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¥ AT dolduiold AW AR} A4 $ET FAHA BHRYE AN
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§H7bAg $A3n, I AEA ARelE) Arig nusdn AguFYos £

7 HEAL V&S] BEo v& sjHg *“}~ Ben, MAAMNEYE S e s
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Key words: A5 GdRBAIAH FAZMAARRY, A3 NZAY Alall7)ur32 AHP
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Sgae 549 s vgol e 2 = §AHAS BgaA dRetr) 9aA
S ]H: a7 ~~E§*I7l]§] ]*trﬂ. ol T Qe ARG A%l FAAAAYR
g wsANS s A% Feon Fol wedshe A7t Basin & 5 gl
gAol AdE A AN Fusls o ok # AT dHolErloly sy A&}
Folxar ok HaA T SHAZe 97 ANE FE3 —&*47}7—% 73_* B& A Al
79 FAAE AN AHE ol% s sAel dd. 5, deddws w4
HEH FRAA HFHA WAL g ow A A S A :?1, 27 AAE &8
LA} o] /H%}-Ll' 2o} ztE _g.xq)g%_;—,_ AL 7S EAl 298 83 2dS A
S Atk olol uel §4 Faol Al e
)23 W7ol B §AAARRYe o
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7{21.@ »au]w}ZQ ‘45?&-@6} t&;;}—‘e]/\l L #a7tAdzed
Aabsto]] A LE 2 glis o] REo] ¢
Gt nEY HE R Faabe) gelHel AAA S faha
a7 9lsl dloleivtoly W, B3l w4 AEAM mAEL e Ggaae] 43
A o1el AHgol wg yrt wysgle ZHAS FASe A 4P Faso @
H HMEHQ wEe e S4E xS e gelA ol&H mde] alAH A R
K R - k! oms_y N RN ST A ORAze BEAAe FuEolAa, A
Fol A @AF= SMo AL A ol #HE AgA g} oleld Z oA
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2ge WA AR 43 43 T
de Sarky ¥ 4 Aok BA-=wy
e =gHol oEHAE (¥4 11 9 o4
A A gtk (Black et al, 1973)2
Pi=8;-Md)-Ke 7" -Mdy
ot )+(r +J~ 7
g sV r
do=d,—sVr
(32 1] 2d-2% 29

“easn 1@
A w w3

2 %4 ol

o
ch (White, 1998)
#al = ‘5%3 ﬂ
=3 Ed-&

Black( 1990) 2

g §A 7}7—‘1%
§ Zdo] BaFS "]’\}'5}"51‘:}

[+

“I sometimes wonder why people still
use the Black-Scholes formula, since it is
based on such simple assumptions -
unrealistically simple assumptions”

Blacke] AdF38d%e Ed-&2 23 &
(F 1] 9 vj@ 4N 7t o2 A8t A
2R3 ol&7A It EAsA =
t}.(Qi, 1995 ; Lachtermacher et al, 1995,
1997) A3t Fele v FAHA FAdE&
SN ZitE HoH EAZ "o olew
B2Y-&£2 2y gdxn e EAHES &
Astz] Y& EY-&= 718 2do +£3F
& EF3le] nEAHA 7?’@% W 5
-2 wdo t“"} A7t AFs] s
Aok & HowHew ﬂgaﬂ 1R L&
8738HA g ?l%’ ANAYGE o] &3 FHVL
ARz o] #e AF7F Malliaris et
al(1993)& AlFoz gFHAYG. AFAH
2(Artificial Neural Network, ANN)2 ¢l

2) P KOSPROO(FrH3)&%
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D.._

K:

T:

s

5

sl

; = Sf - ZD, e_'
wgeele) Aol AW Fo
77 KOSPI 200 717 A7+ 4 (1990¢ =)

YALA ) v CDIYIES] FE

ng ez BEAL :2‘,
t

» 8§ =

= KOSPI 2009 ¥9&4
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*}4 7}7—‘]4‘ 3“4—4 HE7HEA
'S"d-% AE7)17E dA s}
ARl AL, BAF. B &4
']‘11 etk

