
HO Y o KHMEDOEANOEE» SHWI§5 L, REELEREFTVTREIADY v ¥ FTHOE
» ARFIMAX(0,¢,0)-FIAPARCH(1,¢,1)-Chung € 7 v, HHZE{LERE TV TIEY v v THOD
A% FIAPARCH(1,£,1)-Chung € 7 VCRIET 2 Z WY TH S, Z DR, REELEKL
ZORTT 4T 4 O ICEMERDEE (0<E 0<05) BDEEL, £7374 971 EHOD
XM (y) BEFEL, Mean 1R (1) ZH L, 2RI hRELE—A YV PEFNV (0>2) BF
BThote 7, HREMLRICREMHRERELPFEERT, 20X 77497 1 BIEEH 0>
05) THYH, K774 V74 EFHOIENHME (y) BELEL, Vv ¥ TH (w,) O RSHE D
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®3. WE/BPFELED 2ROE—+ > b® ARFIMAX(1,E,1)-Jump EFIL@

(lfL)g[r:tfcofch, (c +c.D

(lfL)C[r;lfcofchl (c +c.D )

37721

3773t

o 2 HiE»MEEG 1257125,

1
Dlt =

0 zof,
1 if
0 zoft,

D =

2t

r <0,

dt
3t

) Toey = € By 1}:

l]f )

- RJ, } =&

if r

ot

Z Ofth.

<0,

R H r2

ot

dt

Non-linear Least

#EAE  Maximum likelihood  Starting Values only Squares Starting Values only
0.223525™ 0.166866™ 0.505765™ 0.359450"
Cy (0.000) (0.000) (0.001) (0.024)
0.0382215™ 0.0420969™ 0.242058" 0.188148"
G (0.000) (0.000) (0.001) (0.012)
—0.00178759 0.00832394™ 0.940662"" 1.27697°
G (0.274) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
0.00611572"" 0.0107214™ —0.565976"" —0.493760™"
G (0.007) (0.000) (0.000) (0.001)
—0.188405" 0.231670™ 1.24361° 1.34385™
Gy (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
0.22948171*"] 0.182268"1""] 0.1896017*"] 0.193187°1*"]
¢ (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
[0.0000] [0.0000] [0.0000] [0.0000]
Log Likelihood —1369.41656 1.08105184 —10322.6079 —0.829134278
AIC 0.5976624 0.0025707 4.485366 0.0033995
Shibata o 53 & 0.5964549 0.0013628 4.4841584 0.002192
Schwartz o #H & 0.5954679 0.0003756 44831714 0.001205

(AL [ N pEERL, **(*

SETILHTE D,

VIZETRE 1% (5%) TR RFRELREASNE L DERT,
(a) ARFIMAX(0,8,0) €F VI T oRIcH

dt—1 ot?

3 2:1)d:1+CRJ <_L)7§8

)r +¢,RJ, +(1—L)Zs

7” =c,+c¢D, -l—(c +¢.D
7” =c, +c¢D, -l—(c +¢.D

3773t dt °

HREAKHE1% TEHIN, 2RIDRECE—AVIETN (0>2) PERBRTH-oT.
KITY v THNSOEWN - HPEUR2 2R L EBr eh e tBER L LToiER
ZLI2RDE—RX Y b ARFIMAX(0,Z,0)-Jump 7 V2 HEE L 7HER, R1ER2 LR
2, K74 97 4 BHOIERMTYE (c,) 0¥ v RFRE»EEAKNE 1% TEHS i, —7,
FHILBR2IKLTTRTOETFTNG, YVx ¥ 7H (¢) DX v KFBE I3H BAKE 1% THEA
L, BHEHTEE (0<0<05) BEELT.
GE)
D K774 97 4 EBEOIENTHEEDLIH D 534712 13 Cambell and Hentschel (40] 38 5.
2) WAREZHESIRT T 4V 7 4 DOHFICIX Yang and Zhang (103) & Shu and Zhang (97) 23 5.
3) w4 7aAPTIFx— 4 XLDOBERT Zhang er al. (106) & Ait-Sahalia er al. (12) 1% 2 K5 T D
RV, Zhang (105) (3% #ITo RV L OBfR %8 5512 L, Diebold (50) d~A427m AT 7 F % —-

4 X & (B NRE (efficient price) RS EDOAfi#% (true price) @ & 9 7z) M (latent price) DRHE 6
RV ZR» T3, %7z, Pageletal (91) X3FHOHEER, 1> 77 4 PEEEOFHHA (SSR: Sum of

40 14 —



TOPIX O H - HHZELEKD ¥ v ¥ 7 # > ARFIMAX-GARCH €7 v (HIl)

