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27X HIME AL EAZO SEHS SEM 24H
AAF FHG) oyl

f A

2 o

2 eRe mAd SYHY 9 HAY AL 748 ddAEe S A
1

U ATEA A QA LA HY AADe A 20 S FET oo B
24 4PYE AND A9E FYEES FRoQT £ AU EL ohof A
ARge mogyEe Fagdn

U1 gl d& E0] dH(m)e] LS Aol A J 2 A S AU A=
EME SHol2 & U3, 4 Qe 2L F4572E AR

3 & g3k ol ARE BAE o A4 m ALY $AHS AREA shsed
m7} AAEE FH(pooling)sted AAE R4S FHstn 44 e AAS He e B
Tt Ao AT AAG R E o2 8L M A A Y (individuals) S &2k
& 3tk A& ARMA 289] gid 213 g U4 A% L Anderson(1978)°l] <3}
TH U™ Lee(1993)2 Al ARMA B3 did A59 594 HA T ARE %4 24
el @& vt loh vl 2 5 17 Al 4= (fixed coefficient) 2.3 ] oi'd 2} & = Hwang3}
Basawa(1994)2] A 7237t Enso] gl & Ao e dx} v]HE AAQ Hdxa
of gEATEY §H44 B FPduA Ik X,(0)E HA (6= 1,2,--- ,m) AT
(individual series) ] tA] & (t=1,2,--- ,n)A & 83 o}& 2¥ L 18514}

Xi(1) = F(Xi1(4), Z4(4);0(2)) + € (3)

—~
p—i
—t

~—

A71M Fe &8 deghd e 35 duE /N9 Z,6)E 0()2) 84S o3
EBZEsS px 13EYEHH, ()€ px 12FHE 281 {Z,)} {a()} e 22
i.dBEHE o ST RA Fdo] 0, 22D FAHFTEAN T 9} 028 kAT A (1.1)e

= FA

2. [*]
71Ee] B2 A EEYE S TP T2H QA Y o|n(c.f Tong(1990), chap 6.) F7
3 + S & 271 317 28 (random coefficient autoregression model ;

1) (300-715) A A &7 2A4E +5F BT AAF AL

2) (140-742) A &4 47 A5 S 4istn Atz

3) (360-763) F5 FFA FY T ANUE FEUSD FAEN 25
E-mail: sdlee@cbucc.chungbuk.ac.kr
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RCA, Nicholls and Quinn(1982))-& Uellm F& HA3] Ad3tnzA o8 712 /8%
272 0NY 288 BSo) W 2 gk

B =20 AL 03y 2o 2@ e 4(1.1)9 A4A ZZ(stationality condi-
tion)ol| thal YolH L2 Fith tR R AAZ(HI)AEY A5 AT AEEL 7t
At} ol =49 AAA L A A (detrend and deseasonality)3tH FAA AL X,(i)E
21th.(Brockwell and Davis(1992), ch.1.) wWe&tA X,(5)7F B A Al B & W&t sf
AL %’%7\] &g Zojn B Oﬁﬁloﬂ/\i&‘c ARAAAE 2ERE ngsr| 2 gt 3™

H:0(1)=002) == 0(m) (1.2)

A atof o
AABo] 5L
Ao B4(F8 24T FU9 o H)E $AL 5 Ak 0()E oW el N e
o F\thgkol® oA Sulol A A(L1)el 4] A (L2)E ASaole sk gebs o)
T A 2)7151%?% %91 A (equality) 7 A o] 2} 3% &1 524 (homogeneity)% 7 o] 2} gt}
4- e AT7H HAA EAZe ARFHEL AAkslr] o] RoAdd S AA g

[

AT EE e} bR AFEn A RS A (1.2)7 Adgcta siA mAd
Ae o, 25 0(0) 9 BEHE YehlE Z(i)7h dot Ao} idA A

O_u Om :oé‘,
L

ol

A11DAAM 2 g S 2e By S WA ue Ak
Xt = F(Xt_l,Zt;G) + € (21)

{Z} 9 {e}9] ii.dd Aol g3 {X,}& dFaS 2T 2 Z 3 (real valued Markov
process)©] 31 P(A, z)7} %} 4} 3 0] 8-& (stationary transition probability) & Vebd o, =, 4
SR RS BAA Ad ] thgo] 4 E et

(P(A,CE) = P(Xt S A|X,4__1 = il))
= P(F(Xt_l, Zt;e) +¢ € AlXt—l = Z) (22)

= P(F(z,2;;0) + € € A).

Tweedie(1975) & LuHA 2l vtz T o] 44 2 ol 2194 (ergodicity) o] 7ol of
s A% uk glow, o] AFE o] &3 2(2.1)9 HEA Z:Zﬂ% =387] ¢8f o5l =
A< zeisch
(C1) (i) F& 948 (real valued continuous function)©] Tt.