[ 1] Bd-&= 289 71A

W 7l Y& (Mechanism) & F&¥oz A&
3t QTR F(Artificial Intelligent, A9 3%t
Fopolt}, AFAAGL FANMAAA A <
olA MEHA W Hja oL HAHE
7}z c} (Hutchinson et al, 1994; Lajbcygier
et al, 1997) 3=, < ’\‘l%"o‘ E’-aﬁ" d] 1
T

ol lo o
o
ot _ﬂ

e rlo d
ox
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18 fo rlo I oft 1T rlo o
o
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T,
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>

o -

>

oY X T
oE._:m i
o =7
o

¢

%‘3
s '}"" ‘3} (Mallldrlb et al,
993, Hutchinson et al, 1994) Malliaris %
A9 WAzZER | uEl AFAIH o)
Az e Holx 94495 9=
ARGl FAVNEBAGRY o A}
F A= 7S BAY. ol 7

%KHH QlFA A Yy F
ol A3 Hojz E& dHIHO
‘Ri dx ETstu, WEd 47
uel ohgd EEs ALy
o*# EY-&2 59 AIE
¥l ct. Lajbecygier *—(1997 )2 B
Zdlol w7t HAEe fdjler
Zoj A& o] QA 7P73°]
A AEEE 7HAz zZeld
mng;}T‘:_ 7“01.—_ _t,’_)dg}odc}
= Eo]7] fE EY-&£= 2o
FABGeR fﬂ(*f‘c}°i’>‘1 A =
Al &8 ok (Lajbeygier et al,
1997, Hanke, 1999b)
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A 2} A5 g 4 A3

Malliaris et|NN¥} B-So) Ad#p v, §Ae)

al WA b xjell upe}p zpol EA 3
(1993) |1} tiSe AxpE wa)
Hatehinson \NNsh B-5 wae] wla, NN&
-S g ap FARSE 71y
(1994) B-S 283} {FALS I

Lajbcygier NN} H Se) Awb ulil, NNo|
et al o8 7 wal
(19952) = ot

Lajbecygier INN¥F B-S, #Haksl B-S¢) A}
et al Ml NNe| -4, 53] B-Si-
(1995b)  |OTMel A e 4z
Oi et al NN=t B-5¢] At ujul, NNeoj
oo | S8 A7kl Fok- NNe|
(1995) W gpay

Anders et INNst B-Se] 44 i, NNo)

: e o4
(1995) B Sef u] s}

Lajbeygier NN, B-S, #3% B-S, Ma ¥
et al o] Aal wvlul, NNoj ﬂil & A
a9y |3, ‘3()01 olul ATMAIAM = €%
o |=¥=®(B-S9 NN, B-S¢} A

Laibevgier | gy opyop A wao) 43apis v)
etal |5 B gel NNE) "é}ﬂ%;‘ol 7}
(1997) A e HalE g

lhse gan deaz dsa
white o) 'UN oSG v s Ak e
A998) |\ o g s wal
Hanke [NN7} B-Se] At ulul, NNoJ
(19%9a) |Bch $58 4 4_ Bl
B B-S9 NNo| %&wse) diz
Hanke g 2iguey slo) wealdat
WD) Hejoreye) o wal
(& 2] N YE o) 83
A7 A A A e 33 A
2, WA Fgna
Aokl dlolE EAlA Fag o
7 529 v WA 2 2 M (David, 1996),
SAZNAAE BN o)A AL AR
Gt %ﬂ‘ﬂ"i AlEEI vk Holl M A s
FAt el AHE Qe E’l%'“?l FHE
FoEh FAALE o] &3 FANAH
ArEolM AR5 WEAde oy (X
3} ¥ 7
3) NN @ 1414w 28 B-S: 8x-&£= 1w
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A & H5A 574
Hutchinson et al(1994) W AFS
Qi et al(1995)
Lajbcygier et al(1995a) 229
Lajbcygier et al(1995h) 60
Anders et al(1995) dAAbA | 30Y
Lajbcygier et al(19%) | ¥4 | 602
Lajbcygier et al{(1997) 60
Hanke(1999b) 60
Malliaris et al(1993)
White(1998) ,ﬂL”ﬂg
Hanke(1999a)
3E 3] FANMAAA AN AL L
5 A
71Ee} RAFTAAEYE o) 43 4 AAA
of wet AFEL UHE A HoAo
Z ]lsle] 9Ay wiEAg R4t &
219t Hanke(1999)= #83 S22 A4A
= A WEAgel W Ayt Wasi
IR T =