Squared intra-day Returns) #E& &~ b VvACEFBAE —SEHOEAHECHEE (VARHAC: Vector
Autoregressive Heteroscedastic Autocorrelation Cosistent) #£%E & & Andersen et al. (18] Ik 2#ER DI
W53 247\, Andersen and Jones (19) (& 2 FEH O 2% L — t 0B LR D RV 2 fli - THBEY L RFIFREME
PHEEL T3, 3561, Alizadeheral (13) Bv >y (BELZEDZE) 2L 5 SVEFV2SHL,
Marquering and Verbeek (86) ZHBZE DO IEA» DO FUA T 7 4 V 7 4 LEROKDNERICEY T AV
vy Ial—va Yo THREZIT>TW 2,

4) Barndorff-Nielsen and Shephard (23] & Bandi and Russel (21) 3% Z & O E4EE 0 328 L 7o #:45#% (Real-
ized Covariance) #43#7 L C > %, Barndorff-Nielsen and Shephard (23) 1= & % B V, & nZ / 2

Ths, OLE, Yy ¥ BEPERCTHIE, plim BV, = f s)ds &7 5. RHECTH, {50 11

M—o00

ZACREBGHEER L HPEE, BRI TL20DT, M=2 &&c%o
i 72, Bandi and Russel (22) & Hansen and Lunde (72) & Behzadnejad (27) (3928 L 72758 (Realized
Variance) & &i#% 7 — X HEOMLZ2EE L T2,
5) Eraker (59) l2 X huid, DT 2 DY v v FHBICE 20 2fT>Twb. —2i&

dp, [p, = pdt + \Jo W, + &, da,, do, = (0~ 0,)dt + yJo,dW, +k,dg,, .
ThHod, TIZT fBoys 0, p k,(1=1,2) BATA—%, W L W, 3T Y &S, corr(dW,
AW,)=p BV AV y SHBIRE, dg, BERO Y« ¥ THREEL BHb, FY A8kY v TORE S
N(0,02) o9t S # 7 Y iR ERT. b 50w,
dp, [p, = (@ — ' )dt +Jo,dW,(Q) + k,da,, do, =(B(6—0,)+n0,)dt +yfo,dW,(Q,) + x,da,,
AW, (Q,) = p.dt +dW, .

tll

Thd, T, al3RATA—%, K774 V748 -nOXRTEHESREN, n @RI 74 V7 4BRD
YavZIRlIRIVAITVITAATIA=REET,

6) Laurent (84) (pp.35-37) 2k hid, (5) @ z, WEUEIESINARISHE S BAONBREREEK L, 3XRAL
25,

Ly = =321 1o (27) + 1og o )“]/

ST, TBEAOKES2RT, &7 AF2—7 b0 IS BAONRARME L, @XA
L%,

by = s (+1)/2) o of2) ol 2]} - o )+(1+v>1og(1+zg/(vfz))]/z.

::f,vﬁﬁ&ﬁ&<vg@f®b,N)dﬁyv%ﬁf@éoEﬁ%éntayﬁAEﬁm~ﬁm%
#4314 (GED: Generalized Error Distribution) o X#REEB% L) BWRATH 5.

L, = é[log(v/zv) - o.s‘v/lv‘ ~ (1+1/v)10g(2) ~ og D (1/v] - 0.510g o7 )] A, = 4}r(1/v)2’2/”/r(3/v) .

ZIT, 0<v<w fzbé" L.s'mr] L

ZRLLZLICERALTV,
35615, GARCHE®F VD7 v—249—2 DT T, Fernandez and Steel (60) 12X hEZR S h, Lambert
and Laurent (82] i= & - Ci#ifi], #5IR S hvic Skewed-Student DXL L, WRXATH %,

L, = T{logr ((v+1)/2) ~ 1og T (v/2) — og| (v — 2)] /2 + Lo 2/ (& + 1/£)) + 10g(5)}
_ Z; log(oi ) + (1 + v)log [1 + <s<p[ + m)z g2 (v _ 2)]}/2 )

— 15 — 41
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fefil, TRET 2,

1{:1 g wtz—m/57 m:F((v+1)/2)\/v—2[§1]7 S:\/m_
T af <p1<771/s \/;I‘<v/2) £ &

T, ERFENBEDASATA—XTHY, v IDHOHBELET,

7 (6D gy, BT T VG ARFIMA €70 LIFIEN S, Bos et al. (36) BHEKRE DA ¥ 7 v—y a0
HRF — 212 ARFIMAX €7V Ta L Tw 5, 72720, REIGEEMEICBE T 28 M % Souza (99) & L
TWwhb,

8) ARMA &7 vIic & 3 FHllifF% ®—>1% Granger and Ramanathan (71) T 5,

9) BRAFEOHEEIZLEM (10) o A 2R S hicv, #EEER, BAE (Sowell (98)), ERURAE (Be-
ran (28)), 2 BRPEH#EE (Geweke and Porter-Hudak (62) & Janacek (78])) 72 E»d %, Goldman et al.
(66] 1XEHfE ARMA (Threshold ARMA: TARMA) € F v L TRV 23 LT3,