(Z ’L) {Gt}‘\’l:“ 2}‘%?___}_ Ir_z‘s:}"l‘ fe( ) = 7}-7( Di‘ Elet‘ < OOO]E]'
(i56) — oo <z #0 < ooo] BT F%
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7(z) = |z| " B [F(z, 2;0)] ] (2.3)
+ Al (bounded) <ol ™, |z| > 200 BE zo] el 7(z) < 1) zo7} EA) g}

b3 1L A3 BQ)E Zol B8 tigolmutaly BEAS 2,7 s A=
Athgte] 827 o i 24 00 A2 4 Ak

71 48 ARDEE X=X + NN 7(2) = |plo] B2 22 (i)
< 2 48 g < 1] Ak

el

N

82l 2.1 23 (c )3l M & A(2.1)9] AIAG { X} = 3 4 (stationary) o] H o 2 115 (ergodic)

W &

082

. Tweedie(1975)¢] B4 24L& th89) 37112 FA50] 9t}
Xie A-43 A5 RY o-finite measure ¢ thall ¢-irreduciblec] t}.
HFolHE P(A z)E zoll tal 7<% (strongly continuous)©] T},
S2AE VEAT|E BT ash H7 24T

~ N~
N
N N

=E[Xy | Xici=x] - [z, ~0c0 <z <00 (2.4)

2 jz| > o) EE zoll hall v, < -B019 |z] < o BE 2ol thah 4, & 9 257 (bounded
above)°| T}

A (1) (2)of sl &, 22 (C.1) (i) (i)l & 814 ¢S Lebesque-measure & A &
3 { X} ¢—1rreduc1ble(Tweed1e(1975)7’&}5&)6}13%, BTl ZE P(A,x)e 2 (22 2FE

P(A,z) = E[P{F(z, 2,;0) + ¢, € A|Z;})
o]Ei E’E Zt = Ztoﬂ ‘:H?—"H
P{e, € A- F(z, zt;O)}
Phael el A49& THED Dok ol F/F A4 B0l ()7 HELEGLE A
o 2 x93}
o)Al (3)& Zel7] ANA TS B2 BA,
= = BllF(z, 2;0) + el] — |z
< E|F(z, 21;0)| + Elet| — ||
= |z|lz| " E|F (2, Z; 0)| - |z| + Ble|
= lzl{r(z) — 1} + Ele|
ek 22(i0) & ol &3l oF T Zo] MYy, =
= max{zo, (8 + Fle|)/(1 — 7(w0))] (2.6)

a
Tweedie®} 271(3)S S5 & Ut



zolA A8 7} {X,(i);t=1,2,-- ,n. i =12, ,;m}7} F nmIe] BSAE 74 =0
X

Qe A A AALSAE {X19), -, Xa ()} $EFFE Li(0(0) 2k A S o A A2
gl g F23F L2 i
L =] Li(6)) (3.1)

o2 mEEH
oAl iZ RAAFI I {X1(3), -, Xn())}E o1 &3NA 0(1)F FEMEA 2712 X1(1)E
DAAFA g 534 (log-likelihood function) 1;(6(5)) = log[L;(0(3))] & Th=3 &t

L(0(2) = Z, loglg(x(4))|me-1(2); 0(2)] (3.2)

A71M g 21 ()7 FAR A X)) =A% FELETFEA b5 2t

ol (6);000)
= [ L) — Flona(i), Zu6);000)) dM(Z4(0) (33)

t

A A ME Z,()e EXFFH (i) FELUZFSE f()22 EAFIAT
2(3.2) hFEFE&Fo (0@)d FeH LA RIS S(00));p x 19E], 2811 o|2} vl &
Foll vloly 2= 238 Bojr @& At FEE H;(00));p x pA L2 EA 34} Hwang
7} Basawa(1993)2 4l(1.1)S w2E SEA S v APAALGANA 0(:)2] one-step MLE
06 59t H,ol Fgea AAstdon ok S(0(5) = 05 EA @& FU$EF:
BeZg(MLE)9 593 FaEXE /1R FHsIA o A8 L7 obd A+ MLEY # &=
7} BrbsetA Y 52 o) $- o]2l & WA one-step MLEE 59 H; 9| 324 vlus
AA 2L F IS HMEstIT) £ no] FHHE HZE o, one-step MLE (¢ MLE) 2]
FRETE O 253 AASATH

v [0(5) — 8(5)] 2 N(O,T;1(6(2))). (3.4)

01714 T4(0(0)) = Plimln~ H,(6())] : px pRolm, o2 EANL o229 H
2] (ergodic theorem)°ll ]&] &<l=t}.

mie) AAGo] HE SPoln2 the ATE AL & Yok

Vn = : 4 NO, T (3.5)
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71 9] A (3.4)2ke] LAY S At FO AHHOZ T e mpxmpP M T}
™! = Diag[T7'(6(1)),-- - , L1 (6(m))).
olAl m AAE L] A E AT /HE(1.2) 8 nEEAL S,
H:0(1)=-- =6(m)

o] 7ML MBZE 7N Z o =0(1) —0(i+1),i=1
Aol t}.