TR A AE AR BAgE el
A (Pedreira et al, 1996)0.2 ols] A

EEEcheE AFNAGE o83 A3 »
b2 Az 7l gtk (Hansen et
al,1996) [#£ 4] & UFAHLGE o)L
HEAd F=40 ”Hﬂ A8 A2 A& E
ozl gl AYER ¢e 5L B
o] 31 At} Brooks(1998)+ w4z
THAFE %3 A48 o,
Malliaris(1996)x> 945 ¥4 & 23
frelst gag %‘;i: HeEwhs MYsie=
HE AFESEATE A o] F WY e of
Hl W4l 71 B8 A§ Aro] @ol X
85 2ol QFA Y] EA4 ©
T Fgo] Ty AdEg gdA doryg
gloke Wb & 7kxa e
A 2} M 25}
Donaldson |[MA, (;ARCPE"!I MSE, RMSE 413
et al |NN& 533|400
(1996) B8 4% C&HL c°
ISDE W xvi alg
THUF INN2 HSD# w] g
Malliaris H%P FRME A MAD,  MSE,
ooy [, £75 AN G AE4  NNo]
2z, A —T—HSDEE} e o7&
ZAAE, A A e dag
5]l
SEWS 9
Brooks W opelEel AA¥ERY, GARCH,
(99g) | o FHWAE CBGARCH, GJRe] )
t-1WE A, e-2fatel A SEALE Aot
A, Al
[3£ 4] 1T AAHYE o] &8 M¥a A3



A 3R AHZIRFES S8
3 FANA4A

Ay ow P2 A FojA et e
QIzke] qAMAA Y FAH HFPe g
2dstr #e A$7t 9do}h.(Anderson,
1995; Remus et al, 1995; Maines, 1996) 7}
£ g& AFEL olHd A9 FAF
'T\il"x:_}.’(HOllStIC Judgement)® 38 7FA &
AR A¥rgze] vurt #& o] FUTh
(A48 5, 1998) z28v} -sﬂﬂ RE& Az
Aneto] EAH MIRIFng 4 d
Szl oluet ZF W £ 9 A, o
HE& v, dAFste FERHA AEAA
(structural Interaction)& ™3} Z(Bunn
et al, 1991), ©] & F3] Bu} v} JAMEA
ot E AHolel & F gtk Yurz e
BY-&2 9y 5 o2 rwdg F3
23 7tAz A g7rAe Abelrt ‘”3‘?}
AS AZ7tAHEgE o3 7hAS A
Q1 7Aoo g glAsic} A ol Ao
T A AHE HIJLOP‘ R K} '&&d &
A g3t &AM 7].7iO] ZAHolgln & F
t}. A1 %0474}'“" 4 749 3&
EA8le] o3 Rde] AAE
Aol Fastl B dAFdMs
HEH9 FANAAANEY
Hl ol A vpolzt Al o] zte] g
g3 A FANMAZAAGTEY qAt
A3k o
o17He] X Ao g T Yoz HH
o]z AHo| gl F zte] FAE S
’3}—%1] ol 71 Fa¥ AEE &=
22 Fo 3 FAL HAYPelgta B F
olth. Aba7) ek 22 (Case-Based Reasoning
CBR)S M2% 839 d&sq A9
ete A3 AY, A ALEHIE o] &3]
A}]i" Aee AgstAL, FAY AL
2 A ddS s AY, 2 NEE
Bars 1311"5}71 Y Mz EA
g Hgg dgs weEr] g3 MdEHaR
B  FAde AL  9uldcHKolodner,
1993). #AL Al E 01%3}&1 Nz &
AE Azt oA Azke] FA A
A3 FAEE AR ELS WA AR
& FAZE Foxg W, AlHAIF(Case
Base)old dAI FA4 HRo =
T AAAE FE(Retrieve)d ¥, &5 A}