10) iz, Dufouretal (52) 2k %,
11) Engle and Gallo (55) & ARCH Bl 7 V2R L CVIXEEEDKF 714 V74 OTFHHEZITo T
5,
SV & F w5 T, Alizadeh and Jones [13) & Brandt and Jones (37) Zv > Y Ick 2K 7 549V T 4 &
#l 247, da Silva and Robinson (49]) 3 EHEERED > I 2 v —¥ 3 ¥ %17\, Britten-Jones and Neu-
berger (38) XA F¥av F54 v 7 ®fToTCwb, Bergetal (29) By ¥ TR LV AV Y IVSIR R
LR SV 7 vo@lilEEiEE (DIC: Deviance Information Criterion) % i L C LWl #47 217 - T
w5,
Koopman et al. [80] & Kruse (81) 2 F= oD SV £ F NV THEIEDH #1TH> T 5%,

=u+07z 2z l:i'N(O, 1), ol =0l exp(ht), h,=Bh_ +om, 1, LSVN(O, 1) .
L, floBATA-—2ERL, un BHELT, ol # Ay — Y v 78R (scaling factor) & 275k
Thd, 35—20HELELTE, WPELLTo =1 CHELT, NEMARBRZELALHETDH
5. k7, HERSVEF VOGN L LT Harveyetal. (73] 236 %,

12) GARCH =7 Ve LA Z 7 4 VY 7 4 FHOFEWIRHAT OWFSE 12 1% Andersen and Bollerslev (16] %%
» %, Andersen and Bollerslev [17] & MA(1)-GARCH(1,1) &7 v &5 T, S&P500 Je¥ffite & 2
vV — bt DZLE DK, Martens and Zein (88) (& GARCH € F v 2ot R T 57 4 U 7 4 OBERIIF
et T4 F K774 97 4 OHKEITH> T3, i Bollerslev and Ghysels [35) (& ARCH
(P-ARCH), P-GARCH #ffH L TAZEV— bt DZE{E L2 L TWwb, 7, KEHTHHT 2 E7 VI
#+12 Talor/Schwert & 5 v, A-GARCH % 5 /v, NA-GARCH % 5 v, V-GARCH % 5 /v, NGARCH %
7 v, GQ-ARCH %75 W, H-GARCH €7 /v, Aug-GARCH 2 t2dH %,

13) Laurent et al. [85] (% Engle and Kroner (56] i< & 5 BEKK-GARCH(1,1), Bollerslev (32] i & 5 —E D
ZtEft & HHBIFR % (CCC: Constant Conditonal Correlation)-GARCH(1,1) &5 v, Engle (54]) i< & 2 ity
S A & H B4R %% (DCC: Dynamic Condtional Corelation)-GARCH(1,1) €F V2 AL TWw2, 35
12, McAleer (89]) & CCC-GARCH € 7/t DCC-GARCH £ 57V L4 E & SV £ F v flio TR >
MLTWwa,

14) (9

¢(L)(1—L)g{ln(of)—w}:[l—i-a(L)}g(zt).
L#EC LB TH 5, Nelson (90) 12 & - TEES 7 EGARCH (p,q) EF VBENELET 74 Y
74 OEFOBBRPRFRNTH H, TFME

in(a?) =0+ 3270, {n(o2) - ob+ X, s + |- 2k}
TH b, Pandey [93) G v 2l L7 EGARCH €7 VMIC X 2017 247> T 5,

42 — 16 —



TOPIX O H - HHZELEKD ¥ v ¥ 7 # > ARFIMAX-GARCH €7 v (HIl)

b LERO & 5 SHIERS ERIE 3B %KD, 0 e, OREMS (lmVar(e, )| L LT, o %
In(o®) CRE A, BWERT (j=1.2n) Bb5L¥Bm(0’) - Y " 0F THEMAS, 75
L, nﬂlﬂ@éﬁ%wﬁwﬁﬁ%ﬁ:@ﬁﬁTf, T, ORATHEERT.

15) p=1, q=00 L X EFMRTRELD, Wl - ik (1) BT LT L5,
ln(at)—w+¢( ) V1+a fl‘+y2 (‘tl‘) Zf Zt—lz()’

ln(at)—w+¢( ) a “‘erz (‘HD Z DAth.

16) (13)1x GARCH %4 D& 57V TdH 5%, Dingetal [51) 1& APARCH LA T, fihd) GARCH Bl€ 7
NEDATA=RBE 2T ZLICE > THOETFVREINEZLER LTV 5,

AP(G)ARCH RIEHIAZH T (j=1,2,n) & hs L3k o Ofkb Y I

( Z, 1ﬂ le j ) Z/ lef/

Bz 5. (13) OfEHHE 1E Karanasos and Kim (79 35 U T w3,
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