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No. of Date = 500 , o %= 1.02, o,%= 0.33

]
! 42 8! *2 1 RSS No. of Data = 500 , o %= 3.367, o %= 0.095
True Value | 0.9 -0.9 1.0 0.5 0.5 :
LS 0.912 | -0.906 | 1.035 | 0.487 | 0.484 | 161.4
MSLS 0.914 | -0.908 | 1.034 | 0.468 | 0.491 | 161.8 ¢ 4, Y v, 1
1 . -0. . . .
o " " " True Value | 0.9 0.9 1.0 0.5 0.5
6LS 0.903 [ -0.897 | 1.0 0.52 | 0.478
0.424 | -0.723 | -0.208 | -0.235 i
LS ¢ 4 ¢ ¥ " v
¥ v N vy 158.9 1 2 3 1 2 3
1.0 0.976 | 0532 | 0.139 LLS 1.384 | -1.332 | 0.433] 1.0 0.04 -0.249
Table 1 Estimation Results for Model Si Table 4 Estimation Results for Model S4
N _ 2. 2.
o. of Data = 500, o ‘= 1.02, o, 0.33
! % 4 (! ! ¥ Y3 M Y % % | Rss
True Value |1.6 1.6 0.776 -0.4 1.2 0.9 0.3 0.1 0.6 -0.4 0.05
WS 1.557 | -1.574 | 0.787 -0.387 | 1.234 | -0.919 | 0.345 | 0.046 | 0.53 ]-0.372 | -0.03 | 160.2
MSLS 1.583 | -1.581 | 0.766 -0.406 | 1.235 | -0.948 | 0.35 | 0.08 | 0.559 [-0.368 | -0.06 | 160.6
4 * 43 4 %5 % 4 4 ]
LLS 1.017 | -0.635 | 0.091 -0.229 |-0.086 | 0.081 [-0.049 | 0.070 {-0.028 159.2
] * ¥ ! ¥ Y6 Y7 ¥ Y9
1.243 | -0.242 |-0.247 -0.040 | 0.150 | ©0.140 |-0.084 | 0.007 | 0.072

Table 2 Estimation Results for Model 52

No. of Data = 500, o %= 1.02, o,% 0.013

4 ) ) % % % ! % & % | % | Rss
True Value| 0.408 | -1.528 | 0.979 | -1.388| 0.363 | -0.748 | 1.4 1.0 |os [-0.16 | 0.05
LS 0.404 | -1.56 | 0.986 [ -1.393| 0.362 | -0.756 | 1.165 |-0.889 |0.231| 0.016{-0.159 | 6.98
MsLS 0.398 | -1.532 | 0.977 | -1.387| 0.356 | -0.754 | 1.168 | -0.957 |0.309 | -0.032|-0.089 | 7.92

4 % ¥ Y % %
True Valuel 1.0 0.45 0.86 0.2 0.27 -0.1
ms 1.0 0.446 | 0.889 | 0.193 | 0.264 | -0.086
MSLS 1.0 0.452 | 0.886 | 0.192 | 0.272 | -0.09

" ’, 4 4y * % ¢ % o

-0.757 -1,625 1-0.641 | -1.079} -0.818 | -1.037 | 0.780 -0.388 [-0.058
LLs 9.11

Y % Y Y ¥ % Y % Y%

1.008 1.614 }1.964 1.534 | 1.013 0.394 0.057 -0.029 0.004

Table 3 Estimation Results for Model S3
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