A& AA-&(Reuse)std] Ao o] &3rh

Y © HL' o
0f
i

0 (-

-v-':i o
rzosir:_gzzr

o

o >
10 0¥ Mo JlN
ol rlr
o}
)

oX, o

2
z
L

[+

_8.

ghob &% Aldlo] % sidge] MEL &
A A HFgIA oW, oF FA
(Revise)dte]l A 2E& slgS AASIT o &
Al 28 A2 A (Retain)dtch. [
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Problem
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Retriyv i
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Retain ]

Case-Base
y
Revise
d
Confirmed Proposed
Solution Solution

(29 4] At Ege) S5
(Aamodt & Plaza, 1994)

ARzl FEA2ES AAE "= (8

51 s} 2 W&ol neslofof @k of Fol

A Al 7R 2o M Fa3% HE FAMA
(analogy)oll 2l& Z3etm & 5 ok (o &)
=, 1998) ALAlE =33 o A9 ’\}743} 3}
7-I°l A e 7ol A &l A) ?4_113}‘_ T AbdsL
EAs7d BrtEdng FEAHQ %XIF' 3
434 ¥ t}.(Kolodner, 1993' ol Al 9,
1996) &, T Al#e] 95+ F"*':-—,s 2o

S, %‘%‘%i 850 ue} 7}?71]: 24
gty 1 EMHETY v*}E—f AAba)an, °l
g e g 7} A9 RAARE AAdch
72129 AFEL 549 MEFEAE EAFA
AAstAL, Jg dAse F+7) ““‘A’k‘:}
A HHe FaAL BYdA @oy,
Tore] AL sl AAsor ot -’"—
AFo M= AHPZ o} &3t} sjotdl A4
E Adatge AdE nad o Algdrs A
Hol &3 FATE AESATS

8 = ‘4] 2
bl Al E olFA HHET
(Representation) | R217}?
Ael A E o|2A mayo
(Indexing) 2 AZE AU

Nze A aue

%3 .

(mm&m) anel AAE ol%A
ol & AJZ?

4% 33ﬂﬂﬂéY%??1§

- . 2 k-2 = 'o“)‘ (e
(Adaption) R0l 7}

&5 NZE e ogA A
(Learning) A2 AFg RAA?

[E 5] Abel7o 38 Al=gde] Fjol A
EEE L T

9 A5Y Ses e
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A4 HAA 2 AE

LR

AT #A7IEe 1997d 7Y 7Y
FEO19999 7Y 3097bA o 2wdojolr}
B odAe olg® zEi= KOSPI 200,
KOSPI 200 #A7H4, wig=aA4¢ 4=
G FEAM(CD) 91U AFAH So|n,
LS Z}'-\'L'; ’_;"]/'}EHJ_ ‘L?‘E] o_]%{‘:}'

1L Wgd

A AdFY R FrAFe £oE
40l ANAlE Hog ojd FeE Hon,
ol g R e Ast BdaA
Ragsan Aok (HF4 9 491, 1996) ¥ o
Toll A 71EL] JIFTAF LGS o) &3 Hyd
Tol M ARSEl AN WMEgI wld W
7,5 TS FYE%E ALgste) Wy
3% FAHY F, dA4H WEA GARCH
g v vl skl

oAl

¥

&

Tt E S o83l HEAHE s
W o2 7h 7]zl FEjgl AALE A
TAE  FAFYEe BEzHd  ¥HEA
{(unconditional volatility) % “‘}—‘EE}T‘} 7} A