,...’m_l—%o]%—o‘}. et s =

H ihy= =1 =0 (3.6)
g o] 7Hdo] i AP EAF 2N Wald A F T, the3} zo] Fojgr).

=n/[CT1CT ™Y (3.7)
7] A A ) )
¥ (1) — 6(2)
)= : = : :(m—1)p x 19H
Prn f(m —1) — 6(m)
ogl:,
0 0
I, - 0
: i (m—1pxmp3 &
0 ... 0
2 (3.5)8 ol &3t AR H*(4(3.6)) dtllA T, S ere A=} (m-1)pe)
ThelAlE 2 2d S A € F vk BEA FYFE adlM 9 7149 e g 2ot

{Tn 2 Xj-1)p()} (3.8)

A HdA ol 7174 A ol mil AALAEE EFA 4] Be 23 L 5= A
o] E}%é‘}‘ﬂ A otE Wald 741 7,2 A et A 0M $5u] ZAEA S 18)5 23
of A EA T AF ML FL S FHEEE 7120 (c.f. Hwang 7} Basawa(1993))

i)

4. 2O|AHS Aot

2 dolMe H@B.7)ddA At AB AT T, A48 & 248 & Eaf Lol B}
=99 HHA L _r]aﬂ(m 2)7H_,] =8A0 AAGE A Z]-E.EH 2} AAD L AA A
A BEA5 A7 dA(RCA)EE S WEE & gtHth (p=1) : _

Xe=(0+2Z)X1+ ¢« (4.1)
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A71M ¢E NO,1)2FRE L& dgoln] 28] A 24 02+ EZ2 < 18 11831
{Z}= N(0,0.2)2 2% st} wald 7153 0% 62 < 0.8 ot}
ol A ¢ = 1,20 diah

Xi(3) = (0(3) + Z,(2)) Xi-1(3) + &(3)
oA ()2 ANSE 2T 4()E theF 2ol 7E 5 et

o i XX (/02X +1)
R S MY (2 NGRS 2

w3 ()] FEEE B4 N06)E et 2o

-1 Ny )(12(’6)
5000 = i o
2 0(1) T 6(2)9] 2ol § = (1) — 0(2) = 6(1) & W37 WA o]
A F e RYAAGARE ARAA 2 (4.2)
HEAY T,

T, = 5009/ (CT~1C") 19
olw 7] ¥ = é(l A( 2), C=(1,-1) 282 2 I' o Ux| 3% Z(strongly consistent

estimator) 24 | 21F Fe) 2 4 (4.3)S ol &sted T Zo] AdstATt

I' = Diag(['y, )
- n X2 () ' .
= Yo {poxrrm /499 i = 1,2,
o] A& 1000% wHE (replication)dle] 1000% 5 x3(0.05) = 3.843% @ & v &< A4t
o] E 4139 2 2o AAY A2H%E Ak

(4.4)

T4l 2ARE%) : 6(2)=0, 6§ =06(1)

o\6 | 0 | 001]003}005|007}01}02}03)|04)05]06]07

0 53| 56 | 7.4 | 125 | 19.6 | 32.9 | 89.7 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 { 100
005|524 75 86 | 14.7 | 203|332 868 |99.7 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100
0.1 | 54| 83 | 116 | 16.1 | 20.9{36.2 |87.2 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100

E 412358 6zkel RS R, 2 0(1) B 0(2)9) Aol7k WA ARF S Fg o] Fobd
g e Wk olye AW FoFEE AU & 2AAE RO Bol 959 4
A39e 2L 5 A
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5. 2E
NALG 28 Aol ol BE&Eoe) 4K ARM %) ¢ $2%8 943
ojt}y. Be 47t Bod R4EA W2E 27 AXA HEE &g FEed &
b glA Bk ol o) AAY AR $UY RYo2RE Aol o A 7}
o] e Avid 2P o] fm SzokS o8 4 9lm, B8 AFH A5 Y8 B
O Uye 2533y ozt o £2 23S A2 5 3 Aotk
% =Ee o & 7H«1 E@ml B A8 AlAGR 2AE dA g 44 AR L o

TEW}ES HS’&.Q_U% E_gl/gv's‘j.g_ 3
A% A%, A9 f5E L AP0 25 $5F

tlo ot o3

o oy o
Eaxm
=

At o2nd 2l A xP2E
TEIE TR AP T

ol
£
o
o
me
2=
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Homogeneity Test of Random Coefficient

for the First Order Nonlinear Time Series Panel Data

Inkyu Kim" Sunyoung Hwang® Sungduck Lee®

ABSTRACT

A Large sample test of homogeneity for a panel of more than two first order nonlinear
time series processess is derived and its limiting distribution is found. We present the

results of a Monte Carlo simulation for the proposed test.

Keywords: Random coefficient autoregression model; Homogeneity test; Wald Statistic;
Nonlinear time series panel data.
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