AN Aol 2hregany 43
A wgAel Fe o
dAVELS ddshe o 3
585 e do Al g
wol olgxojdrh AN WEAS
st e og (¥4 21 9 2o

=
4

Zz o >
e

o =

[ =
V“/ N7 2

VoA as

S 713 2l KOSPROO

=100 log( S - )

(34 2] GAHE w5y

AAlE B4 #AR oE Py o
2  GARCH(Generalized autoregressive

heteroskedastic ; GARCH)Z
F . GARCH(Generalized ARCH)
23 ARCHREHO szl HehazA
Bollerslev(1986) °l&] A7l=A=dl, Azt
o] EAQl HEAE A AFel A7FANY
€ 2} ’87]9] HrAdoes ®HIC K o
A FEAEe 71 EEA aﬁﬂ; e
’Slfﬂaﬂ-;—J_ A= GARCH(1,1) =3 o]

3tF . GARCH(1)1) B¥¥A & = *3}%_ s

conditional

=N
=

it
flo

0
dlo
o
1>

€ o —1—NQO, & f)

h%=a 0+ a | € %_1+B lhg,
[¥4] 3] GARCH(1,1) ¥¥%4

1998 790l A 1999 797hA o 1d
7 KOSPI 2009 2 & dlo]ef 3 o]
#3to] W E0Y) WEA kg
stk (£ 6] A
TAFAES REAAE o] 883 on
AP AT 90Y AinE -
stk £ Az g

S FRA%

STy
Bl Fhsael gt
T A
2l gatols] W
ABAAY 2ol 1

ff&ﬁ}.

M SD
0.1617 |0.0091
GARCH  [0.1449 |0.0309
NN |0.1614 |0.0046
[# 6] 2¥d ¥EA

HSD

0.0089
FR4 % v

2. 47444

AFTNALE B3 F47
et 7 wd2x Bo-
3G ot Malliaris et al(19¢
ol AlEF = dHEFE
A At AL & E)R] e A
A& (lag) IS 01%0}"30
7|EE REIHA 5?"1 H]
E]’.(Hanke, 19()9) —|Y U
A VAR f1do] A
Aga} AR, 1 FAA
ol ol WAZ Ao
utetA B dAFoMeE B
FAd HMFE ’\P%o}‘ﬁ‘;}
& o83 FMIE Ao
T8 ’;}iﬁli"% S ﬂ—?ol 3
014 %, AEHE(Q)n 4712 3
AR X))z uF u]%rg-),:m S/X e}
C/X% AF&3titl. Hutchinson et al(1994)
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of AatE §1Fete ol F Aol dEgE
Frth(Lajbeygier et al, 1995, 1996, 1997
; Anders et al, 1995 ; Hanke, 1999) v]-&
Hg0) AL U RIS ATsHA
AFEE FAdrhe FHWE A RICP. o}
ghA] B oA PojME M AT HYT H
SRS ARSI AT

dole] Ale] FAL £x43F FHUAHE
Aejste] F8 dlolEl(training set)F 12
NY, 74E 8 vlo]E(testing set)E 1Y =2
:r“‘éo}"i‘i}. ol FHANEY BEAY IAA

]

o] "lole & 840 “4°1X]—1— e ¥
3ol g5 e Bog & Ur] "ol
FM71 A EEE ”47]'01‘ 7NEoR
MAD(Mean Absolute Deviation),
MSE(Mean Square Error), MAPE(Mean
Absolute Percent Error)Z A3t th

[5 7] = 7} wExo) wet QAFTAA

W3 So-gx wdge) 4iE wud E

O
9

ott. Q1T AAWe] AF GARCH ¥4 &
o3 stAFHel YT HIF YO
W, Bol-gzpge ATNAYS T A
4 34 @2 o8 A% no ue A
A5 ugrh old@ AN BEY el
ga-gx mys wmeA Ml AFA
A nEe IS B 4E ANG 5
siche 48 AAbeh: Aoz ¥ 4+

S |z 2,
8|27
just
ul
o)
o
>
Z
Z
jus]
wn
w]
@

MAD | 2.258 0499 0.471]0.387| 0.430] 0.390
MSE | 5.708 0491 0.556{0.401| 0.443] 0.410
MAPE|11536] 0.995 0.567|0.372 0.420{ 0.317

(£ 7] 293 dsyel me 2ge
A ad) (98wl 7€ ~ 9¥ ] )6)

S48 A7 (Moneyness)2]  H| &l
“}EP AW AMDITM 5 Deep In The
Money), H7}AITM ; In The Money), &
7VA(ATM ; At The Money), 2713
(OTM ; Out of Money), #}2]7F28(DOTM
; Deep Out of Money)2 2 TEE T §4
] WA= JA0] FA] PAbEvtA A
) & JhXE vepdo FF49 76‘-°r
AL 7 2Ate] 7tA e yAHA
ZrE FAE ovsta, 574 ¥4

*JQ VA3 PA A dE
o), FAAFRE S UA7EA
Aol AolE Ro|7] Wi
o] & :11‘\%73‘}04 a3t
& WA7
= 2Eo

ST

o
)

N
Eha

2 oo rlo to T 8
N
b
10 %

Aol we) <

A She ass o seltt

6)

29+ WEA, g Sof NN+HSDE A%
AWg ol8% HAARRET AFUPY

T E 474 TNN) L& 2 (BS)

MAD | MSE IMAPE| MAD | MSE |MAPE]

DITM | 0.2819; 0.0886| 6.6148] 0.9340] 1.6382} 0.1007)

I'T™™ | 0.4648} 0.4213] 0.1081§ 0.5348; 0.4510f 0.1136]

ATM | 0.2414; 0,0805| 0.24208 0.2424] 0.1054| 0.1848

OTM | 0.1590] 0.0484| 0.5545} 0.1344 0.0272} 0.3439

DOTM| 0.9660] 1.6987[ 0.1103] 0.0363| 0.0025] 0.3615

(£ 8] &4 WAizbx o] wh& A7} vl
AFAlAY wae AL ITM, ATM,
OTMol A+ GARCH(@1,1) ¥E4, DITM,
DOTMol M= ALY WHEAdE AHEERE
At 7t e, E9-82 2y
< DITM, OTM, DOTMoI A& Q&4
uc}°] ‘515"6] I'TM, AIMOII}\
GARCH(l 1) ¥EAE A A=t 7}7‘]’
S84 vergch olHst dae 2%
ool EF  WlEdw gk Malliaris et
al(1993)¢} Lajbcygier et al(1995b)e] <3+

AH OTMz DOTMOIAN Za-&= w3
o] mj¢ Az AHE BHATL, AEFNA
Wg ol g3 HMEAE AEEHAS AS A
o] A4S MAE # UEE FFE S
Ath ATAF Y Ed-&= RPN &
T3 mdvhg ol gato] Agytel wjuE A
A% A3 DITM, ITM, ATMell A= i3
A7 e *"r-'r\-ﬁ}‘ii-’ . OTM, DOTMel A &
BY-= EHo] L3t

B ool At A FolxtEe] Berg
o Ee §AAAARLAANA AHEE
22 77t Agze] deE Fol:
e FaAse AbdwA g FENA
i'} ANE J&Eax} ?SLL]-
1 o Golel ERE fiw wyUE
q el S el 7
}.
&)

w r;~1
2

o]

1—‘]"] £olA & a1vistoiol 3,

#) 01] Al (problem) 2] 8-}
(solution)e]  W&o]  Egsojor  dhr}
(Watson, 1994). ¥ A+9] Atdle o g
[% 9) 7} 7o)l F+Adstax et

%L' g‘ L £ AbE A
salyap | SAS L oEA A A A
% 7y alAdd G| gl ABse

HEo Q4

o] %]
FH A Y 2
R

o

2 AFolMe= 3EE
FANAE] Hder

5(1998)0) A A

AN G HYES
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EE]
HE 4o s
IET-D:: >
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154
20

(22 9] A2 ~Y

o

o
if's

SPILE
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